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eFigure 1. Database Search Entry  

 

Search term for the systematic literature search as used in Embase, PsycINFO, and Pubmed from 
1977 to March 8th 2018: 
 
 
migrant OR migrants OR migration OR immigration OR immigrant OR immigrants OR ethnicity OR 
refugee OR refugees OR asylum seeker OR asylum seekers OR minority OR minorities OR ethnic 
density  
 
AND 
 
psychotic OR psychosis OR schizophrenia OR schizophrenic OR schizoaffective  
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eFigure 2. Relative Risk (RR) of Incidence of Non-Affective Psychosis in Refugees 
Compared to the Native Population 

 

 
 
Forest plot of relative risk (RR) of non-affective psychosis incidence in refugees compared to the native population in “low” risk of 
bias studies and “high/unknown” risk of bias studies. The square data markers indicate relative risk (RR) in primary studies, with 
sizes reflecting the statistical weight of the study using random-effects meta-analysis. The horizontal lines indicate 95% CIs. The 
blue diamond data markers represent the subtotal and overall RR and 95% CI. The vertical dashed line shows the summary effect 
estimate and the continuous line shows the line of no effect (RR = 1). Unless otherwise stated, refugees are first generation 
cohorts. ES = effect size, HR = hazard ratio, RaR = rate ratio.  
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eFigure 3. Funnel Plot of Main Analysis 

 

 
 
Funnel plot of relative risk (RR) of incidence of non-affective psychosis in refugees compared to non-refugee migrants. ES = Effect 
Size. 
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