All papers — overlapping populations

Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Odds Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CIl
Berglund etal 2012 -0 009 13.4% 0.99[0.83,1.18] -+
Daltan etal 2011 0.0095 0056 17.8% 1.01 [0.80,1.13] *
Dalton etal 2011 0.0862 0041 19.7% 1.09[1.01,1.18] "
Ghaorani etal 2012 01044 0.264 3.3% 1.11 [0.66, 1.87] o
Lyratzopoulos et al 2012 -0.2107 0102 120% 0.81 [0.66, 0.949] -
Lyratzopoulos et al 2013 -0.1165 0078 153% 0.89[0.77,1.03] =
Schwartz et al 2003 0.2468 0065 16E6% 1.28[1.13,1.45] *
Silverstein et al 2002 0.0583 0673 0.6% 1.06[0.28, 3.96] ]
Stevens etal 2008 01044 0414 1.5% 1.11[0.49, 2.50] I
Total {95% Cl) 100.0% 1.02[0.92,1.13] [
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.01; Chi®= 2242, df= 8 (P = 0.0043; F= 64% I f f {
Testfor overall effect £= 0,40 (F = 0.69) 0.0 01 el - .10 100
Less likely More likely
Sensitivity analysis — alternative Dalton paper
Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Odds Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
Berglund etal 2012 -0.0101 0.09 189% 099[0.83,1.18]
Dalton etal 2011 0.0095 0.056 0.0% 1.01 [0.890,1.13]
Daltan etal 2011 0.0862 0.041 28.4% 1.09[1.01,1.18]
Ghorani etal 2012 01044 0.264 4.5% 1.11 [0.68, 1.87] T
Lyratzopoulos et al 2012 -0.2107 0102 0.0% 0.81 [0.66, 0.949]
Lyratzopoulos et al 2013 -01165 0078 21.7% 0.89[0.77,1.03] -
Schwartz et al 2003 0.2468 0065 23.7% 1.28[1.13,1.45] =
Silverstein et al 2002 0.0583 0673 0.8% 1.06[0.28, 3.96] —
Stevens etal 2008 01044 0414 2.0% 1.11[0.49, 2.50] I
Total {95% Cl) 100.0% 1.07 [0.95, 1.20] 3
Heterogeneity, Tau?= 0.01; Chi*=14 48, df= 6 (P = 0.02); F= 59% ; I I I
Testfﬂ?wergll effert £= 1I.IZI41r F= IZI.3IZI)I ( ’ 0.0 01 el - .10 100
Less likely More likely
Sensitivity analysis — alternative Lyratzopoulos paper
Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Odds Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
Berglund etal 2012 -0.0101 0.09  208% 099[0.83,1.18] 1‘
Dalton etal 2011 0.0095 0056 254% 1.01 [0.890,1.13]
Ghaorani etal 2012 01044 0.264 6.3% 1.11 [0.66, 1.87] T
Lyratzopoulos et al 2012 -0.2107 0102 181% 0.81 [0.66, 0.949] -
Schwartz et al 2003 0.2469 00658 24.2% 1.28[1.13,1.49] =
Silverstein et al 2002 0.0583 0673 1.2% 1.06[0.28, 3.56] —
Stevens etal 2008 01044 0414 2.9% 1.11[0.49, 2.50] T
Total {95% Cl) 100.0% 1.03 [0.89,1.19] Y
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.02; Chi*=16.73, df= 6 (P = 0.01); F= 64% =D.IZI1 DH 1 150 100
Testfor overall effect: £= 040 (F = 0.69) Less likely More likely




