Study or Subgroup

log[Hazard Ratio]

Hazard Ratio

SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI

Hazard Ratio
IV, Random, 95% ClI

Aizawa 2014
Fukami 2017
Garancini 2012
Kawahara 2020
Kinoshita 2015
Komeda 2014
Liu Q 2015
Miki 2012
Nonaka 2019
Oguro 2016
Qiu 2013
Shirasu 2018
Song 2017
Takemura 2012

Tatsubayashi 2016

Wang W 2014
Wang YN 2012

Total (95% ClI)

0.29
0

0.8
-0.74
-0.08
1.04
0.42
0.04
0.08
1.42
0.26
0.77
0.36
0.66
-1.19
0.31
0.43

0.32
0.99
0.55
0.83
0.17
0.93
0.42

0.4
0.74
0.42
0.25
0.63
0.17
0.84
1.04
0.34

0.5

8.2%
1.0%
3.1%
1.4%
19.8%
1.1%
5.1%
5.6%
1.8%
5.1%
12.0%
2.4%
19.8%
1.4%
0.9%
7.4%
3.7%

100.0%

1.34 [0.71, 2.50]
1.00 [0.14, 6.96]
2.23[0.76, 6.54]
0.48 [0.09, 2.43]
0.92 [0.66, 1.29]

2.83[0.46, 17.51]

1.52 [0.67, 3.47]
1.04 [0.48, 2.28]
1.08 [0.25, 4.62]
4.14 [1.82, 9.42]
1.30[0.79, 2.12]
2.16 [0.63, 7.42]
1.43 [1.03, 2.00]

1.93[0.37, 10.04]

0.30 [0.04, 2.34]
1.36 [0.70, 2.65]
1.54 [0.58, 4.10]

1.34 [1.10, 1.63]

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.02; Chi? = 18.64, df = 16 (P = 0.29); I*> = 14%

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.88 (P = 0.004)
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