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Study or Subgroup _log[Odds Ratio] __ SE_Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
BCAC ER- 01392 02248 1.8% 067 ([0.56,1.35
BOAC ER+ -0.4498 01348 50% 0.64[0.49,0.83 - SEQo0(OR)
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Flatt2010 03719 04742 3.0% 0.6 [0.40,0.07) — 02

Haris2012 00348 01925  25% 1.04[071,1.51]

Hellmannz010 00606 0.2277  1.8% 1.06[068, 1.68]

Lowny2016 02211 01228 60% 0.80[0.63,1.02) - 04

Ma2019 0234 01345 58% 0.78[062,1.01] -

Minamiz019 03837 01696 3.2% 0.75[0.54,1.05] —

Newearmb2013 00395 0.0451 44.8% 0.96[0.88,1.05 L

Reding2008 -D356T 04717 31% 0.70[050,0.98 - 06

Sare1060 00234 04133 7A% 1.02[082,1.28] +

Vrieling2012 0244 01782 29% 1.38[0.90,1.81] —

Weaver2013 0426 0.6576  0.2% 0.65[0.18,2.37] — 08
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Study or Subgroup _log[Hazard Ratio] SE_Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI {
BCAC ER+ 04498 01344 32.6% 0.64[0.49,083] - o "
EPIC ER+ -0.0825 0.2101 13.3% 0.92[0.69,1.39] —_

Lowry2016 0416 01B06 228% 0.88[0.65,1.22 = -

Minami2019 02822 02412 104% 075[0.47,1.21] —T

SEARCH ER+ 01196 01667 21.2% 0.89[0.64,1.23] =

Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.79 [0.68, 0.92] + "

Heterogeneity: Chi*= 416, df= 4 (P = 0.39); = 4% b t t T
Testfor averall efiect: 7= 3.10 (P = 0.002)
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Study or Subgroup _log[Hazard Ratio] SE_Weight IV, Random, 95% CI v, Random, 95% C1
Mewsomb2013 -0.0204 01034 426%  088(0.80.1.20]

Thun1987 -0.2231 00881 57.4%  080(0.70,081] L]

Total (35% CI) 100.0%  0.87[0.72,1.06] &
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Beasley2011 -0.2504 01329 12.7% 078060 1.01]
Fuchs1995 01708 00771 17.9% 119102, 1.38]
Kwan2013 =023 01179 14.0% 0.79[063,1.00]
Lowry2016 -06169 02666 5.5% 0.54[0.32 0.91]
Mechuta2016 -0.0653 01134 14.4% 094075 1.17]
MNewcomb2013 -0.0395 00451 207% 096 [0.88,1.05]
SEARCH ER- -06172 02994 4.6% 0.54[0.30,0.87]
SEARCHER+ -01186 01667 10.2% 0.89 [0.64,1.23]
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.88 [0.77,1.02]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.02; Chi*= 21 20, df= 7 (F = 0.003); F=67%

Testfor averall effect: 7=1.76 (P = 0.08)
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Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup _ log[Odds Ratio] SE_Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
BCAC ER- -0.1473 0.2207  31.4%  0.86[0.56,1.33] ——
EFIC ER- 01024 03214 14.8% 1.11][0.58, 2.08]
Lowry2016 -0.628 0.2609 224% 0.53[0.32, 0.89] =
Minami2019 -0.7045 03279 14.2% 0.48[0.26, 0.94] —
SEARCHER- -06172 0.2094 17.1% 0.54[0.20,0.97] -
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.69 [0.54, 0.87] *
Heterogeneity: Chi*=45.87, df=4 (P=021);F=32% o t t 100
Test far overall effect: Z= 2.05 (P = 0.002) :
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Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Hazard Ratio

Study or Subgroup _log[Hazard Ratio] SE Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Fuchs1955 02962 01914 659% 0.74[051,1.08]

Kwan2013 07237 0427 13.2% 048(0.21,1.12 T
Mewcomb2013 -0.7BO7 034 20.9% 0.47 [0.24,0.91] ——

Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.64 [0.47, 0.86] >
Heterogeneity: Chit= 1.87, df = 2 (P = 0.39); I*= 0% b

Testfor averall effect 7= 2.60 (P = 0.004)
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