Supplemental Figure 3. Difference in HPV Vaccine Follow-through between Minority and

White
Study
D RD (95% CI)
Dempsey (2011) —— : -0.30 (-0.36, -0.25)
Neubrand (2009) —_—— -0.26 (-0.36, -0.16)
Dempsey (2010) —— : -0.22 (-0.26, -0.18)
DanielUloa (2016) —_—— -0.21 (-0.27, -0.15)
Perry (2014) —pie -0.20 (-0.33, -0.07)
Okafor (2015) —0—: -0.20 (-0.29, -0.10)
Barboza (2016) —— -0.17 (-0.24, -0.10)
Joseph (2014) . : -0.17 (-0.43, 0.10)
Clarke (2015) — -0.16 (-0.24, -0.09)
Chao_b (2009) L -0.15 (-0.17, -0.13)
NIS Teen (2010) —— : -0.15 (-0.18, -0.12)
Corriero (2017) —— -0.15 (-0.20, -0.09)
Tan (2011) ¢! -0.15 (-0.15, -0.14)
Laz (2012) —Q—;— -0.14 (-0.22, -0.06)
Du (2015) ——— -0.14 (-0.22, -0.05)
Chou (2011) —0—: -0.14 (-0.19, -0.08)
Widdice (2011) - -0.13 (-0.18, -0.09)
NIS Teen (2011) -0-} -0.12 (-0.15, -0.09)
NIS Teen (2012) - -0.12 (-0.15, -0.09)
Laz_b (2013) —— -0.11 (-0.21, -0.01)
Gold (2011) + -0.10 (-0.20, 0.00)
Markovitz (2014) - -0.09 (-0.12, -0.07)
NIS Teen (2017) + -0.09 (-0.11, -0.07)
Kharbanda (2013) —_—— -0.08 (-0.15, -0.02)
Cook (2010) L 2 -0.08 (-0.10, -0.07)
Schiuterman (2011) —:0— -0.07 (-0.12, -0.02)
Kramer (2012) |—p— -0.05 (-0.09, -0.02)
NIS Teen (2014) : - -0.05 (-0.07, -0.02)
Perkins (2012) ——r -0.04 (-0.10, 0.02)
Ackerson (2017) : L 2 -0.04 (-0.05, -0.03)
Pathlea (2016) -— -0.03 (-0.11, 0.05)
Chao (2015) | = -0.03 (-0.08, 0.01)
Simons (2015) : L -0.03 (-0.05, -0.01)
Cowburn (2014) | = -0.02 (-0.06, 0.02)
NIS Teen (2016) : L 4 -0.02 (-0.04, -0.00)
Wilson (2016) — -0.02 (-0.19, 0.15)
NIS Teen (2015) 1 - -0.02 (-0.04, 0.00)
St_Sauver (2016) : -+ -0.01 (-0.03, 0.02)
Richards (2016) | —— 0.00 (-0.06, 0.07)
NIS Teen (2013) : - 0.06 (0.03, 0.08)
Chuang (2017) | - 0.06 (0.02, 0.09)
Guleria (2016) - . 0.08 (-0.13, 0.30)
Overall (l-squared = 96.4%, p = 0.000) ¢ -0.09 (-0.12, -0.07)
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis :
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