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(B RS [ EIERS Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Evenis Total Bvenis Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
BPTWWF 1994 274 383 287 3¥8 281% 1.05[0.96, 1.16]

Gaze 1997 108 181 99 144 111% 1.04[0.90,1.21]

Hartsell 2004 187 455 188 443 10.3% 0.9y [0.83,1.13]

Mielsen 1998 a2 122 56 114 31% 0.91 [0.68, 1.20]

Price 1986 29 140 34 148 1.3% 0.90 [0.58, 1.40]

Foos 20045 T3 137 23 1324 h.8% 0.87 [0.71, 1.08]

wan der Linden 2004 395 a74 396 ATE  40.2% 1.00[0.92, 1.08]

Total (95% CI) 1967 1945 100.0% 1.00 [0.95, 1.05]

Total events 1118 1113

Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.00; Chif= 4.27, df = 6 (P = 0.64); F= 0% l
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[ESElitry [ BIEESH] Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
BPFTWWF 19599 f 383 4 3F8 14.4% 1.48[0.42, 5.20] Ei—
kasga 2006 F Sande 20049 10 186 5 190 2058% 2.04[0.71, 5.86) I
Price 1986 2 140 1 148 4 0% 211 [0.19, 23.068]
Foos 2005 9 137 g 135 26.8% 1.11 [0.44, 2.749] B R
Steeland 19949 13 a74 10 &78  342% 1.30 [0.57, 2.94] —
Total (95% Cl) 1425 1429 100.0% 1.42 [0.88, 2.29] e
Total events 40 2a
?etn:;ngenen'g.rl:l T?ru tz-gij?;ﬁhlpz—nﬁefsl df=4{(FP=083) F=0% o 0 10 100
est for overall effect Z=144 (P=0.15) Favours [ E RS Favours (S BIRES]
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[HiE EE S [5BIEESH] Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total BEvents Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
BPTWWF 1999 T 383 ? 3rs 9.9% 345072 16.52] =
Harsell 2004 14 455 11 443 19.2% 1.24 [0.87, 2.70] —
kassa 2006 F Sande 20049 3 186 211890 191% 0.39 [0.18, 0.86] — =
Mielsen 1998 5 122 B 119 14.6% 0.98 [0.32, 2.94] . E—
Frice 1986 0 140 1 148 3.2% 0.35[0.01, 8.498]
Foog 20045 5 137 5 135 13.9% 118 [0.37, 3.78] e
Steeland 1994 24 are 10 argd  20.0% 240116, 4.96] —
Total (95% Cl) 2002 1991 100.0% 1.16 [0.63, 2.13] .
Total events 65 a6
Heterogeneity: Tau = 038, Chi*F=1370,df =6 (P =0.03); F= 56% 01 0 10 100
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[HERS) [4rEIR 5 Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Evemts Total Bvents Total Woeight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
BPFTWWF 1999 TE 383 32 378 1649% 2.34[1.59, 3.49] —
Harsell 2004 TG 455 33 443 1649% 224 1,52 3.30 —
Kasga 2006 Sande 20049 29 186 9 190 11.4% 3.29[1.60, 6.76)] . —
Mielsen 1993 25 122 14 119 13.2% 1.74 [0.95, 3.19] T
Price 1986 14 140 4 148 T.3% 3.96 [1.25, 11.6E] —
Foos 2005 40 137 33 135 16.8% 119 [0.80,1.77] B
van der Linden 2004 1349 a7y 35 Aa¥E 17A% 396 [2.79, 5.64] ——
Total (95% Cl) 2002 1991 100.0% 2.37 [1.65, 3.40] <€D
Total events 400 160
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.16; Chi®= 2292, df= 6 (P = 0.0008); F=74% IIZI 0 IZI=1 1=III 100

Test for overall effect £= 4 .67 (F = 0.00001} Favours | e Favours ——
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(B4 B4 [ EURA Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup EFvents Total Pvents Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
BPTWF 1999 18 1 20 B3 26.3% 0.93[0.495, 1.58] —a—
Gaze 19497 24 110 25 98 296% 0.86 [0.52,1.40] ——
Hartsell 2004 42 433 O 414 442% 0.487 [0.40, 0.82] —-
Total (95% CI) 604 575 100.0% 0.73 [0.53, 1.00] . 2
Total events a4 114
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.03; ChiT=294 df=2 (P=023), F= 32% o 0 0 100
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