
Figure 2. Forest plot showing meta-analysis of imeglimin versus placebo for (a) HbA1c (%) and (b) fasting plasma glucose 
levels (mmol/L) using a random-effect model. Risk of bias assessment is also included 
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a)

(1) SD absent therefore average variance of other studies used in lieu (this is likely an overestimate 
of variance given Figure 2 in original paper)

Study or subgroup    Mean      SD   Total    Mean      SD   Total   Weight  IV, random, 95% CI    Year  
Pirags et al. 2012 (1)             -0.18       0.9         31        0.31     0.88         33       17.5%          -0.54 (-1.04, -0.04)     2012 
Fouqueray et al. 2013           -0.65     0.82         68       -0.21     0.83         69       37.6%          -0.53 (-0.87, -0.19)     2013 
Fouqueray et al. 2014             -0.6     0.99         81        0.12     0.93         88       44.8%          -0.75 (-1.06, -0.43)     2014  
Total (95% CI)                                              180                                   190     100.0%          -0.63 (-0.84, -0.42)  
Heterogeneity: Tau2 = 0.00; Chi2 = 0.98, df = 2 (p = 0.61); 12 = 0% 
Test for overall effect: z = 5.90 (p<0.00001) 

Imeglimin Placebo Std. Mean difference

b)
Study or subgroup    Mean      SD   Total    Mean      SD   Total   Weight  IV, random, 95% CI    Year  
Pirags et al. 2012 (1)             -1.02     2.38         31        0.78     2.27         33       21.9%          -0.77 (-1.27, -0.26)     2012 
Fouqueray et al. 2013           -0.91     1.96         67        0.36     2.02         71       36.6%          -0.63 (-0.98, -0.29)     2013 
Fouqueray et al. 2014           -0.93     2.79         81       -0.11     2.72         88       41.5%          -0.30 (-0.60, -0.01)     2014  
Total (95% CI)                                              179                                   192     100.0%          -0.52 (-0.80, -0.24)  
Heterogeneity: Tau2 = 0.02; Chi2 = 3.36, df = 2 (p = 0.19); 12 = 41% 
Test for overall effect: z = 3.68 (p=0.0002) 
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In the article listed above, there was an error in Figure 2.  Please find below the corrected figure.

The erratum below must be included in the December 2022 printed issue 


