Supplemental Fig. S.1 Forest plot for association between CYP3A4 rs2242480 polymorphism and plasma
concentration of CBZE to CBZ ratio in allelic model (a), homozygote codominant model (b), heterozygote
codominant model (c), dominant model (d), recessive model (e) and overdominant model (f).

a

4.1 Allelic model (A allele vs. G allele)

A allele G allele Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fix % Cl
Ma CL 2015 0.19 0.76 88 0.2 082 244 100.0% -0.01[-0.20,0.18]
Total (95% CI) 88 244 100.0% -0.01 [-0.20, 0.18]

05 025 0 025 05
G allele Aallele

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=0.10 (P =0.92)

b
4.2 Homozygote codominant model (AA vs. GG)
AA GG Mean Difference Mean Difference

0, 0,

Ma CL 2015 0.16 0.05 8 0.2 0.08 86 100.0% -0.04[-0.08,-0.00]

Total (95% CI) 8 86 100.0% -0.04 [-0.08, -0.00] —~ali—

Heterogeneity: Not applicable t t ’ t t
Test for overall effect: Z=2.03 (P = 0.04) 0.1 0.05 GGOAA 0.05 01

c
4 3 Heterozygote codominant model (AG vs. GG)

AG GG Mean Difference Mean Difference
r I Mean D Total Mean D Total Weight IV, Fix % Cl IV, Fix 5% Cl
Ma CL 2015 0.19 0.08 72 0.2 0.08 86 100.0% -0.01[-0.04,0.02]
Total (95% Cl) 72 86 100.0% -0.01 [-0.04, 0.02]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable t t ' t t
-0.05 -0.025 0 0.025 0.05
Test for overall effect: Z=0.78 (P = 0.43) GG AG
d
4.4 Dominant model (AA+AG vs. GG)
AA+AG GG Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV. Fixed. 95% Cl 1V, Fixed, 95% CI
Ma CL 2015 0.19 0.08 80 0.2 0.08 86 100.0% -0.01[-0.03, 0.01]
Total (95% ClI) 80 86 100.0% -0.01[-0.03, 0.01]

Heterogeneity: Not applicable 0.05 0025 0 0025 0.05

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.80 (P = 0.42)

GG AA+AG
e
4.5 Recessive model (AA vs. AG+GG)
AA AG+GG Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI 1V, Fixed, 95% CI
Ma CL 2015 0.16 0.05 8 0.2 0.08 158 100.0% -0.04[-0.08,-0.00]
Total (95% CI) 8 158 100.0% -0.04 [-0.08, -0.00] "
:'etf;"ge”e'tyl:l N;’ft at‘?pz“fazb'fs o003 0050025 0 0025 0.05
est for overall effect: Z=2.13 (P = 0.03) AG+GG AA
f
4.6 Overdominant model (AG vs. AA+GG)
AG AA+GG Mean Difference Mean Difference
_Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fi 95% Cl
Ma CL 2015 0.19 0.08 72 0.2 0.08 94 100.0% -0.01[-0.03, 0.01]

Total (95% Cl) 72 94 100.0% -0.01 [-0.03, 0.01] *

Heterogeneity: Not applicable t t T t t
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.80 (P = 0.42) 0.05 U-ff:+GGOAG 0.025 0.05




Supplemental Fig. S.2 Forest plot for association between CYP3A4 rs2242480 polymorphism and plasma CBZE
concentration in allelic model (a), homozygote codominant model (b), heterozygote codominant model (c),

dominant model (d), recessive model (e) and overdominant model (f).
a

2.1 Allelic model (A allele vs. G allele)

A allele G allele Mean Difference

Mean Difference

_Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI 1V, Fix 5% ClI
Ma CL 2015 1.47 0.71 88 144 075 244 100.0% 0.03[-0.15, 0.21]
Total (95% CI) 88 244 100.0% 0.03[-0.15,0.21]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable _0: 5 -0 :25 6 0 525 0:5

Test for overall effect: Z=0.33 (P = 0.74)

b
2.2 Homozygote codominant model (AA vs. GG)
AA GG
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Fixed, 95% ClI

Gallele A allele

Std. Mean Difference
i % CI

Ma CL 2015 1.656 0.73 8 143 076 86 35.4% 0.16 [-0.57, 0.88]
Zhu X 2014 -2.43 05 15 -243 051 120 64.6% 0.00 [-0.54, 0.54]
Total (95% CI) 23 206 100.0% 0.06 [-0.38, 0.49]

Heterogeneity: Chiz = 0.12, df =1 (P = 0.73); P = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.25 (P = 0.80)

C
2.3 Heterozvaote codominant model (AG vs. GG)

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random % Cl

AG GG Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI
Ma CL 2015 1.46 0.72 72 143 0.76 86 48.8% 0.04 [-0.27, 0.35]
Zhu X 2014 -26 049 75 -2.43 0.51 120 51.2% -0.34 [-0.63, -0.05]
Total (95% CI) 147 206 100.0% -0.15 [-0.52, 0.22]

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.05; Chi? = 3.00, df = 1 (P = 0.08); = 67%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.81 (P = 0.42)

d
2.4 Dominant model (AA+AG vs. GG)

AA+AG GG
_ Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Std. Mean Difference

Ma CL 2015 1.47 072 80 1.43 076 86 47.9% 0.05 [-0.25, 0.36]
Zhu X 2014 =257 05 90 -243 051 120 521% -0.28 [-0.55, -0.00]
Total (95% CI) 170 206 100.0% -0.12 [-0.44, 0.20]

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.03; Chi? = 2.48, df =1 (P = 0.12); I? = 60%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.72 (P = 0.47)

e
2.5 Recessive model (AA vs. AG+GG)

AA AG+GG Std. Mean Difference

IV, Random, 95%ClI
L

-0.25 0 0.25 0.5
GG AA+AG

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup __Mean _SD_Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Ma CL 2015 1.55 0.73 8 144 074 158 353% 0.15 [-0.56, 0.86] &
Zhu X 2014 243 05 15 25 051 195 64.7% 0.14 [-0.39, 0.66] L
Total (95% CI) 23 353 100.0% 0.14 [-0.28, 0.56] -’—-
Heterogeneity: Chi = 0.00, df = 1 (P = 0.98); I = 0% y ’ T t y
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.65 (P = 0.51) 05 :E'GZEGGOAAO‘ZS 0.5

f
2.6 Overdominant model (AG vs. AA+GG)
AG AA+GG Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% ClI

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Ran

Ma CL 2015 1.46 072 72 144 078 94  48.7% 0.03 [-0.28, 0.33]
Zhu X 2014 -2.6 0.49 75 -243 051 135 51.3% -0.34 [-0.62, -0.08]

Total (95% CI) 147 229 100.0%
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.04; Chi? = 2.90, df = 1 (P = 0.09); I = 66%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.88 (P = 0.38)

-0.16 [-0.52, 0.20]

025 0
AA+GG AG



Supplemental Fig. S.3 Forest plot for association between CYP3A4 rs2242480 polymorphism and plasma
CBZD concentration in homozygote codominant model (2), heterozygote codominant model (b), dominant model

(c), recessive model (d) and overdominant model (e).
a

3.1 Homozygote codominant model (AA vs. GG)

AA GG Mean Difference

Mean Difference

_Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl | i % Cl
Zhu X 2014 -1.87 0.58 15 -1.71 0.57 120 100.0% -0.16[-0.47, 0.15]
Total (95% CI) 15 120 100.0% -0.16 [-0.47, 0.15]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable y t ' t t
o _ 0.5 -0.25 0 0.25 0.5
Test for overall effect: Z=1.01 (P = 0.31) GG AA
b
3.2 Heterozygote codominant model (AG vs. GG)
AG GG Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
Zhu X 2014 -1.85 0.55 75 -1.71 057 120 100.0% -0.14[-0.30, 0.02] i
Total (95% Cl) 75 120 100.0% -0.14 [-0.30, 0.02] N
Heterogeneity: Not applicable f t f f
-05 -025 0 025 05
Test for overall effect: Z=1.71 (P = 0.09) GG AG
Cc
3.3 Dominant model (AA+AG vs. GG)
AA+AG GG Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV. Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Zhu X 2014 -1.86 0.55 90 -1.71 0.57 120 100.0% -0.15[-0.30,0.00]
Total (95% CI) 90 120 100.0% -0.15[-0.30, 0.00]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable f
»0 5 -0. 25 0. 25 0.5
Test for overall effect: Z=1.93 (P = 0.05) GG AAAG
d
3.4 Recessive model (AA vs. AG+GG)
AA AG+GG Mean Difference Mean Difference
r r M D Total M D Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fix 5% Cl
Zhu X 2014 -1.87 0.58 15 -1.76 057 195 100.0% -0.11[-0.41,0.19]
Total (95% CI) 15 195 100.0% -0.11 [-0.41, 0.19]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable ' t
o _ -0 5 -0. 25 0.5
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.71 (P = 0.48) AG+GG AA
e -
3.5 Overdominant model (AG vs. AA+GG)
AG AA+GG Mean Difference Mean Difference
r I M D Total M D Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fix: 5% Cl
Zhu X 2014 -1.85 0.55 75 -1.73 0.57 135 100.0% -0.12[-0.28, 0.04]
Total (95% CI) 75 135 100.0% -0.12[-0.28, 0.04]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable f f
-0.5 -0. 25 0.5
Test for overall effect: Z=1.50 (P = 0.13) AA+GG AG



Supplemental Fig. S.4 Forest plots for association between CYP3A5 rs776746 polymorphism and plasma CBZE
concentration in allelic model (a), homozygote codominant model (b), heterozygote codominant model (c),

dominant model (d), recessive model (e) and overdominant

model (f). Sensitivity analysis for effect of CYP3A5

rs776746 polymorphism on plasma CBZE concentration in recessive model (g).
a

6.1 Allelic model (G allele vs. A allele)

G allele A allele Mean Difference Mean Difference
__Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl 1 i 9
Ma CL 2015 14 071 234 154 079 98 100.0% -0.14[-0.32, 0.04]
Total (95% CI) 234 98 100.0% -0.14[-0.32, 0.04]

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z =1.52 (P = 0.13)

b
8.2 Homozygote codominant model (GG vs. AA)

05 025 0 025 05
Aallele G allele

GG AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
_ Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% ClI
Ma CL 2015 1.35 0.67 80 1.57 088 12 61.0% -0.31[-0.92, 0.30] |
Zhu X 2014 -246 051 132 -258 0.53 7 39.0% 0.23 [-0.53, 0.99] e
Total (95% CI) 212 19 100.0% -0.10 [-0.57, 0.38] *
Heterogeneity: Chiz = 1.21, df = 1 (P = 0.27); I = 17% 1 0’5 o 0’5 1
Test for overall effect: Z =0.41 (P = 0.68) AA GG
c
6.3 Heterozygote codominant model (GA vs. AA)
GA AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
_ Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fi % CI
Ma CL 2015 154 0.78 74 1.57 088 12 61.8% -0.04 [-0.65, 0.57]
Zhu X 2014 -253 052 71 -258 0.53 7 38.2% 0.10 [-0.68, 0.87] =
Total (95% CI) 145 19 100.0% 0.01 [-0.47, 0.49] +’
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.07, df = 1 (P = 0.79); I = 0% f t t t t
05 025 0 025 05
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.05 (P = 0.96) AA GA
d
6.4 Dominant model (GG+GA vs. AA)
GG+GA AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% Cl 1V, Fixed, 95% CI
Ma CL 2015 144 073 154 1.57 0.88 12 622% -0.17 [-0.76, 0.41] L
Zhu X 2014 -249 0.51 203 -2.58 0.53 7 37.8% 0.18 [-0.58, 0.93] =
Total (95% CI) 357 19 100.0% -0.04 [-0.51, 0.42]

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.52, df =1 (P = 0.47); I? = 0%

05 025 0 025 05

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.18 (P = 0.86) AA GG+GA
e
6.5 Recessive model (GG vs. GA+AA)
GG GA+AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
r r Mean D Total Mean D_Total Weigh IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
Ma CL 2015 135 067 80 154 079 86 267% -0.26 [-0.56, 0.05] I —
Zhang Q 2016 0.12 017 158 0.23 0.14 120 281% -0.70 [-0.94, -0.45] =
Zhu X 2014 -246 051 132 -254 0.52 78 27.3% 0.16 [-0.13, 0.44] T
Zhu YM 2012 2.62 1 47 314 1.04 11 17.8% -0.51 [-1.17, 0.15] -
Total (95% CI) 417 295 100.0% -0.31 [-0.74, 0.12] "“'
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.16; Chi2 = 20.57, df = 3 (P = 0.0001); > = 85% 1 0’ s 0 0*5 1
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.42 (P = 0.16) GA+AA GG
f
6.6 Overdominant model (GA vs. GG+AA)
GA GG+AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% ClI
Ma CL 2015 154 078 74 1.38 0.71 92 485% 0.21[-0.09, 0.52] L
Zhu X 2014 -2.53 0.52 71 -247 051 139 51.5% -0.12 [-0.40, 0.17] L
Total (95% CI) 145 231 100.0% 0.04 [-0.28, 0.37] «’—-
ity 2 — - 2 = = = - |12 = 5RO, t t T t 1
?etT;ogenellyl.lT?fu : 293(; ;,‘;u o _ZSS?édf 1(P=0.12); P=58% 05 025 0 025 05
est for overall effect: Z =0.27 (P = 0.79) GG+AA GA
g
6.7 Sensitivity analysis of plasma CBZE concentration to recessive model (GG vs. GA+AA)
GG GA+AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
__Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI \"] y,
Ma CL 2015 1.35 0.67 80 1.54 0.79 86 38.8% -0.26 [-0.56, 0.05]
Zhang Q 2016 0.12 017 158 023 0.14 120 44.4% -0.70 [-0.94, -0.45] =
Zhu YM 2012 2.62 1 47 3.14 1.04 11 16.8% -0.51 [-1.17, 0.15] -
Total (95% CI) 285 217 100.0%  -0.49 [-0.82, -0.17] i
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.05; Chi2 = 4.81, df = 2 (P = 0.09); I = 58% ‘ y ‘ t f
Test f Il effect: Z = 3.01 (P = 0.003 - 05 0 03 !
est for overall effect: Z = 3.01 (P = 0.003) GA+AA GG



Supplemental Fig. S.5 Forest plot for association between CYP3A5 rs776746 polymorphism and plasma CBZD
concentration in homozygote codominant model (a), heterozygote codominant model (b), dominant model (c),
recessive model (d) and overdominant model (e).

a

7.1 Homozygote codominant model (GG vs. AA)

GG AA Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed. 95% CI
Zhu X 2014 -1.76 058 132 -1.68 0.52 7 100.0% -0.08[-0.48, 0.32] .
Total (95% CI) 132 7 100.0% -0.08 [-0.48, 0.32] —Q—
Heterogeneity: Not applicable t t T t t
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.39 (P = 0.69) 05 0.25 AAOGG 0.25 05

b
7.2 Heterozygote codominant model (GA vs. AA)

GA AA Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Zhu X 2014 -1.8 0.54 71 -1.68 0.52 7 100.0% -0.12[-0.53, 0.29] .
Total (95% CI) 71 7 100.0% -0.12[-0.53, 0.29]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable y t ' t t
Test for overall effect: Z =0.58 (P = 0.56) 0.5 0.25 AAOGA 0.28 0.5

c
7.3 Dominant model (GG+GA vs. AA)

GG+GA AA Mean Difference Mean Difference
_Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IVi(e 95% CI
Zhu X 2014 -1.77 0.57 203 -1.68 0.52 7 100.0% -0.09[-0.48, 0.30]
Total (95% CI) 203 7 100.0% -0.09 [-0.48, 0.30] ’

Heterogeneity: Not applicable o5 .25 0 0.5 05

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.45 (P = 0.65) AA GG+GA
d
7.4 Recessive model (GG vs. GA+AA)
GG GA+AA Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V, Fixed, 95% Cl V. Fixw Cl
Zhu X 2014 -1.76 058 132 -1.79 0.53 78 100.0% 0.03[-0.12,0.18]
Total (95% CI) 132 78 100.0% 0.03[-0.12, 0.18] —+—
Heterogeneity: Not applicable t t ! f t
L B 0.2 -0.1 0 0.1 0.2
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.38 (P = 0.70) GA+AA GG
e
7.5 Overdominant model (GA vs. GG+AA)
GA GG+AA Mean Difference Mean Difference
r r Mean D Total Mean D Total Weight IV, Fix % Cl IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
Zhu X 2014 -1.8 0.54 71 -1.76 0.58 139 100.0% -0.04[-0.20, 0.12]
Total (95% CI) 71 139 100.0% -0.04[-0.20, 0.12] ——q——
Heterogeneity: Not applicable f y T t t
-0.2 -0.1 0 0.1 0.2
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.50 (P = 0.62) GG+AA GA



Supplemental Fig. S.6 Forest plot for association between CYP3AS5 rs776746 polymorphism and plasma
concentration of CBZD to CBZ ratio in allelic model (a), homozygote codominant model (b), heterozygote
codominant model (c), dominant model (d), recessive model (e) and overdominant model (f).

a

8.1 Allelic model (G allele vs. A allele)
G allele A allele Mean Difference

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

Mean Difference
1V, Fixed, 95% CI

Ma CL 2015 0.19 0.08 98 0.2 0.08 234 100.0% -0.01][-0.03,0.01]

Total (95% CI) 98 234 100.0% -0.01 [-0.03, 0.01]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=1.04 (P = 0.30)

-0.05-0.025 0 0.025 0.05
Aallele G allele

Mean Difference

b
8.2 Homozygote codominant model (GG vs. AA)
GG AA Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Ma CL 2015 0.2 0.08 80 0.17 0.06 12 100.0% 0.03 [-0.01, 0.07]
Total (95% CI) 80 12 100.0% 0.03 [-0.01, 0.07]

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=1.54 (P =0.12)

c
8.3 Heterozygote codominant model (GA vs. AA)
GA AA Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% ClI

IV, Fixed, 95"/1 Cl

et

005-0025 0 0.025 0.05
AA GG

Mean Difference

Ma CL 2015 0.2 0.08 74 0.17 0.06 12 100.0% 0.03[-0.01, 0.07]
Total (95% Cl) 74 12 100.0% 0.03 [-0.01, 0.07]

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.53 (P = 0.13)

d
8.4 Dominant model (GG+GA vs. AA)

IV, Fixed, 95% il -

— e

005 0025 0 0025 005

AA GA

Mean Difference

GG+GA AA Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Ma CL 2015 0.2 0.08 154 0.17 0.06 12 100.0% 0.03 [-0.01, 0.07]
Total (95% CI) 154 12 100.0% 0.03[-0.01, 0.07]

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=1.62 (P = 0.10)

e
8.5 Recessive medel (GG vs. GA+AA)

GG GA+AA Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI

V. Fixedz QS“é Cl

4—‘

Il I }
T T T T
-0.05 -0025 O 0.025 0.05
AA GG+GA

Mean Difference
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Ma CL 2015 0.2 0.08 80 0.2 0.08 86 100.0% 0.00[-0.02, 0.02]
Total (95% Cl) 80 86 100.0% 0.00[-0.02, 0.02]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.00 (P = 1.00)

f
8.6 Overdominant model (GA vs. GG+AA)

Mean Difference
IV, Fix % ClI

GA GG+AA Mean Difference
r r Mean D Total Mean D Total Weight IV, Fix % Cl
Ma CL 2015 0.2 0.08 74 0.2 0.08 92 100.0% 0.00[-0.02, 0.02]
Total (95% CI) 74 92 100.0% 0.00[-0.02, 0.02]

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.00 (P = 1.00)

} } }
T T T T
-0.02 -0.01 0 0.01  0.02
GG+AA GA



Supplemental Fig. S.7 Sensitivity analysis for effect of SCN1A rs3812718 polymorphism on plasma CBZ
concentration in homozygote codominant model (a), heterozygote codominant model (b), dominant model (c) and

recessive model (d).
a

9.7 Sensitivity analysis of plasma CBZ concentration in homozygote codominant model (AA vs. GG)

AA
r r Mean D T
Daci A 2015 071 0.28 16
Hung CC 2012 209 029 90
Ma CL 2015 238 0.14 48
Sterjev Z 2012 24.95 11.08 M
Yun W 2013 124 054 24
Total (95% CI) 219

| Mean

1.11
26
2.56
20.62
0.98

GG

D T
0.69
0.49
0.14
8.59
0.33

| Weigh
50 19.6%
39 20.6%
32 20.2%
29 20.2%
20 19.4%

170 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.81; Chi® = 53.07, df = 4 (P < 0.00001); I> = 92%

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.14 (P = 0.26)
b

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

IV, Ran % Cl IV, Random. 95% Cl
-0.64 [-1.21, -0.06]
-1.40[-182,-099) — = —
.27 [-1.76,-078) —=
0.42 [-0.06, 0.90] T
0.56 [-0.05, 1.16]
-0.48 [-1.30, 0.35] q
4 05 0 05 1
GG AA

9.8 Sensitivity analysis of plasma CBZ concentration in heterozygote codominant model (AG vs. GG)

AG

tudy or Subgrou Mean D Total Mean
Daci A 2015 0.92 046 79 1.1
Hung CC 2012 225 041 105 2.6
Ma CL 2015 241 0.13 86 2.56
Sterjev Z 2012 22.09 8.45 77 2062
Yun W 2013 1.02 0.32 39 0.98
Total (95% CI) 386

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.67 (P =0.09)

GG

D Total Weigh

0.89
0.49
0.14
8.59
0.33

50
39
32
29
20

21.1%
20.7%
20.0%
20.0%
18.3%

170 100.0%
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.24; Chi? = 25.52, df = 4 (P < 0.0001); I = 84%

Std. Mean Difference
1V, Random, 95% Cl

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% Cl

-0.34 [-0.69, 0.02]
-0.80 [-1.18, -0.42]

1.12[1.55,-069] — "

0.17 [-0.26, 0.60]
0.12 [-0.42, 0.66]

-0.41 [-0.88, 0.07]

— ]
S

c
9.9 Sensitivity analysis of plasma CBZ concentration in dominant model (AA+AG vs. GG)

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

AA+AG GG
_Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight
Daci A 2015 0.88 0.44 95 1.11 0.69 50 20.5%
Hung CC 2012 218 037 195 286 049 39 20.4%
Ma CL 2015 24 013 134 256 0.14 32 20.0%
Sterjev Z 2012 23.08 953 118 20.62 8.59 29 20.0%
Yun W 2013 1.1 043 63 0.98 0.33 20 19.0%
Total (95% CI) 605 170 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.41; Chi? = 44.27, df = 4 (P < 0.00001); I?= 91%

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.45 (P = 0.15)

1V, Random, 95% ClI IV. Random.95%Cl

-0.42 [-0.77, -0.08] "
-1.07[-142,-071] T "
-1.21[-161,-080] — "

0.26 [-0.15, 0.67] 1

0.29 [-0.21, 0.80] T

-0.44 [-1.03, 0.15] —

4 05 0 05 1
GG AA+AG

9.10 Sensitivity analysis of plasma CBZ concentration in recessive model (AA vs. AG+GG)

AA AG+GG Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 071 0.28 16 0.99 057 129 18.2% -0.51 [-1.03, 0.01]
Hung CC 2012 209 0.29 90 234 046 144 21.7% -0.62 [-0.89, -0.35] - =
Ma CL 2015 238 0.14 48 245 0.15 118 20.8% -0.47 [-0.81,-0.13] - =
Sterjev Z 2012 2495 11.08 41 2169 851 106 20.5% 0.35[-0.01, 0.71] =
Yun W 2013 124 054 24 1.01 032 59 18.8% 0.58 [0.09, 1.06] -
Total (95% CI) 219 556 100.0% -0.15 [-0.62, 0.33] "‘

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.25; Chi? = 31.50, df = 4 (P < 0.00001); I = 87%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.60 (P = 0.55)




Supplemental Fig. S.8 Forest plot for association between SCN1A rs3812718 polymorphism and plasma
concentration of CBZE to CBZ ratio in allelic model (a), homozygote codominant model (b), heterozygote
codominant model (c), dominant model (d), recessive model (e) and overdominant model (f).

a
12.1 Allelic model (A allele vs. G allele)

A allele G allele Mean Difference Mean Difference
_Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI 1V, Fix % Cl
Ma CL 2015 0.2 008 182 0.2 0.08 150 100.0% 0.00[-0.02, 0.02]
Total (95% CI) 182 150 100.0% 0.00 [-0.02, 0.02]
e e o = 1.00 005 0025 0 0025 005
est for overall effect: Z = 0.00 (P = 1.00) Gallele A allele
b
12.2 Homozygote codominant model (AA vs. GG)
AA GG Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
r r Mean D Total Mean D Total Weigh IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
Daci A 2015 0.14 0.08 16 0.1 0.06 50 37.9% 0.61[0.03, 1.18] =
Ma CL 2015 0.19 0.07 48 0.18 0.08 32 62.1% 0.15[-0.30, 0.60] i
Total (95% CI) 64 82 100.0% 0.32 [-0.03, 0.68] i—
Heterogeneity: Chiz = 1.51, df = 1 (P = 0.22); ? = 34% 1 -0: 5 5 0‘5 1
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.79 (P = 0.07) ' GG AA :
C
12.3 Heterozygote codominant model (AG vs. GG)
AG GG Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
Daci A 2015 0.13 0.12 79 0.1 0.06 50 56.8% 0.29 [-0.08, 0.65] ] i
Ma CL 2015 021 009 86 0.18 006 32 432% 0.36 [-0.05, 0.77] L
Total (95% CI) 165 82 100.0% 0.32 [0.05, 0.59] e
Heterogeneity: Chiz = 0.05, df = 1 (P = 0.82); 2= 0% PR t ‘
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.35 (P = 0.02) 05 025 GGOAG 025 05
d
12.4 Dominant model (AA+AG vs. GG)
AA+AG GG Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
_ Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
Daci A 2015 013 0.11 95 0.1 0.06 50 55.8% 0.31[-0.03, 0.66] L
Ma CL 2015 0.2 008 134 0.18 0.06 32 442% 0.26 [-0.13, 0.65] L
Total (95% Cl) 229 82 100.0% 0.29 [0.03, 0.55] —e——
Heterogeneity: Chiz = 0,04, df = 1 (P = 0.85); I = 0% y t ‘ t
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.20 (P = 0.03) 05 0.25 GGOAA+AGU.25 03
e
12.5 Recessive model (AA vs. AG+GG)
AA AG+GG Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 0.14 0.08 16 012 0.1 129 29.4% 0.20 [-0.32, 0.72] )
Ma CL 2015 0.19 0.07 48 0.2 0.08 118 70.6% -0.13[-0.46, 0.21] |
Total (95% CI) 64 247 100.0% -0.03 [-0.31, 0.25] *
it Chiz = = = |12 = go t + t + t
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 1.10, df =1 (P =0.29); I = 9% 05 -025 0 0.95 05
Test for overall effect: Z =0.22 (P = 0.83) AG+GG AA
f
12.6 Overdominant model (AG vs. AA+GG)
AG AA+GG Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
_ Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
Daci A 2015 0.13 0.12 79 0.11 0.07 66 46.5% 0.20 [-0.13, 0.53] =
Ma CL 2015 0.21 0.09 86 0.19 0.07 80 53.5% 0.25 [-0.06, 0.55] L
Total (95% CI) 165 146 100.0% 0.22 [0.00, 0.45] |~ ——
itv' Chi2 = = = S12=0Y t t t t
Heterogeneity: Chiz = 0.04, df = 1 (P = 0.83); I’ = 0% 05 0.25 0 025 05
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.96 (P = 0.05) AA+GG AG



Supplemental Fig. S.9 Forest plot for association between SCN1A rs3812718 polymorphism and plasma
concentration of CBZD to CBZ ratio in homozygote codominant model (a), heterozygote codominant model (b),

dominant model (c), recessive model (d) and overdominant model (e).
a
13.1 Homozygote codominant model (AA vs. GG)

AA
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight
Daci A 2015 0.43 0.17 16 0.23 0.13
Total (95% Cl) 16

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.32 (P < 0.0001)

b

13.2 Heterozygote codominant model (AG vs. GG)

AG
udy or Subgrou Mean D Total Mean
Daci A 2015 0.27 0.22 79 0.23 0.13
Total (95% CI) 79

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.30 (P = 0.19)

c
13.3 Dominant model (AA+AG vs. GG)

Mean Difference
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Mean Difference
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

0.20[0.11, 0.29]

0.20 [0.11, 0.29]

Mean Difference
D Total Weight

Mean Difference
1V, Fixed. 95% CI

0.04 [0.02, 0.10]

0.04 [0.02, 0.10]

GG AG

AA+AG Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 03 022 95 0.23 0.13 0.07 [0.01, 0.13]
Total (95% CI) 95 0.07 [0.01, 0.13] —i———
Heterogeneity: Not applicable t g ! t f
-0.1 -0.05 0 0.05 0.1
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.40 (P = 0.02) GG AA+AG

d
13.4 Recessive model (AA vs. AG+GG)

AA AG+GG
r r Mean D Total Mean
Daci A 2015 0.43 017 16 0.25 0.19
Total (95% Cl) 16

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.94 (P < 0.0001)

e
13.5 Overdominant model (AG vs. AA+GG)

AG AA+GG
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean
Daci A 2015 0.27 0.22 79 0.28 0.16
Total (95% CI) 79

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=0.32 (P = 0.75)

Mean Difference

Mean Difference

0.18[0.09, 0.27]

0.18 [0.09, 0.27]

Mean Difference

SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI

1V, Fix % Cl
‘—
0.2 -0 0 01 02
AG+GG AA

Mean Difference
IV, Fixed, 95% Cl

66 100.0% -0.01[-0.07, 0.05]

66 100.0% -0.01[-0.07, 0.05]

01 -005 0 005 0.1
AA+GG AG



Supplemental Fig. S.10 Forest plot for association between SCN1A rs3812718 polymorphism and plasma CBZE
concentration in allelic model (a), homozygote codominant model (b), heterozygote codominant model (c),

dominant model (d), recessive model (e) and overdominant model (f).
a

10.1 Allelic model (A allele vs. G allele)
A allele G allele Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Mean Difference
1V, Fixed. 95% CI

Ma CL 2015 142 07 182 148 078 150 100.0% -0.06[-0.22,0.10]
Total (95% CI) 182 150 100.0% -0.06 [-0.22, 0.10]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable f g . t t
o _ -0.5 -0.25 0 0.25 0.5
Test for overall effect: Z=0.73 (P = 0.47) Galele Aalele
b
10.2 Homozygote codominant model (AA vs. GG)
AA GG Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 0.08 0.04 16 0.12 0.13 50 38.5% -0.34 [-0.91, 0.22] L
Ma CL 2015 1.33 0.58 48 141 0.73 32 61.5% -0.12[-0.57, 0.32] i
Total (95% CI) 64 82 100.0% -0.21 [-0.56, 0.14] q—
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.36, df = 1 (P = 0.55); I = 0% 1 _0’ p 5 0‘5 1
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.16 (P = 0.25) GG AA
c
10.3 Heterozygote codominant model (AG vs. GG)
AG GG Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup _Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 0.1 0.07 79 012 0.13 50 56.7% -0.20[-0.56, 0.15] i
Ma CL 2015 1.52 0.81 86 141 0.73 32 43.3% 0.14 [-0.27, 0.54] L
Total (95% CI) 165 82 100.0%  -0.06 [-0.32, 0.21] ’
Heterogeneity: Chiz = 1.54, df = 1 (P = 0.21); I> = 35% t T t t
o z -05 -025 0 0.25 0.5
Test for overall effect: Z =0.41 (P = 0.68) GG AG
d
10.4 Dominant model (AA+AG vs. GG)
AA+AG GG Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 01 007 95 0.12 0.13 50 55.8% -0.21 [-0.55, 0.13] i
Ma CL 2015 145 0.74 134 141 073 32 44.2% 0.05 [-0.33, 0.44] L
Total (95% Cl) 229 82 100.0% -0.09 [-0.35, 0.16] '*’
ity Chi2 = = = 2= Q0 t + t t t
?etetarfogeneltyl.l cfr;l ) ;floo‘;f1 ll(_P0 4%.32), 2= 0% 05 0.95 0 0.95 05
est for overall effect: Z = 0.71 (P = 0.48) GG AA+AG
e
10.5 Recessive model (AA vs. AG+GG)
AA AG+GG Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
r r Mean D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 0.08 0.04 16 011 0.1 129 29.4% -0.31[-0.83, 0.21] =
Ma CL 2015 1.33 0.58 48 149 079 118 70.6% -0.22[-0.55, 0.12] i _
Total (95% CI) 64 247 100.0% -0.24 [-0.53, 0.04] el
e ChiZ = - - =09 : f } }
?ett:;ogeneﬁyl.l C:fl t(;()_91 deU ;(_PO 0(Is)’.?ﬁ), 0% 05 025 0 025 05
est for overall effect: Z=1.70 (P = 0.09) AG+GG AA
f
10.6 Overdominant model (AG vs. AA+GG)
AG AA+GG Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
Daci A 2015 0.1 0.07 79 011 0.12 66 46.6% -0.10 [-0.43, 0.22] L
Ma CL 2015 152 081 86 1.36 0.65 80 53.4% 0.22 [-0.09, 0.52] —
Total (95% CI) 165 146 100.0% 0.07 [-0.16, 0.29] ’
e Chi2 = - = .12 = 409 t + t t t
;iettterfogeneltyl.l Cfl;l N 12.9_66d5fg "L(_P0 506.16), 12=49% 05 0.25 0 0.95 05
est for overall effect: Z = 0.59 (P = 0.56) AA+GG AG
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Supplemental Fig. S.11 Forest plot for association between SCN1Ars3812718 polymorphism and plasma CBZD
concentration in homozygote codominant model (a), heterozygote codominant model (b), dominant model (c),

recessive model (d) and overdominant model (e).
a
11.1 Homozygote codominant model (AA vs. GG)

AA GG Mean Difference Mean Difference
r I Mean SD Total Mean D Total Weight IV, Fix % Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 0.28 01 16 0.23 0.15 50 100.0% 0.05[-0.01, 0.11]
Total (95% Cl) 16 50 100.0% 0.05 [-0.01, 0.11] — e
Heterogeneity: Not applicable y : t :
01 -0. X A
Test for overall effect: Z=1.52 (P = 0.13) 0 0.05 GGOAA 0.05 0
b
11.2 Heterozygote codominant model (AG vs. GG)
AG GG Mean Difference Mean Difference
r r Mean D Total Mean D Total Weight IV, Fix % Cl 1V, Fix: % Cl
Daci A 2015 0.23 0.19 79 0.23 0.15 50 100.0% 0.00 [-0.086, 0.06]
Total (95% CI) 79 50 100.0% 0.00 [-0.06, 0.06]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable ; t ' t t
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.00 (P = 1.00) 01 005 0.0
C
11.3 Dominant model (AA+AG vs. GG)
AA+AG GG Mean Difference Mean Difference
_Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI 1V, Fix % Cl
Daci A 2015 0.24 0.18 95 0.23 0.15 50 100.0% 0.01[-0.05, 0.07]
Total (95% CI) 95 50 100.0% 0.01 [-0.05, 0.07]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable f t - t y
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.36 (P = 0.72) 01 0.05 GGOAA+AOGOS 01
d
11.4 Recessive model (AA vs. AG+GG)
AA AG+GG Mean Difference Mean Difference
r I Mean SD Total Mean D Total Weight IV, Fix 5% Cl 1V, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 0.28 0.1 16 0.23 0.18 129 100.0% 0.05[-0.01,0.11] N i
Total (95% CI) 16 129 100.0% 0.05[-0.01, 0.11] T
Heterogeneity: Not applicable y t f f
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.69 (P = 0.09) 0.1 OI%SG+GGOAA 0.05 0.1
e
11.5 Overdominant model (AG vs. AA+GG)
AG AA+GG Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight V. Fixed, 95% CI 1V, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 0.23 0.19 79 0.24 0.14 66 100.0% -0.01[-0.06, 0.04]
Total (95% CI) 79 66 100.0% -0.01[-0.06, 0.04] ’—
Heterogeneity: Not applicable g t ' t t
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.36 (P = 0.72) 01 'O'OSAA+GGU AG 005 01
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Supplemental Fig. S.12 Forest plot for association between SCN1A rs3812718 polymorphism and plasma
concentration of CBZD to CBZE ratio in homozygote codominant model (a), heterozygote codominant model (b),

dominant model (c), recessive model (d) and overdominant model (e).
a

14.1 Homozygote codominant model (AA vs. GG)

AA GG Mean Difference

Mean Difference

_ Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 4.2 3.7 16 3 245 50 100.0% 1.20[-0.50, 2.90] ] .
Total (95% Cl) 16 50 100.0% 1.20 [-0.50, 2.90] —re——
Heterogeneity: Not applicable _:2 _:1 0 ‘: .,"2
Test for overall effect: Z=1.39 (P =0.17) GG AA

b
14.2 Heterozygote codominant model (AG vs. GG)
AG GG
SD Total Mean SD Total Weight

Mean Difference

_ Study or Subgroup Mean IV, Fixed. 95% CI

Mean Difference
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Daci A 2015 278 244 79 3 245 50 100.0% -0.22[-1.09, 0.65]

Total (95% CI) 79 50
Heterogeneity: Not applicable

100.0% -0.22 [-1.09, 0.65]

40 1

o _ -2
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.50 (P = 0.62) GG AG
c
14.3 Dominant model (AA+AG vs. GG)
AA+AG GG Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 3.02 2.63 95 3 245 50 100.0% 0.02 [-0.84, 0.88]
Total (95% Cl) 95 50 100.0% 0.02 [-0.84, 0.88]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable _’2 _:1 [I) ; é
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.05 (P = 0.96) GG AA+AG
d
14 4 Recessive model (AA vs. AG+GG)
AA AG+GG Mean Difference Mean Difference
tudy or Subgrou D Total Mean D Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 4.2 347 16 287 245 129 100.0% 1.33[-0.28, 2.94]
Total (95% Cl) 16 129 100.0% 1.33 [-0.28, 2.94]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable -il 52 [') é
Test for overall effect: Z=1.62 (P =0.11) AG+GG AA
e
14.5 Overdominant model (AG vs. AA+GG)
AG AA+GG Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 278 244 79 329 268 66 100.0% -0.51[-1.35,0.33]
Total (95% CI) 79 66 100.0% -0.51[-1.35, 0.33]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable :2 ’1 (IJ 1:
Test for overall effect: Z=1.19 (P = 0.23) AAHGG AG
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Supplemental Fig. S.13 Forest plot for association between SCN1A rs2298771 polymorphism and plasma CBZ
concentration in allelic model (a), homozygote codominant model (b), heterozygote codominant model (c),
dominant model (d), recessive model (e) and overdominant model (f).  Sensitivity analysis for effect of SCN1A

rs2298771 polymorphism on plasma CBZ concentration in recessive model (g).
a

15.1 Allelic model (G allele vs. A allele)

G allele A allele Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% C| IV. Fixed, 95% C|
Hung CC 2012 2.29 037 47 2.24 042 421  53.5% 0.12[-0.18, 0.42] L]
Ma CL 2015 2.44 0.15 42 242 0.15 290 46.5% 0.13 [-0.19, 0.46] L)
Total (95% CI) 89 711 100.0% 0.13 [-0.09, 0.35] i
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.00, df = 1 (P = 0.95); 1> = 0% t t t t
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.12 (P = 0.26) 05 ’O'ZSA alllo OG a”eleo.zs 05
b
15.2 Homozygote codominant model (GG vs. AA)
GG AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
_ Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed. 95% CI
Daci A 2015 0.83 0.58 37 1.13 0.71 25 554% -0.31 [-0.82, 0.20] [
Hung CC 2012 2.12 0.39 3 223 043 190 11.1% -0.26 [-1.40, 0.89]
Ma CL 2015 2.44 0.06 2 243 015 126 7.4% 0.07 [-1.33, 1.46]
Namazi S 2015 55 17 10 5 29 23 26.1% 0.19 [-0.56, 0.93] N B A
Total (95% CI) 52 364 100.0% -0.15 [-0.53, 0.23] *
Heterogeneity: Chi = 1.29, df = 3 (P = 0.73); I* = 0% 1 0 P 0"5 1
Test for overall effect: Z= 0.76 (P = 0.45) AA GG
(3
15.3 Heterozygote codominant model (GA vs. AA)
GA AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 0.3 0.49 83 1.13 0.71 25 19.8% -0.36 [-0.81, 0.09] - 1
Hung GC 2012 2.31 038 41 2.23 043 190 35.1% 0.19 [-0.15, 0.53] - =
Ma CL 2015 245 0.16 38 243 0.15 126 304% 0.13 [-0.23, 0.49] [ B
Namazi S 2015 49 23 37 5 29 23 14.8% -0.04 [-0.56, 0.48]
Total (95% CI) 199 364 100.0% 0.03 [-0.17, 0.23] ,
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 4 14, df = 3 (P = 0.25); I> = 28% _0= s _0525 o0 o ‘25 o
Test for overall effect: Z=0.28 (P = 0.78) ) ) GA : )
d
15.4 Dominant model (GG+GA vs. AA)
GG+GA AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V. Random, 95% C| 1V, Random. 95% CI
Daci A 2015 093 052 120 1.13 0.71 25 19.7% -0.36 [-0.79, 0.08] - = |
Hung CC 2012 2.3 0.38 44 2.23 0.43 190 20.3% 0.17 [-0.16, 0.49] -
Ma CL 2015 245 0.16 40 243 015 126 201% 0.13 [-0.23, 0.49] e
Namazi S 2015 5.03 2.21 47 5 29 23 19.2% 0.01 [-0.49, 0.51] - r
Zhou BT 2012 554 0.14 114 5.4 0.08 334 20.7% 1.42 [1.18, 1.65] —
Total (95% Cl) 365 698 100.0% 0.29 [-0.43, 1.00] ’

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.64; Chiz = 85.00, df = 4 (P < 0.00001); 12 = 95%

Test for overall effect: Z=0.78 (P = 0.44)

e
15.5 Recessive model (GG vs. GA+AA)

GG GA+AA

Std. Mean Difference

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

Std. Mean Difference

V. Fifﬁf: %?% Cl

Daci A 2015 0.93 0.58 37 098 056 108 67.1% -0.09 [-0.46, 0.29]
Hung CC 2012 212 0.39 3 224 042 231 7.2% -0.28 [-1.42, 0.85]
Ma CL 2015 244 0.06 2 243 015 164 48% 0.07 [-1.33, 1.46]
Namazi S 2015 55 1.7 10 4.94 255 60 20.8% 0.23 [-0.44, 0.90] D R —
Total (95% CI) 52 563 100.0% -0.03 [-0.34, 0.28] ?
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.86, df = 3 (P = 0.83); I7=0% 1 -0}.5 P 0*5 1
Test for overall effect: Z=0.19 (P = 0.85) GA+AA GG
f
15.6 Overdominant model (GA vs. GG+AA)
GA GG+AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 0.93 0.49 83 1.01 0.64 62 30.6% -0.14 [-0.47, 0.19] - =
Hung GC 2012 231 038 41 223 043 193 291% 0.19 [-0.15, 0.53] - =
Ma CL 2015 245 0.16 38 243 0.15 128 253% 0.13 [-0.23, 0.49] N e
Namazi S 2015 49 23 37 6.15 2.63 33  15.0% -0.10 [-0.57, 0.37]
Total (95% CI) 199 416 100.0% 0.03 [-0.15, 0.21] ,
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 2.50, df = 3 (P = 0.48); I = 0% t t T t t
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.32 (P = 0.75) 05 025 0 025 05
GG+AA GA
g1J5_7 Sensitivity analysis of plasma CBZ concentration in dominant model (GG+GA vs. AA)
GG+GA AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 093 052 120 1.13 0.71 25 20.1% -0.36 [-0.79, 0.08] -
Hung CC 2012 2.3 0.38 44 223 043 190 35.0% 0.17 [-0.16, 0.49] -1 &
Ma CL 2015 245 0.16 40 243 015 126 297% 0.13 [-0.23, 0.49] - 1 =
Namazi S 2015 503 2.21 47 5 29 23 152% 0.01 [-0.49, 0.51]
Total (95% CI) 251 364 100.0% 0.03 [-0.17, 0.22] ?—
Heterogeneity: Chi® = 4.05, df = 3 (P = 0.26); I = 26% y Y ¥ } t
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.27 (P = 0.79) 05 -0.25 0 025 05
AA GG+GA
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Supplemental Fig. S.14 Forest plot for association between SCN1Ars2298771 polymorphism and plasma CBZE
concentration in allelic model (a), homozygote codominant model (b), heterozygote codominant model (c),
dominant model (d), recessive model (e) and overdominant model (f).
a

16.1 Allelic model (G allele vs. A allele)

G allele A allele Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI 1V, Fix: % CI
Ma CL 2015 16 0.87 42 143 071 290 100.0% 0.17[-0.11,0.45]
Total (95% CI) 42 290 100.0% 0.17[-0.11, 0.45]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable 05 025 0 095 05

Test for overall effect: Z= 1.21 (P = 0.23)

Std. Mean Difference
1V, Fixed, 95% CI

Adllele G allele

Std. Mean Difference

b
16.2 Homozygote codominant model (GG vs. AA)
GG AA
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight
Daci A 2015 0.11 0.13 37 011 0.1 25
Ma CL 2015 1.38 0.07 2 137 0.68 126
Namazi S 2015 07 04 0 09 07 23
Total (95% CI) 49 174 1

Heterogeneity: Chiz = 0.48, df =2 (P = 0.79); I? = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.43 (P = 0.66)

62.7% 0.00 [-0.51, 0.51]

8.3% 0.01 [-1.38, 1.41]
29.0% -0.31[1.06, 0.44]
00.0%  -0.09 [0.49, 0.31]

IV, Fixed, 95% CI

C
16.3 Heterozygote codominant model (GA vs. AA)
GA AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Random, 95% CI 1V, Random, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 0.1 0.08 83 011 0.1 25 33.0% -0.11 [-0.56, 0.33] =
Ma CL 2015 1.56 0.89 38 137 068 126 387% 0.26 [-0.11, 0.62] ] =
Namazi S 2015 06 0.7 a7 09 07 23 28.3% -0.42[-0.95, 0.10] ol
Total (95% CI) 158 174 100.0% -0.06 [-0.45, 0.33] ’
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.07; Chi2 = 4.65, df = 2 (P = 0.10); I = 57% y ‘ ' t t
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.29 (P = 0.77) 05 O'ZSAAOGAO'ZS 0.
d
16.4 Dominant model (GG+GA vs. AA)
GG+GA AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 01 01 120 011 011 25 331% -0.10[-0.53, 0.33] =
Ma CL 2015 1.55 0.88 40 1.37 0.68 126 384% 0.24 [-0.11, 0.60] | L
Namazi S 2015 0.62 0.65 47 09 07 23 285% -0.42[-0.92, 0.09] =
Total (95% CI) 207 174 100.0% -0.06 [-0.43, 0.32] -’*
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.06; Chi? = 4.60, df = 2 (P = 0.10); I? = 57% P T ! '
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.30 (P = 0.77) 0.5 0.25AAOGG(3-‘C25p5¢\ 0.

Std. Mean Difference

e
16.5 Recessive model (GG vs. GA+AA)
GG GA+AA Std. Mean Difference
| _Weight IV, Fixed, 95% ClI
Daci A 2015 0.11 0.13 37 0.1 0.09 108 723% 0.10[-0.28, 0.47]
Ma CL 2015 1.38 0.07 2 141 074 164 52% -0.04 [-1.43, 1.35]
Namazi S 2015 0.7 04 10 0.72 0.72 60 22.5% -0.03 [-0.70, 0.64]
Total (95% CI) 49 332 100.0% 0.06 [-0.26, 0.38]

Heterogeneity: Chi*=0.13, df =2 (P =0.94); I’ = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=10.38 (P = 0.70)

f
16.6 Overdominant model (GA vs. GG+AA)
GA GG+AA

Std. Mean Difference

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

Daci A 2015 0.1 0.08 83 011 012 62
Ma CL 2015 156 0.89 38 137 068 128
Namazi S 2015 06 07 37 0.84 0.64 33
Total (95% CI) 158

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.05; Chi? = 4.38, df =2 (P = 0.11); I> = 54%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.26 (P = 0.80)

223 100.0%

v Fix%ﬁ ??% (od]

E—

-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1
GA+AA GG

Std. Mean Difference
1V, Random, 95% CI

38.0% -0.10 [-0.43, 0.23]
35.1% 0.26 [-0.11, 0.62]
27.0% -0.35 [-0.83, 0.12]

-0.04 [-0.37, 0.29]

14

—_—
—

05 025 0 025 0.
GG+AA GA



Supplemental Fig. S.15 Sensitivity analysis for effect of SCN1A rs2298771 polymorphism on plasma CBZE
concentration in heterozygote codominant model (a), dominant model (b) and overdominant model (c).
a

16.7 Sensitivity analysis of plasma CBZE concentration in heterozygote codominant model (GA vs. AA)

GA AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
r I Mean D Total Mean D Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI 1V, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 0.1 0.08 83 0.11 0.11 25 39.8% -0.11 [-0.56, 0.33] =
Ma CL 2015 1.56 0.89 38 1.37 068 126 60.2% 0.26 [-0.11, 0.62] T

Total (95% Cl) 121 151 100.0% 0.11 [-0.17, 0.39] 4’

Heterogeneity: Chi2=1.59, df=1 (P =0.21); I?=37% ’

Test for overall effect: Z=0.76 (P = 0.44) AA GA
b
16.8 Sensitivity analysis of plasma CBZE concentration in dominant model (GG+GA vs. AA)
GG+GA AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
__Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% ClI IV, Fixed, 95% ClI
Daci A 2015 01 01 120 011 0.1 25 40.6% -0.10 [-0.53, 0.33] =
Ma CL 2015 1.55 0.88 40 1.37 0.68 126 59.4% 0.24 [-0.11, 0.60] —

Total (95% CI) 160 151 100.0% 0.11 [-0.17, 0.38] -’-

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 1.44, df =1 (P = 0.23), I? = 30% n Py . ! '

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.75 (P = 0.45) AA GG+GA
c
16.9 Sensitivity analysis of plasma CBZE concentration in overdominant model (GA vs. GG+AA)
GA GG+AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
r Subgr Mean D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI 1V, Fixed, 95% Cl
Daci A 2015 0.1 008 83 011 012 62 674% -0.10 [-0.43, 0.23] —
Namazi S 2015 06 07 37 084 064 33 326% -0.35[-0.83, 0.12] =
Total (95% Cl) 120 95 100.0% -0.18 [-0.45, 0.09] i
Heterogeneity: Chiz = 0.74, df = 1 (P = 0.39); 12 = 0% f f t t
Test fo?overgll effect: Z = ’1.33 (P(=0.18) ! . 05 025 0 025 05
GG+AA GA

Supplemental Fig. S.16 Forest plot for association between SCN1A rs2298771 polymorphism and plasma CBZD
concentration in homozygote codominant model (A), heterozygote codominant model (b), dominant model (c),
Er'ecessive model (d) and overdominant model (e).

17.1 Homozygote codominant model (GG vs. AA)

GG AA Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed. 95% CI 1V, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 0.23 0.11 37 022 0.14 25 100.0% 0.01[-0.06, 0.08]
Total (95% Cl) 37 25 100.0% 0.01 [-0.06, 0.08]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable § y N t ’ t f
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.30 (P = 0.76) 02 0.1AAOGCSI1 0.2

b
17.2 Heterozygote codominant model (GA vs. AA)

GA AA Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI 1V, Fix Cl
Daci A 2015 0.24 0.2 83 0.22 0.14 25 100.0% 0.02[-0.05, 0.09]
Total (95% CI) 83 25 100.0% 0.02 [-0.05, 0.09]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable y t . t t
e _ 02 01 0 0.1 02
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.56 (P = 0.57) AA GA
c
17.3 Dominant model (GG+GA vs. AA)
GG+GA AA Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fix % Cl
Daci A 2015 0.24 0.18 120 022 0.14 25 100.0% 0.02 [-0.04, 0.08]
Total (95% CI) 120 25 100.0% 0.02 [-0.04, 0.08]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable t t T t t
e _ 02 01 0 01 02
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.62 (P = 0.54) AA GG+GA
d
17.4 Recessive model (GG vs. GA+AA)
GG GA+AA Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 023 0.1 37 024 019 108 100.0% -0.01 [-0.06, 0.04]
Total (95% CI) 37 108 100.0% -0.01 [-0.06, 0.04]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable Ny t ' t T
P B 0.2 -0.1 0 0.1 0.2
Test for overall effect: Z=0.39 (P =0.70) GA+AA GG
e
17.5 Overdominant model (GA vs. GG+AA)
GA GG+AA Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight V. Fixed. 95% Cl 1V, Fix 95% ClI
Daci A 2015 0.24 0.2 83 0.23 0.12 62 100.0% 0.01[-0.04, 0.06]
Total (95% CI) 83 62 100.0% 0.01 [-0.04, 0.06]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable t y T t f
7= = -0.2 -01 0 01 02
Test for overall effect: Z=0.37 (P =0.71) GG+AA GA
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Supplemental Fig. S.17 Forest plot for association between SCN1A rs2298771 polymorphism and plasma
concentration of CBZE to CBZ ratio in allelic model (a), homozygote codominant model (b), heterozygote
codominant model (c), dominant model (d), recessive model (e) and overdominant model (f).

a

18.1 Allelic model (G allele vs. A allele)

G allele A allele Mean Difference Mean Difference
r r Mean SD Total Mean D Total Weight IV, Fix % Cl 1V, Fix % Cl
Ma CL 2015 0.22 0.1 42 0.19 0.08 290 100.0% 0.03[-0.00, 0.06]
Total (95% ClI) 42 290 100.0% 0.03 [-0.00, 0.06]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable y y ' f f
o _ -0.2 -0.1 0 0.1 0.2
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.86 (P = 0.06) Aallele G allele
b
18.2 Homozygote codominant model (GG vs. AA)
GG AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fix: % ClI
Daci A 2015 0.12 0.06 37 011 0.06 25 88.3% 0.16[-0.34, 0.67]
Ma CL 2015 0.18 0.01 2 018 007 126 11.7% 0.00 [-1.40, 1.40]
Total (95% CI) 39 151 100.0% 0.15 [-0.33, 0.62] #
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.05, df = 1 (P = 0.83); I = 0% 1 o = o 0’5 1
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.60 (P = 0.55) AA GG
C
18.3 Heterozygote codominant model (GA vs. AA)
GA AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
| Mean 1 Weight IV, Fixed. 95% CI IV, Fixed. 95% Cl
Daci A 2015 012 0.12 83 0.11 0.06 25  40.0% 0.09[-0.36, 0.54] =
Ma CL 2015 021 0.1 38 0.18 0.07 126 60.0% 0.38 [0.02, 0.75] i
Total (95% CI) 121 151 100.0% 0.27 [-0.02, 0.55] T ——
Heterogeneity: Chiz = 0.99, df = 1 (P = 0.32); I = 0% y f t t
7= _ -05 -0.25 0 025 05
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.85 (P = 0.06) AA GA
d
18.4 Dominant model (GG+GA vs. AA)
GG+GA AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 012 0.11 120 0.11 0.06 25 40.8% 0.10[-0.33, 0.53] =
Ma CL 2015 021 0.1 40 018 0.07 126 59.2% 0.38[0.02, 0.74] 5
Total (95% CI) 160 151 100.0% 0.27 [-0.01, 0.54] e ——
Heterogeneity: Chiz = 1.00, df = 1 (P = 0.32); 12 = 0% f ‘ t ‘
-0.5 -0.25 0 0.25 0.5
Test for overall effect: Z=1.89 (P = 0.06) AA GG+GA
e
18.5 Recessive model (GG vs. GA+AA)
GG GA+AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% ClI 1V, Fix % Cl
Daci A 2015 0.12 0.06 37 012 011 108 93.3% 0.00 [-0.37, 0.37]
Ma CL 2015 0.18 0.01 2 019 0.08 164 6.7% -0.12 [-1.52, 1.27]
Total (95% CI) 39 272 100.0% -0.01 [-0.37, 0.35] +
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.03, df = 1 (P = 0.87); I2 = 0% 1 0 5 o 0"5 1
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.05 (P = 0.96) GA+AA GG
f
18.6 Overdominant model (GA vs. GG+AA)
GA GG+AA Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
_Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% ClI I\ 9
Daci A 2015 0.12 0.12 83 0.12 0.06 62 52.2% 0.00 [-0.33, 0.33]
Ma CL 2015 021 0.1 38 018 007 128 47.8% 0.38[0.02, 0.75] L
Total (95% ClI) 121 190 100.0% 0.18 [-0.19, 0.56]
ity 2= - Chiz = = - .12 = 570, + + T t t
_Il-_|et(ta;ogene|tyl.l T?ru ; gEMO ;:gl o _2633,4df 1(P=0.13);1?=57% 05 -0.25 0 025 05
est for overall effect: Z=0.96 (P = 0.34) GG+AA GA
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Supplemental Fig. S.18 Forest plot for association between SCN21A rs2298771 polymorphism and plasma

concentration of CBZD to CBZ ratio in homozygote codominant model (a), heter
dominant model (c), recessive model (d) and overdominant model (e).
a

19.1 Homozygote codominant model (GG vs. AA)

GG AA Mean Difference

ozygote codominant model (b),

Mean Difference

_Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI 1V, Fi V.
Daci A 2015 0.29 0.16 37 022 0.14 25 100.0% 0.07[-0.01, 0.15]
Total (95% CI) 37 25 100.0% 0.07 [-0.01, 0.15]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable : t ! : :
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.82 (P = 0.07) 02 01 AAO GG 01 02
b
19.2 Heterozygote codominant model (GA vs. AA)
GA AA Mean Difference Mean Difference
_Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl| IV, Fi % Cl
Daci A 2015 0.26 0.21 83 0.22 0.14 25 100.0% 0.04 [-0.03, 0.11]
Total (95% CI) 83 25 100.0% 0.04 [-0.03, 0.11]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable y g ! t f
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.10 (P = 0.27) 02 01 AAD GA°'1 0.2
C
19.3 Dominant model (GG+GA vs. AA)
GG+GA AA Mean Difference Mean Difference
r I Mean SD Total Mean D Total Weight IV. Fixed. 95% Cl IV, Fix % Cl
Daci A 2015 027 02 120 0.22 0.14 25 100.0% 0.05[-0.02,0.12]
Total (95% CI) 120 25 100.0% 0.05[-0.02,0.12]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable f y ' f t
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.50 (P = 0.13) 0.2 0I1AAD GGE.-(;A 02
d
19.4 Recessive model (GG vs. GA+AA)
GG GA+AA Mean Difference Mean Difference
r I Mean D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fix % Cl 1V, Fix % Cl
Daci A 2015 0.29 0.16 37 0.25 0.2 108 100.0% 0.04[-0.02,0.10]
Total (95% CI) 37 108 100.0% 0.04 [-0.02, 0.10]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable ; y ' f :
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.23 (P = 0.22) 02 '0('31 As AAO GG 01 02
e
18.5 Overdominant model (GA vs. GG+AA)
GA GG+AA Mean Difference Mean Difference
tudy or Subgrou Mean D Total Mean D Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Daci A 2015 0.26 0.21 83 026 0.16 62 100.0% 0.00 [-0.06, 0.06]
Total (95% CI) 83 62 100.0% 0.00 [-0.06, 0.06]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable t y ! : t
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.00 (P = 1.00) 02 '%‘é,f AAO GA 0102
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Supplemental Fig. S.19 Forest plot for association between SCN1A rs2298771 polymorphism and plasma
concentration of CBZD to CBZE ratio in homozygote codominant model (a), heterozygote codominant model (b),

dominant model (c), recessive model (d) and overdominant model (e).
a

20.1 Homozygote codominant model (GG vs. AA)

GG AA Mean Difference

Mean Difference

_Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight |V, Fixed, 95% ClI 1V, Fix % Cl
Daci A 2015 3.02 262 37 287 256 25 100.0% 0.15[-1.16, 1.46]
Total (95% CI) 37 25 100.0% 0.15[-1.16, 1.46]
?ettt%?geneﬂylsl N;t atF-) F;ISH(IJ) |;2 P=0.82 4 "I2 O 2 4
est for overall effect: Z=0.22 (P = 0.82) A GG
b
20.2 Heterozygote codominant model (GA vs. AA)
GA AA Mean Difference Mean Difference
| Weight IV, Fix 5% ClI 1V, Fix 5% Cl
Daci A 2015 2.98 259 83 2.87 256 25 100.0% 0.11[-1.04, 1.26]
Total (95% Cl) 83 25 100.0% 0.11 [-1.04, 1.26]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable "2 ’1 Cll 1' é
Test for overall effect: Z=0.19 (P = 0.85) AA GA
c
20.3 Dominant model (GG+GA vs. AA)
GG+GA AA Mean Difference Mean Difference
r r Mean SD Total Mean D Total Weight IV, Fix % Cl IV, Fix % Cl
Daci A 2015 299 26 120 2.87 256 25 100.0% 0.12[-0.99, 1.23]
Total (95% CI) 120 25 100.0% 0.12[-0.99, 1.23]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable “2 41 5 1! ;
Test for overall effect: Z=0.21 (P = 0.83) AA GG+GA
d
20.4 Recessive model (GG vs. GA+AA)
GG GA+AA Mean Difference Mean Difference
r r Mean D Total Mean D Total Weight IV, Fix % ClI 1V, Fix % Cl
Daci A 2015 3.02 2.62 37 295 258 108 100.0% 0.07 [-0.90, 1.04]
Total (95% CI) 37 108 100.0% 0.07 [-0.90, 1.04]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable _’2 _’1 6 t é
Test for overall effect: Z=0.14 (P = 0.89) GA+AA GG
e
20.5 Overdominant model (GA vs. GG+AA)
GA GG+AA Mean Difference Mean Difference
r r Mean D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fix % Cl 1V, Fix % Cl
Daci A 2015 298 2.59 83 296 26 62 100.0% 0.02[-0.83, 0.87]
Total (95% CI) 83 62 100.0% 0.02[-0.83, 0.87]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable 2 1 5 1 2
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.05 (P = 0.96) GG+AA GA
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Supplemental Fig. S.20 Forest plot for association between CYP3A4 rs2242480 polymorphism and CBZ
resistance in allelic model (a), heterozygote codominant model (b), dominant model (c) and overdominant model

(d).

CBZ resistance = CBZ response Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H. Fixed, 95% CI
8 21.1.1 Allelic model (A allele vs. G allele)
Yun W 2013 1 48 30 118 100.0% 0.90 [0.49, 1.65]
Subtotal (95% CI) 43 118 100.0% 0.90 [0.49, 1.65]
Total events 11 30

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.34 (P = 0.74)

b 21.1.2 Heterozygote codominant model (AG vs. GG)
Yun W 2013 11 24 22 55 100.0% 1.15[0.67, 1.97] i
Subtotal (95% CI) 24 55 100.0% 1.15 [0.67, 1.97]
Total events 1" 22

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z =0.49 (P = 0.62)

C 21.1.3 Dominant model (AA+AG vs. GG)
Yun W 2013 11 24 26 59 100.0% 1.04 [0.62, 1.75]
Subtotal (95% CI) 24 59 100.0% 1.04 [0.62, 1.75]
Total events 11 26
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z =0.15 (P = 0.88)

d 21.1.4 Overdominant model (AG vs. AA+GG)
Yun W 2013 11 24 22 59 100.0% 1.23[0.71, 2.12]
Subtotal (95% CI) 24 59 100.0% 1.23[0.71, 2.12]
Total events 11 22
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z =0.74 (P = 0.46)

0.2 0.5 1 2 5
CBZ resistance CBZ respnse

Supplemental Fig. S.21 Forest plot for association between CYP3A5 rs776746 polymorphism and CBZ
resistance in homozygote codominant model (a) and recessive model (b).

CBZ resistance CBZ response Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl -H, Fi 95% Cl
a 21.2.1 Homozygote codominant model (GG vs. AA)
Liu JF 2014 2 5 11 28 100.0% 1.02[0.32, 3.27]
Subtotal (95% CI) 5 28 100.0% 1.02 [0.32, 3.27]
Total events 2 11

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.03 (P = 0.98)

b 21.2.2 Recessive model (GG vs. GA+AA)

Meng HM 2011 15 24 37 60 100.0% 1.01[0.70, 1.47] t
Subtotal (95% CI) 24 60 100.0% 1.01 [0.70, 1.47]
Total events 15 37

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.07 (P = 0.94)

t
0.05 0.2 1 5 20
CBZ resistance CBZ respnse
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Supplemental Fig. S.22 Forest plot for association between SCN1A rs2298771 polymorphism and CBZ
resistance in allelic model (a), homozygote codominant model (b), heterozygote codominant model (c), dominant
model (d), recessive model (e) and overdominant model (f).  Sensitivity analysis for effect of SCN1Ars2298771

polymorphism on CBZ resistance in dominant model (g).
CBZ resistance CBZ response Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

bgroup -

J IR N ota
c model (G allele vs. A allele)

ady or Su
21.4.1 Alleli

Daci A 2015 49 92 108 198 53.1% 0.98[0.78, 1.23]
Nazish HR 2018 50 88 22 72 46.9% 1.86 [1.26, 2.75]
Subtotal (95% CI) 180 270 100.0% 1.32 [0.70, 2.50]
Total events 29 130

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.19; Chi* = 7.91, df = 1 (P = 0.005); I = 87%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.85 (P = 0.39)

b 21.4.2 Homozygote codominant model (GG vs. AA)
Daci A 2015 11 19 26 43 54.6% 0.96 [0.61, 1.51]
Nazish HR 2018 16 26 5 24 454% 2.95[1.28, 6.82] — &
Subtotal (95% Cl) 45 67 100.0% 1.60 [0.50, 5.10]
Total events 27 31
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.59; Chi? =5.99, df =1 (P = 0.01); I = 83%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.79 (P = 0.43)

C 21.4.3 Heterozygote codominant model (GA vs. AA)
Daci A 2015 27 35 56 73 60.1% 1.01[0.81, 1.25]
Nazish HR 2018 18 28 12 31 39.9% 1.66 [0.99, 2.80]
Subtotal (95% CI) 63 104 100.0% 1.23 [0.73, 2.06]
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.10; Chi? = 3.45, df = 1 (P = 0.06); I? = 71%
%

Total events 45 68
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.78 (P = 0.43)

d 21.4.4 Dominant model (GG+GA vs. AA)

Daci A 2015 38 46 82 99 43.6% 1.00[0.85, 1.17]
Nazish HR 2018 34 44 17 36 26.1% 1.64[1.12, 2.39]
Zhou BT 2012 46 176 68 272 30.3% 1.05[0.76, 1.44]
Subtotal (95% CI) 266 407 100.0% 1.15[0.87, 1.52]
Total events 118 167

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.04; Chi2 = 5.91, df = 2 (P = 0.05); I> = 66%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.99 (P = 0.32)

€ 21.4.5 Recessive model (GG vs. GA+AA)
Daci A 2015 1" 46 26 99 55.1% 0.91[0.49, 1.68]
Nazish HR 2018 16 44 5 36 44.9% 2.62[1.06, 6.46] S —
Subtotal (95% CI) 90 135 100.0% 1.46 [0.52, 4.12]
Total events 27 31
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.41; Chi* = 3.64, df = 1 (P = 0.06); I = 73%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.72 (P = 0.47)

f 21.4.6 Overdominant model (GA vs. GG+AA)
Daci A 2015 27 46 56 99 79.3% 1.04 [0.77, 1.40] %
Nazish HR 2018 18 44 12 36 20.7% 1.23 [0.69, 2.20]
Subtotal (95% ClI) 90 135 100.0% 1.07 [0.82, 1.40]
Total events 45 68
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 0.26, df = 1 (P = 0.61); 1= 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.53 (P = 0.60)

g 21.4.7 Sensitivity analysis of dominant model (GG+GA vs. AA)

Daci A 2015 38 46 82 99 80.2% 1.00 [0.85, 1.17]
Zhou BT 2012 46 176 68 272 19.8% 1.05[0.76, 1.44]
Subtotal (95% CI) 222 371 100.0% 1.01 [0.87, 1.16]

Total events 84 150
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chiz = 0.11, df = 1 (P = 0.74); I? = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.09 (P = 0.93)

0.2 05 1 2
CBZ resistance CBZ respnse
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