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SEI
3 Paramasivam etal (2016) 47 120 64 121 — 057 (034,096 09%  1.6% i
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S -t Figure S6. Sensitivity analysis according to studies that did not meet HWE. “A”
Study Events Total Events Total 0Odds Ratio OR 95%-Cl (fixed) (random) " .
(13 2 (13 29
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Zomnadennn g wm ] ostbovim 2w zex represents allele vs. C); represents homozygote vs. CC); represents
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Wang etal (2013) 81 1145 213 2001 - 0.64 [0.49,083] 36% 29%
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