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Suppl 12. Forest plot depicting meta-analysis of studies reporting receipt of revascularisation in people with ckd receiving or not receiving dialysis, versus those without ckd.
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*Papers defining CKD as the presence of a code for CKD4-5 (excluding dialysis) were included in the group “eGFR<30 vs. no CKD”, and those defining CKD as the presence of a code for CKD3 were included in the group “eGFR30-60 vs. no CKD”.
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NOTE: Weights and between-subgroup heterogeneity test are from random-effects model

Receipt of CABG by people revascularised after ACS

with versus without CKD, by degree of kidney impairment


