Prisoners and caries prevalence

%

Weight
Study ES (95% Cl) (Random) cases total
Fotedar (2016) -+~ 0.78(0.73,0.82) 33.96 242 311
|
Priwe (2018) —— .  0.66(0.59,0.73) 32.13 123 186
|
:
Soares (2019) \ =% 0.84 (0.79, 0.88) 33.91 256 305
Random Overall (2 = 90.04%, p = 0.00) <> 0.77 (0.66, 0.85) 100.00
Fixed Overall O 0.78 (0.75, 0.81)
I
I
| | ; | |
-1 0 1 2

Prevalence



crown caries prevalence AND drug abusers

%

Weight
Study ES (95% ClI) (Random) cases total
:
Shetty_a (2015) - 0.59 (0.55, 0.64) 94.01 331 557
Sordi (2017) ——+—— 0.60 (0.42, 0.76) 5.99 21 35
1
Random Overall ("2 =0.00%, p =.) O 0.60 (0.56, 0.64) 100.00
Fixed Overall O 0.60 (0.56, 0.64)
|
I
}
| T | I
-1 0 1 2

Prevalence



immigrants and caries prevalence

%
Weight
Study ES (95% Cl) (Random) cases total
I
Olerud (2016) —_— 0.74 (0.57, 0.88) 32.67 26 35
|
Munoz-Pino (2018) + : 0.28 (0.25, 0.32) 33.80 200 (4l
1
I
Hayvik (2019) . =% 0.89(0.83, 0.94) 33.53 118 132
I
Random Overall (1*2 = 99.10%, p = 0.00) -<> 0.65 (0.18, 0.99) 100.00
Fixed Overall 0 : 0.39(0.36, 0.43)
|
| | ' | I
4 1 4

Prevalence



Study

Chawla (2017)

Adesina (2018)

Llena (2019)

Random Overall ("2 = 97.37%. p = 0.00)

Fixed Overall

Caries prevalence in pregnant women

ES (95% Cl)

—+— 0.54 (0.45, 0.64)

0.11 (0.07, 0.15)

0.27 (0.19, 0.35)

<> 0.29 (0.08, 0.56)

0

0.23 (0.20, 0.27)

%

Weight

(Random)

33.03

33. N1

33.26

100.00

cases

61

28

37

total

112

255

139

Prevalence



Low income and caries prevalence

Study %

1D ES (95% Cl) Weight
Lambert (2018) ———— 370 (1.30, 10.58) 4.91
Nogueira (2019) e 2.11(1.95, 2.28) 95.09
Overall (l-squared = 8.8%, p = 0.295) @ 217 (1.71,275) 100.00
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis :

| T
0945 1 10.6



DMFT and low income

Study

Arrica (2017)
Lambert (2018)

D+L Overall (I-squared = 78.0%, p = 0.033)

I-V Overall

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

WMD (95% Cl)

—+ 3.15(2.29, 4.01)
w 4.10 (3.97, 4.23)

<> 3.73 (2.81, 4.64)

0 4.08 (3.95, 4.21)

1
!
)
)
|
|
I
I
!
I
I
|
I
1

%
Weight

(D+L)

39.47
60.53

100.00

-4.64

0

|
4.64



DMFT and low education

Study

Arrica (2017)

Lambert (2018)

D+L Overall (-squared =85.2%, p = 0.009)

I-\ Overall

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

WMD (95% Cl)

0.81 (-0.68, 2.30)

& 280(2.61,299)

O 1.95 (0.02, 3.88)

0 2.77 (2.99, 2.95)

%

Weight

(D+L)

4282

o57.18

100.00

I
-3.88

0

3.88



DMFT and income

Study

ID

Arrica (2017)
Lambert (2018)
D+L Overall (I-squared =0.0%, p =0.425)

[-V Overall

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

WMD (95% CI)

—+— 3.15 (2.30, 4.00)

*

[
I
|
|
|
I
I
I
I
L

2.80 (2.67, 2.93)
281 (2.68, 2.94)

2.81 (2.68, 2.94)

%
Weight

(D+L)

2.34
97.66

100.00

4

0

I

4



Gengivitis in drug abusers

%
Weight
Study ES (95% CI) (Random) cases total
Rommel (2016) —— 040 (0.30,0.50) 33.28 40 100
:
Ye (2018) | = 0.98 (0.94, 0.99) 33.46 158 162
Rafat (2020) . % 1.00 (0.96, 1.00) 33.26 95 95
Random Overall ("2 = 98.83%, p = 0.00) <> 0.87 (0.43, 1.00) 100.00
Fixed Overall {) 0.89 (0.86, 0.92)
:
| | T T T |
-1 0 1 2 3
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Gengivitis in elderly

%

Weight
Stuay ES (95% Cl) (Random) cases total
Ramsay (2015) * 0.16 (0.14, 0.18)6.80 198 1,246
Anderson (2016) . : 0.09 (0.06, 0.12)6.76 45 512
De Visschere (2016) |- 0.51 (0.46, 0.56)6.76 235 460
Le6n i2016) -}-o— 0.50 (0.37, 0.63)6.35 31 62
Olerud (2016) '—+— (.63 (0.45,0.79)6.03 22 35
Rekhi (2016) * 0.26 (0.22, 0.30)6.76 131 500
Skoskiewicz-Malinowska (2016) e 0.64 (0.61, 0.66)6.80 814 1,276
Caslicjon-Peres_d (2017) "':I 0.36 (0.32,0.40)6.76 181 502
Wright (2017) > 0.28 (0.23, 0.34)6.72 84 296
Ziebolz (2017) -~ 0.09 (0.04, 0.17)6.48 8 87
Bomfim (2018) o 0.43 (0.41, 0.46)6.81 1,014 2,332
Rantzow (2018) o . 0.20 (0.18, 0.21)6.81 502 2,567
Sheng (2018) . 0.31(0.27, 0.34)6.78 212 687
Valdez (2019) : <+  0.80 (0.75, 0.84)6.72 234 204
Gao (2020) '. + 0.95 (0.91,0.97)6.66 182 192
Random Overall (1*2 =99.32%, p = 0.0® 0.41 (0.29, 0.52)100.00
Fixed Overall ] : 0.34 (0.33, 0.35)
I ' T T I
-1 0 1 2 3

Prevalence



Gengivitis in low-educated people

%
Weight low low
Study ES (95% ClI) (Random) educ_cases educ_total
Kim_b (2018) . 0.18(0.18,0.19)  98.59 10,571 58,087
Hakeem (2019) : —- 0.59(0.56,0.63) 1.41 493 830
Random Overall (1*2 =0.00%,p = .) 0.19(0.18, 0.19) 100.00
Fixed Overall 0.19(0.18, 0.19)
| | : | |
= 0 1 2

Prevalence



Gengivitis in low-educated vs high-educated people

Study

Kim_b (2018)

Hakeem (2019)

D+L Overall (I-squared =99.1%, p =0.000)

M-H Overall

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

OR (95% ClI)

* 268(258,2.77)

o

1.19(1.03, 1.38)

O 1.79(0.81, 3.96)

| 2.57 (2.48, 2.66)

%

Weight

(D+L)

50.42

490.58

100.00

I
52

[
1 3.96



Study

Fotedar (2016)

Priwe (2018)

Soares (2019)

Random Overall (1"2 = 85.46%, p = 0.00)

Fixed Overall

Gengivitis in prisoners

ES (95% Cl)

~- 1 0.54(0.49,0.60)

++— 068 (0.61, 0.75)

v+ 067(061,072)

<> 0.63 (0.54, 0.72)

O 0.62 (0.59, 0.66)

%
Weight

(Random)

34.24
31.60
34.16

100.00

cases

169

127

204

total

311

186

305

|
1

Prevalence



Periodontitis in low-educated people

% cases_low
Study ES (95% Cl) Weight  educ total
Shim (2018) =~ ' 047(043.051) 4432 313 663
Hakeem (2019) % 064(0.60,067) 5568 530 833
Overall (12 = 0.00%, p = .) @ 0.56 (0.54,0.59)  100.00
| : | |
0 1 2

Prevalence



Periodontitis in low-educated vs high-educated people

Study

Shim (2018)

Hakeem (2019)

D+L Overall (l-squared = 91.6%, p = 0.001)

M-H Overall

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

I
I
|
|
I
I
I
I
|
|
|
|
|

OR (95% CI)

- 3.16 (2.65, 3.795)

2.03 (1.69, 2.44)

<> 2 53 (1.64, 3.90)

0 2.93 (2.23, 2.86)

%

Weight

(D*L)

50.21

49.79

100.00

!
.256

1



Edentulia in elderly

5
Prevalence

%
woght

Sxdy ES(95% Cl) (Raxiam) e
Hn (2015) [ \ 0.11(010,0.12 197 as7 779t
Ram=yy (2015) . ; 020(018.02 197 338 1680
Ay (2016) L 1 Q.14 0. 14.0. 1y 1.97 2033 19728
A 2on (2016) & i 018 (o 13.019 185 87 810
Cxsqan Pirez_b (2016) —_—— 021(0.16.028 191 & 237
Chi1(2016) L) 035(031.039 197 1673 4509
da Vage Pezay (2016) 1 ® 043(042. 049 197 2% 781
De Vicodhwa (2016) -~ 029(024.0339 195 12 682
Uz (2016) —p=| 028(022.031) 183 0 341
(ot (2016) i 027(0.18.038 180 3 %
Nicston (2016) | —— 043(032.099 191 101 226
Oterud (2016) —— 047 (a072.031) 182 7 Q
Singh (2016) = ! 009(0.05.0.1% 1.9t 2 29
Trwazi (2016) —t a29 039 1@ a9 383
A z=an (2017) o ! 028 02D 197 5452 20882
8xtk (2017) | e 039(a31,04% 1.2 118 3@
CangérPeer_s(2017) - 023(029.02n» 185 153 655
Hooda Paou (2017) e, 043(0A41.099 188 .73 170
Haseomna (2017) | ——— 082(0%®.072 18 4 19
Jye=oe (2017) . 042(0310.&3 196 514 1228
MaRe (2017 B PR 0£2(041.08 197 8 13973
Main(2017) —— 019¢0.11,030 178 15 78
Moroghon (2017) i - 053(0.54.008 194 261 &57
NiHs! 3 (2017 | —— 045(03R.098 1.91 12 269
Wn'&(mﬂ) - i 015(012.0.14 1985 0 814

(2018) ' - 051(0.82.059 198 521 12
Coooo (A1) | - W (ULRLUSY 19/ t-<7 159/%
@At (2018) ( 040034049 193 138 3239
8 0= (2018) —— 034(026.000 191 89 82
Fuun (2018) | —p— 0A5(0.39.05u 191 116 293
Haseona (2018) ! --- Q77 (0.73.080 195 556 725
Jaezse (2018) - 031(Q28.03¢ 193 118 381
Gm_3(2018) i 028(030.028% 191 a7 241
Mdr (2018} ! < Q047(Q08,02 197 2131 6324
Surran (2018) 4 —_— ast (azs. asn 12 122 2%
Silva (2018) ) == 0510405 194 s &N
Andade (2019) i 033(035.041) 198 213 o)
Boker (2019) ! 084(0.77.0.89 183 126 &
Chies (2019) , ——— 00 @204 158 70 176
Gowdka (2019) - ; 0.17(0.13.021) 1.9 68 387
Grfin (2019) S : 0.17(0.16.0.19 197 5% 3119
Hazsoma (2019) . 039(037.043 198 521 1325
KazSnen b (2019) == I 019(0.15.02) 183 4 K2)
Masite (201 iy e a9 }am. 043 182 25 114
Attzuysm (2019) L) I 014(014.018 197 a9 5667
N2 (2019) <+ | 023(021,029 198 275 173
Puaridze (2019) | —p— 020(034,063 1.9 119 %0
Ssx (2019) [ 1 0.05(0.05.008 197 282 4740
Txas Perdgan (2019) —— | 0.17(0.12.029 157 rg 155
Wduﬂggga - i o 14¢a12.at 185 & ast

1 e 43(0.41.0. 197 72 1652
Goo (2420) - | 10(007.019 190 pi] 28
Raxdom Ovordl (P2= 3358%.p-000) &> a:mnm 039 10000
Fixed Over Sl ) : Q.28 (028, 027)
L
| | | | |
) (] 1 15



Study

Rouxel (2015)

Lambert (2018)

Weintraub (2019)

Random Overall (I*2 = 97.88%, p=0.00)

Fixed Overall

Edentulism in low-educated people

ES (95% Cl)

:

: —+— 0.30 (0.26, 0.33)
I
i
—_— 0.12 (0.07, 0.19)

I
|
I
-~ | 0.12 (0.11, 0.14)

@ 0.17 (0.07, 0.31)

!
<> 0.16 (0.15, 0.18)
|
I
|

%

Weight

(Random)

34.01

31.61

34.39

100.00

cases_low

educ

200

16

209

total

675

131

1,713

Prevalence



Edentulism in low-educated vs high-educated people

Study

Rouxel (2015)
Lambert (2018)
Weintraub (2019)

D+L Overall (lI-squared = 80.8%, p = 0.005)

M-H Overall

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

OR (95% ClI)

3.68 (2.68, 5.04)

N R

—— 2212 (6.34, 77.20)
5.97 (4.42,8.05)

+
@ 5.95 (3.29, 10.75)

499 (4.03,6.18)

%
Weight

(D*L)

42.10
15.29
42.61

100.00

|
013

7.2



Study

Shetty _a (2015)

Rafat (2020)

Overall ("2 =0.00%, p=.)

Edentulism in drug abusers

ES (95% ClI)

0.03 (0.02, 0.05)

} 0.03 (0.01, 0.09)

0.03 (0.02, 0.05)

%

Weight

85.68

14.32

100.00

cases

total

571

95

|
1

Prevalence



Edentulia in elderly, by setting

®
Saudy ES ©5% Cl WogPt  cases ok
NoAZEnder !
M (2039 . 0.11(0.10.0.12] 214 857 I8t
Ramzay 015 e . 0.20 (0.18. 0.22) 213 3 1660
Aids (2016| L ! 014 ©0.14.0.15) 213 2855 1976
Ardgorson (2016] - ! 0.16 0. 13, 0.19) 211 o7 610
CastoienPéoz b0 16) -, 021(0.16. 0.26) 206 i 237
Criu (2016) e 035 033, 036 214 1673 se09
A Vo Peicon (16| ; * 043042 045) 2138 2299 T603
Lsgz @016 - 026 (022 031t 208 ) 331
Lodn (20161 —— 027 (0.18, 033) 152 3 85
Sirghy (20161 - [ 0.05 005, 0.13) 206 22 248
Tiw (20161 4 029(024.0.34} 207 &9 308
Arcorz son 2017} o 026 (0.28.0.27| 214 5458 20668
Saerkas 017) | —— 039 @32 0.35) 207 18 302
CastoienPéoz (0T - 023(020.027| 211 153 655
MU0 01T} —+—J| 0.19(0.11. 030 1% 15 78
WA (017] - 0.150.12. 0.18) 211 a0 613
Bkk o 018] ) -+ 051 (0.48.0.54) 212 521 1022
El ot (2018) —— 034 022, 040) 206 89 264
Xien 3 2018) aa 0.36 (0.30. 0.83} 206 a7 241
Mery (2018) ' . 0A7 (046, 043) 214 2131 1524
Sarain (2018 1 ——  051(00.45.057) 207 22 280
Ar&rGo (2019] I - 038 @35.Q41| 212 313 1082
Gowcka (2019) - : 0.17 (0.13, 021} 209 &6 a7
Hockzamd (019] 1 ® 039 0037, 0.42) 213 821 1225
NskPod (20191 *1 023 0.21. n.26) 212 275 "z
Sae 019) . 1 0.05 (0.05. .06} 2144 252 3720
tapies Reggen N3] . : 0.17 012, 6.4} 201 > 152
Valcez (2099} T 0.14 (0.12.0.18] 211 87 €01
Sxker (2020| 1 <+ 043041 _045) 213 T2 1662
Gso (2020) - 1 0.10 0.07. 0.15) 285 3 23
MUy am ( 2019) e | 0.14 (0.14.0.15) 214 813 667
Suwpaey (2 = 99675 S = 002 o= 025 0129, 030} 63.79
]
rasasond !
De Visschono (016 + 029 .26, 0.33) 211 192 &2
MNesten (20161 e 043037, 0£0) 206 101 235
Harad >Ponco (2017) I —e— 048041056 202 « 170
lresers 2017 : - 042 (039. 0.85! 212 514 1226
Qonahon (2017 ' —— 0S3(0.53,063) 210 261 287
Nrgl2 017 1 —.— 0.45 (039, 0.52) 207 12 265
Dcdeiz 017) I —e— 049039 0£0) 192 43 a7
Ammaman 01T} - : 021 (0.17. 025! 210 106 506
Cecco (018) , . 0421040, 0.34) 213 82 1976
Jarcsors 2018 - 031 (0.25.036) 203 1% 381
Siiva (018) ! —~—  051(046,056) 203 224 a7
Crocl 2019 e 040 032,047} 208 70 176
Gan (2019] [ ] ] 017 0.16.0.19) 213 S0 3119
Kestnen b(019) - 0.19(0.15, 0.23) 20 24 39
Malllo (019) |—— 039 (0.30. 0.49) 197 45 113
Aadaeo (2019) P —— 040 O.34. Q45! 207 119 300
hong 2019) - \ 0.11 0.09.0.14} 210 58 512
Sty 0°2=9837R 9 =000| :<:> 036 (3.29. 033} 3521
HEITOgr o'ty Wdwesn JOLps- § 0016 !
Oroall @2 =99.48% P=000% <§ 029 (0.25.033) 100,00
]
1
I T T T
() 1 2
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Tooth loss (<=20 teeth) in elderly

%
Weight
Study ES (95% CI) (Random) cases total
Han (2015) ° ! 0.48 (0.46, 0.49) 4.25 3710 7794
Ramsay (2015) - 0.55(0.52,058) 4.22 728 1322
Aida (2016) ; ® 0.76 (0.75, 0.76) 4.25 14,986 19,756
Chiu (2016) ' 0.72(0.71,0.73) 4.25 3461 4,809
De Visschere (2016) *> ! 0.11 (0.09, 0.14) 4.18 72 652
Lee (2016) e 0.66 (0.65, 0.67) 4.25 6,343 9660
Ledn (2016) —— 0.67 (0.56,077) 3.75 57 85
Nihtild (2017) |~ 0.67 (0.61,0.74) 4.04 147 218
Wright (2017) - | 0.36 (0.33, 0.40) 4.18 24 614
Dahl (2018) + : 0.34(0.31, 0.37) 4.20 322 945
Janssens (2018) ! 0.87 (0.83,0.90) 4.13 330 381
Kim_b (2018) . 0.46 (0.44, 0.43) 4.24 1333 2904
Mochida (2018) . 0.61 (0.61,061) 4.25 24,915 40,853
Nilsson (2018) | - 0.68 (0.64, 0.71) 4.19 518 767
Saintrain (2018) : 0.90 (0.86,093) 4.09 260 290
Silva (2018) .- | 0.34 (0.30, 0.39) 4.15 149 437
Andrade (2019) ; <+ 081(0.79,034) 4.21 877 1,078
Chiesi (2019) - 0.39(0.32, 0.47) 4.00 69 176
Griffin (2019) *® | 0.28 (0.27, 0.30) 4.24 986 3,514
Kaistinen_a (2019) - 0.57 (0.52,062) 4.13 222 391
Okamoto (2019) *« ! 0.45 (0.43,047) 4.24 1,405 3,134
Saito (2019) * 0.57 (0.55, 0.59) 4.24 1,797 3,163
Tapias Perdigon (2019) - 0.55 (0.50, 0.59) 4.16 281 514
Zhang (2019) -l 0.53 (0.47,058) 4.13 202 384
Random Overall ("2 = 99.58%, p = 0.00) Q 0.56 (0.50, 0.62) 100.00
Fixed Overall v 0.61 (0.61, 0.62)
:
r T ' T T
0 1 2
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Prevalence



Study

Aida (2016)
Lee (2016)
Ribeiro (2016)
Furuta (2018)
Kim_b (2018)
Mochida (2018)
Griffin (2013)

Okamoto (2019)

Tooth loss (<=10 teeth) in elderly

-

-

Random Overall ("2 = 99.55%. p = 0.00) <>

Fixed Overall

ES (35% Cl)

0.25 (0.25, 0.26)
0.37 {0.36, 0.38)
0.61 (0.58, 0.63)
0.69 {0.63, 0.74)
0.17 (0.15, 0.18)
0.33 (0.32, 0.34)
0.26 (0.24, 0.27)
0.25 (0.24, 0.27)
0.36 (0.29. 0.43)
0.29 (0.29, 0.30)

%

Weight

(Random) cases

12.68
12.67
12.51
11.69
12.60
12.65
12.61
12.61

1006.00

5,028
3.598
908
176
488
1,995
805

786

total

19,756
9,660
1,491
256
2,904
6,019
3.118

3,134

.5
Prevalence

1.5



tooth loss(<21) and low income

Study

ID

Goulart (2016)

Gomes (2019)

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.375)

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

ES (95% Cl)

«— 3.59 (3.25, 5.80)

—— 4.31(3.25,5.71)

@ 3.94 (3.22, 4.83)

%

Weight

48.63

51.37

100.00

T
172

1

5.8



tooth loss probability and education

Study

ID

Ishikawa (2019)

Gomes (2019)

QOverall (l-squared =99.3%, p = 0.000)

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

-

ES (95% Cl)

1.84 (1.62, 2.10)

13.22 (9.91, 17.63)

/:\ 4.91 (0.71, 33.91)
\\

%

Weight

50.22

490.78

100.00

T
.0295

339



Tooth loss (<= 21 teeth) and low education

Study

ID ES (95% Cl)

Rodriguez _men (2017) 3.20(1.16, 8.90)

Rodriguez_women (2017) 3.20 (1.10,12.10)

Nogueira (2019)

®

1.29 (1.15, 1.44)

Overall (I-squared =61.2%, p =0.076) 1.98 (0.97, 4.06)

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

%

Weight

25.76

21.47

82.77

100.00

[ |
.0826 1 12.1



Dental service attendance and pregnant women

%
Weight

Study ES (95% ClI) (Random) cases total

Costa (2016) —— (.89 (0.83,0.94) 12.54 110 123

Umer (2016) = 0.53 (0.51, 0.55) 12.91 1,616 3,050

Chawla (2017) —%— 0.88(0.81,0.94) 12.50 99 112

Erchick (2019) - 0.86 (0.84,0.88) 12.89 1,248 1,482
Martinez-Beneyto (2019) —_— 0.52 (0.43, 0.62) 12.50 59 113
Caracho (2020) ~ 0.20 (0.10, 0.34) 12.01 10 50
Rio (2020) —%— (.88 (0.77, 0.96) 12.04 46 52
Kateeb (.) —— 0.34 (0.26, 0.42) 12.61 51 151
Random Overall (I"2 =99.07%. p = 0.00) <> 0.66 (0.48. 0.82) 100.00
Fixed Overall o: 0.65 (0.63, 0.66)
i
T T ' I |
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Dental service attendance and elderly

Prevalence

%
Weight
Study ES (95% CI) (Random) casca total
Castrejon-Pérez_b (2016) - "“-—: 0.47 (0.40,053) 5.00 111 237
Lee (2016) * ; 0.31(0.30, 0.32) 5.08 2962 9660
Chae (2017) : 0.13 (0.11, 0.15) 5.07 190 1,490
Castrejon-Pérez_a (2017) —— : 0.46 (0.42, 0.50) 5.05 299 655
Hoeksema (2017) —_— : 0.31(0.22,0.41) 4.90 32 103
Choi (2017) —O—:— 0.50 (0.40, 0.60) 4.83 43 96
Martin (2017) -—:—-l-— 060 (0.49, 0.71) 4.84 47 78
Maille_b (2017) 1 0.61 (0.60, 062) 5.08 6,074 9962
IMaille_a (2017) : * 0.77(0.76, 0.79) 5.08 3225 4167
El Osta (2018) : —— 0.84 (0.80, 0.89) 5.01 223 264
Dahl (2018) - : 0.16 (0.14, 0.19) 5.06 153 945
Silva (2018) : 0.92 (0.89, 0.95) 5.04 404 438
Kim_b (2018) : = 0.79(0.77, 0.80) 5.08 2,281 2904
Chahar (2019) - T e : 0.39(0.31,0.48) 4.95 57 145
Beker (2019) : —— 0.81(0.74,0.87) 4.95 122 151
Vaklez (2019) ,'—-t- 0.59 (0.55, 063) 505 343 580
Tapias Perdigon (2019) —_—T— : 0.35(0.28, 0.44) 496 55 155
Andrade (2019) : - 0.65(0.62, 068) 506 703 1,082
Gao (2020) | —— 0.64 (0.57, 0.70) 5.00 145 228
Rosa (2020) —-‘v—: 0.43 (0.33, 0.54) 4.87 39 90
Random Overall (2 = 99.72%, p = 0.00) > 0.54 (0.43, 0.65) 100.00
Ftxea Overall § 0.52 (0.52, 0.53)
I
= T |
-5 0 S 1 1.5



Dental service attendance and low income

Study

Lee (2016)
Calvasina (2016)
Berglund (2017)
Akintobi (2018)

Overall (l-squared = 99.3%, p = 0.000)

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

]

ES (95% Cl)

1.65 (1.48, 1.85)

.

- i e wm e o e e e el e e - -

y
i

3.67 (0.87, 15.46)
5.80 (5.60, 6.09)
1.87 (0.84, 4.18)

2.82 (1.11,7.19)

%

Weight

29.22
17.31
29.33
2413

100.00

{
.0647

1

]
15.5



Regular Dental service attendance and non insured

Study

Teusner (2015)

Blasi (2018)

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.517)

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

ES (95% Cl)

~=—— 1.95 (1.60, 3.40)

)

———

O

1.66 (1.22, 2.26)

1.77 (1.39, 2.25)

%

Weight

40.08

59.92

100.00

|
294

1

3.4



Study

Carvalho (2016)
Zusman (2016)
Souza (2017)
Silva (2018)

El Osta (2018)
Kato (2018)

Cavalcanti (2019)

Chiesi (2019)
Costa (2019)

Koistinen_a (2019)

Maille (2019)

Random Overall (12 = 99.27%, p =0 00) <>

Fixed Overall

Low quality of life and elderly

ES (95% CI)

0.14 (0.11, 0.18)
0.17 (0.14, 0.19)
0.43 (0.42, 0.45)
0.11 (0.08, 0.15)
0.51 (0.45, 0.57)
0.07 (U.U6, V.09)
0.35 (0.33, 0.36)
0.00 (0.00, 0.04)
0.46 (0.35, 0.57)
0.66 (0.61, 0.71)
0.53 (0.43, 0.64)
0.28 (0.19, 0.38)
0.35 (0.34, 0.36)

%
Wcight
(Random)

9.20
9.33
9.39
923
9.12
9.31
9.39
8.63
8.54
9.20
8.65
100.00

cases

164
3313
49
134
61
1,918

37
241
50

total

369
987
7619
438
264
23
9,540
91

81
366
94

Prevalence



Low perceived oral health and pregnhant woman

%

Weight

Study ES (95% CI) (Random) cases total
Chawla (2017) i —— (0.73(0.64,0.81) 24.86 82 112
Martinez-Beneyto (2019) — E 0.20(0.13,0.29) 2487 23 113
Llena (2019) —*TI— 0.42 (0.33,0.50) 25.10 58 139
Kateeb (.) —I*— 0.45(0.37,0.53) 25.18 68 161
Random Overall (*2=95.71%, p = 0.00) <> 0.45 (0.25,0.66) 100.00
Fixed Overall ;O 0.45 (0.40, 0.49)

| | : |

-1 0 1

Prevalence



Oral health and income

Study %

ID ES (95% Cl) Weight
Capurro (2017) + 1.68 (1.37, 1.98) 26.64
Kailembo_b (2018) —*-+—~) 2.96 (1.20, 7.23) 4.57
Kailembo_b (2018) -:-*— 2.85(1.90, 4.27) 14.70
Kailembo_b (2018) . 1.44 (0.83, 2.50) 9.91
Hicks (2018) I:'._i - 2.56(1.70, 3.87) 14.44
Bassim (2020) fe 2.30 (2.00, 2.60) 29.74

Overall (I-squared = 61.2%, p = 0.024) <> 2.14 (1.74, 2.63) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

.138 1 7.23



Caries prevalence in prisoners

%

Weight
Study ES (95% Cl) (Random) cases total
Fotedar (2016) -+~ 0.78(0.73,0.82) 33.96 242 311
|
Priwe (2018) —— .  0.66(0.59,0.73) 32.13 123 186
|
:
Soares (2019) \ =% 0.84 (0.79, 0.88) 33.91 256 305
Random Overall (2 = 90.04%, p = 0.00) <> 0.77 (0.66, 0.85) 100.00
I
Fixed Overall O 0.78 (0.75, 0.81)
I
I
| | ; | |
-1 0 1 2

Prevalence



Gengivitis prevalence in immigrants

%
Weight
Study ES (95% CI) (Random) cases total
Olerud (2016) ———— 063(045,079) 475 22 35
Mufioz-Pino (2018) -- 0.14 (0.11,0.16)  95.25 7 711
Random Overall (12 =000%, p=.) O 0.15(0.12, 0.18) 100.00
Fixed Overall o 0.15(0.12,0.18)
T : T |
-1 1 2 3

Prevalence



Gengivitis prevalence in low income

%
Weight
Study ES (95% ClI) (Random) cases total
Kim_b (2018) ] 0.18 (0.18,0.19) 98.59 10,571 58,087
Hakeem (2019) : -+ 0.59(0.56, 0.63) 1.41 493 830
Random Overall ("2 =0.00%, p=.) | 0.19(0.18, 0.19) 100.00
Fixed Overall | 0.19 (0.18, 0.19)
]
|
|
:
I l : | |
0 1 2

Prevalence



Oral health in low educated people

Study %
ID ES (95% CI) Weight
Capurro (2017) . =+  6.54(4.80, 8.91) 49 64
I
Bassim (2020) W 1.20 (1.00, 1.30) 50.36
,,,/\
Overall (I-squared =99.0%, p = 0.000) < : 2.78 (0.53, 14.67) 100.00
w/
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis i
| ‘ |
.0682 1 14.7



Periodontitis prevalence in immigrants

Study

Luo (2018)

Heyvik (2019)

Olerud (2019)

Random Overall {I1*2 = 91.36%, p = 0.00)

Fixed Overall

ES (95% Cl)

% 0.53(0.50, 0.56)

*

|
I
I

—_— 0.36 (0.28, 0.45)
: 0.26 (0.12, 0.43)
I

<> 0.40 (0.25, 0.56)

O 0.51(0.49, 0.54)

I
I
i
I
I
I
I
I
1
I
|
I
I

%

Weight

(Random)

38.07

34.65

27.28

100.00

cases

773

48

9

total

1,458

132

35

Prevalence



Periodontitis prevalence in pregnant women

Study

Chawla (2017)

Erchick (2019)

Fusco (2019)

Foratori-Junior (2019)

Caracho (2020)

Random Overall (1*2 =97.60%, p = 0.00)

Fixed Overall

ES (95% Cl)

0.29 (0.21, 0.39)
0.09 (0.07, 0.10)

0.42 (0.28, 0.57)

——— 0.51(0.40, 0.61)

e
B

0.46 (0.32, 0.61)

<> 0.34 (0.13, 0.58)

{

|
|
I
I
I
|
I
I
i
I
!

0.12 (0.11, 0.14)

%
Weight

(Random)

20.19
20.74
19.50
20.07
19.50

100.00

cdases

33

125

21

47

23

total

112

1,452

50

93

50

Prevalence



Service attendance in homeless

%

Weight
Study ES (95% Cl) (Random) cases total
Doughty (2017) =+ 0.75(0.73,0.77) 96.98 1,840 2,454
Stormon (2018) —a— | 061 (0.49,0.72) 3.02 46 76
Random Overall ("2 =0.00%, p =) 0 0.75(0.73, 0.76) 100.00
Fixed Overall 0.75(0.73, 0.76)
| - | |
-1 0 1 2

Prevalence





