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Figure S1. Funnel plot of effect of ABCG2 421C>A on rosuvastatin; (a) AUCo.» (ng-h/ml), (b) Cmax (ng/ml), (€) tmax (h), (d) half-
life (h)
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Table S1. AUCy.. (ng-h/ml) and Cpax (ng/ml) of rosuvastatin between ABCG2 421 A allele carriers and GG genotype carriers

AUCo. (ng-h/mL) Chnax (ng/mL)
Studies ]()nciz’e): Tr3;1peea1 rcl)f AliiG/iiZI ABCG2 421 CC AiiG/i:ﬂ ABCG2 421 CC
Mean N Mean N Mean N Mean N

(SD) (SD) (SD) (SD)
I I I R SR T
LRI R ST O R G
qu(i‘?t 10 G (Tg:z) 2 (2(7):2) 14  NA NA NA NA
e S & e e I
Kim 2017 20 G N/A N/A N/A N/A (133) 9 (186'42) 4
Liu 2016 20 A (?43132) 34 (1656358) 27 523) 34 (186.42) 27
Wan 2015 10 A (15787.65) 34 (13182. 27) 28 (176.'85) 34 (13969) 28
Zhang 2006 20 A (gii) (ﬁg) ! (22491) 7 (2:411) 7

A: arithmetic mean; AUC: area under the curve; G: geometric mean; N/A: not available; SD: standard deviation.
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Table S2. Sensitivity analysis of rosuvastatin AUCy., (ng-h/ml)

Excluded study InGM 95% CI I?
Birmingham 2015a 0.42 0.33 t0 0.51 0
Birmingham 2015b 0.45 0.35t0 0.54 0

Huguet 2016 0.43 0.3510 0.50 0
Keskitalo 2009 0.42 0.34t0 0.51 0
Kim 2017 0.43 0.35t0 0.50 0
Liu 2016 0.43 0.35t00.51 0
Wan 2015 0.42 0.33t0 0.50 0
Zhang 2006 0.42 0.34t0 0.50 0
TOTAL 0.43 0.35t0 0.50 0

GM: geometric
mean difference;
CI: confidence
interval
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Table S3. Sensitivity analysis of rosuvastatin Cpax (ng/ml)

Excluded study InGM 95% CI I2
Birmingham 2015a 0.39 0.29 t0 0.49 0
Birmingham 2015b 0.44 0.33 t0 0.55 0

Keskitalo 2009 0.43 0.33t00.52 0

Kim 2017 0.42 0.33 t0 0.51 0
Liu 2016 0.42 0.32 t0 0.52 0
Wan 2015 0.44 0.34t0 0.54 0
Zhang 2006 0.41 0.32 t0 0.50 0
TOTAL 0.42 0.33t00.51 0

GM: geometric
mean difference;
CI: confidence
interval
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Table S4. Sensitivity analysis of rosuvastatin tmax (h)

Excluded study AMD 95% CI I?
Keskitalo 2009 0.12 -0.36t0 0.59 8
Liu 2016 -0.12 -0.59t0 0.34 0
Wan 2015 -0.06 -0.53t0 041 14
Zhang 2006 0.15 -0.33t0 0.63 0
TOTAL 0.02 -0.39t0 0.43 0

AMD: arithmetic
mean difference;
CI: confidence
interval
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Table SS. Sensitivity analysis of rosuvastatin half-life (h)

Excluded study AMD 95% CI I?
Keskitalo 2009 0.11 -091t0 1.13 1
Liu 2016 0.21 -0.78 to 1.20 0
Wan 2015 -0.57 -2.03 to0 0.89 0
Zhang 2006 0.13 -0.97 to 1.23 3
TOTAL 0.05 -0.91 to 1.01 0

AMD: arithmetic
mean difference;
CI: confidence
interval



