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Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Logit event rate

1. Results of meta-analysis

Heterogeneity: Q15 = 114.84, P < .001, I 2 = 86.94, indicates substantial heterogeneity in 

the data, which supports the choice for a random-effects model.

White dots indicate observed studies. The black dots indicate imputed data.



Publication bias: The funnel plot is noticeably asymmetric, with a majori ty of the smaller 

studies clustering to the r ight of the mean. This impression is confirmed by Egger’s test 

(P = .002, two-tai led). 
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Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Logit event rate

Heterogeneity: Q11 = 33.26, P < .001, I 2 = 66.92, suggests that the data is heterogeneous 

and supports the choice for a random-effect model.

White dots indicate observed studies. The black dots indicate imputed data.

Publication bias: The shape of the funnel plot does not suggest signif icant publication 

bias, which is confirmed by Egger’s test statistic, P = 0.21
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Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Logit event rate

Heterogeneity: Q15 = 25.16, P = .048, I 2 = 40.39, indicates heterogeneity, which support 

the choice for a  random-effects model.

White dots indicate observed studies. The black dots indicate imputed data.

Publication bias: The shape of the funnel plot in did not reveal any indication of funnel 

plot asymmetry. This visual impression was also confi rmed by Egger's test with P = 0.61, 

two-tai led.
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Heterogeneity: Q12 = 49.54, P < .001, I 2 = 75.77, indicates substantial heterogeneity and 

supports the choice for a random-effects model.

White dots indicate observed studies. The black dots indicate imputed data.

Publication bias: The shape of the funnel plot in did not reveal asymmetry. This visual 

impression was also confi rmed by Egger's test with P = 0.75, two-tai led.
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Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Logit event rate

Heterogeneity: Q5 = 59.76, P < .001, I 2 = 91.63, indicates that the data is heterogeneous, 

which supports the choice for a random-effects model.

White dots indicate observed studies. The black dots indicate imputed data.

Publication bias: The shape of the funnel plot in did not reveal asymmetry. This visual 

impression was also confi rmed by Egger's test with P = 0.59, two-tai led.
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Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Logit event rate

Heterogeneity: Q5 = 13.88, P = .031, I 2 = 56.77, indicates heterogeneity and supports the 

choice for a random-effects model.

White dots indicate observed studies. The black dots indicate imputed data.

Publication bias: The shape of the funnel plot in did not reveal asymmetry. This visual 

impression was also confi rmed by Egger's test with P = 0.29, two-tai led.


