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3) AC/CC

Begg's funnal plot with pssude 95% confidence limits
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OO

logord

-1

L=
(X

s.2. of: logord

5) AA+AC/CC

B=gg's funnel plot with pssudo 95% confidence limits
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Begg's funnsl plot with pssudo 95% confidence limits
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4) CC/CT+TT

Begg's funnel plot with pssude 95% confidence limits
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Begg's funnsl plot with pseudo 85% confidence limits
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