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Figure 4 Forest plot showing event rate defined as IR. Seventeen studies were included. The pooled estimate was found to be 90.9% (95%

Figure 2  Forest plot showi t rate defined as FNR. Ninet studies included. The led estimate was found to be 13% (95%
] orest plot showing event rate defined as ineteen studies were include: e pooled estimate was found to be o (95% CI 87.6% to 93.4%).

CI 10.8% to 15.6%).

Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Logit event rate Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Logit event rate
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Figure 3 Meta-analysis of FNR: a funnel plot to examine for ev- Figure 5 Meta-analysis of IR: a funnel plot of the included
idence of publication bias. According to the funnel plot of logit studies, estimated based on random effects analysis is relatively
FNR vs standard, there seems to be no publication bias with balanced, favoring the conclusion that there is no publication bias.

respect to the list of 19 studies reporting FNR.
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