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EF) Random effect model ik Inverse—variance method (RevMan5.4.1)
HR(OR)
RER HaiE 1.25 ( 108 - 144 ) P= 0.003
Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Hazard Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl Year IV, Random, 95% Cl
Brusselaers M 2018 0077 00292 32.2% 1.08[1.02,1.14] 2018
Holm M 2018 0.3365 00744 262% 1.40[1.21,1.62] 2018 -
Chiang PH 2019 0392 01377 155% 1.48[1.13,1.94] 2019 —
Wang K 2020 01823 00633 271% 1.20 [1.06, 1.36] 2020 -
Total (95% Cl) 100.0% 1.25[1.08, 1.44] L
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.02; Chi*=15.30, df= 3 (P =0.002); F=80% 052 DIS 1 é %
Testfor overall effiect £= 2.98 (F = 0.003) " Favours [C-:nntr-:nlj Favours [ET]
Forest plot
AV XEBRRSNADDAZEMTIEIDTYRI EF 1DTEEELL
3DDAZFEHTLUBEDIAIFR— I MARBRDAENTIEIVRAILR




_SE{log[Hazard Hatiol)

0 |
|
I
I
|
I
|
0.054 i
|
I
I
|
o1+ |
I
|
Funnel plot !
|
015+ i
|
I
I
|

i Hazard Ratio

0.2 : : : : :
0.2 0.5 1 2 g
AUk
Z OO A
AT Ly
3y

G

RES T




[4-9 A&7 F VU R]

FARERZERILEVHRBESIBRE RVEEMSESH
cQ

5 RS T g i I HRTHETT

o [JouREE 0 [FEEZEM

RCT 4 Lin 02

PEPI 02
Simon 03

FETH A2 X g—p  [MSPOM 07

.

EFIL Random effect model ik Inverse—variance method (RevMan5.3)

RR

HERIEE MEME 7.66 ( 369 - 1587 ) P=  <0.00001

Text of Review | (X] 1.1HRT and vaginal... |

Comparison: 1 HRT and vaginal bleeding, Outcome: 1.1 HRT and vaginal bleeding

B RRRE| | | @) | @8 |20 »

Study or Subgroup HRT Placebo Weight Risk Ratio \:\ Risk Ratio \
Events | Total | Events | Total M-H, Random, 95% Ci | | M-H, Random, 95% CI |
vlLin 64 183 5 61  214%  427(1.80,1041] | —
v|Peri 37 120 o 19| 2a2% 17372493 | —_—
v][Simon 44 119 8 117]  313%  541[266,1009] | —a
v|wisoom 122 430 2 203 17.0% 28.80(7.19,115 301% [ —
Forest p|ot [Total (95% CI) [ 852 [ 500 100.0% 7660369, 1587] | -
[Total events 267| 19 |4l
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.31; Chi* = 7.06, df = 3 (P = 0.07); F = 58% [ [ | |
{ [oo1 01 1 10 100

|
Test for overall effect Z = 5.47 (P < 0.00001) [ | | n 1
L o - i a + 1 Favours [experimental] Favours [control
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HR
HERIEE MEME 0.82 ( 0. 67 - 102 ) P= 0.07

Text of Review | (%] 4.1 HRT and fructure

Comparison: 4 HRT and fructure, Outcome: 4.1 HRT and fructure [ RE| <)k @ | (e @2 |2
[ o By " o = T " [ HazardRatio M| Hazard Ratio 1
e e ol Weloht |V Random, 05%C1 |'| IV, Random, 95% C |
v|DOPS 0.1931 18.1% 073[0 07)|
v| HERS 0.0392] 00911 33.0% 1.04[0.87, 1.24]
| WHI -0.2744| 0.0957 322% 0.76 [0.63, 0.92)| -
V][ WISDOM 03711 02069  16.7%| 0.69[0.46, 1.04)|
Forest plOt Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.82(0.67,1.02]|
[Heterogeneity: Tau= 0.03; Chi* = 7.87, di =3 (P = 0.05), F = 62% I |} ; | ; {
[Testfor overall eflect Z=1.80 (P = 0.07) T ‘ Ti 1 joot 01 1 10 100

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
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HR(OR)
RER HaiE 1.72 ( 144 - 206 ) P=  <0.00001
Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Hazard Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl Year IV, Random, 95% Cl
Brusselaers N 2018 0671 00236 22.6% 1.77 [1.69,1.85 2018 =
Holm W 2018 06831 00543 21.3% 1.98[1.78,2.20) 2018 -
Chiang PH 2019 0.4574 01577 13.5% 1.58[1.16,2.15] 2019 —
Sandvei M3 2018 07783 00414 21.9% 218[2.01, 2.36) 2019 -
Wang K 2020 01823 00633 20.7% 1.20[1.06,1.36] 2020 —-—
Total {95% Cl) 100.0% 1.72 [1.44, 2.06] <
Heterogeneity: Tau== 0.04; Chi*= 66.69, df= 4 (F = 0.00001); F= 94% Di2 n=5 2 5
Testfor overall effect; Z=6.03 (P < 0.00001}) ’ FG'v'DLII'S.[C':Intl'Dr Favours [EPT]
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EFIL Random effect model ik Inverse—variance method (RevMan5.3)

RR

HERIEE MEME 7.66 ( 369 - 1587 ) P=  <0.00001

Text of Review | (X] 1.1HRT and vaginal... |

Comparison: 1 HRT and vaginal bleeding, Outcome: 1.1 HRT and vaginal bleeding

B RRRE| | | @) | @8 |20 »

Study or Subgroup HRT Placebo Weight Risk Ratio \:\ Risk Ratio \
Events | Total | Events | Total M-H, Random, 95% Ci | | M-H, Random, 95% CI |
vlLin 64 183 5 61  214%  427(1.80,1041] | —
v|Peri 37 120 o 19| 2a2% 17372493 | —_—
v][Simon 44 119 8 117]  313%  541[266,1009] | —a
v|wisoom 122 430 2 203 17.0% 28.80(7.19,115 301% [ —
Forest p|ot [Total (95% CI) [ 852 [ 500 100.0% 7660369, 1587] | -
[Total events 267| 19 |4l
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.31; Chi* = 7.06, df = 3 (P = 0.07); F = 58% [ [ | |
{ [oo1 01 1 10 100

|
Test for overall effect Z = 5.47 (P < 0.00001) [ | | n 1
L o - i a + 1 Favours [experimental] Favours [control
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EFIL Random effect model ik Inverse—variance method (RevMan5.3)

HR
HERIEE MEME 0.82 ( 0. 67 - 102 ) P= 0.07

Text of Review | (%] 4.1 HRT and fructure

Comparison: 4 HRT and fructure, Outcome: 4.1 HRT and fructure [ RE| <)k @ | (e @2 |2
[ o By " o = T " [ HazardRatio M| Hazard Ratio 1
e e ol Weloht |V Random, 05%C1 |'| IV, Random, 95% C |
v|DOPS 0.1931 18.1% 073[0 07)|
v| HERS 0.0392] 00911 33.0% 1.04[0.87, 1.24]
| WHI -0.2744| 0.0957 322% 0.76 [0.63, 0.92)| -
V][ WISDOM 03711 02069  16.7%| 0.69[0.46, 1.04)|
Forest plOt Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.82(0.67,1.02]|
[Heterogeneity: Tau= 0.03; Chi* = 7.87, di =3 (P = 0.05), F = 62% I |} ; | ; {
[Testfor overall eflect Z=1.80 (P = 0.07) T ‘ Ti 1 joot 01 1 10 100

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

dAVE: BEITDVTIXALID AR NH S0, B RII1ZDULNT20005F LIUE D KIFE
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