
Study I^2 Hazard Ratio (95% CrI)
HIVEC vs BCG
Félix Guerrero?Ramos 2022 0.41 (0.100, 1.7)
Tom J.H 2016 0.76 (0.39, 1.5)
Wei Shen Tan 2019 1.0 (0.64, 1.7)
Pooled (pair−wise) 0.0% 0.83 (0.49, 1.4)
Indirect (back−calculated) 0.74 (0.48, 1.1)
Pooled (net work) 0.0% 0.77 (0.55, 1.1)
MMC vs BCG
Antonio Ojea 2007−1 1.7 (1.1, 2.6)
Antonio Ojea 2007−2 1.2 (0.97, 1.4)
Barba ra Mangiarotti 2008 1.2 (0.67, 2.1)
CARL LUNDHOLM 1996 1.4 (1.0, 2.0)
Donald L. Lamm 1995 1.4 (1.1, 1.9)
E. Rintala 1991 2.3 (1.4, 3.9)
GEE RT SMITS 1998 0.75 (0.43, 1.3)
H. Isba rn 2008 0.91 (0.59, 1.4)
J. A. WITJES 1998 1.2 (0.85, 1.6)
J .A. Witjes 1993−1 0.71 (0.47, 1.1)
MMC vs BCG
J .A. Witjes 1993−2 0.82 (0.52, 1.3)
Martin G. F riedrich 2007 0.99 (0.64, 1.5)
PER−UNO MALMST ROM 1999 1.4 (1.0, 1.9)
PETER D. J . VEGT 1995−1 0.64 (0.46, 0.89)
PETER D. J . VEGT 1995−2 0.90 (0.63, 1.3)
Riikka Ja¨ rvinen 2009 2.0 (1.2, 3.3)
SKREGE 1996 0.83 (0.42, 1.6)
Pooled (pair−wise) 66.1% 1.1 (0.95, 1.3)
Indirect (back−calculated) 1.4 (0.94, 2.1)
Pooled (net work) 64.7% 1.2 (1.0, 1.4)
TURBt vs BCG
DONALD L. LAMM 1980 1.3 (0.21, 7.9)
FRANCESCO PAGANO 1991  3. (2.0, 4.4)
Harry W. Herr 1995 2.1 (0.78, 5.7)
Michael D. Mele kos 1993 2.6 (1.3, 5.0)
Yama komo 1990 3.2 (1.0, 9.8)
SKREGE 1996 1.6 (0.95, 2.8)
Pooled (pair−wise) 0.0% 2.3 (1.6, 3.4)
Indirect (back−calculated) 1.9 (1.4, 2.6)
Pooled (net work) 0.0% 2.1 (1.6, 2.6)
MMC vs HIVEC
Javier C. Angulo 2022−1 1.3 (0.72, 2.3)
Javier C. Angulo 2022−2 1.3 (0.71, 2.3)
Ren zo Colombo 2010 3.0 (1.6, 5.9)
Wei Shen Tan 2022 1.3 (0.82, 2.2)
Pooled (pair−wise) 40.2% 1.6 (1.0, 2.3)
Indirect (back−calculated) 1.4 (0.79, 2.5)
Pooled (net work) 21.3% 1.5 (1.1, 2.1)
TURBt vs MMC
D.A. TOLLEY 1996−1  2. (1.4, 2.8)
D.A. TOLLEY 1996−2 1.5 (1.1, 2.1)
De Nunzio 2011  5. (2.5, 9.9)
Hideyuki Akaza 1987−1 1.4 (1.0, 2.0)
Hideyuki Akaza 1987−2 1.4 (1.0, 2.0)
HYEON HOE KIM 1989 0.94 (0.57, 1.6)
Niigima 1983 1.4 (0.95,  2.)
SAKAMOTO 2001 2.1 (0.20,   22.)
Tsushima 1987 2.7 (1.4, 5.6)
SKREGE 1996  2. (1.0, 3.8)
Pooled (pair−wise) 57.4% 1.7 (1.3, 2.2)
Indirect (back−calculated) 2.1 (1.4, 3.3)
Pooled (net work) 56.9% 1.8 (1.4, 2.2)
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Study I^2 Hazard Ratio (95% CrI)
HIVEC vs BCG
Félix Guerrero?Ramos 2022 0.16 (0.019, 1.3)
Pooled (pair−wise) 0.16 (0.016, 1.6)
Indirect (back−calculated) 3.5 (0.71, 17.)
Pooled (net work) 80.8% 1.3 (0.33, 4.6)
MMC vs BCG
Antonio Ojea 2007−1 0.98 (0.47, 2.1)
Antonio Ojea 2007−2 0.98 (0.46, 2.1)
Donald L. Lamm 1995 1.3 (0.67, 2.4)
GEE RT SMITS 1998 0.66 (0.27, 1.6)
J. A. WITJES 1998 1.8 (0.90, 3.5)
PETER D. J . VEGT 1995−1 0.98 (0.37, 2.6)
PETER D. J . VEGT 1995−2 0.99 (0.39, 2.5)
Riikka Ja¨ rvinen 2009 2.4 (0.81, 7.3)
Truls G?rdma rk 2007 1.3 (0.74, 2.4)
Pooled (pair−wise) 0.0% 1.2 (0.80, 1.7)
Indirect (back−calculated) 0.47 (0.13, 1.7)
Pooled (net work) 0.0% 1.1 (0.74, 1.6)
TURBt vs BCG
FRANCESCO PAGANO 1991 4.1 (1.2, 14.)
H .W. HERR 1997 1.4 (0.51, 3.9)
Harry W. Herr 1995 2.4 (0.91, 6.2)
Michael D. Mele kos 1993 3.4 (1.0,   11.)
Pooled (pair−wise) 0.0% 2.5 (1.2, 5.0)
Indirect (back−calculated) 3.1 (1.3, 7.4)
Pooled (net work) 0.0% 2.7 (1.6, 4.6)
MMC vs HIVEC
Wei Shen Tan 2022 0.35 (0.10, 1.2)
Pooled (pair−wise) 0.35 (0.078, 1.6)
Indirect (back−calculated) 10. (0.83, 1.3e+02)
Pooled (net work) 82.6% 0.85 (0.24, 3.2)
TURBt vs MMC
D.A. TOLLEY 1996−1 7.4 (3.6, 15.)
D.A. TOLLEY 1996−2 1.2 (0.62, 2.3)
HYEON HOE KIM 1989 1.9 (0.38, 9.5)
Pooled (pair−wise) 85.5% 2.7 (1.3, 5.5)
Indirect (back−calculated) 2.2 (0.96, 5.1)
Pooled (net work) 78.3% 2.5 (1.4, 4.3)
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