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Mwan2013 0.0401 01094 36.4% 1.04[0.84,1.29]
Mechutaz016 -0.074 0109 367% 083[0.751.158]
Total {95% CI) 100.0% 0.96 [0.85, 1.10]
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Study or Subgroup log[Hazard Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
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BCAC ER- 0.0488 0.3383 1.6% 1.05[0.54, 2.04] T
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Mewcomb2013 -0.1111 00767 12.3% 0.89 [0.77, 1.04] =
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Study or Subgroup _ log[Odds Ratio] SE Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
BCAC ER- 0.0508 0.3403 123% 1.05[0.54,2.05]
EPIC ER- 0.2666 04228 7.8% 1.31[0.57,2.99]
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Dal Mags02008 0041 01284  55% 1.04[0.81,1.34) -+
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Study or Subgroup log[Odds Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Beasley2011 -0.2804 01328 12.7% 0.78 [0.60,1.01] -
Fuchs1995 01709 00771 17.9% 1.19[1.02,1.38] =
Fiwan2013 -0.231 0179 14.0% 0.79[0.63,1.00]
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Mewcomb2013 -0.0395 0.0451 20.7% 0.96 [0.88, 1.09] -
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Study or Subgroup log[Hazard Ratio] SE Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
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EPIC ER+ -0.0825 0.2101  13.3% 0.92[0.61,1.39] —
Lowry201 6 0116 01606 22.8% 0.89 (065, 1.22] —=—
Minarnizot 9 -0.2822 02412 101% 0.75([0.47,1.21] —r
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Forest plot Total {95% CI) 100.0% 0.79 [0.68, 0.92] *
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