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Central obese Not
Study PCOS Total PCOS Total OR 95%CI
Study Type = Retrospective ]
Amato 2008 113 134 57 70 1.23 [0.57; 2.63]
Chae 2008 33 70 110 328 —i— 1.77 [1.05; 2.98]
Random effects model 204 398 [ 1.57 [1.02; 2.42]
Heterogeneity: /° = 0%, t* = 0, p = 0.44 :

Study Type = Cohort :
Ayonrinde 2016 19 67 13 132 —=— 3.62 [1.66; 7.91]

Hart 2011 28 70 33 134 — 2.04 [1.10; 3.79]
Hudecova 2011 39 61 45 110 — 256 [1.34; 4.89]
Kyrkou 2015 166 272 64 113 = 1.20 [0.77; 1.87]
Petta 2017 97 132 105 171 e 1.74 [1.06; 2.86]
Random effects model 602 660 - 1.93 [1.35; 2.76]
Heterogeneity: I° = 47%, * = 0.0772, p =011 :

Study Type = Cross-sectional !
Bernasconi 1996 32 583 20 39 — = 1.45 [0.63; 3.34]

Boyle 2015 27 57 8§ 52 ——=+—— 4.95 [1.98; 12.36]
Cheung 2008 147 161 130 214 i —a— 6.78 [3.68; 12.52]
Glueck 2003 118 939 20 1086 i —— 7.66 [4.73;12.41]
Hahn 2007 306 335 105 158 —am— 5.33 [3.22; 8.82]
Rahmanpor 2012 8 18 22 83 —+—=+—— 222 [0.78; 6.34]
Ramos 2015 91 103 108 195 i——— 6.11 [3.14; 11.88]
Random effects model 1666 1827 - 4.71 [3.14; 7.08]
Heterogeneity: /I° = 60%, t° = 0.1727, p = 0.02 :

Study Type = Case-control :
Oztas 2016 51 69 38 103 ——+—— 4.85 [2.48; 9.47]

Wang 2019 28 41 45 95 —B— 239 [1.11; 5.18]
Random effects model 110 198 --— 3.50 [1.76; 6.97]
Heterogeneity: 1 = 45%, v = 0.1131, p = 0.18 :

Random effects model 2582 3083 - 2.93 [2.08; 4.12]
Heterogeneity: 12 = 79%, t* = 0.3698, p < 0.01 ! ! ! !

Test for subgroup differences: xg =16.66,df =3 (p <0.01D.1 05 1 2 10

Supplementary Figure S8. Central obesity meta-analysis by study type. Forest plot for odds ratio of PCOS in central obese vs non-cen-
tral obese. OR: odds ratio.
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