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%k CQ10-2-06: Forest plot

T b 10-2-1 : BVEHEIE 50%LL

B LAJLERE R L ALEE

Risk Ratio

Risk

Ratio

Risk of Bias

Study or Subgroup Events  Total Events  Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl _Year M-H, Random, 95% CI ABCDEFG
Michael 1993 3 10 0 12 2.1% 8.27[0.48,142.39] 1993 P @€
WME Study Group 1995 17 54 8 B0 31.3% 2.36[1.11,5.03] 1995 — ®
Handfarth 1998 22 94 16 102 53.2% 1.49[0.84, 2.66] 15998 - [ ]
Klinkenbery 2012 5 21 4 200 13.2% 1.19[0.37,3.81] 2012 I @
Total (95% CI) 179 194 100.0% 1.74 [1.14, 2.65] &
Total events 47 28
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chif= 2.48, df= 3 (P = 0.48); F= 0% =D p” 051 150 1DD=
Testfor overall effect: £= 2,36 (P = 0.01) ELALHEAER D B LA LSRR 2
Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection hias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of paricipants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting hias)
(G) Other bias

T U B A 10-2-2 : {BFE T

B LAJLERE R L ALEE Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl Year M-H, Random, 95% CI
Michael 1993 0 10 0 12 Mot estimable 1993
WS Study Group 1995 0 a4 0 a1 Mot estimahle 1995
Handfarth 1998 3 95 1 103 51.6% 3.25[0.34,30.73] 1998 —
Klinkenbery 2012 2 21 1 200 48.4% 1.90[0.18,19.40] 2012 — T
Total (95% CI) 180 195 100.0% 2.51[0.50, 12.61] i
Total events ] 2
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chif= 011, df=1 (P = 0.74); F= 0% =D p” 051 150 1DD=
Testfor overall effect £=1.12 (P = 0.26) ELALHEAER D (LA LSRA R 2
Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection hias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of paricipants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting hias)
(G) Other bias

T R A 10-2-3 ¢ FEEESE - I

ELAILEGEE R LR Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl Year M-H, Random, 95% CI ABCDEFG
Michael 1993 4 10 5 12 181% 0.96 [0.35, 2.64] 1993 I 2222@7°@
YIS Study Group 1995 20 54 8 B0 26.0% 2781[1.33,579) 1995 — 2909090070
Handforth 1998 B3 95 9 103 50.0% 220 [1.59, 3.06] 1998 . 3 000020
Total (95% CI) 159 175 100.0% 2,06 [1.34,3.17] <&
Total events a7 44
Heterageneity Tau®= 0,05, Chi*=2.94 df=2 (P=0.23);F=32% 'D.D1 071 1'D 1DD'

Testfor averall effect £=3.29 (P =0.0010)

Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection hias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)

(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)
(F) Selective reporing (reporting hias)

(G) Other hias

ELALBHHERD

ELALBHHSELD
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ELAILEGEE R LR Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl Year M-H, Random, 95% CI
Michael 1993 4 10 2 12 41% 240([0.55,10.49] 1993
WNS Study Group 1995 4 54 5 B0 56% 0.89[0.25,3.14] 1995
Handfarth 1998 43 95 44 103 90.3% 1.06 [0.77,1.45] 1998
Total (95% CI) 159 175 100.0% 1.08 [0.80, 1.46]
Total events a1 a1

Heterageneity, Tau®=0.00; Chi*=1.23, df=2 (P =054); F=0%

Testfor averall effect Z= 0.53 (F = 0.59) oo 01 L 10 100

ELALBMAERD ELLBENERD

Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection hias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)

(F) Selective reporing (reporting hias)

(G) Other hias

T A 10-2-5 ¢ R A

B LAILEEE AR L L B Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl Year M-H, Random, 95% CI
WME Study Group 1995 3 54 1 B0 8.0% 3.33[0.36, 31100 1995
Handfarth 1998 24 95 11 103 92.0% 2.37[1.23,4.56] 1998 —.—
Total (95% CI) 149 163 100.0% 2.43[1.29,4.57] -
Total events 27 12
Heterageneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=0.08, df=1{FP=077); F=0% 'D.D1 DH 1'D 1DD'

Testfor overall effect: £= 2.76 (P = 0.008) L ALHEAER D (L AL R D
Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection hias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)

(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting hias)

(G) Other hias

77 N A A 10-2-6 ;KR

B LAILEEE AR L L B Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl Year M-H, Random, 95% CI
WME Study Group 1995 L] 54 8 B0 19.6% 1.28[0.52,3.01] 1995
Handfarth 1998 27 95 31 103 80.4% 0.94 [0.61,1.46] 1998
Total (95% CI) 149 163 100.0% 1.00 [0.68, 1.47]
Total events 36 348

Heterageneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 032, df=1{FP=047); F=0%
Testfor averall effect 2= 0.01 (P = 0.949)

0.01 01 1 10 100
BELALBBSERD (ELA LIRS ELD

Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection hias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting hias)

(G) Other hias
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Bro R 77 AV

Quality assessment Ne of patients Effect
Neof | Study | Riskof | ndirectness | imorecision | Other | Wler | L | Relative Absolute Quality Importance
studies design bias ’ P considerations g g (95% Cl) (95% ClI)
FEVEBHE 50% L T
4 randomized | not serious | not serious not serious serious ! none 451179 28/194 RR1.74 107 more per 1,000 ®®®O HR
trials (25.1%) (14.4%) (1.14 to0 2.65) (from 20 more to
238 more) MODERATE
TR b
4 randomized | not serious | not serious not serious very serious | none 3/180 (1.7%) 21195 RR 2.51 15 more per 1,000 @@OQ PN
trials 2 (1.0%) (0.50t0 12.61) | (from 5 fewer to 119
more) Low
Je A -
3 randomized | not serious | serious 3 not serious serious 4 none 87/159 44/175 RR 2.06 267 more per 1,000 @@OQ YN
trials (54.7%) (25.1%) (1.34 10 3.17) (from 85 more to
546 more) Low
%
3 randomized | not serious | not serious not serious serious * none 511159 51175 RR 1.08 23 more per 1,000 @@@O PN
trials (32.1%) (29.1%) (0.80 to 1.46) (from 58 fewer to
134 more) MODERATE
1 K]
2 randomized | not serious | not serious not serious serious 4 none 27149 12/163 RR 243 105 more per 1,000 @@@O EIUN
trials (18.1%) (7.4%) (1.29 10 4.57) (from 21 more to
263 more) MODERATE
PR
2 randomized | not serious | not serious not serious very serious | none 36/149 39/163 RR 1.00 0 fewer per 1,000 @@OO PN
trials 2 (24.2%) (23.9%) (0.68 to 1.47) (from 77 fewer to
112 more) Low

CI: Confidence interval; RR: Risk ratio
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