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[Abstract] This paper introduces a Bayesian hierarchical network meta—analysis model with class effect and

constraints on increasing doses,which accounts for the exchangeability between treatments within the sameclass as

well as for the residual between—study heterogeneity.Bayesian hierarchical NMAs have the potential to increase the

precision in the treatment effect and estimate the rank of the intervention with dose by borrowing strength.
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model{

for(i in 1:ns){

wli,1] <=0
delta[i, 1] <- 0
mu[i]| ~ dnorm(0.0,0.001)
for (k in I:nali]) {
var|i,k] <— pow(se[i,k],2)
prec[i,k] <— 1/var|i,k]
yli,k] ~ dnorm(theta[i,k],prec|[i,k])
theta[i,k] <— mu[i] + delta[1,k]
dev[i,k] <- (y[i,k]-theta[i,k])*(y[i,k]-
thetali,k])*prec[i,k]
}
resdev[i] <— sum(dev[i,1:na[i]])
for (k in 2:na]i]) {
delta[i,k] ~ dnorm(md[i,k],taud[i,k])
md[i,k] <= d[t[i,k]] = d[t[i,1]] + sw[i,k]
taud[i,k] <— tau *2*(k—1)/k
wli,k] <= (delta[i,k] = d[t[i,k]] + d[t[i,1]])
swli,k] <— sum(w[i,1:k—1])/(k-1)
}

totresdev<— sum(resdevl[])
d[1]<-0

for (k in 2:nt){ d[k] ~ dnorm(0,.0001) }

sd ~ dunif(0,2)
tau <— pow(sd,-2)

}
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d[2]~dnrom(D[1],prec.d)

d[3]~dnrom(D[1],prec.d

d[4]~dnrom(D[2],prec.d

d[5]~dnrom(D|[2],prec.d
d[6]~dnrom(D[2],prec.d

D[1]~dnorm(0,.0001)

D[2]~dnorm(0,.0001)

prec.d<—pow(sd.d,-2)

sd.d~dunif(0,5)
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for (¢ in 1:(nt-1)) {
for (k in (c+1):mit) {
diffle.k] <= (d[e] - d[k] )}
for (k in 1:nt) {
rk[k] <— rank(d[],k)
best[k] <— equals(rk[k],1)}
for (Iin 1:(ne—1)){
for (m in (I+1):nc) {
classdiff[l,m] <= (D[1] = D[m] )}}
for (m in 1:nc){
classrk[m] <— rank(D[],m)
classbest{m| <— equals(classrk|m],1)}
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#Appendix A) WinBUGS code for the mean difference of incontinence episodes from baseline

model{

for(i in 1:ns){

wli,1] <=0
delta[i,1]1<-0
muli] ~ dnorm(0.0,0.001)
for (k in 1:nali]) {
var[i,k] <— pow(se[i,k],2)
prec[i.k] <— 1/var{ik]
yli.k] ~ dnorm(theta[i.k].prec[i.k])
theta[i,k] <= muli] + delta[i,k]
devli.k] <= (y[i.k]-theta[i.k])*(y[i,k]-theta[i,k])*prec[i,k]
)
resdev[i] <— sum(dev[i,1:nali]])
for (k in 2:mali]) {
delta[i.k] ~ dnorm(md[i,k].taud[i,k])
md[i.k] <= d[t[i.k]] = d[t[i,1]] + sw[i.k]
taud[i,k] <— tau *2%(k-1)/k
wli.k] <= (delta[i.k] = d[t[i.k]] + d[t[i,1]])
swli.k] <= sum(w[i,1:k=1])/(k-1)

totresdev <— sum(resdev[])

dA[1]<-0

# treatment effect is zero for ref trt

# loop through studies

# adjustment for multi—arm trials is zero for control arm
# treatment effect is zero for control arm

# vague priors for all trial baselines

# loop through arms/datapoints
# calculate variances
# define precisions
# normal likelihood
# model for linear predictor

#calculate deviance for each data point

#calculate residual deviance
# loop through arms/datapoints
# trial-specific distributions
# mean of distributions
# precision of distributions
# adjustment, multi-arm RCTs

# cumulative adjustment for multi-arm trials

#Calculate total residual deviance

#Adding in hierarchical model where class of intervention is above intervention in the hierarchy

#D.d[1] refers to Anticholinergic Drug, D.d[2] refers to Neuromodulation, D.d[3] refers to Behaviour,
#D.d[4] refers to Botox, D.d[5] refers to Other drug, D.d[6] refers to Anticholinergic & Behaviour.
#D.d[7] refers to Anticholinergic & Other Drug. D.d[8] refers to Other drug & Other Drug

d[2]~dnorm(D.d[1], prec.d) #Tolterodine
d[3]~dnorm(D.d[1], prec.d) #Oxybutynin
d[4]~dnorm(D.d[6]. prec.d) #Tolterodine & PFE
d[5]~dnorm(D.d[2], prec.d) #Electrostim
d[6]~dnorm(D.d[3], prec.d) #PFE
d[7]~dnorm(D.d[6]. prec.d) #Tolterodine&(PFE&BT)
d[8]~dnorm(D.d[1], prec.d) #Solifenacin
d[9]~dnorm(D.d[1], prec.d) #Fesoterodine
d[10]~dnorm(D.d[1], prec.d) #Trospium

d[11]~dnorm(D.d[8], prec.d) #Estrogen & Medroxyprogesterone

( )

d[12]~dnorm(D.d[5], prec.d) #Cizolirtine
d[13]~dnorm(D.d[3], prec.d) #Bladder training & PFE
d[14]~dnorm(D.d[1], prec.d) #Propiverine
d[15]~dnorm(D.d[7], prec.d) #Tolterodine & Estrogen
d[16]~dnorm(D.d[6], prec.d) #Duloxetine
d[17]~dnorm(D.d[3], prec.d) #Bladder Training
d[18]~dnorm(D.d[5], prec.d) #Resiniferatoxin
d[19]~dnorm(D.d[3], prec.d) #Physiotherapy
d[20]~dnorm(D.d[6], prec.d) #Trospium & Physiotherapy
d[21]~dnorm(D.d[6], prec.d) #Oxybutynin & Physiotherapy
d[22]~dnorm(D.d[5], prec.d) #Pregabalin
d[23]~dnorm(D.d[7], prec.d) #Pregabalin & Tolterodine
d[24]~dnorm(D.d[4], prec.d) #Botox 50u
d[25]~dnorm(D.d[4], prec.d) #Botox 100u
d[26]~dnorm(D.d[4], prec.d) #Botox 150u
d[27]~dnorm(D.d[4], prec.d)#Botox 200u
d[28]~dnorm(D.d[4], prec.d) #Botox 300u

# Placing ordering constraints on increasing doses of Botox

#place constraint on larger dose

bl<-1 #set indicator variable to be 1
bl~dbern(gammal) #define binomial prior distribution
gammal <~ step(d[24] - d[25])

b2<-1 #set indicator variable to be 1

b2~dbern(gamma2)

#define binomial prior distribution

gamma2<- step(d[25]-d[26]) #place constraint on larger dose

b3<-1

b3~dbern(gamma3)
gamma3<- step(d[26] - d[27])
bd<-1

b4~dbern(gamma4)

#set indicator variable to be 1
#define binomial prior distribution

#place constraint on larger dose

#sel indicator variable to be 1

#define binomial prior distribution

gammad <— step(d[27] — d[28]) #place constraint on larger dose

for (i in 1:8){
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se[.3]

0.2946

0.0942

0.5302

0.0870

0.1169

0.1403

0.0968

0.0829

0.1627

1.0206

0.2188

0.0908

0.1954

0.1916

0.2290

0.3589

0.1427

0.1108

0.0841

1.5483

0.0958

3.8270

0.1414

D.d[i]~dnorm(0.0,0.001) }

prec.d<—1/(sd.d*sd.d)
sd.d~dunif(0,5)

#sd.d~dnorm(0,1)I(0,) #sensitivity to variance prior
#prec.d ~ dgamma(0.001,0.001)
#sd.d <= 1/sqri(prec.d)

# vague priors on class effects

# vague priors on variance parameters

sd ~ dunif(0,5) # vague prior for between—trial SD

tau <— pow(sd.—2) # between—trial precision

# All pairwise comparisons
for (c in 1:(nt=1)) {
for (k in (c+1):nt) {

difffe.k] <= (d[c] = d[k] )}

for (k in Imnt) {

rk[k] <— rank(d[].k) # estimated rankings where outcome is 'bad'

best[k] <— equals(rk[k],1)} #calculate probability that treat is best

for (Iin 1:7){

for (m in (1+1):8) {
classdifffl,m] <— (D.d[l] - D.d[m] )}}

for (m in 1:8){

classrk[m] < rank(D.d[],m) # estimated class rankings where outcome is 'bad"

classhest[m] <~ equals(classrk[m].1)} #calculate probability that class is best

list(ns=48, nt=28)
.11 i1[.2]

sel.4]
1 2
0.2854
3 2
NA
3 5
0.7790
1 8
NA
1 3
NA
1 2
0.1015
8 2
NA
1 8
0.1239
1 8
NA
25 26
NA
3 2
NA
1 9
NA
1 10
NA
1 2
0.1606
1 11
NA
1 24
0.4409
1 8
NA
1 14
NA
1 2
0.0768
8 2
NA
1 3
NA
8 2
NA
1 2
NA

1[.3]
sel.5]

NA
NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA
NA

NA
NA
NA

NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA

NA
NA
NA
25
0.5371
NA
NA
NA
NA
9
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA

1[.4]
sel.6]
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
26
0.3448
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA

1L.5]
nal]
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
27
0.3969
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA

11.6]

i1

-0.23

-1.14

-1.42

-0.62

-0.68

-2.13

-2.79

—1.44

2]

-0.47

-1.74

-0.83

-1.39

-4.67

-1.76

yl.3]

NA

NA

-2.09

NA

-0.91

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

-2.63

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

4]

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

-3.29

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

v

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

-2.8

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

yL.6]

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

=277

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

sel,1]

0.1987

0.0920

0.4989

0.1342

0.0880

0.1379

0.1102

0.1200

0.1690

1.0152

0.2225

0.1280

0.1970

0.2934

0.1990

0.4357

0.1324

0.0658

0.1259

0.4516

0.1371

0.4589

0.2661
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1 9 2 NA NA NA -24 -2.6 -2.6 NA NA NA 0.0869
0.0673 0.0710 NA NA NA 3

1 8 NA NA NA NA -1.24 -2.1 NA NA NA NA 0.1229
0.1265 NA NA NA NA 2

10 19 20 NA NA NA -0.3 -0.9 -1.6 NA NA NA 0.3357
0.2324 0.375 NA NA NA 3

3 19 21 NA NA NA -0.9 -1.4 -12 NA NA NA 0.2175
0.5717 0.3671 NA NA NA 3

2 3 NA NA NA NA -22 -14 NA NA NA NA 0.2173
0.1671 NA NA NA NA 2

1 2 NA NA NA NA 0 -0.5 NA NA NA NA 0.2043
0.2030 NA NA NA NA 2

1 2 22 23 NA NA -0.4 -1.1 -0.5 -0.8 NA NA 0.1389
0.1402 0.2498 0.1633 NA NA 4

2 4 NA NA NA NA -2.15 -2.15 NA NA NA NA 0.1701
0.2009 NA NA NA NA 2

1 18 NA NA NA NA -0.86 -0.28 NA NA NA NA 0.7287
0.4219 NA NA NA NA 2

1 2 NA NA NA NA -0.84 -1.7 NA NA NA NA 0.2804
0.3578 NA NA NA NA 2

1 2 NA NA NA NA -14 -1.8 NA NA NA NA 0.0943
0.0950 NA NA NA NA 2

1 3 NA NA NA NA -2.5 -3 NA NA NA NA 0.1599
0.1492 NA NA NA NA 2

1 10 NA NA NA NA -1.86 -243 NA NA NA NA 0.0049
0.0060 NA NA NA NA 2

1 16 NA NA NA NA -0.14 -0.74 NA NA NA NA 0.1617
0.1682 NA NA NA NA 2

1 2 NA NA NA NA -1.03 -1.57 NA NA NA NA 0.1072
0.0839 NA NA NA NA 2

6 17 NA NA NA NA -1.06 -0.64 NA NA NA NA 0.4117
0.1989 NA NA NA NA 2

2 15 NA NA NA NA -0.3 -0.6 NA NA NA NA 0.0791
0.0791 NA NA NA NA 2

1 2 NA NA NA NA -0.99 -1.6 NA NA NA NA 0.0976
0.0773 NA NA NA NA 2

1 2 NA NA NA NA -0.99 -1.69 NA NA NA NA 0.1341
0.1431 NA NA NA NA 2

17 6 13 NA NA NA -0.58 -1.03 -1.16 NA NA NA 0.1940
0.3744 0.1869 NA NA NA 3

1 8 14 NA NA NA -0.69 -1.49 -1.19 NA NA NA 0.0994
0.0656 0.11 NA NA NA 3

1 12 3 NA NA NA -0.6 -12 -14 NA NA NA 0.2586
0.1905 0.3464 NA NA NA 3

2 7 NA NA NA NA -2.6 -29 NA NA NA NA 0.2401
0.2095 NA NA NA NA 2

1 2 NA NA NA NA -0.98 -1.68 NA NA NA NA 0.0972
0.1132 NA NA NA NA 2

1 27 NA NA NA NA -0.98 -3.54 NA NA NA NA 0.3498
0.4083 NA NA NA NA 2

END

list(D.d = ¢(0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0),sd = 1.sd.d = 0.5)



