uRDN Sham Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% ClI

Non-resistant HTN
RADIANCE-HTN SOLO -81 97 71 -1.1 106 72 27.9% -7.00[-10.33, -3.67] -
RADIANCE I 9 95 140 -09 79 69 334% -8.10[-10.54, -5.66] -
Subtotal (95% ClI) 211 141 61.3% -7.72[-9.68, -5.75] *
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chiz =0.27, df = 1 (P = 0.60); I> = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 7.69 (P < 0.00001)

Resistant HTN
REQUIRE -8.7 13.9 60 -69 138 59 19.4% -1.80 [-6.78, 3.18] "
RADIANCE-HTN TRIO -11.5 159 65 -89 13 64  19.3% -2.60 [-7.61, 2.41] =
Subtotal (95% CI) 125 123  38.7% -2.20 [-5.73, 1.33] <
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 0.05, df = 1 (P = 0.82); I>= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.22 (P = 0.22)
Total (95% ClI) 336 264 100.0%  -5.51[-8.47, -2.55] <&

ity 2 = . 2 = - = S22 = t t + }

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 5.27; Chi? = 7.48, df = 3 (P = 0.06); I* = 60% 20 10 0 10 20

Test for overall effect: Z = 3.65 (P = 0.0003)

Supplementary Figure 1 Home systolic blood

Favours uRDN  Favours Sham

pressure in subgroup analysis.

uRDN Sham Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl

Non-resistant HTN
RADIANCE I -11 135 137 -55 129 71 37.9% -5.50 [-9.26, -1.74] -
RADIANCE-HTN SOLO  -10.8 13.6 74 -39 174 72 255% -6.90[-11.97,-1.83] —m—
Subtotal (95% Cl) 211 143 63.4% -6.00[-9.02, -2.98] <
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 0.19, df = 1 (P = 0.66); 1= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.89 (P < 0.0001)

Resistant HTN
RADIANCE-HTN TRIO -10.4 16.8 65 -11.2 227 64 15.8% 0.80 [-6.10, 7.70] -
REQUIRE -11 174 69 -9 1741 66 20.8% -2.00 [-7.82, 3.82] — N
Subtotal (95% CI) 134 130 36.6%  -0.84[-5.28, 3.61] <>
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 0.37, df =1 (P = 0.54); I? = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.37 (P = 0.71)
Total (95% ClI) 345 273 100.0% -4.13[-7.15,-1.12] <&

i 2= . 2 — - = .12 = 979 t t t +

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 2.56; Chi? = 4.10, df = 3 (P = 0.25); 12=27% 20 10 0 10 20

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.69 (P = 0.007)

Supplementary Figure 2 Office systolic blood

Favours uRDN  Favours Sham

pressure in subgroup analysis.

uRDN Sham Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI

Non-resistant HTN
RADIANCE Il -7.7 10.7 144 17 93 72 31.5% -6.00 [-8.77, -3.23] -
RADIANCE-HTN SOLO -7 86 74 31 97 72 30.2% -3.90 [-6.88, -0.92] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 218 144 61.8% -5.02[-7.08, -2.97] *
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.05; Chi? = 1.02, df =1 (P = 0.31); I?=2%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.80 (P < 0.00001)

Resistant HTN
RADIANCE-HTN TRIO -11.4 141 65 -12.1 145 64 19.8% 0.70 [-4.24, 5.64] -
REQUIRE -6.6 15.8 69 -6.5 15.6 67 18.4% -0.10 [-5.38, 5.18] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 134 131 38.2% 0.33 [-3.28, 3.93] ‘
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 0.05, df = 1 (P = 0.83); I?=0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.18 (P = 0.86)
Total (95% Cl) 352 275 100.0% -2.95 [-5.94, 0.04] L 4

it 2 = . 2 = = - 12 = 8OO t t t t t

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 5.38; Chi? = 7.50, df = 3 (P = 0.06); I> = 60% 20 -10 0 10 20

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.94 (P = 0.05)

Favours uRDN  Favours Sham

Supplementary Figure 3 24 hours ambulatory systolic blood pressure in

subgroup analysis.



uRDN Sham Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI

Non-resistant HTN
RADIANCE Il 79 116 145 -18 95 73 31.0% -6.10 [-8.98, -3.22] -
RADIANCE-HTN SOLO -85 93 74 22 10 72 29.6% -6.30 [-9.43, -3.17] -
Subtotal (95% Cl) 219 145 60.5% -6.19 [-8.31, -4.07] L 2
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chiz=0.01, df =1 (P = 0.93); I?= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=5.72 (P < 0.00001)

Resistant HTN
RADIANCE-HTN TRIO -11.8 14.2 65 -12.3 14.2 64 20.8% 0.50 [-4.40, 5.40] B
REQUIRE -84 15.6 61 -7.2 154 66 18.7% -1.20 [-6.60, 4.20] B
Subtotal (95% CI) 126 130 39.5% -0.27 [-3.90, 3.36] <&
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi?=0.21, df = 1 (P = 0.65); I = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.14 (P = 0.88)
Total (95% ClI) 345 275 100.0%  -3.87 [-7.02, -0.73] ‘

tos 2 = 5 2 — - = .12 = B9 t t t t

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 6.16; Chi? = 7.85, df = 3 (P = 0.05); I = 62% 20 10 0 10 20

Test for overall effect: Z =2.41 (P = 0.02)

Favours uRDN  Favours Sham

Supplementary Figure 4 Daytime ambulatory systolic blood pressure in

subgroup analysis.

uRDN Sham Mean Difference Mean Difference
_Study or Subgroup ~ Mean _SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random,95%ClI IV, Random,95%Cl

Non-refractory HTN
RADIANCE I -6.6 128 144 -13 113 72 353%  -5.30[-8.64, -1.96] Bl
RADIANCE-HTN SOLO -4.8 11.7 74 -31 115 71 31.6% -1.70 [-5.48, 2.08] el
Subtotal (95% CI) 218 143  66.8%  -3.61[-7.13,-0.09] L 4
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 3.17; Chi? = 1.96, df = 1 (P = 0.16); 1> = 49%
Test for overall effect: Z=2.01 (P = 0.04)

resistant HTN
RADIANCE-HTN TRIO -10.3 17.2 65 -11.6 183 64 17.6% 1.30 [-4.83, 7.43] B il
REQUIRE -4.2 19.8 68 -4.7 196 67 15.6% 0.50 [-6.15, 7.15] il -
Subtotal (95% CI) 133 131 33.2% 0.93 [-3.57, 5.44] A
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi2 = 0.03, df = 1 (P = 0.86); 1= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.41 (P = 0.69)
Total (95% CI) 351 274 100.0% -2.10 [-5.14, 0.94] q

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 3.90; Chi2=5.11,df =3 (P =0.18); = 41%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.36 (P = 0.18)
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Supplementary Figure 5 Nighttime systolic blood pressure in subgroup analysis.



