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SUPPLEMENTARY DATA

Example of data extraction using Armstrong et al. (2015).
Review title: Time-lapse systems for embryo incubation and assessment in
assisted reproduction

There are two comparisons within this review:
Comparison 1: Time-lapse systems with cell-tracking algorithms

versus time-lapse systems without cell-tracking algorithms.

– Number of participants in largest RCT in live birth meta-analysis for
Comparison 1:0 (i.e. no live birth data)
–Number of participants in meta-analysis for Comparison 1:0
– Estimated odds ratio (95% CI) for largest RCT: inestimable
– Estimated odds ratio (95% CI) for live birth meta-analysis:
inestimable

Comparison 2: Time-lapse systems versus conventional incubation.

– Number of participants in largest RCT in live birth meta-analysis for
Comparison 2: Kahraman et al. (2013) (38 per arm).

– Number of participants in live birth meta-analysis for Comparison
2:38 per arm (only one RCT in the meta-analysis).
– Estimated odds ratio (95% CI) for largest RCT: 1.11 (0.45–2.73)
– Estimated odds ratio (95% CI) for live birth meta-analysis: 1.11
(0.45–2.73)

Sensitivity analyses:

– Number of participants in largest RCT with live birth data in the
review: Kahraman (2013) (38 per arm).
– Number of participants in largest meta-analysis in the review: 38 per
arm.
– Estimated odds ratio (95% CI) for largest RCT in the review: 1.11
(0.45–2.73)
– Estimated odds ratio (95% CI) for largest live birth meta-analysis in
the review: 1.11 (0.45–2.73)
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