SAPB Others Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

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

Partyka 2024 31056 4.2857 101 4 3.0071 98 201% -0.24 [-0.52, 0.04] el

Serra 2024 3 1.5118 75 4 1.5096 81 27.9% -0.66 [-0.98, -0.34] -

Teksen 2021 1.8021 1.7514 30 24456 0973 30 22.3% -0.45 [-0.96, 0.06) —

Zengin 2025 1.95 04281 30 31 1.0898 30 207% -1.37 [-1.94,-0.80] ==

Total (95% CI) 236 239 100.0% -0.64 [-1.06, -0.22] <>

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.14; Chi*=13.33, df= 3 (P = 0.004), F=77% 54 52 5 é 5
Test for overall effect: Z= 2.99 (P = 0.003) SAPB Others

Supplementary Figure 1. Mean pain intensity between SAPB and comparators at 12 hours (sensitivity analysis, removing El Malla et al.>* 2022)

SAPB: serratus anterior plane block, SD: standard deviation, SMD: standardized mean difference, IV: inverse variance, Cl: confidence interval, df:
degrees of freedom

SAPB Others Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
El Malla 2022 3.3578 0.7861 25 26422 0.7861 25 22.0% 0.90[0.31,1.48] -
Partyka 2024 31056 4.2857 101 4 3.0071 98 27.7% -0.24 [-0.52,0.04)
Serra 2024 3 1.5118 75 4 1.5096 81 27.0% -0.66 [-0.98, -0.34] -
Teksen 2021 1.8021 1.7514 30 24456 08973 30 23.4% -0.45 [-0.96, 0.06]
Total (95% CI) 231 234 100.0% -0.15[-0.68, 0.38]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.24; Chi*= 21.36, df= 3 (P < 0.0001); F= 86% l4 52 3 é j‘
Testfor overall effect: Z=0.56 (P = 0.57) SAPB Ofthers

Supplementary Figure 2. Mean pain intensity between SAPB and comparators at 12 hours (sensitivity analysis, removing Teksen et al.' 2021)

SAPB: serratus anterior plane block, SD: standard deviation, SMD: standardized mean difference, IV: inverse variance, Cl: confidence interval, df:
degrees of freedom

SAPB Others Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
1.5.1 Other Blocks
El Malla 2022 41789 1.1792 25 3.3578 0.7861 25 16.2% 0.81[0.23,1.38) =
Zengin 2025 2 0.5838 30 3 0.6033 30 16.0% -1.66 [-2.25,-1.07] =
Subtotal (95% Cl) 55 55  32.2% -0.43[-2.85,1.99] —==ge—

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.96; Chi*= 34.18, df=1 (P < 0.00001); F= 97%
Testfor overall effect: Z=0.35 (P=0.73)

1.5.2 Opioid

Ahu-Elwafa 2021 0.6 0.7 20 1.5 0.8 20 15.2% -1.17 [-1.85,-0.50] ——

Partyka 2024 3 45113 101 3.4018 4.2852 98 18.7% -0.09 [-0.37,0.19) -
Sadauskas 2024 35 08 15 38 1 23 15.4% -0.32 [-0.87,0.34) —r=

Serra 2024 3 15118 75 36476 2.2644 81 18.5% -0.33[-0.65,-0.02] =l
Subtotal (95% CI) 21 222 67.8% -0.39 [-0.76, -0.03] L 2
Heterogeneity. Tau®= 0.08; Chi*= 8.60, df=3 (P = 0.04); *=65%

Test for overall effect: Z=2.11 (P = 0.04)

Total (95% Cl) 266 277 100.0% -0.44 [-0.99,0.11] R 2
Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.40; Chi*= 43.02, df= 5 (P < 0.00001); I*= 88% '4 '2 ; é t
Testfor overall effect Z=1.57 (P=0.12) SAPB Others

Test for subgroup differences: Chi*=0.00, df=1 (P =0.98). F=0%

Supplementary Figure 3. Mean pain intensity between SAPB and comparators at 24 hours (sensitivity analysis, removing Teksen et al.' 2021)

SAPB: serratus anterior plane block, SD: standard deviation, SMD: standardized mean difference, IV: inverse variance, Cl: confidence interval, df:
degrees of freedom
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Domains: Judgement

D1: Bias arising from the randomization process.

D2: Bias due to deviations from intended intervention. = Some concerns
D3: Bias due to missing outcome data. . Low

D4: Bias in measurement of the outcome.
D5: Bias in selection of the reported result.

Supplementary Figure 4. Risk of bias summary for included randomized controlled trials
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Domains: Judgement
D1: Bias due to confounding. .
D2: Bias due to selection of participants. . Serious
D3: Bias in classification of interventions. 2 Moderate
D4: Bias due to deviations from intended interventions.
D5: Bias due to missing data. . Low

D6: Bias in measurement of outcomes.
D7: Bias in selection of the reported result.

Supplementary Figure 5. Risk of bias summary for included non-randomized studies



