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ITPOAOTI'OX

H mapouoa mtuxlakn ekmoviOnke ota mAaiola tou Mpoypapaptos
Twv [Mpomtuxtakwy 2moudwv Tou TuApatog [MAnpodoplkAc He
edapuoyeg otn Buoltatpikr), tou Mavemotnuiov Itepedag EANGdag. H

epyacia oAokAnpwOnke tov lovAlou tou 2010.

Oa nBela va guxaplotnow tov unmevBbuvo kabnyntn pou, tov K.
MNavteAl MTAyKo, yla TNV UTTOMOVH, TNV ETLMOVH, KOL TNV TPOoTtddsia
ToU KaTéEBaAe ywa TNV emtuxn OAOKAApwONn TNG TTUXLOKAG HOU
epyaoiac. Emiong, tn ocupdoltitpld pou Mavaywrta Kovtou yiwa thv
ToAUTIUN BonBela tng. Akopa, tnv K. Adau Mapia kat tov K. Eupumidn

Mapkou, Ta LEAN TNG EEETACTLKAG EMLTPOTING YLOL TOV XPOVO TOUC.

TEAOG, TNV OLKOYEVELA LOU KOlL TOUG KOVTLVOUG HOU avBpwItoug yLo

TNV UTOOTHPLEN TTOU Hou €8Lvav OAO AUTOV TOV Kalpo.



INIEPIAHWH

O moAuvpopdplopds C825T tou yovidiou GNB3 avriKeL oOTOUG
ONUELOAKOUG ToOAUpOPpPLOpOUG, OnAady otV  aVTIKATAOTOON EVOG
voukAeotlSiou. Mo ocuykekplvéva, otn B€on 825 oto 100 efwvio €xel
urnokataotabel to C (kutooivn) voukAsotiblo amo to T (Bupivn)
VOUKAEOTIOl0. O OUYKEKPLUEVOC TIOAUHOPDLOMOC £xel Bpebel mwg
ouoxetiletal pe dtddopeg acbéveleg, OMwWG N umEptaon, o StaBrtng, Kat
n KatdbAwpn. ZuykevipwOnkav ta Sedopéva tnG XOAnotePOANG, NG
LvoouAivng, TN¢ YAUKOINnG, Twv tpLyAukepldiwy, tTng HDL kat tng LDL. To
OTATLOTIKO EPYAAELO TTOU XPNOLUOTIOLCAUE Elval N LETA-AVAAUCH, OTIOU
UropoUUE va  ouvOUAOOUUE To  amoteAéopata  SLopOPETIKWV
dnuooleloewv TNG Olag OUWG EPEUVNTIKAG €PWTINCNG HE OKOTO va
€EAYOUE YEVIKA CUUMEPACHATA HECW ULOG TILO YEVIKNG Bewpnong Twy

OUUTEPACUATWY TWV UEAETWVY TIOU UEAETHOALE.



ABSTRACT

The C825T polymorphism of the GNB3 gene is a single nucleotide
polymorphism (SNP). More specifically, it has been a constitution of the
C nucleotide from the T nucleotide at the position 825 in the exon 10. It
has been implicated that it is related to numerous diseases, such as
diabetes, hypertension and depression. The statistical tool which was
used is meta-analysis, in order to evaluate the association between the
C825T polymorphism and the cholesterol, the insulin, the glucose, the
triglycerols, the HDL and the LDL. With meta-analysis a combination of
results across studies which evaluate the same genetic association and
refers to a summary conclusion that is derived from the synthesis of

disparate datasets can be achieved.



KE®AAAIO 1: GEQPHTIKO MEPOX



1.1 EIZAT'QT'H

Itnv emoxn Mag, sfattiag tOoo TOu TEPLRAANAOVIOC KOl TwV
Slatpodikwv cuvOnkwv 000 Kal Tou TPomou {wng, yla mapadslypa, To
KATVIOMQ, TO TOTO N n €AAewdn YUUVOOTLKAG, £XEL opatnpnOesl o
avénon mayxvoapkiog Toco ota maldld 600 Kol otoug evnAKeS. Evag
TIOAU OoNnNUAVTIKOG apayovtag sival kot o dtapnitng, acBévela n omolia
EMNPEALEL  EKATOMUUPLO OVOPWIOUGC avaA TOV KOOHO Kol EXEL

XAPOKTNPLOTEL 0TNV AHEPLKA WG N KEYAAUTEPN ETULSONULO LEXPL TWPOL.

Ta teAeutalo xpovia UmaApxel Ml paydoaia €€EAEn otnv
TeEXVOAoyla, YyeEyovog TO OTOl0 MOG ETUTPEMEL va ATOKOAUYPOUUE T
HUOTLKA Kal TG attieg yia dtadopeg acBéveleg. As Ba pmopouos va pnv
Exel ennpeaoctel kat n Tlevetky, Omou pe T Ponbswa 1ING
BlomAnpodoplkng Kal tn¢ BlootatloTikn¢ mpoomabouv va SLamoTtwoouV

Ta attia ota onoia odpeiletal n epdavion tov dtaBnn.

‘Etol Aoutdv, PETA TNV OAOKANPwWON TNG amokwdlkomoinong tou
avOPWTLVOU YOVISLWHATOG, Ol ETMLOTAUOVEC ApXLoaV va OKEDTOVTAL TO
YEVETIKO UTIOBaOPO yla TNV gpdavion n oxt tng aoBévelag, Kabwe Kot

oV BaBuod e€EALEN TNG.

H mtuxwokn epyacia auti €XeL w¢ OKOTO TNV Mapouciaocn HLOG
HETO-OVOAUONG TWV EMIONUIOAOYLIKWY EPEUVWV TIOU £xouv Nén
dnuooteutel oe Siebveic Paoelg dedopévwv pe okomo va Bpolue TtV
g€aptnon tou yovidiou GNB3 kat tou moAvpopdLlopov tou C825T pe tnv
gudavion tou dapntn. H peta-avaluon sival pla kawvoupla pébodog,

TIOU XPNOLUOTOLEL YWWOELS TOOO TNG BlomAnpodoplkng 600 Kal NG



BLOOTOTIOTIKAG HE TNV OMOld MIMOPOUHE Vva OUVOUAOOUUE Ta
anoteAéopata  SltadopeTtikwy  Snuooleloewv  TNG  WBlag  OpWG

EPEUVNTLKAG EPWTNONG.

1.2 AIABHTHX

To 1999, o Aiebvri¢ Opyaviopog Yyeiag (WHO), 6plos tov StaBnitn
W¢ o petaPolikny Swatapaxn, He TOANAMAR ottioAoyia, n omola
Xapoktnpiletal He xpovia uTepyAukoupia, pe  SLOKUMAVOELS TWV
vdatavBpdkwy, ToUu ALMTOUG KOl TO METABOALOUO TWV TMPWIEIVWY, UE
QTOTEAECHA VO EXOUUE SLOTOPAXEG OTNV €KKPLON TNG WWVOOUALvNG, otn
dpaon tng i kat ota dvVo.[1] H woouAivn eival pia opudvn n onola
TIOPAYETOL OTO TIAYKPENG KOl ETUTPEMEL OTA KUTTAPA Vo armoppodolV TN
YAUKOIN HE OKOTO va tnv HeTatpéPpouv ot evépyeld. H pn owotn
mapaywyn TNG WWOOUAIVNG €XEL WG QTIOTEAECUO TNV CUCCWPEUCN TNG
YAUKOING oTO aipa, pe amotéAeopa vo umdpyxouv Sladopeg miBaveg

SUCAELTOUPYLEC OTOV OPYAVIOUO.

1.3 EIAH AIABHTH

Yriapyouv 4 dtadpopetikd (6n StapAtn:

» AwBAtng Tumou 1: yopaktnpiletat amd tnv anwAew Twv B-
KUTTAPWV TIOU TIOpAyouV LVooUAlvn ota vnoidta tou Langerhans

OTO TIAYKPEQC LE QTTOTEAECHO VO TIPDOKAAELTOL VO OE QVETIAPKELDL



NG WOOUAIvNG. AuTOC o Tumog upmopel va taflvounBel kot wg
dLomabn¢. 2Ta CUUTTTWHATA, TO OToLa UITOPEL VAL TTAPOUCLO.OTOUV
Eadvika, meplhappavovtatl umepPoAikn €Kkplon oUpwv, Eadvikn
aioBnon meivag, anwAsla Bapoug kal koupaon. MExpL OTLYUNG
eV UTIAPXEL KATIOLO YVWOTO TIPOANTITIKO HETPO EVAVTLA OTOV
Tumo-1 1o onoio mpokaAel epimou to 10% Twv MEPUTTWOEWVY TOU
dwaPBntn. Xwpic tnv xopnynon WoouAilvng, autrh n mepimtwon
SdaPntn eival cuvABwg Bavatndodpa.

AwaBATng TUmou 2: xapaktnplletal and TNV KATAoTACH YVWOoTN
KOl w¢ avtiotacn otnv WoouAivn, Katd TNV omoia GpucLloAoyIKa
entimeda wvoouAlvng 8ev €mapkoUV ylol va TIOPAYOUV OPKETH
«amavtnon WoouAlvng» amd Almog, MUEC KoL NIMOTIKA KUTTOPA.
Eniong, umopel va ouvduadletal Kol HE HELWWHEVN EKKPLON
tvoouAivng. 2to 1° otddio autol Tou TUToU, N Kupilapxn avwpoAio
glval n pewwpévn evatodnoia tng (voouAilvng. Ze autnv tn ¢don, n
umepyAukatpia pmopel va oavootpadel pe TOlKIAA PETPA KOl
dappaka to omola BEATIWVOUV TNV gvaLoOnoila 1) PELWVOUV TNV
napaywyn YAukolng amo to Arap. Me tnv mpoodo tng aoBEvelog
n €€aoBévion NG £KKPLONG TNG WWOOUAlvNG gudaviletal Kal n
BEPAMEVTIKN AVTLKATAOTAON TNEG WVOOUALVNG YiveTal amapaitntn.
Ta cupntwpata ival mopopola pe avtd tou dafntn tomou 1,
aAAQ OXL O€ TOOO0 EKTETAUEVO BaBOuO. AuTO, £XEL OAV AMOTEAECUA
v kaBuotépnon TN¢ Slayvwong ¢ ooBévelag, OmMou ol
ETUMAOKEG €xouv nN6n eudaviotel. Meplmou 10 90% TWV
avOpwmwVv ToOU TACYOUV €XOUV QUTOV Tov TUMo &SlafAtn Kal
odeiletal Kupilwg otnv mayuoopkio Kat otnv EAePn CWUATIKAG

dpaotnplotntoc.
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» Kuntikog dtafntng: ival n umepyAukatpio mov gpdaviletal kata
NV nepiodo TN KUnong. Molalel apKeTa Ye Tov Stafntn Tumou 2
OE OPKETA Onuela, OMWE OTNV OQVETAPKELD TNG EKKPLONG TNG
LvooUAlvNng Kal otnv avtanokplon tng. Epdaviletal pe mooootd
mepimov 2-5% kat unapxet mbavotnta BeAtiwong i e€adaviong
TOU META TO TEAOG TNC EYKUMOOUVNG. AUTOG o TUTIoC Tou StaBntn
glval BepameVolnog aAAG OTALTEL LATPLK) TTopakoAouOnon Kotd
™ O&lapkela ™G KUNoNG. XuvnBwg oL yuvaikeg eudavilouvv
SLaBNTn tuMoU 2 PETA O MOCOOTO TIOU KUMALVETAL yUpw oTo 20-
50%. Map’ oAa autd, edv de Bepameutel, umopel va MPoKaAETEL
npoBAnuata eite oto €uPpuo elte otn UNTEPQ, OMWCE AUENUEVO
eUBPULKO Bapog, avwHaAie oTo KOPSLOKO KOl KEVIPLKO VEUPLKO
oVUOTNUA. Z€ TILO OCOPAPEC TEPUTTWOELS, UTOPEL va TPOEABEL
EUPBPULKOG BavaTog, we amoTéAeopa TG GTWYXNEG EKXUoNG Ao Tov
mAakouvta e€attiag tng e€acbéviong Twv ayyeiwy.

» Mpo-dLaPATnG: o UTAV TNV KOTNYOPLO AVIIKOUV TOL ATOMO TIOU Tal
enimeda tng yAUKOING toug oto atpa eivatl o vPpnAd amod To
dUOLOAOYLKO, OpWC Sev elval apketd vPnAd yla va SlayvwoTel o
SdtaPBntng tumou 2. MoAhoi avBpwrol Bplokovtal xpoévia o€ auth
™ $aon, npv avarntuxBel o StafAtng TUTOU 2, eV oTNV AUEPLKA

EXEL XOUPOAKTNPLOTEL WG N LEYAAUTEPN ETULONULA TNG.
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1.4 AIATNQXH AIABHTH

H Siayvwon tou dwaPntn oe éva dtopo mou Oev mapouolalel
oupmtwpata dev mMpEmel va yivetal pe Pdon g HovadIKAG Hn-

Anauteitat  emoAnBsuon  pHe

dUOLOAOYIKAC TWNAG TNC YAukolnc.
enavalapfavopeva TEOT, €KTOC OV TO ATOHO TOPOUCLAcEL cadn
onuadia umepyAukalpiog pall pe to umoAouta cupntwpata. Ot
SLOYVWOTIKEG TIMEG Yy Tov SlaBntn kot TG AAAEG HOPPEC TIC

umepyAukatpiag mapouaotdlovtal otov mivaka. [2]

Mukoln NAdopatog
Kataotaon UKol HeTa amno 2 wWPEeg
Nnoteioag

Movada mmol/I (mg/dl) mmol/I (mg/dl)
®Ducloloyko <7.8 (<140) <6.1 (<110)

Ararapaym g 6.1 (2110) &

I'wxolng Nnoteiag <7.8 (<140)
(IFG) <7.0 (<126)
Awxrapogym) Avoyrg Tng
>7.8 (2140) <7.0 (<126)
Twxdédng (IGT)

AwaBATNC >11.1 (>200) >7.0 (>126)

MINAKAZ 1 1: MINAKAZ AEAOMENQN TlA TIZ TIMEZ TOY AIABHTH

Jupdwva pe tov Maykdoulo Opyaviopd Yyelag, ekTipatoLl OTL

navw amd 180 ekatoupupla AvOpwWIOL TAYKOOUIWG TIAOXOUV oo
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Kamolo TUmo Ttou dwPntn, VOUUEPO TO OTMOL0 QVAUEVETAL Vv
Suthaolootel péxpt to 2030. To 2005, mepimou 1.1 eKATOMUUPLO
avBpwrotl mEBavav amno dtaBtn, Le peyaAutepn ouxvotnta Bavatou ot
XaunAou kot pecaiou eloodriuatog xwpes. OL pool amd autoug mou
néBavav ntav nAkiag katw and 70 xpovia kot to 55% eival yuvaikeg.
AKkOp0, UTtOAOYLETAL WG XWPLC AUECN QAVTLUETWITLON TOU TIPORAAUATOG
oL Bavatot Ba au&nbolv katda 50% kal oe pecaiou kot uyPnAou

€L008NHATOC XWPEG HEXPL KaL 80%.

1.5 INYOYAINH

H wooulivn €lval pla oppovn mou TAPAYETAL OTO TIAYKPEQAC N
omnola emnpeAlel EKTETAPEVA TO LETOBOALOUO Kal TIG AANEC AELTOUPYILEC

TOU CWHATOC, OTIWC YLO TIAPASELYHO TNV QYYELAKA CUMHOPdwWON.

H wooulivn eival €éva mentidlo, to omoio amoteAsitat amd 51
auwvoééa, Ue poplakd Bapoc 5805 Da. Mapayetal otn vnoidia tou

Langerhans amno ta B-kUTtapo mou BploKkovtal oTo MAYKPES

H avénon tng YAUKOING oto aipa, €XEL oav QTMOTEAECHA va
au€AVETOL KOL N OUYKEVIPWON TNG LWWOOUALVNG, LE OMOTEAECUO VvV
SdteukoAUvetatl n mpoAndn tng yAukolng amo Sladopetikd KUTTOPA.
Tote, avaloya pe Ta KUTTAPO, £ite amoBnkeVeTal w¢ YAUKOYOvo, TO
orolo sivat moAAA popla yAukolng poll, ite HEOW TOU UNXAVIOMOU TNG
YAUKOAUONG Slaomatal Kol TTOPAYETAL EVEPYELD Kal Sdnuloupyouvral
pHopla Autapwv ofEwv. Kabwe to eminedd tng amoteAel évav KeEVIPLKO

EAeyxo TOU HETAPOALKOU HNXOVIOUOU, XPNOLUOTIOLEITAL KAl WG onpa

13



eAéyxou Kot yla aAAa cvotripata. H Stadikacia autr ¢pailvetal Kal otnv

ELKOVOL TIOPAKATW.

Mg

chualne Twooukim
L @ & : &
» 8 O
L ll 'Il ] OC%G ¥ nodowen:
GLITE S5 EEUATE
5%
= B ais]
.iii e
' 1 ()
‘ L ]
&
/1" — - 1 [}
3 4= ]
¢ i
ThKoyave MupooTamulxd awdvra - funape oEga

EIKONA 1: 1.2YNAE>H INXOYAINHX ME TON YNOAOXEA 2. XHMIKA >HMATA ENEPTOMOIOYN TH
METAQ®OPA THX TAYKOZHZX 3TO KYTTAPO 3. ZYNOEXH FAYKOTONOY 4. MHXANIZMOZX FAYKOAYZHZ
KAI AHMIOYPTIA NYZPOXITAQIAIKQN OZEQN 5. 2YNOEZH AINAPQN OZEQN

1.6 XOAHXTEPOAH

H xoAnotepoAn eival €va OSOMIKO CUOTATIKO TNG KUTTAPLKAG
HEUBPAVNG Kal PETAPEPETOL OTO TTAAOUA TOU aipatog. Ta popla TG
XOANOTEPOANG OTNV oUCLO KAAUTITOUV T KEVA TwV dwodoArtdiwy pe
QTOTEAECUO VE HEWWVETAL N OLAMEPATOTNTA KOL PEVOTOTNTA  TNG
KUTTOPLKAG MEUBPAVNG. ME auTOV ToV TPOTO, Ol LEUBPAVIKEC TPWTEIVEC
Slaxéovtal oto eninedo tng duthootolBAdag tnG KUTTAPLKAG LEUBPAVNG

KOOWG Kal ETLTUYXAVETAL N LOOKATAVOWN Kol ouvinén HeEUBPAVIKWY

14



otoelwv Katd tn SlapKela TNG KUTTOPLKNC Slaipeonc. OL povadeg

uEtpnong eivat to mmol/l  to mg/dl.

cholestemol

EIKONA 2: MOPIA XOAHITEPOAHZ KAAYNTOYN TA KENA TQON OQIOOAINIAIQN

1.7 HDL

H HDL avnkeL otnv opada Twv AUTOMPWTEIVWY, OL OTOlEG
ETUTPEMOUV OTa AUTOLO, OMWG N XOANOTEPOAN KoL TA TPLYAUKEPLSLA va
ueTadEpovTal HECA OTO aipa. Xta vyl dtopa, mepimou to 30% NG
XOANoTEPOANG petadepetal pEow tng HDL. Eva unAo eninedo tng HDL
npootateVel Ta atopa amd kapdiakd mpofAnuata. H HDL avadeépetal
KOL WG «KAAR XOAnotepivn» ylatl PELWVEL TNV evamoBeon Almoug ota
TOL{WHOTO TWV apTNPLWV .EPEUVEG £XOUV ATOSELEEL TTWC OL AVIPEG EXOUV
Tio xopnAa emnimeda HDL amd tig yuvalkeg, pe auvEnuévn epdavion Kalt
¢ aptnplookAnpuvong. Emiong, avtol pe vPnAd enineda HDL €xouv

Alyotepec miBavotnteg epdaviong avolag.[3]

To Kapdloloyikd Ivotitouto tng Apepikng (AHA), €xel Swoel Tig
TIOPOKATW EVOELKTLIKEG TIEPUTTWOELG VLo SLadOPETIKEC TIUEC TG HDL.

15



Mg/dI mmol/I Eppnveia

<40 yla QVTpEg, XapnAr HDL, kivbuvog

<1,03 yla KopSLoko
<50 yLa YUVOLKEG ETIELGOB10
40-59 1,03-1,55 Meoaia Tiun
YnAr HDL,
>60 >1,55 npootacia ano

KapSLako emelcodlo

MINAKAZ 1 2: TIINAKAZ AEAOMENQN T'lA TIZ TIMEZ THZ HDL

1.8 LDL

Onwc kat n HDL, n LDL eivat pa Autompwteivn mou petadEpel Tn
XOANOTEPOAN Amod To AMAP Ot MEPLHEPELOKOUC LOTOUC Kol puBuilel tn
ouvBeong tnG. Emeldn eav Bpiloketal oe vPnAd enineda elval onua ywo
kKapSlakd mpoPARuaTa, OVOUAIETAL KOL «KOKF XOANOTEPOANn», adou

TIPOOKOAAQTAL OTA TOLXWHOTO TWV apTnpLwy.[3]

Jupdwva pe to KapSdlohoyiko lvotitouto tng Apeptkng (AHA), ot
TIOPOAKATW EVOELKTIKEG TIEPUTTWOELG LOXVOUV YLO SLAdOPETIKEG TIUEG TNG

LDL.

16




Mg/dI mmol/I Epunveia
BéAtiotn TN, oxebov
<100 <2.6
UN6evikog kivouvog
100-129 2.6-3.3 Ixedov BEATIOTN TN
130-159 3.34.1 210 Oplo
160-189 4.1-4.9 YynAA LDL
MoAU vnAn LDL,
<190 >4.9 Kivbuvog yLa kapdlako
EMELOOOL0

MINAKAZ 1 3: NINAKAZ AEAOMENQN TA TIZ TIMEZ THZ LDL

1.9 TPITAYKEPIAIA

Ta tpyAukepidla amoteAouvtal amod &va HOpLo YAUKEPOANG To
omolo otepeomnoleitatl pe 3 popla Autapwv oféwv. (Ewkova 3) Eival to
KUPLO OUOTATLKO TOU gAatoAadou Kot tou Airmouc. Itov avBpwro, uPnAd
emtimeda TPLYAUKEPLOLWY €XOUV OUCXETIOTEL HUE TNV APTNPLOCKANPUVON
KOlL KT ETMEKTAON UE TOV Kivouvo gudpaypatog, eykepaAlkol Kabwg Kal

maykpeatitdag.
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EIKONA 3: 1 MOPIO TAYKEPOAHZ XTEPEOMOIEITAI ME 3 MOPIA AITTAPQN OZEQN

To Kapdloloyikd Ivotitouto tng Apepikng (AHA), €xel Swoel Tig

TIOPOAKATW EVOEIKTIKEG TIEPUTTWOELS YL OLOPOPETIKEG TIUEG TWV

TPLYAUKEPLSLWV.
Mg/dI mmol/I Eppnveia
QuoLloloyikn TR,
<150 <1,69
XQUNAO ploko
150-199 1,70-2,25 310 Oplo
200-499 2,26-5,65 YynAn Tun
MoAU vPnAn TN,
<500 >5,65
peyalog kivéuvog

MINAKAZ 1 4: NINAKAZ AEAOMENQN TIA TIZ TIMEZ TQN TPITAYKEPIAIQN
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1.10 IOAYMOP®IEMOX

Q¢ moAupopPpLopd opiloupe TNV UMapPEN MOAAWY aAANAoUOpdwWY
yoviblwv og éva YEVETIKO TOTO, OTOU TouAdxLotov SUo aAAnAduopda
eudavitovral pe cuxvotnteg HeyoAUTEPEG TOU 1%. Yrdpxouv Stddopeg
KOTNYOPLEG TIOAUHOPDIOUWY, OQUTOL TOU TPOKUTITOUV OO ONUELAKEC
HETaAAGEELG, Ta yvwota SNP, i akopa Kat mpooBnkn n adaipeon
KATOLOU TUAMATOC YoVISLakoU UALKOU. Epeic edw Ba aoxoAnBoupe pe tn

onuelakn pet@Aha&n C825T tou yovidiou GNB3.

1.11 SNP

Ot moAupopdlopol mou odeilovtal o ONUELAKEG METOANALELG, N
oAALwG Ta SNP, avTumpoownelouV ToV TIo cuXVvo TUTIO TG avOpwrmivng
DNA rmowthopopdiag. O moAupopdPplopdg autog odelletal os pia
noklthopopodia tg akolouBiag tou DNA omou €va Hovo VoukAeotidlo
SlapEpel pEoa O €val OUYKEKPLUEVO €ld0C 1 oto (6lo To ATopo, OmoTe

gxoupe duo Stadopetikd aAAnAopopda.

Exel anmodeyBetl mwg ta SNP eival umevBuva yla T GALVOTUTILKEG
Slapopéc Twv atopwv. Moap’ OAa autd, sivat akopo SUokolo va
tautonotnBouv ta umevBuva SNP pe CUYKEKPLUEVOUC ¢PavOTUTIOUC.
AUTO €xeL oav amnotéAeopa va alAalel n Asttoupyla TnG MPpwTeivng mou
TOPAYETOL QMO TN METAPPACN TOU OCUYKEKPLUEVOU Yyovidiou yla

TapAdeLypaL.
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H onuaoia toug otov avBpwro eival onuavtikn, ywoti oxetilovral
LE TO TWCE KATOLOG eKONAWVEL KATIOLO. loBEVELAL KOl TNV avTidpaor Tou
oe papupaka, xNUKa kot euPfoAila. Emiong, amoteAolv To KAeWdi ToOU
HEAOvVTOG, adoU HAAOV Taillouv TOV TIO ONUAVIIKO pPOAO OTNnV
OTOXEUOMEVN LaTPLKA, 6nAadn otn Snuoupyla aTtopkng Beparmeiag,
avaloyo ME TA yovidla Tou KABe atopou Eexwplotd.  AKoua,
XPNOLUOTIOLOUVTAL Yla YEVETIKOUC Oelkteg yla gpdavion Kot g€EALEN
Kamolag aoBévelag, KabBwg Kal TOV UTOAOYLOHO KLvOUVOU KAToLaG

aoBgvelac.

Ta SNP pmopouv va eudaviotoUVv €TE O TEPLOXEC TOU Oev
Kwdlkomolovvtal, dnAadl Ot KATOLO €0WVLIO, £(TE O TEPLOXEG TIOU
kwdlkomolovvtal, 6nAadn oe kamolo e€wvio. Xtnv deUTeEPN Katnyopla,
g€xoupe Vo dladopetika €idn SNP, Ta cuvwvupa, KL TA N-CUVWVUHQ,

To omoia tpokaAouv Stapopetikd aAAnAopopda.

EIKONA 4: sHMEIAKH METAAAAZH: AAAATH ENOZ MONO NOYKAEOTIAIOY
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1.12 G IIPQTEINEY

H G mpwrteiveg, Aettoupyolv wG poplakol Olakomteg, adou
evaAlldooouv tnv avevepyn GDP oe evepynn GTP, n omoia eival pa
OEOUEVUTIKA KATAOTOON KOL XPNOLUOTIOLELTAL Yo TNV OMAAR Asttoupyla
TOU KUTTOPLKOU KUKAOU. Mg GAAa AOyla, LETADEPOUV OHUATA OO TOV
£EWKUTTAPLO XWPO OTOV EVOOKUTTAPLO XWPO MECW TNC AAANAETOpaONG

ue toug utodoxeic GPCR.

Yriapyxouv 2 S1adopETIKEC KATNYOPLEC TTPWTEIVWV TTOU UITOPOoUV va
TaflvounBoulv, oL ETEPOUETPLKEC, I AAALWG OL HEYAAEG TpwTEiveG G, IOV
EVEPYOTIOLOUVTOL ATIO CUYKEKPLUEVOUG UTtoS0XELS, Kal Staxwpilovtal o€
TPELG UTIOMOVADEG, a, B KOL Y, KOL OTN OUVEXELD EXOUUE KAL TIG ULKPEG
npwteiveg, He HEyeBog 20-25kDa oL  omoleg avAkouv otnv
UTtEPOLKOYEVELO Ras Twv HIKpwV GTP-acwv, evw €lval opHOAOYEG OTnV
urnopovada a. Epeuveg €xouv delel mwg acBéveleg omwe o daPnNtng,
aAAepyileg, KataBAupn, kKapSlAKA VOOAUOTO KOl KATOLEG HOPDEC
Kapkivou odeilovtal oe AavOaopévn Asttoupyla Twv onuATwy tTwv G
npwteivwv. O unodoxéag twv G mpwteivwy eival pla aAvcida mou

Slamepva TNV KUTTOPLKA HEpBpAvn enTd $OpPEG.

1o avBpwrivo yovidiwpa umapyouv mepirmou 350 umodoxeic G
TIPWTEIVWY, OL OTtoloL aVLXVEUOUV OPUOVES, dapuaka Kal dtadopa GAAa
gvboyevy onuata, evw TeEPImMou oL pool €xouv adleukpivioto poAo

aKoua.
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receplor pratein inactive G protein

LA}

plasma
rviFnbrane

gignal
malecule

EXTRACELLULAR SPACE
18l

activated G-protain subunits

IC}

T

activated
o Skt

EIKONA 5: A.KATAZTAZH HPEMIAZ,H YIOMONAAA A XYNAEAEMENH ME TO GDP KAI ME TIZ AAAEZ
AYO YNOMONAAEZ> B. ENEPTOMOIHZH YNOAOXEA, H YIOMONAAA A AEAEYOEPQNEI TO GDP KAl
AEZMEYEI GTP KAl AHMIOYPTEITAI TO 2YMNAOKO TQN YNOMONAAQN B KAI I T.TA 2 XYMNAOKA
AAANHAENIAPOYN ME XTOXOYZ KAl METAQEPETAI TO IHMA A. H YTOMONAAA A YAPOAYEI TO GTP,
AEXMEYEI NAAlI GDP, ENQNETAI ME TIZ AAAEZ 2 YIIOMONAAEZ KAl H G NPQTEINH EINAI MAAI
ANENEPTH

1.13 IOAYMOP®PIEMOX C825T

To yovidlo GNB3, eival éva amd ta 5 yovidia oto avBpwrivo
yoviSilwpa mou Kwdikevel Tn B umopovada tng G mpwrteivng, €xel Bpebel

0T0 XpwHOowua 12p13. H urmopovada B2 meplexel £va SOULKO HOTiBo
22



™V enavoAnmriky neptoxy WD, n omoia Sivel otnv nmpwteivn tnv doun
B-propeller, yeyovoc to omoio €xel amodelxBel mwg LoxVel KoL o€
MPWTeiveg xwpil¢ T umopovada B. Eivat éva moAunemntiblo mou
aroteAeital anod 340 auwola, £xel unkog 7.5 kb, evw amoteAeital ano
11 g€wvia kat 10 sowvia. O MoAupopdLopOC mou peAetape, o C815T,
QVAKEL OTNV Katnyopia Twv MOAUHOPILOpUWY €VOG VoukAeotidiou. Exel
evtoriotel oto 10° e€wvio tou yovidiou, Kal avtlotolyel o pa aAlayi
NG Kutooivng amod tn Bupivn otn B€on 825.[4] Mmnopel n akoAouBia va
unv €xeL emnpeaotel, aAAd to aAAnAopopdo pe tn Bupivn €pxetal oe
oxebov amoAutn avicopporia cuvdeong Kal o€ ouvOuAoUO HE GAAOUG
noAupopdLopolg napouaotaletal to ¢awvopevo “T halotype”, To omolo
guBlvetal ywa t Saypadr twv voukheotdiwv 498-625 amd to 9°
e€wvlo, Aoyw Tou S1adOPETIKOU HATIOUATOG, UE OTMOTEAECUA TEALKA VAl
Aetrmouv 41 apwvoééa. Exel BpeBel mwg UTTAPYEL CUCKETIOUOG QVAPEDA
OTOV OUYKEKPLUEVO TTOAUPOPPLOUO Kal og Slddopeg aoBEveleg OMwWE O
cakxopwdng dtafnAtng, n UTEpTacn, n naxvoapkia Kot N KatabAupn. [5]

Haplotype C

Exon: 2 34 56 789
l III— HHE - I -
ATG — TGA

Haplotype T

Exon: 2 34 56 789
g B HHE vl {
ATG T—l TGA

EIKONA 6: MOAYMOP®IZMOZX C825T, MANQ TO AAAHAOMOP®O ME TH KYTOZINH(C) KAl KATQ
AYTO ME THN ©YMINH(T)
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1.14 META-ANAAYXZH

H avantuén twv uPnAwv TeEXVOAOYLWV £iXE OOV AMOTEAECUA O
€kpnén Twv SLABECIUWY YEVETIKWY KoL YoVISLakwy TTAnpodoplwy. AuTo,
OUMUBAAAEL oTnV avamtuén MpokANCEwWV oTnV avaluon, otn cuvBeon Kat
TEAIKA OTNV QAMOKWALKOTOINON TWV CUYKEKPLUEVWV TIAnpodopLwV HE
oKOTIO TNV €€aywyn XPNoWwv KAWIKwY dnuooleloswv. H avBpwrivn
yoviSlakn embnuoloyio mpoomaBbel va OUCXETIOEL TIC YEVETLKEG
TolKIAopopdiec pe tov Kivouvo yla TTOAUTTAOKEC Kol OUVNOLOUEVEG

ooBEvelec.

H peta-avaAluon €lval n oTatloTK avAAUCH TIOU XPNOLUOTIOLE(TAL
yla va cuvéuaotouv ta amoteAéopata SLadopeTKWY SNUOCLEVCEWY TNG
LG opwe epeuvnTikng epwtnonc. O Eugene Glass, o dnuwoupyog tng,
TNV XPNOolWomoinoce yla va TEPLYPAYPEL TN OTATIOTIKA avAAuon
QTIOTEAECUATWY TIPOEPYXOHUEVA OO AVEEAPTNTEG UEAETEC, UE OKOTIO TNV
g€aywyr CUUTMEPACUATWY TIOU TIPOEPXOVTAV Ao TNV KABE peAEtn. Me
autnv Tt HEBoSo Aoutdv, mnpoomabolpe vo PYANOUUE YEVIKA
OUMTEPACHATO HECW HLAC TILO YEVLIKNC BEWPNONC TWV CUUMEPACUATWY
TWV HEAETWY TIOU UEAETNOAUE. AKOUQ, XPNOLUOTIOLELTOL YLa LETPNON KOl
mBavwg yla Slepelvnon TNG OCUVENELAG HETAEU TwV SLadOopETIKWY
HeAeTwyv. Onwg kaBe epeuvntiki pEOOSOC, €ToL Aoutdv KoL n HETA-

avaAuon €xetL OeTika aAAA KoL TIC adUVOLEG TNG.

Mua KaAn HeTa-avaAluon €xel TTOAAEG POUTIOBECELG KAl yLa VoL TNV
TIETUXOUUE TIPETEL vau Swooupe Baon oe dladopa {ntrpata Ta omoia
UTTOPEL vaL £XOUV apvNnTIKA EMidpacn OTNV EPUNVELD TWV OTMOTEAECUATWY
¢ £€peuvag pag. Ou mnyEC Twv otolxelwy, n ykpila BiBAloypadia, n
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BBAoypadia o pn-ayyAlkn yAwooa KoBw¢ Kal to HAVOUEVO TOU
MpwTéa elval KAToLO Ao Ta TPOBARUATA TTOU KOG EMLBAPUVOUV LE TOV
Kivbuvo TNG UTEPEKTIMNONG TwV amoteAeopdtwy. H ooppomia Hardy-
Weinberg tng kdBe peAétng eival amoapaitntn ywa vo ELCAYOUUE TNV
OUYKEKPLUEVN UEAETN OTNV PETO-avAAuohn. EKTOC o’ autd, MPEMEL va
AaBoupe ur’ OPv pag Kol TNV €teEpoyévela Tou delypoatocg, adou n

OVOLLOLOYEVELX UIopEL va pag odnyroesL oe AavBaopEVa amoTEAECHUATA.
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2 KE®AAAIO 2: YAIKA KAI MEO®OAOI
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2.1 XYAAOT'H AEAOMENQN

Na tnv epyaocia autr, oL HEAETEG TOU Xpnolpomolidnkav
BpéBnkav petd amd avalntnon otn Baon 6&ebopévwyv Pubmed,
(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/). O otdxo¢ tng avalitnong
Atav va BpeBolv OAeg oL SnNUOCLEVOELG OL OTtoleG TteEpLypAdOouV T oXEan
avapeca otov ToAupopdplopd C825T tou yovidiou GNB3 kal tnv
geudavion tou dtaBntn, avaloya pe tov patvotumo tou kabe atopou. H
dpaon, &nAadny ol Aéfelc-kAelbld mou xpnolpomolénkav yla tnv
avalntnon sivat: «GNB3», «C825T», «T825», «C825», «polymorphism»,
«variant», «allele», «mutant», «mutation», «diabetes», «diabetic»,

«T2DM», « NIDDM», « insulin», «cAND», «OR».

Metd, n Swadikacia Atav n akoAoubn: PeTd tn oUAAOYR TWV
HeAeTWY, pTLAEape Eva apxelo oto excel kal mepacape OAa ta dedopeva
ano kabe dnuoaoievon, SnAadn: to pubmed id, Tov cuyypadéa, To £10¢
dnuooiguonc, TNV xwpa TPOoEAEUONG, TA XOPAKTNPLOTIKA Tou Selypatog,
Tov aplOud tou Oeiypatog, moocootd twv SlaBntikwv atoéuwv oTo
OUVOALKO aplOud Tou Oelypatog, TOug YovOTUTouG ava oTolxeio, Ty
SdaBNtng, xoAnotepoAn, vooulivn A TpLyAukepidia, KabBwg Kal TG LECEC
TIMEG KOL TNV TUTILKA OTOKALON . 2TN OUVEXEL, amopplpape autég ol
ornoleg dev pag £€6wvav ta debopéva mou Bélape, emeldn ntav eite

QVOOKOTINOELG £(Te cuoXETI{av TOV MOAUUOPPLOUO e AAAN aoBEvela.

To teAevtaio Bripa tpv tn Stadikaoia tnG HETA-avAAUoNG ATAV N
dnuoupyia evog alou puAAou excel, dmou umpxov HOVOo Ta OTOLXELQ,
oe Efexwplotd ¢UAa Tou (Slou apyelou, oL HETPROEL TIoU Ba

XPNOLUOTIOLOOUE OTO TIpOypOpa stata yia va EEKLVACOUUE TNV HETA-
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avaiuon, O&nAadn ta

enuteda

tvoouAivng, YAukoing, hdl ko Idl.

TPpLyAukepLdlwy,

XOANOTEPOANG,

21N ouvexela akoAouBel o mivakag 2.1 otov omoio paivovtal OAEG

Ol LEAETEG KL TO €160C TWV PETPNOEWV Ao KABE PeEAETN EeXxwWPLOTA YL

TNV HETA -0VAAUGCH QUTHG TNG Epyaociag.

ONOMA

XPONIA

XQPA

AEAOMENA

Baumgart[6]

Ishikawal7]

Hengstenberg[8]

Hengstenberg[9]

Snapir[10]

Rydén[11]

Dai[12]

Poch[13]

Sedlacek[14]

1999

2000

2001

2001

2001

2002

2002

2002

2002

FEPMANIA

IAMTQNIA

FEPMANIA

FEPMANIA

OINAAAIA

20YHAIA

KINA

IXTTANIA

FTEPMANIA

XoAnotepoAn

XoAnotepoAn,

TpyAukepidia,

HDL

XoAnotepoAn,
LDL

XoAnotepoAn,
HDL

LDL

XoAnotepoAn,
Mukoln,
Ivaoulivn,

TpyAukepidia,

HDL

XoAnotepoAn,
Mukoln,

TpyAukepidia,

HDL, LDL

XoAnotepoAn,

FAukoln,
Ivaoulivn,

TplyAukepidia,

HDL, LDL

LDL
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Dzida[15]

Wenzel[16]

Fernandez-Real[17]

Hanon[18]

Wascher[19]
Brand[20]

Saller[21]

Nirnberger[22]

Huang[23]

Sartori[24]

Yamamoto[25]

Nirnberger[26]

Wang[27]

Stefan[28]

Matsunaga[29]

Mitchell[30]

2002

2002

2003

2002

2003

2003

2003

2003

2003

2003

2004

2004

2004

2004

2005

2005

MOAQNIA

FEPMANIA

IXTMTANIA

FAAAIA

AYZTPIA

FTEPMANIA

FTEPMANIA

FEPMANIA

KINA

ITAAIA

IAMQNIA

FEPMANIA

KINA

FTEPMANIA

IAMQNIA

AYZTPIA

XoAnotepoAn

XoAnotepoAn

XoAnotepoAn,
FAukoln,
TpyAukepibia,
HDL, LDL

XoAnotepoAn,
TpyAukepidia,
HDL LDL

XoAnotepoAn

Ivooulivn

Mukoln,

Ivooulivn, HDL,

LDL

XoAnotepoAn

Mukaoln, HDL,
LDL

MMukoln, HDL

XoAnotepoAn,
FAukoln,
TplyAukepidia

XoAnotepoAn,
FAukoln,
Ivooulivn

XoAnotepoAn,
Mukoln,
TpyAukepidla

FAukoln,
Ivooulivn

XoAnotepoAn,
FAukoln,
Ivaoulivn,
TpyAukepidla

XoAnotepoAn,
Mukoln,
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Martin[31]

Andersen[32]

Pitsavos[33]

Suwazono[34]

Danoviz[35]

Hayakawal[36]

Jerrard-Dunne[37]

Casiglia[38]

Kopf[39]

Wang[40]

2005

2006

2006

2005

2006

2007

2007

2008

2008

2008

IXTTANIA

AANIA

EAANAAA

IAMQNIA

BPAZIAIA

IAMQNIA

IPAANAIA

ITAAIA

FTEPMANIA

KINA

Ivaoulivn,
TpyAukepidia,
HDL, LDL

XoAnotepoAn,
IAukoln,
TplyAukepidia

XoAnotepoAn,
Mukoln,
Ivaoulivn,
TpyAukepibia,
HDL, LDL

XoAnotepoAn,
TplyAukepidia

XoAnotepoAn

XoAnotepoAn,
HDL, LDL

XoAnotepoAn,
Mukoln,
TpwyAukepidia,
HDL

XoAnotepoAn,
IAukoln,
TpyAukepidia,
HDL

XoAnotepoAn,
Mukoln,
Ivaoulivn,
TpyAukepibia,
HDL

XoAnotepoAn,
Mukoln,
TpyAukepidia,
HDL, LDL

XoAnotepoAn,
TpyAukepibia,
HDL, LDL

MINAKAZ 2 1 : Ol MEAETEZ NOY XPHZIMOMOIHOHKAN 2TH META-ANAAYZH



2.2 XTATIXTIKH ANAAYZH

H otatiotikr) avaAuon Sdtakpivetal oe U0 KaTnyopieg: To LOVTEAD
otaBepwVv EMOPACEWV KOL TO HOVTEAO TuXaiwv emMdpacewv. 0UPwva
LE To MPpwTO, elval deSopévo OtTL To Selypa elval eviaio Kal EMOUEVWG OL
nAnBucopol to emnpedlouyv eviaia, UE EVAV CUYKEKPLUEVO TPOTTIO. ATIO TNV
AAAN TAEUPA, TO MOVIEAO TUXQlwv Eembpdoswv, TO OUVOAO TOU
nAnBuopol Sev mpogpyovial amod £va eviaio oUVoAo, OAAA oo
SlapopeTikd umtocUvoAla ta omola €xouv SLadopeTIKO BaBuUd emppong
Kot emidpaong. Ze autrv tn pEBodo Aowmov, mpemnel va AaBoupe urt’ oYLy
HOG KOL TNV ETEPOYEVELA TWV OELYUATWY, £TOL WOTE VA PNV UTTAPXEL O

kivbuvog mapepunveiag Twv anoteAecpdtwy.[41]
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2.2.1 MONTEAO XTAOGEPON ENIAPAXEQN

210 HoVTéAD otaBepwv emdpAcewVv UTTOBETOUE WG N EMidpaon
elval (6la oe OAeg TIg peAéteg adol o mMANBUOPOC pag ival eviaiog oe
OAeC TIC pelétec. H emiSpaon cupPoliletal pe To O evw To si° eivatl n
StakVupavon NG KABe PEAETNG. TO CUYKEKPLUEVO HOVTEADO ekdpaletal

Qmo tn oXEon:

Yi~ N(0,si*) ywi=1,2,3,...,k

ey
-0.10 008 0.08 a2 2406 o 10 114

Ewkova 2 1: Movtélo otaBepwv emidpdcswy. H katovopur mévie umoBeTtikwy Selypdtwy
XPNOLLOTIOLWVTAC TO OUYKEKPLUEVO povTENo. KaBe Selypa Y; £xel koo péyebog emidpaong 6
Kkt n Stadopd Twv PEAETWV eivat n SLadopeTIkr SlakUpavon si> Tng HEAETNG.
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2TO MOVTEAO TUXALWV EMIOPACEWV LOXVUEL WG OL EMLOPACELS 6;, e
i= 1, 2, 3,.., k otic k avefaptntec pehétec, pe Stakupavon si’ kat TUMo
Yi | 6i, si® ~ N (B, si’), elvar éva tuxaio Seiypa avefaptiTwy
TIAPATNPHOEWV EVOG UTIEPTIANBUGLOU, oL omoleg €xouv péon Tun & Kal
StakUpavon T2, pe TUmo Bi | 8, T~ N ( 6, T°), e B, T oL UTLEPTIAPAHETPOL
ol omoiol avTutpoownevouy TNV Kown enidpaon kot dtakvpavon. Mo va

avaAUCOUE TOV UTIEPTIANBUGHO £XOUE TN OXEON:

@i |y, 6, "~ N (Bi®+(1-Bi)Yi,si’*(1- Bi))

ue y = (Y1, Y2,..., Yk) ko Bi = % . Edv éxoupe 1°=0, TOTE Tt SUO
SU+7T

HovtéAa eival .ooduvapa.[41]

o i L !
¥ [} X% e ¢ , !

IH-

Elkéva 2 2: Movtédo tuxaiwv embpdoewv. Katavoury mévie UMOBETIkWY  SElypdTWY

XPNOLUOTIOLWVTAC TO OUYKEKPLUEVO povtélo. KaBe péyeBog emibpaong 6; mpofpxetal amd tov

uTeprAnBuopd pe péyedoc enidpacnc O kat SlakUpavonc .
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2.2.2 MONTEAO XTAOEPQN EITIIAPAXEQN KAI MONTEAO TYXAIQN
EINIAPAXEQN

O nmAnBuopog otov omoio epappOleTOL TO LOVTEAD TWV oTaBepwv
ETLOPACEWV TEPLOPLIETAL OTO GUVOAO TWV HEAETWV TIOU €XOUV Ta Sl
XOPOKTNPLOTIKA HE TIG e€eTAlOUEVEG HEAETEG. ATIO TNV GAAN TTAELPQ, Ta
QMOTEAECMATA TOU OeUTEPOU  HOVTEAOU VeEVIKEUOVTOL OF €vav
UTIEPTANBUOUO TIOPOUOLWY HEAETWY OL OTIOLEG €XOUV I TIPOKELTAL VOl
nipaypotononBolv. Av UTIAPXEL ONUOVTLK ETEPOYEVELD, TOTE TO
HOVTEAO otaBepwv emdpdcswv OSlvel Mo  pkpd  Sootipota
EUMLOTOOUVNG OE OXEON HE TO MOVIEAO TwV tuyaiwv emdpdoceswv. H
TIPOOEYYLON TWV TUXALWV ETOPACEWVY £ival Tlo valocOntn oto odpaipa
dnuooicuong, Oedopévou oOtL  blvel TeploocdtEpo  BAPOC  OTIC

dnuoolevoelg pe HKpO HEyeBoG Selypatod.

Edooov gueic pehetape dtadopetikoug MAnBuopolC Kal oL Evav
gviaio mMANBUoMO, yla TNV PETO-avaAucn Ba XpNOLUOTIOLCOUME TO

HLOVTEAO TUXALWV ETULOPACEWV.

2.3 MEXH TIMH

To péyebog emibpaong mou xpnoluomolOnke ival n HEoN TN,
adou ta dedopéva mou xpnolonoloape eival ouvexr. Amo tv kabe
HEAETN yla TO KAOe SLOPOPETIKO OTOLYELO TTOU XPNOLUOTIOLCAE ElXAUE
9 Sladopetika debopéva, ta omoia mapouotalovial OTOV TOPOKATW

Tiivaka:
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Ncc Ncr N7

MINAKAZ 2 2: MEZH TIMH, TYMNIKH
AMOKAIZH KAl APIOMOX ATOMQN ANA
FTONOTYNO

‘EtoL Aoundv, PAEMOUUE TTWG Yyl KABE YOVOTUTIO, €XOUUE TN HEON

TLUA, TNV TUTILKN QTTOKALOT KoL TOV aplOpo TwV atopwy.[42]

Apxlka eival amapaitnto va gAéyéoupe tn Stadopd peTAlL TWV
YOVOTUTIWV Xccser - Xee KA Xt = Xersce ,£0000V UTIOBETOUE WG VOLL LEV
0 aAAnAopopdo T Tto omolo sival Katl To peTaAAaypévo odeiletal yia
v umapén n oxt t¢ aoBévelwng, oAAa Oe yvwpilloupe av eival

UTTOAEUTTOEVO 1) ETUKPOTEC yovidlo.

Yriapxouv dVo Stadopetikol tpomot yia tnv dtadopd Twv HECWV
TILWV: N TUmormotnuevn Slagopa peowv Tiuwv (standardized mean
difference ) «kaL n un tumomnolnuevn Slawopd UECWV TIUWV

(unstandardized mean difference ).

O TUTOG yLa TO MPWTO MOVTEAO €lval o €€AC:

- 2 2
di= =% d :\/("“ Dsd \+(m, =Dsd% o Slakupavon:

€ sd.
sa; ! l m, +ny, —2
2
var(di) = LT a4
nuny,  2(n,—2)
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M tov 6eUTEPO TPOTIO XPNOLUOTIOLOULLE TOV TUTTO:
di=(x,~x,)
O tUmog TNG Stakupavong Ttng Slaocmopag eival:

2 2
var(di) = 34 1 3

nli n2i

Edodoov gueic xpnotpomnoljoape Sedopeva Ta oMol £XOUV KOLVEG
povadeg upétpnong, Oa  XpNOLUOTOLOOUHE TO HMOVIEAO NG UN

TUTTOTTOLNUEVNC OLOPOPAC UETWV TLUWV.

Méow Tou Tpoypappatog statald, €ywve n HETA-AVAAUON

XPNOLLOTIOLWVTAC TLG KATAAANAEG EVTOAEG.
APXLKQ, LE TIG EVTOAEC:

» gen b3 =xnoaa - xaa

» gen b4 = xbb - xnobb
urtoAoyioape T SLadopES TNE LEONG TIMNG, EVW LLE TLG EVTOALG:

» gen V33 = (sdnoaa)”*2/nnoaa + (sdaa)*2/naa

» gen V44 = (sdnobb)”2/nnobb + (sdbb)*2/nbb
umoAoyioape tn Stakvpovon.

Mo ToV UTTOAOYLOMO TNG TOU TUTILKOU OPAAUATOC, XPNOLLLOTIOW|COE

TLG EVTOALC:
» gense_b3=sqrt(V33)

» gense_bd=sqrt(V44)
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TeAwKa, yla va Yivel n HeTa-avaluon xpnotpomnol)onke n evtoAn:

» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by(diab_cat ) label (namevar=author ,

yearvar=year )

ITn ouvéxela BAEMOUPE €va TTOPASELYUA OTIOU XPNOLULOTIOLWVTAC TLC
TIOPATIAVW EVIOAEG MTTOPOUME va OSOUHE TA QIMOTEAECUATO TIOU
naipvoupe. Onwe PBAEMOUUE, APLOTEPA TOPOUCLAIOVTOL OL HEAETEG
avaioya tn GUAN otnv omoia avikouv evw &efld mapouoialovial ot
Sl0popEC TWV HEOWV TWHWV Kal Ta SlaoTApaATa €UMLOTOOUVNG. XTO

KEVTPO Tou ypadnpatog paivovial Ta anoteAéopata SLaypaUUATIKA.
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Effect size
Study (95% CI) % Weight
race==1
Saller B (2003) —_— 0.17(-0.62, 0.28) 11
N2rberger J (2003) — 0.00(-0.29,0.29) 25
Mitchell (2005) . 0.18 (-0.04, 0.40) 42
AndersenG (2005) . 000 (-0.02,0.02) 26
Casiglia (2008) — 0.09(-0.25, 0.43) 19
Casiglia (2008) — 0.13(-0.34, 0.08) 43
Fern?ndez-Real JM (2003) 1.17(-0.66, 3.00) 0.1
Sartori M (2003) E = 0.20(0.08, 0.32) 9.4
Poch E (2002) 1.10(-0.09, 2.29) 02
Stefan (2003) B 0.00 (-0.08, 0.08) 149
Ryd?n M (2002) —_—t— 0.22(-0.21, 0.65) 12
Jerrard-Dunne (2007) B -0.42(+1.04, 0.20) 06
Subtotal 0.04(-0.03, 0.12) 629
race==2
Huang X (2003) -0.03(-0.15, 0.09) 97
Wang (2004) 0.03(-0.25,0.19) 40
MatsunagaT (2004) -0.02(-0.69, 0.65) 05
Huang X (2003) 0.00 (-0.12,0.12) 9.8
Wang (2004) —— 0.03(-0.19, 0.25) 42
HayakawaT (2006) — -0.13(-0.35, 0.09) 4.0
HayakawaT (2006) e -0.27(-0.94, 0.40) 05
Dai SP (2002) —— -0.16(-0.48, 0.16) 22
Dai SP (2002) —— -0.27(-0.64, 0.10) 16
Subtotal -0.04(-0.11,0.03) 366
race==4
Kopf (2006) _— -0.55(-1.25, 0.15) 05
Subtotal —_— — 0.55(-1.25,0.15) 05
Overall 0.00(-0.05, 0.05) 1000
\ \
-2.9984 0 299845
Effect size

EIKONA 7: ANOTEAEZMA META-ANAAYZIHX XE IXEXH ME TH OYAH, APIZTEPA Ol MEAETEXI ANA
KATHTOPIA ®YAHZ, XTH MEZIH AIATPAMMATIKA Ol AIA®OPEX MEZHXI TIMHI KAI APIZTEPA Ol
AIAQOPEX THX MEZHZ TIMHZ KAl TA AIAXTHMATA EMNIZTOZYNHZ

2.4 EAETXOX ETEPOT'ENEIAY

To emodpevo PBApa otn dwadkacia tng peTa-avaluong sival o
ENEYXOC TNG ETEPOYEVELAC OTLC LEAETEG TIOU EXOUUE XPNOLLLOTIOLOEL OTNV
epyaocia pag. Eival katovontd mwg otnv mepimtwon Hag UTAPXEL O
kivbuvog autog efattiog twv  Sladopetikwyv  mMANBuouwv  TIOU

XpnoLlomnolnenkav.
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To Q test tou Cochran eival €vag oAU KaAdg TpOmog yla va
HUEAETAOOUUE TNV ETEPOYEVELX TOU MANBUOUOU, OTNV TEPLTTWON TOU

£XOULE EVAV LKAVOTIOLNTIKO apLlOO PEAETWV.

To Q bivetal amod tov tuno: Q= Zk Wi(d.— D)’ ~ ..} ME:

k
2w 1
D=5E—— Kol w, = [42]
z e var(d,)

AvtiBeta, TO test I* XpnOUOMOLEITOL OE MEPUTTWOELC oMol O
aplOpog Twv MeAETwV  elval  UKPOG. T Tov  UTIOAOYLOMO TOUu

XPNOLLOTIOLOUE TOV MAPAKATW TUTTO:

I’ = max(O,%) [42]

OL TLuEG Tou Ttaipvel To test auto eival and 0-100%, omou LoXUEL
OTL O0tav eival KATw ano 25% n etepoyevela elval apeANTEA EVW TTAVW
aro 50% kot mAvw n €TEPOYEVELA Elval Eval ONUAVTLKO TIPOBANUA otnv

HEAETN HOC.

7 7 7 1 i 2 ’
ITN OUVEXELD, EXOUME €vav Tpito €eKTUNTA, TOV T° , WUE TUTO

UTtoAOYLOpOU: 7,,° =max1 0,

‘EtoL Aoy, €lval KOTovoNnNTo MWE yla Vol LEAETHOOUUE EMOPKWE
NV €tepoyévela  Tou Oelypatoc TpPEMEL va  XphowdomotnBolv

SL0POPETIKEC HOVTEAQ €TOL WOTE VA EXOUUE LA TILO OAOKANPWUEVN
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glkOvVa. 000 HLKPOTEPEC €lval OL TIUEG OO TOUG EKTLUNTEC MOG TOOO

ULKpOTEPN Bewpeltal Kal n ETEPOYEVELQ.

Evag tpomog pe TOv Omolo pmopoUpe va €EakplBWOOUUE TNV
gTEPOYEVELA TOU Selypatog sival va Bewprjooupe 2 uTtoBETEeLg, OTou va
loxVel: Ho + H; = 1, étoL wote otav dev oxVeL N mpwtn Ba oXVEeL n

devutepn.
ETOpEVWC EXOUUE:
» Hg: 2to delypa uTtadpXEL OLLOLOYEVELD
» H; : 210 Selypa v UAPXEL OLLOLOYEVELD

Me 1o mpoypappa Statal0 Kal xpnoLULOTOLWVTAC TNV €VIOAN metan
umtoAoyiloupe Toug Oeikteg etepoyévelag. Ed’ doov gueig otnv €peuva
HOG XPNOLUOTIOLOUUE TO MOVTEAO TWV TUXalwV emdpAocewy, n eVIoAn

XPNOLUOTIOLEL TOUG AP OKATW TUTIOUC:

W)Y | _
Z— W(r)=— =, Y, =X, —X, [42]

0 = ,
(T)MLE ZkVVI(T) i B i +7

Avaloya pe Ta AmOoTEAECUATA UMTOPOUUE VA €EAYOULE CUUMEPACHATA
yla to av 1o Selypa pog elval opoloyeveg i oxL, adol cuudwva Pe TNV

unoBeon Hy+H =1 Ba oxVeL f To éva f To AAAo.

ITN OUVEXELQ UMTOPOULE va SOUUE TOL AMOTEAECHUATA TOU EAEYXOU
NG ETEPOYEVELAC, XPNOLUOTIOLWVTAC TG KATAAANAEG evTOAEC oto Statalo,
OTIOU apPLOTEPA EXOUUE TIGC PUAEC TaELVOUNUEVEG avaloya TN GUAN Twv

MANBUOUWY, OTO KEVTPO Ol EKTIUNTEG Kal Se€ld TO MOCOOTO CUUPBOANG

40



NG KABE PEAETNG. ATIO KATW UMOPOUHE va SOUUE TA AMOTEAECHUATA TWV

EKTLUNTWV TNC ETEPOYEVELAG TTOU AVOPEPALE TILO TIAVW.

race==
race==2
overall

race==
race==2
overall

EIKONA 8:

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

0.94

significance test(s) of ES=0

z= 1.43 P
z= 0.18 p
z= 1.37 P

statistic freedom P
11.40 [ 0.0r57
0. 00 0 B
12.34 rd 0. 090

overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups

0.332

AMOTEAEZMA META-ANAAYZIHZ ONOY BAEMNOYME KAI
ETEPOTENEIAL. APIXTEPA OAINONTAI Ol

I-squared®*

metan bd se_bd4 ,randomi by{ race) Tabel{namevar=author ,yearvar=year )
Study | ES [95%% Cconf. Interwvall] % weight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==1
andersena (2005) | 3. 000 0.373 5.0827 31.33
Casiglia (2008) | 1. 300 -11. 320 B8.720 10. 00
Erand E (2003} | 28.730 9.133 48.327 3.26
Brand E {2003} | -1.370 -15.984 13. 244 5.48
stefan (2003 | —1.010 —7 . 507 5.487 17.35
Ryd?n M (2002} | 10.970 —-24_.043 45. 983 1.09
Casiglia (2008) | 12.150 —0. 292 24_ 592 .16
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 3. 667 -1.351 8. 684 75.66
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race—
MatsunagaT (2004) | 0.410 —4.005 4_825 24._34
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.410 —4. 005 4,825 24.34
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 2.585 -1.119 6. 290 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Tau-squared

17.4411
0. 0000
9. 6039

#% IT-squared: the variation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)

TA AMNOTEAEZMATA THZ
MEAETEX ME TA Z:XTOIXEIA TOYZ, 2TO KENTPO TA

AIASTHMATA EMNIZTOZYNHZ KAl APIZTEPA TO NO20zTO ENIPOHX THX KAGE MEAETHZ 2TO TEAIKO
AMOTEAEIMA MAS.KATQ TA ANOTEAESMATA TQN TEST ETEPOTENEIAS Q, 1%, X°
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2.5 IPOBAHMATA BIBAIOTPA®PIAY

Na va BswpnBel pla peTa-OVAAUCN EMITUXNHUEVN, UTIAPXOUV
Sdladopa kpLtnpla, Eva amnod ta mo Baoka ival to Eekivnua tng, SnAadn
n owotn avalntnon tnc BBAoypadiag. Map’ 6Aa autd, eival yvwota
Sdladpopec aduvapieg oL onoieg mpémel va AndpBouv ur’ oYy pag, £tol

WOTE VA KNV yivel A\avBoopévn eppnveila TWV AMOTEAECUATWV.

H «ykplla BiPAloypadia», elval To yeyovog KOTA TO oOmolo
UTTAPXOUV WEAETEC oL omoleg dev €xouv dnupooteutel ota mapadoolakd
TEPLOSIKA TIOU ULOBETOUV TO OUOTNUA TwWV KPLITwyv, efaltiag pn

TIPOCOOKWHUEVWYV QTIOTEAECUATWY ] AKOUA KOL ApVNTIKWV.[43]

Eva aA\o ¢aLvOpeEVO TO omolo OmooXOAEL TOUC MEAETNTEC TIOU
€Xouv aoXoAnBel pe TNV peTa-avaluon slval Kal auto the EevoyAwaoong
BBAloypadiag, yeyovog To omolo gival oAU cuyxvo otnv Kiva. Av Kamola
HEAETN Bev €XEL VO TAPOUGCLACEL KATIOLO ONUAVTLKA OMOTEAECHATA, TOTE
ouvnBwg dev dnuooilevetal oe Kamowo SleBvég meplodiko, adou bev
pofd to eVvOladEPOV, HE QMOTEAECUA, VO CUCCWPEUOVTIOL TETOLEG
HEAETEG O TOTKA TEPLOSIKA. Edooov ta Tomika meplodika dev ivat
Katoxwpnueva oe Slebvelg, yvwotég Baoelg Sedopévwy va UTIAPXEL O
kKivbuvog va xaBesl €vog onUavtikog aplOuog dnUooleloEwv amo TNV

avalAtnon HoG.

‘EToL Aoutov, mopatnpEeital To CUCTNUATIKO opaApa dnuoacisuong,
N oAwG TO Yvwotd publication bias[44]. Autd onuaivel mwg

Slamiotwvetal pla emitaxuvon otn dnuocieuon HeAeTwV He OeTikA
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QTOTEAECHATA EVAVIL TWV HEAETWV ToU adopolv un Samiotwon

KATIOLOG CUOXETLONG TWV OTOLXELWV.

Na va efetdocoupe Aoutov Tnv Umapén TOU OUCTNUATIKOU
odalpatoc dnuooicvuong, xpnowomnotovpe €va funnel plot, To omoio
aVLXVEVEL TNV UTapén €vog TETOOU OPAAMATOC. ITNV oucia sival pa
ypadikn mapdotoon Omou oL HEAETEG amoteAouv onuela oto eninedo.
Eav dev umapyxel opaApa dnuocisuong, n ypadikn mapdotacn Ba xeL to

oXNUa EVOG XWVLOU, EVW TA ONUELD Ba KATAVEUOVTOL CUMUETPLKA.

O éAeyxog¢ Tou Begg kol tou Egger Ba xpnowiomolnBel yia va
eAéyEoupe av TEAKA UTIAPXEL 1) OXL CUCTNUATIKO odAApa dnupooisuonc.
To test Tou Egger eival mpotiudtepo otav umapyxouv 1o Atya dedopéva

armo auto tou Begg.
OL eVTOAEG TLG OTIOLEG ELOAYOLE OTO TIPOYPAUA NTAV OL EENG:

» metabias b3 se_b3,gr(b), xpnowomondnke ylwa Tov €Aeyxo TOU

oUOTNUATLKOU opAApatoc Snpoaoievong

» metareg b3 se_b3,wsvar(V33), xpnowuomnotiBnke yla tov £Aeyxo
¢ HeTa-maAvépounong tuxaiwv emibpdcswv (random effect

meta-regression).

To ypadnua to omnoio Oa napoupe ovopaletal funnel plot kot €xel
TIAPEL TO OVopA Tou amo to funnel mou onpaivel xwvi, agdou av dev
uTtapXeL opAApO SNUOCIELONC OL LEAETEC OL OTIOLEC AVATTAPLOTWVTAL
He teAeleg Snuwoupyolv €va xwvi. Ma va pnv umapxel opaipa
dnUooileuong MPEMEL va UTIAPXEL CUMUETPLKN KOTOVOUN QUTWV TWV

OnNUelwv.
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Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

T T T T T
s.e. of: b3

EIKONA 9: TO FUNNEL PLOT TOY EAETXOY BEGG

Egger's publication bias plot

standardized effect
°

o 20 4o 60 8o
precision

EIKONA 10: TO TPAOHMA TOY EAEMXOY EGGERS

Meta-analysis regression Mo of studies = 22
taurZ method reml
taurZ estimate = 0

successive values of taus2 differ by less than 104-4 :convergence achieved

coef. std. Err. z p=|z| [95% conf. Interwval]
se_h3 —. 0584033 L2577789 -0.23 0.821 —. 5636407 .446834
_cons . 0038274 .0128228 0.30 0.765 —. 0213049 . 0289596

EIKONA 11: TA ANNOTEAEZMATA THZ ENTOAHZ METAREG
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2.6 EAETXOX IXOPPOIIIAY Hardy-Weinberg

Edv 800 aAAnAopopda yovidia A, A pE OUXVOTNTEG P Kal
avtlotoiywg, endavifouv toug yovotumoug AA, AN kal AN pe cuxvotnta
p’, pg Kot g°, TOTe WoYVEL N Woopportia Hardy-Weinberg (HWE). Yrdpyouv
Sdladopol AdyoL yla TOug omoloug Mmopel va pnv LoYUEL auth) n

avaloyia, TOo0o yeveTIKol, 600 Kal Aoyol peBodoloyiag.

H un aveéaptntn Staxwplon Twv aAAnAopopdpwv yovidiwv kabwg
KOlL TO 1N Tuxaio {EuyAPWHO OVIIKOUV OTNV TIPWTN Katnyopila. AKOua, N
YEVETIK KAlon, dnAadn n cuoowpeuon petaAdfewv efattiag HIKpoU
nmAnBuopou kat n Stactavpwon Twv MANBucHwV glval KATTOLOL ATtd TOUG
YEVETIKOUG AOYOUG VylO KATIOLEC OTOKALOELG amd tnv embupnti

Loopportia.

Ooov adopd Twpa TIC ALTIEG YLa TIC omoleg 0 TTANBUOUOG pmopetl
va un Bploketal oe woopporia, eival To tuxaio euydpwpa, o otabepog
PUBUOC HETAANAOENG OTIOU VEEG METAAAAEELC OVTIKOOLOTOUV TIOALEG,
HLETAVAOTEUON, N €6VIKOTNTA, TO YOVIOLaKO OpAApa Kal ¢GuUOLKA N
ETAOYN MN OWwoToU Oelypatog eival KAMOLEG amd T OLTIEC ToU

odelletal n anokAlon ano tnv toopporia Hardy-Weinberg[45]

ITIC MEAETEG OMOU UMAPXOUV Kal aoBeveic kol HAPTUPES, N
Loopportia Hardy-Weinberg mpémnet va gleyxBel poévo otoug HAPTUPEC,
adoU umapxeL TEPUTTWON va LoXVUEL N €€etalOMeEVn OUCYXETION HETAEL
TOU YOVOTUTIOU HE TNV OOBEVELXL. TN OUVEXELQ, LEOW TOU €AEYXOUL X7,
e€etaloupe TV anokAlon amnod v oopporia HWE, pe tov eEPLOPLOUO

TOU peyGAou oplBpol SeSopévwv TG peAétne. Na tov éheyxo X
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XPNOLUOTIOLNOOE TNV €VIOAN genhwi oto mpoypappa StatalO os kaBe
gvav MANBUoUO tNC HEAETNG. NMapaKATw PBAEMOUUE £val XAPOKTNPLOTIKO
TAPASELYUO AUTNCG TNG EVIOANRG OTou 0 MANBuouoG elval og Loopportia

adou 1o p-value=0.5968>0.05

genhwi 38 61 30

Genotype | Observed Expected
____________ +_____________________________
AL | 38 36.37
Aa | 61 64.25
aa | 30 28.37
____________ +_____________________________
total | 129 129. 00
Allele | observed Frequency std. Err
____________ +______________________________________
A 137 0. 5310 0.0318
a | 121 0. 4690 0.0318
____________ +______________________________________
total | 258 1. 0000
Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = 0.0126

Hardy-wWeinberg Equilibrium Test:

Pearson chiz (1) 0.330 Pr= 0.5654
Tikelihood-ratio chiz (1) 0.331 Pr= 0.5654
Exact significance prob 0. 5968

EIKONA 12: TA ANNOTEAEZMATA THZ ENTOAHZ GENHWI A TON EAETXO IOPPOIIAY HARDY-
WEINBERG

2.7 AOPOIXTIKH META-ANAAYXH

Eva dAAo TpOBAnua to omolo pmopel va epdaviotel ival To
YEYOVOG OTL TO QNMOTEAECHA TNG LETA-AVAAUONG UIMOPEL Vo AAAGEEL pE TO
XpOvo. To «dpavopevo tou MNpwTtéa», 0w ovopaleTol amo Tov apxaio
Bed Mpwtéa o omoio¢ GA\ale ouvexwg Hopdeg, eudaviletal otnv
VEVETIKA[46]. Av pLa peAETn Selfel kAmola LoXUpP CUOXETION UETAEY TWV
otoxelwv, autd eival mMoAU mibavov va dnuootleutel apéows oe éva

YVWOTO TEPLOSLKO, KOL OTn OUVEXELD OL EMOUEVEC MEAETEC ME
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eruunpooBeta dedopéva va to dtapopdpwoouy, ite pe enPeBaiwon eite

ue dtapevon.

Ma auTov To AGYo AOUTOV XPNOLUOTIOLCAUE TNV ABPOLOTIKY HETA-
avaAuon, n omola pog deixvel mOoo €xel aAAAel TO AMOTEAECUA ATIO

TNV MPWTN UEAETN N omola SnpootelTnKe.[47]
Me tn xprion Tng EVTOANC:
» metacum b3 se_b3 ,eff(r)gr xlab(0.5,1,1.5) id(author) eform

ITn Oouvéxela, okoAouBel n ewova 13 omou daivovtal Ta

QTOTEAECMATA TNG EVIOANG metacum.

Hengstenberg C —
Casiglia —|
Casiglia —|
Hengstenberg C —
SartoriM —
Ryd?nM —
Mart?n —|
Huang X —| - 5
Wang — R S
MatsunagaT — —
Huang X — - 5
Wang — —_——
Yamamoto —| —_—
HayakawaT —| —e—
Wang — —O—
Suwazono — ——
Suwazono — —o—
DanovizME — —_—
Kopf — ———
5 1 15
b4

EIKONA 13: ATIOTEAEZMATA THZ AOPOIZTIKHZ META-ANAAYZHZ
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3 KE®AAAIO 3: AIIOTEAEEMATA
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Na ™ ouyypadrn OQUIAGC TNC TITUXIOKAG  €pyoaoiag,
xpnowpomotndnkav 35 peA€teg kat e€etaotnkayv 81.136 cUVOALKA ATOUAL.
MNa tov kaBéva eiyav kataypadel ta dedopéva yia tnv XoAnoTePOAN, TNV
tvoouAivn, t yAukoln, tnv hdl kat tnv Idl ava yovotumo. Itn ouvéxela,
yla vo. BpoUPE TN GUOXETLON TIOU €XOUV TO KABE £va amo To Tapamavw
otoxela pe Ttov moOAupopdlopo C815T tou yovidiou GNB3 Oa
SlevepynOel petd- avaiuon, ta dsdopéva tng omnolag mapouvaotalovrol

0Tn OUVEXELD aUToU Tou KedaAaiou.
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3.1 XOAHXTEPOAH

Ytov mivaka 3.1.1 pmopoUpe va SOUME TIC UEAETEC OL OTOLEC
XpnoLpomontnkav ylo tTnv eVPECN TNG CUOXETLONG TOU TTOAUHOPPLOLOU
HE Ta emimeda TG XoAnotePOANnG, Kabwg Kot Ta aplOuntikd dedopéva
ava yovoturmo yla Ta emimeda XoAnotepoAng Twv acBsvwv. Itn
ouvéxela, okolouBel o mivakag 3.1.2 otov omoio PBAEmoupe Ta
QTTOTEAECMATA TIOU ELXAUE yla TNV KAOE EVTOAN TIOU XPNOLUOTIOL|CAE

oto statalO.

lNa tn dtaopa yovorunwy (CT+TT)-CC:

MapatnPWVTAC TO CUVOALKA QTTOTEAECHOTO TNG METO- aAVAAUONG
BAEMOUHE WG (OWG VA UTTAPXEL KATIOLO OTATIOTIKWG onuavikn Stadopd
OTIG MEOCEC TWMEG Xir - Xccser TNG XOANOTEPOANG, adou to ddotnua
gUmLoToouVNnG eival oplako. Map’ OAa autd, PAEMOUUE PLOL CUCYXETLON
otou¢ Aolateg, ol omolol autol pe yovotumo TT r} CT mapouotalouv pla
avénon ¢ xoAnotepoAng kata 0.103. emiong PAEMOUUE WG UTIAPXEL
KATIOloL ETEPOYEVELA N OTolal OUWG Sev XPELAETAL VO MG OTTOLOXOAEL.
Oocov adopd toug SlaBntikolg 1 TOUG TAXUOOPKOUG VLA TOUG OTolouG
OpwG dev yvwpiloupe, PAEMOUUE WG UTIAPXEL ULla cuoxEtion, adou
TapATNPOUUE HlaL HEON TR XOANOTEPOANG auénuévn kata 0.310 kot
0.110 avtiotowa ota atopa pe yovoturmo TT r CT €vavil autwv Tou

gxouv yovoturo CC.

Oocov adopd tov €Aeyxo Begg kai Egger’s, pe p-value >0.05
BAEMOUHE WG SEV UTIAPXEL CUCTNUATIKO opaApa dnpocicvong, SnAadn

TO YVWOTO publication bias.
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Na tn dtapopa yovorunwyv TT-(CC+CT) Exouue:

MNna ™ dltadopd tTwv ATOMWY PE yovoturo TT €vavil aQUTWV WE
yovoturmo CC kat CT BAémoupe mwg Oev UTAPXEL KATOLO CUOTATIKN
Slapopd TWV HECWV TIUNCG, OUTE YEVIKA OUTE OTI( UTIOKOTNYOPLEC.
MpémeL va TopaTnpriO0UE TIWC 0 EAeyXOC 1> €8ELEE ONUAVTIKA HELWHEVL

TIOOOOTA ETEPOYEVELQC.

O €Aeyxog tou Begg Kal tou Egger’'s €6elée mwg dev umapyel
ouoTtNUOTIKO odalpa  dnuooievong. AUTO  UMOPOUME va  TO
napatnpioouvpe kot amd to funnel plot, O0mou OAeg oL HeAETEC
QVOTTOPLOTWVTOL HE TEAELEG KAL €lVOL CUMMETPLKA KOTOVEUNUEVEG OTO

XWVL.
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o > (7] E >
3 > 8 o 4 g %"’ 8 0 n n 3 2 c 3 2 c
Ishikawal[7] 2000 JAPAN Osaka 2 2 2 424 | 081 | 26 4,78 | 0,81 | 105
Ishikawa [7] 2000 JAPAN Osaka 2 2 2 |517 072 | 52 548 | 0,65 | 169
Hengsﬁnberg[g 2001 | GERMANY | Munster | 1 | 0 0 0 |608]|135]| 948 | 606|139 | 893 | 6 | 127|211 | 6,05 | 1,37 | 1104 | 6,07 | 1,37 1?4
He”QSte]”berg[s 2001 | GERMANY Munster 1| 0,16 1 0 |582|135| 277 | 582|139 | 263 | 569|127 | 66 | 579 | 1,36 | 329 | 582 | 1,37 | 540
Rydén[11] 2002 | SWEDEN Huddinge | 1 0 0 1 55 | 1 61 | 57 | 1,2 | 45 | 55 | 14 | 8 |567 [121| 53 [558 1,08 | 106
Dai[12] 2002 CHINA Shenyang | 2 2 0 2 | 454 104 | 04 457 | 092 | 271
Dai[12] 2002 CHINA Shenyang | 2 2 0 2 |am6| 12 | 60 497 | 115 | 173
Poch[13] 2002 SPAIN Barcelona | 1 2 1 0 55 | 08 | 16 540 | 1,30 | 19
Dzida[15] 2002 | POLAND Lublin 1 1 054 | 048 | 505|081 | 73 470 | 092 | 99
Wenzel[16] 2002 | GERMANY Essen 1 0 0 0o |472|075| 13 4411038 | 12
FeRmé”dez' 2003 SPAIN Tarragona | 1 1 0 0 |501]116] 11 485|077 | 18
eal[17]
Hanon[18] 2002 FRANCE Paris 1 0 1 2 55 | 1 | 113 | 56 | 1 | 150 | 56 | 1 | 43 | 560|099 | 193 | 556 | 1,00 | 263
Wascher[19] | 2003 | AUSTRIA Salzburg | 1 0 0 0 |606]|106]| 436 6,01 | 1,08 | 496
Saller{21] 2003 | GERMANY Essen 1 0 0 0 |39%|075| 15 [471| 07 | 15 471|068 | 15 | 434|070 | 30
Huang[23] 2003 CHINA Beijing 2 0 0 0 |463|068 | 126 | 482|086 | 303 | 486 | 0,94 | 151 | 483 | 0,89 | 454 | 476 | 0,81 | 429
Huang[23] 2003 CHINA Beijing 2 0 1 0 | 49 |087 | 134 | 49 |095| 200 | 49 | 092 | 161 | 490 | 0,94 | 451 | 490 | 0,92 | 424
Sartori[24] 2003 ITALY Padova 1 0 1 0 |512|115| 221 | 503|107 | 205 | 543 | 097 | 35 | 509 | 1,05 | 240 | 5,08 | 1,11 | 426
Baumgart[6] 1999 | GERMANY Essen 1101 | o037 | 2 |[586[131]| 19 536 | 1,00 | 16
Baumgart[6] 1999 | GERMANY Essen 1025 | 03 2 |e613[105| 17 563 | 1,25 | 19
Yamamoto[25] | 2004 Japan Shi%ﬁg"b“' 2 | 0545 | 0,328 | 0,258 | 5,11 | 0,85 | 232 | 517 | 0,86 | 359 | 522 | 0,83 | 215 | 519 | 0,85 | 574 | 5,14 | 0,85 | 591
Nirnberger[22] 2004 Germany Essr—::n 1 0 0 0 4,61 | 0,11 43 4,66 | 0,10 56
Wang[40] 2004 China Urunki 2 0 1 o |510|200| 76 |480|170| 120 | 470|140 | 59 | 477 | 160 | 188 | 491 | 1,81 | 205
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Wang[27] 2004 China Urunki 2 0 0 o |450 130 | 67 |470|150 | 119 | 480|160 | 58 | 473|152 | 177 | 463 | 142 | 186
Matsunaga[29] | 2004 Japan Kyoto 2 0 0 0 |[350 091 | 20 [361 140 47 | 354|160 | 18 | 359 | 1,44 | 65 |357 [ 1,22 76
Mitchell[30] 2005 Austria Essen 1 0 0 0 |414 o057 | 15 424 [ 080 | 16
Martin[31] 2005 Spain Sevilla 1 0 1 2 |482|o067| 25 | 505099 | 42 | 469|091 | 9 |49 |09 | 51 |49 |087]| 67
Andersen[32] | 2005 | Denmark Glostrup | 1 0 0 0 |540 1,00 | 2156 | 540 | 1,00 | 1794 | 540 | 1,00 | 437 | 540 | 1,00 | 2231 | 5,40 | 1,00 385
Pitsavos[33] 2006 Greece Athens 1 2 |o0362| 2 |500]106]| 191 | 500|093 | 146 | 528 | 119 | 38 | 506 | 0,99 | 184 | 500 | 1,00 | 337
Suwazono[34] | 2006 Japan Chiba 2 2 2 2 | 495|083 | 352 | 495|087 | 744 | 503|084 | 340 | 498 | 0,86 | 1084 | 4,95 | 0,86 129
Suwazono[34] | 2006 Japan Chiba 2 2 2 2 491|093 202 | 501|084 | 635 | 498 | 085 | 235 | 500 | 0,84 | 870 | 4,98 | 0,87 | 927
Danoviz[35] 2005 Brazil Vitoria 4 | 0786|0339 | 0253 | 561|137 | 487 | 558 | 1,21 | 752 | 542 | 1,13 | 329 | 553 | 1,18 | 1081 | 5,59 | 1,27 153
Dﬁ;i?g'?] 2007 Ireland Dublin 1 2 1 2 |510|087| 68 |520|101| 87 |500|093]| 27 | 515|850 | 114 | 516 | 845 | 155
Casiglia[38] 2008 ltaly Padova 1 | 0,06 0 01 |501|094| 81 [514 103 | 48 [524 [ 101 | 24 [518 [ 101 | 72 | 506 | 097 | 129
Casiglia[38] 2008 ltaly Padova 1| 022 0 024 | 602|113 270 [ 612|113 | 235 | 610 | 1,25 | 70 | 6,11 | 1,16 | 305 | 6,06 | 1,13 | 505
Kopf[39] 2006 | Germany | Magdeburg | 4 0 1 2 |483|088| 73 [ 479|099 | 83 |465|077 | 24 | 476|094 | 107 | 481|093 156
Hayakawa[36] | 2006 Japan Kanawaza | 2 0 0 03 [535]083| 104 | 540 | 085 | 180 | 539 | 085 | 84 | 540 [ 085 | 264 | 538 | 0,84 | 284
Wang[27] 2008 China Sichuan 2 2 2 0 |544 106 | 78 | 546|097 | 129 | 537 | 1,31 | 63 | 543 [ 1,00 | 192 | 545 | 1,00 | 207
Wang[27] 2008 China Sichuan 2 2 2 1 | 546|096 | 38 |530|08 | 61 |528]|091| 30 |529|083| 91 |536]|086 | 99
MINAKAZL 3.1 1: MINAKAZ AEAOMENQN XOAHSETEPOAHE
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Number

Mean P-value of Q- Inconsistency
of . 95%ClI . 2)
Studies Difference heterogenity | Cohran Index (I
Overall 33 0.041 -0.006 0.089 0.013 52.53 39.1
Whites 18 0.007 -0.061 0.074 0.066 26.48 35.8
Asians 13 0.103 0.029 0.177 0.088 19.01 36.9
Blacks 2 -0.072 -0.197 0.089 0.948 0 0
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients <30% 19 0.041 -0.012 0.094 0.142 24.41 26.2
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients >30% 4 -0.087 -0.272 0.099 0.029 9.01 66.7
Percentage of Diabetic 10 0.103 -0.009 0.215 0.084 15.26 41
Patients not reported
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 15 0.061 -0.003 0.125 0.110 20.68 323
CT+TT <30%
vs CC Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 13 -0.014 -0.080 0.052 0.341 13.39 10.4
>30%
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 5 0.133 -0.066 0.332 0.007 14.26 72
not reported
Percentage of Obese
Patients <30% 18 0.031 -0.020 0.082 0.124 23.82 28.6
Percentage of Obese
Patients >30% 4 -0.086 -0.3150.144 0.054 7.63 60.7
Percentage of Obese 11 0.110 0.007 0.214 0.085 16.53 39.5
Patients not reported
Studies in HWE 2 0.051 -0.060 0.162 0.393 0.73 0
Disequilibrium
Studies in HWE 31 0.042 -0.010 0.094 0.008 51.77 42.1
Equilibrium
Overall 19 0.006 -0.046 0.058 0.321 20.22 11
Whites 7 0.011 -0.126 0.147 0.343 6.77 11.4
Asians 10 0.043 -0.011 0.098 0.912 4 0
Blacks 2 -0.177 -0.307 -0.047 0.915 0.01 0
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients <30% 14 0.012 -0.062 0.086 0.668 10.31 0
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients >30% 2 -0.054 -0.299 0.191 0.011 6.53 84.7
Percentage of Diabetic 3 0.041 | -0.0360.118 0.496 140 0
Patients not reported
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 8 0.032 -0.063 0.126 0.908 2.74 0
<30%
TT vs Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 8 -0.041 -0.162 0.081 0.055 13.79 49.2
CC+CT
>30%
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 3 0.041 -0.036 0.118 0.496 1.40 0
not reported
Percentage of Obese
Patients <30% 12 0.004 -0.080 0.088 0.134 16.18 32
Percentage of Obese
Patients >30% 3 -0.014 -0.191 0.163 0.908 0.19 0
Percentage of Obese 4 0.027 -0.057 0.112 0.350 3.28 8.6
Patients not reported
Studies in HWE 4 0.027 | -0.0570.112 0.581 1.96 0
Disequilibrium
Studies n HWE 15 0.005 -0.075 0.066 0.207 18 222
Equilibrium

MINAKAZ 3.1 2: TA ANNOTEAEZMATA THZ META-ANAAYZHZ INA THN XOAHZTEPOAH
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3.2 INYOYAINH

Ytov mivaka 3.2.1 pmopoUHE va SOUME TIC UEAETEC OL OTOLEC
XpnoLpomontnkav ylo tTnv eVPECN TNG CUOXETLONG TOU TTOAUHOPPLOLOU
ue ta emnineda tng wooulivng, kabwg Kal ta aplOuntika dedouéva ava
YOVOTUTIO Yyl Ta emimeda WWOoUAlvnGg Twv aoBevwv. ITn OUVEXELQ,
akoAouBel o mivakag 3.2.2 otov omolo PAEMOUUE TA ATTOTEAECHLOTO TIOU

elyape yla tnv kKaBe evioAn mou xpnolpomnotoape oto statalo.

lNa tn dtaopa yovorunwy (CT+TT)-CC:

Ma t dadopd twv atopwv e yovoturmo CT kot TT £vavtl Twv
aTOpwWV He yovoturmo CC PBAEMOUME TWG O&v UTTAPXEL OCNHOVTLKN
oTaTLoTIKN Stadopd ot SLaPOPEG TWV HECWV TLUWV, OUTE OTOV YEVIKO
mMAnBuopd oUte otoug umomAnBuopols. Me  AMa Aoy, o
rmtoAupopdLopodg C825T tou yovidiou GNB3 daivetal mwg dev emnpealel
Ta enineda tn¢ wvoouAlvng. Emiong, to delypa elval opoloyeveg, adou

oo to €leyyo I n eTepoyévela eivat oAU pikpn.

Me tov €Aeyxo Tou Begg kal tou Egger’s Bprkape mw¢ dev UTtApXEL
ouoTNUATIKO opdApa dnuooicsuong adol ta p-value sival peyoAltepa

orto 0.05.

lNa tn dtaopa yovorunwyv TT-(CC+CT):

Ooov adopa tn dtadopd TwV HECWV TLHWV TwV yovoTUTwV TT Kot
CC kat CT, oUte £6w mopaATNPELTOL KATOLM OTATIOTIKWE ONUOAVTLKA
Slapopa. Napatnpeital CNUOVTIKY) OUOLOYEVELX OTO Selypa, EKTOC amo

TNV Katnyopia Twv atOUwYV Tou TTaoxouv ano cakxapwdn dtafntn.
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Rydén[11] 2002 SWEDEN Huddinge 0 0 1 125 62,5 61 131,9 27,78 45 138,9 48,6 8 132,96 30,86 53 127,93 50,31 106
Poch[13] 2002 SPAIN Barcelona 2 1 0 77 44 16 121 69,7 19
Saller[21] 2003 GERMANY Essen 0 0 0 64,6 23,7 15 65,3 23,7 15
Nirnberger[26] 2003 GERMANY Essen 0 0 0 72,2 61,4 10 50 28,8 12
Brand[20] 2003 GERMANY Ulm 2 0,24 0,12 81,9 56,2 266 74,3 50 257 106,9 69,45 51 79,70 53,49 308 78,17 53,14 523
Brand[20] 2003 GERMANY Ulm 2 0,23 0,14 82,6 55,56 276 84 61,1 250 81,9 53,4 58 83,60 59,55 308 83,27 58,15 526
Stefan[28] 2003 Germany Tu"bingen, 0 2 0 49,00 37,30 348 51,00 37,52 352 49,00 25,80 74 50,65 35,69 426 50,01 37,36 700
Matsunaga[29] 2004 Japan Kyoto 0 0 0 47,70 7,00 29 48,00 10,28 47 48,30 8,48 18 48,08 9,67 65 47,89 9,06 76
Mitchell[30] 2005 Austria Essen 0 0 0 25,00 11,11 15 24,31 24,31 16
Andersen([32] 2005 Denmark Glostrup 0 0 0 37,00 23,00 2156 37,00 22,00 1794 40,00 27,00 437 37,59 23,05 2231 37,00 22,55 3950
Casiglia[38] 2008 Italy Padova 0,06 0 0,1 43,75 25,70 81 40,98 24,31 48 54,87 29,17 24 45,61 25,64 72 42,72 25,00 129
Casiglia[38] 2008 Italy Padova 0,22 0 0,24 65,98 62,51 270 58,34 45,84 235 61,12 37,50 70 58,98 43,93 305 62,42 55,27 505

MNAKAZ 3.2.1: TTINAKAZ AEAOMENQN INXOYAINHZ
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CT+TT
vs CC

Number
of
Studies

Mean
Difference

95%CI

P-value of
heterogenity

Q-

Cohran

Inconsistency
Index (I?

Overall

5

2.482

-7.159 12.124

0.126

7.19

44.4

Whites

2.482

-7.159 12.124

0.126

7.19

44.4

Asians

S|

Blacks

<

Percentage of Diabetic
Patients <30%

~

-1.084

-28.169
26.001

0.189

Percentage of Diabetic
Patients >30%

Percentage of Diabetic
Patients not reported

3.489

-9.056 16.035

0.068

Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients
<30%

-0.124

-6.151 5.904

0.542

Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients
>30%

44

5.960 82.040

Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients
not reported

Percentage of Obese
Patients <30%

1.569

-10.414
13.552

0.089

6.52

54

Percentage of Obese
Patients >30%

7.960

-9.789 25.709

Percentage of Obese
Patients not reported

Studies in HWE
Disequilibrium

Studies in HWE
Equilibrium

2.487

-7.159 12.124

0.126

7.19

44.4

TT vs
CC+CT

Overall

2.585

-1.119 6.290

0.090

12.34

43.3

Whites

3.667

-1.351 8.684

0.077

114

47.4

Asians

0.410

-4.005 4.825

Blacks

Percentage of Diabetic
Patients <30%

2.104

-0.016 4.224

0.405

5.09

1.7

Percentage of Diabetic
Patients >30%

Percentage of Diabetic
Patients not reported

12.943

-16.519
42.405

0.016

5.82

Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients
<30%

3.491

-0.857 7.839

0.082

0.082

46.4

Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients
>30%

Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients
not reported

-1.010

-7.507 5.487

Percentage of Obese
Patients <30%

1.731

-2.061 5.523

0.086

9.64

48.2

Percentage of Obese
Patients >30%

10.971

-24.053
45.983

Percentage of Obese
Patients not reported

12.151

-0.292 24.592

Studies in HWE
Disequilibrium

5.471

-2.491 13.433

0.158

49.7

Studies in HWE
Equilibrium

1.626

-3.803 7.055

0.122

MINAKAZ 3.2 1: TA ANNOTEAEZMATA THZ META-ANAAYZHZ A THN IN2OYAINH
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3.3 T'AYKOZH

Ytov mivaka 3.3.1 pmopoUHE va SOUME TIC UEAETEC OL OTOLEC
XpnoLpomontnkav ylo tTnv eVPECN TNG CUOXETLONG TOU TTOAUHOPPLOLOU
ue ta enimeda Tn¢ YAUKOING, KaBwc kat Ta aplbuntikd dedopéva ava
yovoturmo vyl ta emimeda YAUKOING Twv ooBevwv. ITn OUVEXELQ,
akoAouBel o mivakag 3.3.2 otov omolo PAEMOUUE TA ATOTEAECHLOTO TIOU

elyape yla tnv kKaBe evioAn mou xpnolpomnotoape oto statalo.

lNa tn dtaopa yovorunwy (CT+TT)-CC:
MapatnPWVTAC TO AMOTEAECHUA TNE LETO-0VAAUONG BAEMOULE TTWG

OEV UTIAPXEL OCNUOVTIKOG OTATLOTIKN Sdtadopd otn Sdadopd TwV HECWY

TLHWV TwV yovotunwv CT kat TT évavtt CC.

Me p-value > 0.05, otouc eAéyyxou¢ twv Begg Kai Egger’s
napatnPoUUE TwG SeV UTIAPXEL CUOTNUATIKO odAApo dnupocisuong,

dnAadn, publication bias.

lNa tn dtaopa yovorunwyv TT-(CC+CT):

ATO TO ATTOTEAECUOTA TNG LETA-AVAAUONC, TIAPATNPOUE IWE eV
UTIAPXEL OTOTLOTIKOG onuavtiky O&ladopd TwV HEOCWV TIHWV TG
Stadopag Twv yovotunwy TT évavtl twv yovotunwv CC kat CT. AnAadn,
0 MoAupopPLopOg C825T tou yovidiou T pdAdov dev €xeL KATOL OXEDN

ue ta enineda tng yAukolng.

Onwg prmopoUupe va dlakpivoupe toco amnod ta funnel plot 6co kal
and ta p-value twv teot tou Begg kol Tou Egger’s, dev umapxel

ouoTNUATLKO opaApa dnpooisuongc.
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Rydén[11] 2002 SWEDEN Huddinge | 1 0 0 54 | 120 | 61 57 | 12 | 45 | 52 | 07 | 8 |562| 112 | 53 | 553 | 1,19 | 106
Dai[12] 2002 CHINA Shenyang | 2 2 0 2 | 483|136 | o4 467 | 1,31 | 271
Dai[12] 2002 CHINA Shenyang | 2 2 0 2 | 485|141 | 60 458 | 060 | 173
Poch[13] 2002 SPAIN Barcelona | 1 2 1 0 52 | 040 | 16 6,30 | 2,60 | 19
Fernandez-Real[17] 2003 SPAIN Tarragona 1 1 0 0 8,45 2,67 11 9,62 2,00 18
Saller[21] 2003 GERMANY Essen 1 0 0 0 | 494|067 | 15 |477 | 061 | 15 477 | 059 | 15 | 486 | 062 | 30
Nirnberger[26] 2003 GERMANY Essen 1 0 0 0 |481 o040 | 10 481 | 028 | 12
Huang[23] 2003 CHINA Beijing 2 0 0 0 54 | 060 | 126 | 54 | 07 | 303 | 53 | 06 | 151 | 537 | 0,67 | 454 | 540 | 067 | 429
Huang[23] 2003 CHINA Beijing 2 0 1 0 56 | 060 | 134 | 56 | 07 | 200 | 56 | 07 | 161 | 560 | 0,70 | 451 | 560 | 0,67 | 424
Sartori[24] 2003 ITALY Padova 1 0 1 0 509 | 065 | 221 | 527 | 071 | 205 | 538 | 0,75 | 35 | 529 | 0,71 | 240 | 518 | 0,68 | 426
Yamamoto[25] 2004 Japan Shi_%ig"’b“ 2| 054 | 032 | 025 | 562|083 | 232 | 568|098 | 359 | 576 | 1,05 | 215 | 571 | 1,00 | 574 | 566 | 092 | 591
Wang[27] 2004 China Urunki 2 0 1 0 |440 | 080 | 76 | 440 | 080 | 129 | 450 | 090 | 59 | 4,43 | 0,83 | 188 | 4,40 | 0,80 | 205
Wang[27] 2004 China Urunki 2 0 0 0 |440 | 080 | 67 | 440 | 080 | 119 | 430 | 070 | 58 | 4,37 | 0,76 | 177 | 4,40 | 080 | 186
Stefan[28] 2003 Germany Tu'bingen, | 1 0 2 0 | 493|055 | 348 | 494 | 056 | 352 | 493 | 051 | 74 | 4,94 | 055 | 426 | 4,94 | 0,55 | 700
Matsunaga[29] 2004 Japan Kyoto 2 0 0 0 520 | 1,61 | 29 | 520 | 1,37 | 47 | 510 | 127 | 18 | 517 | 1,32 | 65 | 520 | 145 | 76
Mitchell[30] 2005 Austria Essen 1 0 0 0 |472|033| 15 488 | 028 | 16
Martin[31] 2005 Spain Sevilla 1 0 1 2 500 | 061 | 25 | 505|056 | 42 | 472|056 | 9 | 499 | 054 | 51 | 503|057 | 67
Andersen[32] 2005 Denmark Glostrup | 1 0 0 0 530 | 040 | 2156 | 530 | 0,40 | 1794 | 530 | 0,40 | 437 | 530 | 0,40 | 2231 | 530 | 0,40 | 3950
Hayakawa[36] 2006 Japan Kanawaza | 2 1 0,365 | 03 | 894|322 | 124 | 877 | 322 | 197 | 849 | 3,00 | 106 | 867 | 313 | 303 | 884 | 321 | 321
Hayakawa[36] 2006 Japan Kanawaza | 2 0 0 03 | 561 |105| 104 | 550 | 083 | 180 | 544 | 061 | 84 | 548 | 0,76 | 264 | 554 | 091 | 284
Jerrard-Dunne[37] | 2007 Ireland Dublin 1 2 1 2 580 | 240 | 68 | 540 | 1,40 | 87 | 530 | 080 | 27 | 538 | 1,27 | 114 | 558 | 1,89 | 155
Casiglia[38] 2008 Italy Padova 1| 006 0 01 | 503|135 | 81 |511 |069 | 48 | 514 | 087 | 24 | 512 | 074 | 72 | 506 | 1,14 | 129
Casiglia[38] 2008 Italy Padova 1| 022 0 024 | 590 | 1,44 | 270 | 578 | 1,18 | 235 | 569 | 094 | 70 | 576 | 1,13 | 305 | 585 | 1,33 | 505
Kopf[39] 2006 Germany Maggeb“r 4 0 1 2 502 | 287 | 73 | 540 | 142 | 83 | 526 | 063 | 24 | 537 | 1,27 | 107 | 564 | 220 | 156

MINAKAZ 3.3 1: MINAKA> AEAOMENQN THZ TAYKOZHZ
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Number

Mean P-value of Q- Inconsistency
of . 95%CI . 2
Studies Difference heterogenity | Cohran Index (I
Overall 22 0.003 -0.046 0.052 0.087 30.23 30.5
Whites 12 0.042 -0.033 0.118 0.024 22.99 50.2
Asians 9 -0.040 -0.107 0.027 0.856 4.01 0
Blacks 1 -0.550 -1.249 0.149 0
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients <30% 16 0.012 -0.031 0.056 0.181 19.78 24.2
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients >30% 2 0.188 -1.126 1.503 0.147 2.10 52.4
Percentage of Diabetic 4 0162 | -0.4920.167 0.151 5.30 434
Patients not reported
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 14 -0.003 -0.026 0.019 0.520 12.09 0
CT+TT <30%
vs CC Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 7 0.017 -0.1550.189 0.020 14.98 59.9
>30%
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 1 0 -0.078 0.078 0
not reported
Percentage of Obese
Patients <30% 15 0.021 -0.026 0.068 0.137 19.80 29.3
Percentage of Obese
Patients >30% 3 -0.059 -0.289 0.171 0.301 2.40 16.8
Fercentage of Obese 4 0264 | 0.447-0051 | 0728 131 0
Patients not reported
Studies In HWE 3 0.000 | -0.0240.024 0.639 0.90 0
Disequilibrium
Studies in HWE 19 -0.003 | -0.0710.066 0.046 29.9 38.3
Equilibrium
Overall 16 -0.026 -0.076 0.023 0.215 18.97 20.9
Whites 8 -0.020 -0.097 0.057 0.237 9.22 24.1
Asians 7 -0.030 -0.096 0.035 0.382 6.38 6
Blacks 1 -0.380 -0.807 0.047 0
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients <30% 14 -0.031 -0.079 0.017 0.275 15.54 16.3
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients >30% 1 0.100 -0.058 0.258 0
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients not reported ! -0.270 -0.694 0154 0
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 8 -0.021 -0.056 0.015 0.448 6.81 0
<30%
TT vs Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 7 -0.006 -0.134 0.122 0.079 11.32 47
CC+CT
>30%
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 1 0 -0.123 0.123 0
not reported
Percentage of Obese
Patients <30% 11 -0.003 -0.036 0.029 0.456 9.83 0
Percentage of Obese
Patients >30% 2 -0.120 -0.280 0.041 0.442 0.59 0
Percentage of Obese 3 0319 | -0.057-0.082 0.936 0.13 0
Patients not reported
Studies In HWE 3 0.007 | -0.0320.045 0.453 159 0
Disequilibrium
Studies in HWE 13 -0.058 | -0.1220.006 0.290 14.17 153
Equilibrium

MINAKAZ 3.3 2: TA ANTIOTEAEZMATA THZ META-ANAAYZHZ TA TH TAYKOZH
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3.4 TPII'AYKEPIAIA

Jtov mivaka 3.4.1 pmopoUHE va SOUME TIC UEAETEC OL OTOLEC
XpnoLpomotndnkav ylo tTnv eVPECN TNG CUOXETLONG TOU TTOAUHOPPLOOU
ue ta emimeda tng HDL, kaBwg kat ta aplOuntika dedopéva ava
yovoturo yla ta enineda HDL twv acBsvwv. Itn cuvéxela, akoAouBel o
niivakag 3.4.2 otov onoio BAEmoupe ta amoteAEéopATA TTOU Elxape yla

TNV KABe eVTOAN TTOU XpnoLomnoloape oto statalo.

lNa tn dtaopa yovorunwyv TT-(CC+CT):

Mapatnpwvtag To OUVOALKA armoteAéopata, Oe&v  UTIAPXEL
OTATLOTIKOG ONUAVTIKN Sladopd TwWV HECWV TIUWV TWV TPLYAUKEPLSLWwY
TWV ATOpwWV Tou ival opdluya oto aAAnAOpopdo T KoL OTOL ATOUA TIOU
€Xouv TOUAAxwotov €va oAAnAopopdo C. Me AMa Aoyia, Oev
eNMNPEALETAL 0 APLOUOC TwV TPLYAUKEPLSLWV amd Tov MOAUHOPPLOUO TToU

HUEAETAUE.

JuotnUatikd opaApa dnuocicuong dev unmapxel adol amod Tov
é\eyxo twv Begg kal Egger’s mopatnpolue mw¢ Tto p-value eivatl
pueyaAutepo amod to 0.05 kat and to funnel plot tou Begg oL peAéteg

glval opolopopda KATAVEUNUEVEC LETA OTO XWVL.

lNa tn dtaopa yovorunwy (CT+TT)-CC:

Oocov adopad ™ Sladopd TWV HECWV TIUWV TwWV TPLYAUKEPLSiwy,
napatnPoUUe wC SV UTIAPXEL OTOTLOTIKOG ONUOVTIKN Sladopd Twv
yovotunwyv CT kat TT €vavtl Twv atopwv pe yovotumo CC. to deiypa
elval APKETA OLOLOYEVEG EKTOC OO TNV Katnyopia twv Stafntikwv omou

TO TOCOOTO £lval APKETA AVENUEVO.
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Mapatnpwvrtag to TeoT Begg kal tou Egger’s, lakpivoupe mwg ta
p-value gival peyalvtepa amnod 0.05 emopévwe SV UTTAPXEL CUOTNHOTLKO

oddaApa dSnuocisuonc.
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Ishikawa[7] 2000 JAPAN Osaka 2 2 2 2 1.25 | 0.96 26 1.35 | 0.92 105
Ishikawa[7] 2000 JAPAN Osaka 2 2 2 2 1.4 0.72 52 1.45 | 0.65 169
Rydén[11] 2002 SWEDEN Huddinge 1 0 0 1 1.7 0.9 61 1.8 0.8 45 1.9 0.7 8 1.81 | 0.77 53 1.74 | 0.85 106
Dai[12] 2002 CHINA Shenyang 2 2 0 2 124 | 1.03 94 1.03 | 0.57 271
Dai[12] 2002 CHINA Shenyang 2 2 0 2 125 | 0.92 60 1.35 | 0.96 173
Poch[13] 2002 SPAIN Barcelona 1 2 1 0 1.5 0.8 16 1.5 0.43 19
Fernandez-Real[17] 2003 SPAIN Tarragona 1 1 0 0 213 1.48 11 1.51 0.66 18
Hanon[18] 2002 FRANCE Paris 1 0 1 2 1.48 | 1.06 436 1.46 | 1.01 496
Saller[21] 2003 GERMANY Essen 1 0 0 0 1.11 | 043 15 0.87 | 0.21 15 0.87 | 0.20 15 0.99 | 0.32 30
Huang[23] 2003 CHINA Beijing 2 0 0 0 1.45 | 0.62 126 1.47 | 0.71 303 1.54 | 0.89 | 151 149 | 0.77 454 146 | 0.68 429
Huang[23] 2003 CHINA Beijing 2 0 1 0 1.85 | 0.96 134 1.7 0.89 290 1.75 0.8 161 1.71 | 0.85 451 1.75 | 0.91 424
Shigenobu
Yamamoto[25] 2004 Japan cho 2 0.545 | 0.328 | 0.258 | 1.34 | 0.99 232 142 | 1.09 359 148 | 118 | 215 | 145 | 1.13 574 1.39 | 1.05 591
Wang[27] 2004 China Urunki 2 0 1 0 1.2 0.8 76 1.1 0.6 129 1,00 0.5 59 1.06 | 0.56 188 114 | 0.67 205
Wang[27] 2004 China Urunki 2 0 0 0 1.2 0.8 67 1,00 0.5 119 1.1 1.1 58 1.03 | 0.74 177 1.07 | 0.62 186
Matsunaga[29] 2004 Japan Kyoto 2 0 0 0 (())852 0.28 29 0.71 | 044 47 0.66 | 0.30 18 0.69 | 0.40 65 0.66 | 0.38 76
. . 0.75
Mitchell[30] 2005 Austria Essen 1 0 0 0
71 0,33 15 4,88 | 0,28 16
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Martin[31] 2005 Spain Sevilla 0 1 2
5,00 | 0,61 25 5,05 | 0,56 42 4,72 | 0,56 9 4,99 | 0,54 51 5,03 | 0,57 67

Andersen[32] 2005 Denmark Glostrup 0 0 0
530 | 0,40 | 2156 | 5,30 | 0,40 | 1794 | 530 | 0,40 | 437 | 530 | 0,40 | 2231 | 5,30 | 0,40 | 3950

Pitsavos[33] 2006 Greece Athens 2 0.362 2
8,94 | 3,22 124 8,77 | 3,22 197 849 | 3,00 | 106 | 8,67 | 3,13 303 8,84 | 3,21 321

Danoviz[35] 2005 Brazil Vitoria 0.786 | 0.339 | 0.253
5,61 1,05 104 5,50 | 0,83 180 544 | 0,61 84 548 | 0,76 264 554 | 0,91 284

Jerrard-Dunne[37] 2007 Ireland Dublin 2 1 2
580 | 2,40 68 540 | 1,40 87 5,30 | 0,80 27 538 | 1,27 114 558 | 1,89 155

Casiglia[38] 2008 Italy Padova 0.06 0 0.1
503 | 1,35 81 511 | 0,69 48 514 | 0,87 24 512 | 0,74 72 506 | 1,14 129

Casiglia[38] 2009 Italy Padova 0.22 0 0.24
590 | 1,44 270 578 | 1,18 235 569 | 0,94 70 576 | 1,13 305 585 | 1,33 505

Kopf[39] 2006 Germany Magdebur 0 1 2
9 592 | 2,87 73 540 | 1,42 83 526 | 0,63 24 537 | 1,27 107 564 | 2,20 156

MINAKAZ 3.4 1: MINAKAZ AEAOMENQN TQN TPITAYKEPIAIQN
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Number

Mean P-value of Q- Inconsistency
of . 95%CI . 2
Studies Difference heterogenity | Cohran Index (I
Overall 27 -0.04 -0.042 0.034 0.262 30.13 13.7
Whites 12 0.005 -0.037 0.047 0.422 11.26 2.3
Asians 13 -0.018 -0.088 0.052 0.108 18.26 34.3
Blacks 2 -0.051 -0.205 0.104 0.782 0.08 0
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients <30% 15 -0.011 -0.057 0.034 0.219 17.74 21.1
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients >30% 3 0.001 -0.190 0.192 0.139 3.95 49.3
Percentage of Diabetic 9 0.017 -0.067 0.102 0.435 7.99 0
Patients not reported
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 13 -0.012 -0.068 0.044 0.128 17.62 31.9
CT+TT <30%
vs CC Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 10 0.003 -0.060 0.066 0.372 9.74 7.6
>30%
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 4 0.020 -0.143 0.183 0.450 2.64 0
not reported
Percentage of Obese
Patients <30% 15 -0.014 -0.065 0.038 0.146 19.53 28.3
Percentage of Obese
Patients >30% 3 -0.038 -0.208 0.132 0.281 2.54 21.3
Percentage of Obese 9 0.025 -0.045 0.094 0.520 715 0
Patients not reported
Studies ih HWE 3 0008 | 00420057 | 0383 1.92 0
Disequilibrium
Studies in HWE 24 0011 | 00590036 | 0218 27.95 17.7
Equilibrium
Overall 16 0.020 -0.024 0.064 0.683 11.95 0
Whites 6 0.033 -0.030 0.095 0.849 2 0
Asians 8 0.045 -0.024 0.114 0.877 3.08 34
Blacks 2 -0.139 -0.285 0.008 0.309 1.04 0
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients <30% 11 0.026 -0.024 0.075 0.966 2.03 0
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients >30% 2 -0.045 -0.299 0.210 0.029 4.78 79.1
Percentage of Diabetic 3 0.131 -0.034 0.295 0.510 1.35 0
Patients not reported
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 8 0.027 -0.027 0.080 0.983 1.48 0
<30%
TT vs Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 6 0.007 -0.097 0.112 0.169 7.78 35.8
CC+CT
>30%
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 2 0.329 -0.121 0.779 0.486 0.49 0
not reported
Percentage of Obese
Patients <30% 10 0.011 -0.042 0.064 0.352 9.98 9.8
Percentage of Obese
Patients >30% 3 0.048 -0.099 0.196 0.829 0.38 0
Percentage of Obese 3 0.099 -0.053 0.251 0.892 0.23 0
Patients not reported
Studies in HWE 3 0.020 -0.049 0.090 0.613 0.98 0
Disequilibrium
Studies in HWE 13 0020 | 00370077 | 0531 10.97 0
Equilibrium

MINAKAZ 3.4 2: TA ANNOTEAEZMATA THZ META-ANAAYZHZ INA TA TPITAYKEPIAIA
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3.5 HDL

Itov mivaka 3.5.1 pmopoUpe va SOUMPE TIC UEAETEG OL OTOLEC
XpnoLlomolntnkav yla tTnv eVPECN TNG CUOXETLONG TOU TTOAULOPILOOU
pue ta enimeda tng HDL, kabBwcg kat ta aplOuntika dedopéva ava
yovoturo yla ta enineda HDL twv acBsvwv. Itn cuvéxela, akoAouBel o
niivakag 3.5.2 otov onolo BAEMOUPE TA AMOTEAECHATA TTOU £(XaUE yLa

TNV KABe eVTOAN ou Xpnotuomnolioape oto statalo.

lNa tn dtaopa yovorunwyv TT-(CC+CT):

And T OUVOAIKA  amoteAéopatra TNG  META-AVAAUONG,
mapatnPoOUUE WG OEV UTAPXEL OTATIOTIKWG onUOvVTIK) Sdladopd otn
Sladopd Twv péowv TwvV ™G HDL twv yovotumwv TT €vavil Twv
yovotunwv CC kat CT. Nap ‘OAa autd, BAEMoupe TwG oL ACLATEG £XOUV
avénuévn HDL kata 0.103, evw ot Stafntikol Kot oL maxUoapKoL Ttou Sev
avadépovtat €xouv auvénuévn HDL kata 0.310 kot 0.110 avtiotowa, ov
Kol oL TeAevutaia opdada eixe aufnuéva TOCOOTA ETEPOYEVELAC.
Au€nuévn etepoyEveLa TTaPATNPELTAL AKOUO Kal oToug SLafnTikoug Kal

OTOUG MaXUOOPKOUG, LE OIMOTEAEGATA OTO TECT 1> 66.7% kat 60.7%.

O €Aeyxog tou Begg kaL tou Egger’'s £6elfe MwG CUOTNUATIKO
odpaApa dnuocieuong dev unapyxel adou to p-value Atav peyalltepo

armno 0.05.

lNa tn dtaopa yovorunwy (CT+TT)-CC:

H dtadopd twv HEowV TLHWV Twv YyovoTUTiwy CC évavtl twv CT kal
TT BAémoupe Mwc Sev lval OTOTIOTIKWEG ONUAVTLKH, OTIWG BAEMOUUE Kal

Qo TA SLOOTAOTA EUMLOTOOUVNC. ATtd To TeOT I* BAEMOULE WG KATOL
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TIPOPBAALATA ETEPOYEVELAC UTIAPXOUV OTLC AKOAOUBEG KOTNYOPLEC: OTOUG
AgukoUg, otoug UNn-8taBntikols, OTOUG WN-UTIEPTAOCLKOUG, OTOUC HN-
TIaXUOoaPKOUG KAl OTOUG TTOXUOOPKOUGC, LE TToocootd 69.6%, 59.8%, 71%,

60.2% kot 69.9%.

Ooov adopad tov éAeyxo tou Begg kal tou Egger’s, pue p-value >

0.05, 6ev umapyxel cuotnuatikd opaApa dnpooieuong (publication bias).
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Ishikawa [7] | 2000 | JAPAN Osaka 2| 2 2 2 | 123] 05 | 26 1,48 | 0,51 | 105
Ishikawa[7] 2000 | JAPAN Osaka 2| 2 2 2 | 136|036 | 52 1,38 | 0,39 | 169
Hengstenberg[8] | 2001 | GERMANY | Munster | 1 0 0 0 | 139|054 | 948 | 1,37 | 0,46 | 893 | 1,42 | 0,52 | 211 | 1,38 | 0,47 | 1104 | 1,38 | 0,50 | 1841
Hengstenberg[8] | 2001 | GERMANY | Munster | 1 | 0,16 | 1 0 | 119|055 | 277 | 1,24 | 0,46 | 263 | 1,16 | 0,51 | 66 | 1,22 | 0,47 | 329 | 1,21 | 0,51 | 540
Rydén[11] 2002 | SWEDEN | Huddinge | 1 0 0 1 12 03| 61 | 12|03 | 45 |09 |03 | 8 |115]029| 53 | 120030 | 106
Dai[12] 2002 | CHINA Shenyang | 2 | 2 0 2 | 15 | 036 | 94 1,61 | 0,38 | 271
Dai[12] 2002 | CHINA Shenyang | 2 | 2 0 2 | 163] 05 | 60 1,62 | 0,43 | 173
Poch[13] 2002 | SPAIN Barcelona | 1 | 2 1 0 | 14 | 04 | 16 1,30 | 0,43 | 19
Femandez- | 5503 | gpAIN | Tarragona | 1 | 1 o | o |124]027] 11 118 | 0,30 | 18
Real[17]
Hanon[18] 2002 | FRANCE Paris 1 0 1 2 | 1,58 | 0,44 | 436 1,56 | 0,40 | 496
Saller[21] 2003 | GERMANY Essen 1 0 0 0 | 12 037 | 15 | 138|032 15 1,38 | 0,31 | 15 | 129|033 | 30
Huang[23] 2003 | CHINA Beijing 21 0 0 0 |133|045]| 126 | 1.4 | 045 | 303 | 1,38 | 0,56 | 151 | 1,39 | 0,49 | 454 | 1,38 | 0,45 | 429
Huang[23] 2003 | CHINA Beijing 21 0 1 0 | 123|047 | 134 | 1,23 | 0,46 | 290 | 1,27 | 0,49 | 161 | 1,24 | 0,47 | 451 | 1,23 | 0,46 | 424
Sartori[24] 2003 ITALY Padova 1 0 1 0 | 143|049 | 221 | 134 | 04 | 205 | 1,3 | 042 | 35 | 1,33 | 040 | 240 | 1,39 | 0,45 | 426
Mitchell[30] | 2005 |  Austria Essen 1 0 0 0 |130]036]| 15 1,34 | 020 | 16
Andersen[32] | 2005 | Denmark Glostrup | 1 0 0 0 | 1,50 | 0,40 | 2156 | 1,50 | 0,40 | 1794 | 1,40 | 0,40 | 437 | 1,48 | 0,40 | 2231 | 1,50 | 0,40 | 3950
Danoviz[35] | 2005 Brazil Vitoria 1 1078|034 |025| 118|002 | 487 | 1,18 | 0,01 | 752 | 1,17 | 0,02 | 329 | 1,47 | 0,01 | 1081 | 1,18 | 0,01 | 1239
Jerrard- 2007 | Ireland Dublin 1 2 1 2 | 139|054 | 68 | 137|035 | 87 | 137|038 | 27 | 1,37 | 035 | 114 | 1,38 | 044 | 155
Dunne[37]
Casiglia[38] | 2008 Italy Padova 1 1006 0 | 01 |128|034| 81 |132|044| 48 | 123|037 | 24 | 129|041 | 72 | 129|038 | 129
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Casiglia[38] 2008 Italy Padova 1 1022 024 | 122|029 | 270 | 1,26 | 0,31 | 235 | 124|029 | 70 | 1,25 | 0,31 | 305 | 1,24 | 0,30 | 505
Kopf[39] 2006 Germany Magdeburg | 4 0 2 1,29 | 0,36 73 1,20 | 0,35 83 119 1 034 | 24 | 1,19 | 0,34 | 107 | 1,24 | 0,35 | 156
Hayakawa[36] 2006 Japan Kanawaza 2 0 03 [ 134|031 | 104 [ 134 | 034 | 180 | 134 | 034 | 84 | 1,34 | 0,34 | 264 | 1,34 | 0,33 | 284
Wang[40] 2008 China Sichuan 2 2 0 1,38 | 0,42 78 1,40 | 0,40 | 129 | 1,31 | 046 | 63 | 1,37 | 0,42 | 192 | 1,39 | 0,41 | 207
Wang[40] 2008 China Sichuan 2 2 1 1,06 | 0,24 38 1,17 | 0,28 61 1,12 | 0,30 | 30 | 1,15 | 0,28 91 1,13 | 0,26 99

MINAKAZ 3.5 1: MINAKAZ AEAOMENQN THZ HDL

70




Number

Mean P-value of Q- Inconsistency
of . 95%CI ) 5
Studies Difference heterogenity | Cohran Index (I
Overall 24 0.001 -0.016 0.018 0.056 34.68 33.7
Whites 14 -0.006 -0.018 0.007 0.305 15.03 13.5
Asians 9 0.044 0.005 0.083 0.238 10.40 23
Blacks 1 -0.090 -0.195 0.015 0
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients <30% 14 -0.009 -0.030 0.012 0.208 16.82 22.7
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients >30% 2 0 -0.002 0.002 0.578 0.31 0
Percentage of Diabetic 8 0.048 -0.006 0.102 0.189 9.98 29.9
Patients not reported
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 12 0.009 -0.017 0.035 0.152 15.72 30
CT+TT <30%
vs CC Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 8 -0.017 -0.0450.012 0.178 10.19 31.3
>30%
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 4 0.061 -0.021 0.143 0.148 5.35 43.9
not reported
Percentage of Obese
Patients <30% 14 -0.003 -0.016 0.010 0.282 15.41 15.7
Percentage of Obese
Patients >30% 3 0.015 -0.059 0.088 0.145 3.87 48.3
Percentage of Obese 7 0.018 -0.047 0.082 0.021 14.93 59.8
Patients not reported
Studies in HWE 2 0019 | -0.0420004 | 0750 0.10 0
Disequilibrium
Studies in HWE 14 0.006 | -0.0140026 |  0.059 31.93 342
Equilibrium
Overall 15 -0.031 -0.060 -0.02 0.009 29.53 52.6
Whites 9 -0.044 -0.087 -0.002 0.001 26.27 69.6
Asians 5 -0.001 -0.045 0.043 0.668 2.37 0
Blacks 1 -0.050 -0.197 0.097 0
Percentage of Diabetic 1 0.035 0.080 0.011 0.006 24.86 50.8
Patients <30% e s i i i i
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients >30% 1 -0.020 -0.022 -0.018
Percentage of Diabetic 3 0035 | -0.1120.041 0.687 0.75 0
Patients not reported
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 7 -0.039 -0.099 0.021 0.002 20.67 71
<30%
TT vs Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 6 -0.020 -0.022 -0.018 0.689 3.07 0
CC+CT
>30%
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 2 -0.043 -0.130 0.044 0.430 0.62 0
not reported
Percentage of Obese
Patients <30% 10 -0.029 -0.063 0.004 0.007 22.62 60.2
Percentage of Obese
Patients >30% 3 -0.070 -0.205 0.066 0.036 6.65 69.9
Percentage of Obese 2 0.032 | -0.1400.077 0.718 0.13 0
Patients not reported
Studies in HWE 2 -0.098 | -0.137-0.060 0.723 0.13 0
Disequilibrium
Studies in HWE 13 0017 | 00360003 | 0337 13.45 10.8
Equilibrium

MINAKAZ 3.5 2: TA ANTIOTEAEZMATA THZ META-ANAAYZHZ A THN HDL
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3.6 LDL

Itov mivaka 3.6.1 pmopoUHe va OOUMPE TIC UEAETEG OL OTOLEC
XpnoLlomontnkav ylo tTnv eVPECN TNG CUOXETLONG TOU TTOAULOPDLOOU
ne ta emimeda tng LDL, koBw¢ kot ta aplOuntika dedopéva ava
yovoturo yla ta enineda LDL twv acBsvwv. ITn ouvexela, akoAouBel o
niivakag 3.5.2 otov omolo BAEMoupE Ta AMOTEAECHATA TTOU E(XAUE yLa

TNV KABe eVTOAN IOV Xpnotomnolioape oto statalo.

lNa tn dtaopa yovorunwy TT-(CC+CT):

Ao ta amoteAéopata TNG HETA-avaluong yia tn Stadopd Twv
HECWV TLHWV TWV TIHwV NG LDL yla Ta dtopa e YOVOTUTIO TIOU €lvat
ouoluya oto aAAnAopopdo TT kal ota ATOUA TTOU €XOUV TOUAAXLOTOV
éva. oAAnAopopdo C, mopatnPoUpE TwG OV UTAPXEL ONHOVTIKOC
otatotikn Stadopd. Me aA\a Aoy o moAuvpopdplopog C825T tou
yoviSiou GNB3 8ev emnpedlet Ti¢ Tiéc Tne LDL. To Seiypa amnd ta teot I

kot Q-Cohran BAEMOUUE WG £lval OLOLOYEVEC.

Ano to funnel plot tou teot tou Begg moapatnPoOUME TwWE Ol
HUEAETEC €lval opolopopda KATOVEUNMEVEC HECA OTO Ywvi. AuTo

propoU e va to SoUpE Kal amo ta p-value givat peyaAutepa ano 0.05.

lNa tn dtaopa yovorunwy (CT+TT)-CC:

Mapatnpwvtag to CUVOALKA amoteAéopata yia T dtadopd twv
HECWV TIHWV tNG LDL yia ta dtopa pe yovotumo CC Evavtl TwV aTtoOpwY
CT kat TT, BAénoupe mw¢ v UTIAPXEL OTATLOTIKWG CNHUAVTIKN Sdtadopd

OTLG TLUEG TNG LDL. To delypa eival amoAUTWE OOLOYEVEG,
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Akoua, pe p-value peyaAUtepo tou 0.05 ev UTTAPYEL CUCTNHUATLKO

odalpa Snuocisvong, SnAadn publication bias.
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Hengstenberg[8] 2001 | GERMANY Munster 1 0 0 0 372 | 135 | 948 | 3,75 | 131 | 893 | 3,7 | 0,3 | 211 | 3,74 | 1,18 | 1104 | 3,73 | 1,33 | 1841
Hengstenberg[8] 2001 | GERMANY Munster 1 0,16 1 0 344 | 135 | 277 | 3,44 | 131 | 263 | 344 | 03 | 66 | 3,44 | 1,18 | 329 | 3,44 | 1,33 | 540
Snapir{10] 2001 | FINLAND Suonenijoki 1 2 055 | 0,16 | 385 | 09 | 514 | 3,83 | 0,92 | 340 | 383|098 | 49 |383|093 | 389 |3,84|091| 854
Dai[12] 2002 CHINA Shenyang 2 2 0 2 2,64 | 0,82 | 94 2,70 | 0,76 | 271
Dai[12] 2002 CHINA Shenyang 2 2 0 2 2,84 |1 0,88 | 60 2,97 | 0,90 | 173
Poch[13] 2002 SPAIN Barcelona 1 2 1 0 34 | 08 3,60 | 0,87 19
Sedlacek[14] 2002 | GERMANY | Regensburg | 1 2 0 2 381|132 | 484 | 3,81 | 124 | 433 | 3,76 | 1,21 | 103 | 3,80 | 1,23 | 536 | 3,81 | 1,28 | 917
Sedlacek[14] 2002 | GERMANY | Regensburg | 1 2 0 2 364 | 129 | 464 | 365 | 1,5 | 460 | 3,65 | 1,24 | 108 | 3,65 | 1,45 | 568 | 3,64 | 1,40 | 924
Fernandez-Real[17] | 2003 SPAIN Tarragona 1 1 0 0 2,4 | 1,03 11 2,93 | 0,67 18
Hanon[18] 2002 | FRANCE Paris 1 0 1 2 3,81 | 0,96 | 436 3,80 | 0,98 | 496
Saller[21] 2003 | GERMANY Essen 1 0 0 0 2,52 | 0,38 15 | 2,97 | 0,76 15 2,97 | 0,73 15 | 275|058 | 30
Huang[23] 2003 CHINA Beijing 2 0 0 0 2,71 1091 | 126 | 2,76 | 0,86 | 303 | 2,79 | 0,89 | 151 | 2,77 | 0,87 | 454 | 2,75 | 0,87 | 429
Huang[22] 2003 CHINA Beijing 2 0 1 0 2,84 1089 | 134 | 287|086 | 290 | 288|087 | 161 | 2,87 | 0,86 | 451 | 2,86 | 0,87 | 424
Mitchell[30] 2005 Austria Essen 1 0 0 0 2,51 | 0,44 15 2,54 | 0,70 16
Andersen[32] 2005 | Denmark Glostrup 1 0 0 0 3,50 | 1,00 | 2156 | 3,50 | 1,00 | 1794 | 3,40 | 0,80 | 437 | 3,48 | 0,96 | 2231 | 3,50 | 1,00 | 4312
Danoviz[35] 2005 Brazil Vitoria 1 (0,786 | 0,339 | 0,253 | 3,71 | 1,09 | 487 | 3,69 | 0,99 | 752 | 3,63 | 1,03 | 329 | 3,67 | 1,01 | 1081 | 3,71 | 1,08 | 974
Kopf[39] 2006 | Germany Magdeburg | 4 0 1 2 295|075 73 | 297|087 | 8 |[281|072| 24 |293|083| 107 | 295 | 0,74 | 146
Wang[40] 2008 China Sichuan 2 2 2 0 3,27 | 1,08 | 78 33 |097 | 129 | 323 | 1,11 | 63 |328 | 1,01 | 192 | 3,29 | 1,01 | 207
Wang[40]\
2008 China Sichuan 2 2 2 1 331078 | 38 |326|0,70 | 61 322|095 | 30 | 325|078 | 91 3,28 | 0,72 | 99

MINAKAZ 3.6 1: MINAKAX AEAOMENQN THZ LDL
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Number

Mean P-value of Q- Inconsistency
of . 95%CI . 2)
Studies Difference heterogenity | Cohran Index (I
Overall 16 0.019 -0.027 0.064 0.901 8.52 0
Whites 9 0.010 -0.045 0.065 0.545 6.93 0
Asians 6 0.044 -0.043 0.131 0.956 1.08 0
Blacks 1 -0.020 -0.253 0.213 0
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients <30% 8 0.024 -0.038 0.085 0.705 4.63 0
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients >30% 1 0.530 -0.153 1.213 0
Percentage of Diabetic 7 0.007 -0.0610.075 0.952 1.60 0
Patients not reported
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 9 0.044 -0.019 0.108 0.533 6.85 0
CT+TT <30%
vs CC Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 5 -0.006 -0.075 0.063 0.933 0.24 0
>30%
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 2 -0.028 -0.231 0.175 0.772 0.08 0
not reported
Percentage of Obese
Patients <30% 9 0.026 -0.035 0.088 0.533 6.85 0
Percentage of Obese
Patients >30% 1 -0.060 -0.355 0.235 0
Percentage of Obese 6 0.013 -0.058 0.083 0.934 1.31 0
Patients not reported
Studies in HWE 0
Disequilibrium
Studies in HWE 16 0019 | -0.0270064 |  0.901 8.52 0
Equilibrium
Overall 11 -0.042 -0.083 -0.001 0.888 5.05 0
Whites 7 -0.052 -0.096 -0.007 0.847 2.69 0
Asians 3 0.026 -0.083 0.135 0.862 0.30 .
Blacks 1 -0.140 -0.452 0.172 0 0
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients <30% 6 -0.041 -0.086 0.005 0.461 4.65 0
Percentage of Diabetic
Patients >30% 1 -0.070 -0.200 0.060 0
Percentage of Diabetic 4 0023 | 0162015 | 0984 0.16 0
Patients not reported
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 5 -0.048 -0.098 0.001 0.493 3.40 0
<30%
TT vs Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 5 -0.027 -0.102 0.048 0.838 1.44 0
CC+CT
>30%
Percentage of
Hypertensive Patients 1 -0.060 -0.429 0.303 0
not reported
Percentage of Obese
Patients <30% 7 -0.041 -0.084 0.001 0.610 4.50 0
Percentage of Obese
Patients >30% 1 -0.060 -0.429 0.309 0
Percentage of Obese 3 0.049 | -0.2030.104 0.764 0.54 0
Patients not reported
Studies in HWE 1 -0.100 | -0.081-0.019 0
Disequilibrium
Studies in HWE 10 0017 | 00700026 |  0.984 2.39 0
Equilibrium

MINAKAZ 3.6 2: TA ANTIOTEAEZMATA THZ META-ANAAYZHZ TTA THN LDL

75



4 KE®AAAIO 4: XYZHTHXH-XYMIIEPXAMATA
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H emoxn Mpog xapaktnpiletal amd €viovoug pubuoucg, Kok
Swatpodrn), ayxoc, EAewn ocwpaTIKAG doknong. OAa auTa £ivol KATIOLEG
amo TIG ALTIEG OTLC omoleg odelAeTal TA HEYAAQ TTOCOOTA TWV AVOPWTTWY
mou Taoxouv amd tnv aocBévela Tou Swafntn. O  Swapntng
xapoktnpiletat mAéov w¢ mavénuia, ool emnpedlel eKATOUHUPLO
avBpwroug KaBe xpovo. Ol SNUOCLEVUEVEG EPEUVEC £XOUV SEl€eL TTWG O
noAupopdlopdg C815T tou yovidiou GNB3 €xel OuOXeETIOTEL KaTd
KalpoUg He Oladopeg aocbéveleg, OMwG UTEPTAON, OCAKXOPWANG
daPntng, maxuoapkia. TNV OUYKEKPLUEVN TITUXLOKNA €pyooia, HE TN
Swadkaocia TG peta-avaluong, €EETAlOUUE TOV OCUOXETIOMO TOU
OUYKEKPLUEVOU TIOAUHOPdLOPOU pe TV aoBévela tou Stapntn, SnAadn
HE TLC TLMEG TNG LVOOUALVNG, TNG YAUKOING, tTNC XoAnotepOAng, tou HDL
kot tou LDL. Ta 6edopéva mou XpNOLLOTIOW|CAE ATAV CUVEXH, YloL OUTO
KOL XPNOLUOTIONOANE WG HEow emidpaong TG SladopeC Twv HECWVY
TIHWV. 2TV €PEUVA UG XPNOLUOTIOINOOUE 75 UEAETEG, OTLC OTOLEG

ouppeteiyav 35000 aoBeveic Ko LAPTUPEG.

‘Etol Aountdv, HeAETAOAUE apXLKA TIG SLOAPOPEG TWV HECWV TLUWV
TWV OTOUWV He yovoturmo CC évavtl autwv pe yovoturo CT R TT. Ano ta
QMOTEAECMATA TNG METO-avVAAUONG, PBpnkape TmwG OUVOAKA Oev
TIOPATNPELTAL KATIOLOL CNHOVTIKOC OTATLOTLKA SLadpopd TWV HECWV TLUWV
ota O6edopéva mou peletioape. Map’ OAa autd, ¢aivetol MwG O
noAupopdLopodg C825T enmnpedlel tn XoAnotePOAn otov MANBuoUd Twv
Aclatwv. To i8lo cupPaivel otoug SLafnTikolg KoLl 0TouG MaxVoAPKOUG
yla Toug omoiloug OHwG &g yVwpIlloUUE AEMTOUEPELEG. XTN OUVEXELQ,
HEAETAOOE TIC SLOPOPES TWV HECWV TILWV TWV ATOUWY HE YovoTtumo TT

Evavtl autwv pe yovotumo CT kot CC. Amo tn Sie€aywyn TG HETA-
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avaluong 6ev BprKape KAMOLA OTATIOTIKOC OnNHOVTIKA Stadopd otn
HEAETN TWV MECWV TLHWV TNG XOANOTEPOANC, TwWV TPLYAUKEPLOLWY, TNG
tvoouAivng, tng YAukolng, tng HDL kat tng LDL. Ektog amd autq,
UEAETACOUE ETONG TO OUOTNUATIKO oddApa Snuocieuong, €dv ot
nAnBuopol ¢ kABe pelétng eival oe ooppomnia Hardy-Weinberg,L to

dawvopevo tou MpwTéa Kal TNV ETEPOYEVELA.

Me tnv mpwtn dtadopd, dnAadn CC évavtl CT kat TT unmobéoape
TIwWG To aAANAOHOPpdO T CUUMEPLDEPETAL WG ETIKPOATEC, EVW UEAETWVTOG
™ Stadopa TT €vavtl CC kot CT umoBéocape nmwe¢ to aAAnAopopdo T
OUMTEPLOEPETAL WG UTIOAEUTOMEVO. Ed’ Ooov amd tn peta-avaluon
elyape KOAUTEPA QTOTEALEOHOTO UEAETWVTOC TO aAAnAopopdo T w¢
ETUKPATEG, UTTOPOUUE va UTIOBECOUE WG auTo oXVeL. Map’ 6Aa autd,
oL Sladopeg eival MOAU HIKpEG Kat Oev eival BEBalo WG LOXVUEL AUTO,
adou umapyxel kat n nepimtwon ta aAAnAopopda C kat T Asttoupyouv

WC CUVETILKPATH.

Juvoyilovtag Aoumtdv, 0 OKOTOC TNG OUYKEKPLUEVNG TITUXLOKNG
epyaociag eivat n LeAETn tou moAupopdlopol C825T tou yovidiou GNB3
av KoL toco ennpedlel TV epdavion kKat tnv €EEALEN tnc acBévelag Tou
dwaPBntn, pedetwvrag to Sedopéva TNE XOANOTEPOANG, TNG WVOOUAIvVNG,
™¢ YAUKOING, Twv TplyAukeptdiwv, ¢ HDL kot tn¢ LDL. Meploodtepeg
SNUOCLEVOELG, TTOU HEAETAVE TOV CUYKEKPLUEVO TIOAUUOPPLOUO KO TTWG
ennpeadlel tov Slapntn, eival anapaitnteg €10l wote va dlepeuvnBouv

TIEPLOOOTEPO TA OTIOTEAECATA TIOU ELXAUE.
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6 KE®AAAIO 6: IAPAPTHMA
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6.1 MEAETEX I10Y AEN XYMIIEPIAH®OHKAN XTH META-ANAAYXH

2Tn ouVvEXela akoAoUBEL 0 Ttivakag PE Ta OTOLXELQ TWV LEAETWVY TLC

omnoleg 6 oupunepAAPaAUE OTNV HETA- AVAAUCH HOG.

STUDY YEAR COUNTRY
Shliakhto[48] 2002 Russia
Katsuya[49] 2003 Japan
Chen[50] 2003 China
Willeit[51] 2003 Austria
Vormfelde[52] 2003 Germany
Lee[53] 2004 Korea
Wenzel[54] 2002 Austria
Ogimoto[55] 2004 Japan
Schwartz[56] 2004 USA
Thibaudin[57] 2004 France
Beeks[58] 2004 Netherlands
Karpov([59] 2004 Russia
Mahmood[60] 2005 Pakistan
Siffert[59] 2005 Germany
Guo[61] 2005 USA
Matayoshi[62] 2004 Japan
Kiani[63] 2005 Pakistan
Terra[64] 2005 USA
Meirhaeghe[65] 2005 France
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STUDY YEAR COUNTRY
Li[66] 2005 China
Klintschar[67] 2004 Germany
Wang[68] 2005 China
Pollex[69] 2006 Canada
Kedzierska[70] 2006 Poland
Schelleman[71] 2006 Netherlands
Young([72] 2005 USA
Bishop[73] 2006 USA
Vormfelde[74] 2006 Germany
Michalsen[75] 2005 Germany
Zhu[76] 2006 Georgia
Weinstein[77] 2006 USA
Suwazono[78] 2006 Japan
Suwazono[79] 2006 Japan
Ogimoto[80] 2006 Japan
Renner[81] 2006 Germany
Miller[82] 2006 Germany
Carmichael[83] 2006 Usa
Suwazono[84] 2006 Japan
Tummala[85] 2006 United Kingdom
Bae[86] 2006 Korea
Jocken[87] 2006 Netherlands
Schelleman[88] 2007 Netherlands
Bagos[4] 2007 Athens
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STUDY YEAR COUNTRY
VanRijn[89] 2007 Netherlands
Grove[90] 2007 USA
Miller[91] 2006 India
Bagos Athens
Kuppinger[92] 2007 German
Hui[93] 2007 Japan
Huang[94] 2007 China
Baranyi[95] 2007 Germany
Nikitin[96] 2007 Russia
Suwazono[97] 2007 Japan
Kurnik[98] 2008 USA
Pemberton[99] 2008 USA
Peters[100] 2008 Netherlands
Bhuiyan[101] 2008 USA
Daimon[102] 2008 Japan
Lee[103] 2008 Taiwan
Souza[104] 2008 Canada
Alioglu[105] 2008 Turkey
Yoshida[106] 2008 Japan
Katsuya[49] 2003 Japan
Chen[50] 2003 China
Willeit[51] 2003 Austria
Vormfelde[74] 2003 Germany
Lee[107] 2004 Korea
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STUDY YEAR COUNTRY
Suwazono[108] 2003 Japan
Schwartz[109] 2004 USA
Thibaudin[57] 2004 France

MINAKAZ 6 1: MH-XPHZIMOMNOIHMENEZ MEAETEZ.

6.2 AIEEAT'QI'H META- ANAAYXHY

ITn ouvéxela Ba MAPOUCLACOUUE yla KABE UETO- avAAUCH TIOU KAVOUE yla va
BpoOUUE TN CUOXETION TOU TOAUHOPPLOUOU HE TO KABE OTOLXELO TIG EVIOAECG TOU

XPNOLUOTIO)CAE OTO TTpoypappa statall.

6.2.1 XOAHXTEPOAH
Ta ™ Stapopd yovotvmwv (CT+TT)-CC éxovus:

Mo va UEAETAOOUNE TN OUCXETION TOU TOAUMOPdLOMOU pe ta SeSopéva tng
XOANOTEPOANG, XPNOLUOTIOOAUE Ta €ENG:
» gen b3 =xnoaa— xaa : UTTOAOYLOMOC TG SLadopdg TWV HECWV TLUWV
» gen V33 = (sdnoaa)*2/nnoaa + (sdaa)*2/naa : uMOAOYLOMOG TNG SLAKUUAVONC
™¢ Stadopag
» gense_b3=sqrt (V33): umoAoylopdg Tou TUTILKOU 0HAALATOG
» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (race) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year):

Sle€aywyn HETA- AVAAUONC WG TIPOC TN GUAN

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv ta anoteAéopata.

90



Study | ES [95% conf. Interwvall % weight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==
Hengstenberg C (2001 | -0.040 -0.158 0.078 6.54
casiglia (2008) | 0.100  -0.087 0.287 4.05
Mitchell (2005) | 0.100 -0.387 0. 587 0.88
wenzel RR (2002) | -0.310 -0.771 0.151 0.97
NTrnberger (2004) | 0. 050 0.008 0. 092 10.09
wascher TC (2003) |  -0.050  -0.188 0.088 5.71
saller B (2003) | 0.750 0.241 1.259 0.81
Fern?ndez-real 1M (2 | -0.160 -0.932 0.612 0.37
Hengstenberg C (2001 | -0.030 -0.246 0.186 3.34
sartori M (2003) | -0.030 -0.232 0.172 3.69
Poch E (2002) | —0.100 —0. B04 0. 604 0.44
Ryd?n M (2002) | 0.170 -0.241 0.581 1.19
pDzida G (2002) | -0.350 -0.610 -0. 090 2.57
Mart?n (2005) | 0.170 -0.201 0. 541 1.43
Hanon o {2002) | 0.100 —0.131 0.331 3.05
Baumgart D (1999) | -0. 500 -1.252 0.252 0.39
Jerrard-bunne (2007) | 0.050 -1.524 1.624 0.09
Pitsavos (2006) | 0. 060 -0.148 0.268 3.55
sub-total |
+L pooled ES | 0. 007 -0. 061 0.074 49.12
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race=—
Huang x (2003) | 0.200 0.056 0.344 5.47
wang (2004) | 0.230 -0.153 0.613 1.35
MatsunagaT (2004) | 0. 080 -0.401 0. 561 0.90
Huang x (2003) | 0. 000 —0.171 0.171 4.53
vamamoto (2004) | 0. 080 —0.050 0.210 6.02
wang (2008) | -0.010 -0.291 0.271 2.26
HayakawaT (2006) | 0. 050 -0.140 0. 240 3.99
wang (2008) | —0.170 —0. 520 0.180 1.58
pai 5P (2002) | 0.210 -0.139 0. 559 1.59
pDai 5P (2002) | 0.030 -0.207 0.267 2.94
Suwazono (2005) | 0.030 -0.071 0.131 7.34
Ishikawa K (2000) | 0. 540 0.192 (0. BEE 1.59
Ishikawa k (2000) | 0.310 0.091 0.529 3.29
Sub-total |
+L pooled ES | 0.103 0.029 0.177 42. 86
_____________________ S st = N ot S (A
race==4
DanovizME (2005) | -0.070 -0.211 0.071 5.59
Kopf (2008) | -0.080 -0.349 0.189 2.43
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.072 -0.197 0.052 8.02
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 0.041 -0. 006 0.089 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
Test{s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-squared®*  Tau-squared
race== 26.48 17 0. 066 35.8% 0.0053
race=— 19.01 12 0.088 36.9% 0. 0060
race== 0.00 1 0.948 0.0% 0. 0000
overal]l 52.53 32 0.013 39.1% 0.0054
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :
7.03 2 0.030

#% T-squared: the variation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of E5=0

race== z= 0.19 p = 0.850
race== = 2.72 p = 0.007
race== z= 1.14 p = 0.256
overall z= 1.70 p = 0.089



Effect size
Study %0)
race==1 ‘
Hengstenberg C (2001) +: 0.4 (-0.16,0.08)
Wenzel RR (2002) T 031(477,015)
Wascher TC (2003) = 005(4.19,009)
SallerB (205) I 075(024,126)
Nomberger (2004) ! 005(001,009)
Michell(2005) e 040(03, 0%)
Casigha (2008) A—JF 040(008,028)
Fem?ndez-Real JM (2003) T £.16(-0.93,061)
Hengstenberg C (2001) 006(425,019
Sartor M (2003) i::E 006(023,0.7)
Poch E 2002) ! 010080, 080)
Ryd?n M (2002) —:% 07024, 0%)
Drida G (2002) —— | 0.35(061-009)
Hanon 0 (002) —i— 040(0.13,03)
Baumgart D (1999) } 080(4125,029)
Mert?n (2005) — 047020, 034)
Pisaios (2006) —«P— 006(0.5,027)
Jerrard-Dunne (2007) T 005(-1.52,1.62)
Sublotal <3 001 (06, 007)
I
race== ‘
Huang X (2003) :+ 020(006,034)
Wang (2004) I T — 023(0.15, 06)
MetsunageT (2004) - 008(-040,0%)
Huang X (2003) —— 000(047,047)
Yamamoto (2004) i 00805, 021)
Wang (2008) — 001(429,027)
HoyakaveT (2006) —#— 005(0.14,024)
Wang (2008) —_— 017(052,018)
Dei SP (2002) —— 003(021,027)
Dei SP (2002) — 021(0.4,0%)
Ishkawa K (2000) S 054(019,089)
Ik K (2000) ! —a— 031(009,053)
Suvazono (2005) 003(007,0.13)
Subloal = 040(003,048)
I
race==¢ ‘
DanovizME (2005) 4% 007(421,007)
Kopf (2006) —— 208(035,019
Sublotl <t 007(020,005)
I
Ol kb 004 (001, 009)
{
16259 0 162396
Effect size

% Weight

65
10
57
08

91

29
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» gen diab_cat=1 if diabetes <=0.3 replace diab_cat =2 if diabetes >0.3 & diabetes
<=1 replace diab_cat =3 if diabetes ==2 : dnulovpyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6MoU OTNV
katnyopia 1 €XOoupE TG UEAETEG He TTOOOOTO dlafntikwv <30%, otn deutepn
QUTEG ME TOO0OTO Slafntikwv >30% KalL otnv TPLTN QUTEG ToU SeV €XOUME
KamoLo Anpogdopia.

» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (diab_cat ) label (hamevar=author ,yearvar=year ):

Sle€aywyn HETO-aVAAUGONC WE TTPOC TIC TTAPATIAVW KOTNYopPLeg Stapfntn.

2Tn ouvExela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopara.
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Study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % Weight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
diab_cat==1
Hengstenberg C (2001 | —0. 040 —0.158 0.078 6.54
asiglia (2008) | 0. 100 —0. 087 0.287 4.05
Hengstenberg C (2001 | -0.030 -0.246 0.186 3.34
Sartori M (2003) | —0. 030 —0.232 0.172 3.69
Ryd?n M (2002) | 0.170 -0.241 0.581 1.19
art?n (2005) | 0.170 —0. 201 0.541 1.43
Huang x (2003) I 0. 200 0.056 0.344 5.47
ang (2004) | 0. 230 -0.153 0.613 1.35
atsunagaT (2004) | 0. 080 —0.401 0.561 0.90
Huang X (2003) | 0. 000 -0.171 0.171 4.53
HayakawaT (2006) | 0. 050 —-0.140 0.240 3.99
Kopf (2006) | —0. 080 —0. 349 0.189 2.43
Hanon O (2002) | 0.100 -0.131 0.331 3.05
itchell (2005) | 0.100 —0. 387 0.587 0.88
enzel RR (2002) I —-0.310 -0.771 0.151 0.97
N7rnberger (2004) | 0. 050 0. 008 0.092 10.09
Baumgart D (1999) | —0. 500 -1.252 0.252 0.39
ascher TC (2003) | —0. 050 —0.188 0.088 5.71
saller B (2003) I 0.750 0.241 1.259 0.81
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0. 041 —0.012 0.094 60.78
_____________________ S s Y 2 R £ O L+ S
diab_cat==2
amamoto (2004) | 0. 080 —0.050 0.210 6.02
DanowvizME (2005) | —-0.070 -0.211 0.071 5.59
Dzida G (2002) | —0.350 —0.610 —0. 090 2.57
Fern?ndez-real M (2 | —-0.160 —-0.932 0.612 0.37
sub-total |
D+L pocled ES | —0. 087 —-0.272 0.099 14.55
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
diab_cat==3
ang (2008) | —0.170 —0. 520 0.180 1.58
Suwazono (2005) | 0. 030 —-0.071 0.131 7.34
Ishikawa K (2000) | 0. 540 0.192 0.888 1.59
Poch E (2002) I —0.100 —0. 804 0.604 0.44
Jerrard-bunne (2007) | 0. 050 -1.524 1.624 0. 09
Dai sP (2002) | 0.210 —0.139 0.559 1.59
Pitsavos (2006) | 0. 060 —0.148 0.268 3.55
Dai sP (2002) I 0.030 —0. 207 0.267 2.94
ang (2008) | —-0.010 -0.291 0.271 2.26
Ishikawa K (2000) | 0.310 0.091 0.529 3.29
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.103 —0. 009 0.215 24 .67
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 0.041 —0. 006 0.089 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared®*  Tau-sguared
diab_cat== 24.41 18 0.142 26. 2% 0. 0028
diab_cat== 9.01 3 0.029 66.7% 0.0204
diab_cat==3 15.26 9 0.084 41.0% 0.0114
overall 52.53 32 0.013 39.1% 0. 0054
Overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
3.85 2 0.146

% I-sguared: the wvariation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

Significance test(s) of E5=0

diab_cat== z= 1.52 p = 0.129
diab_cat==2 z= 0.91 p = 0.361
diab_cat==3 z= 1.80 p = 0.071
overall z= 1.70 p = 0.089




Study

diab_cat==
Hengstenberg C (2001)
Hengstenberg C (2001)
Ryd?n M (2002)
Wenzel RR (2002)
Hanon O (2002)
Wascher TC (2003)
Saller B (2003)
Huang X (2003)
Huang X (2003)
Sartori M (2003)
Baumgart D (1999)
N?mberger (2004)
Wang (2004)
MatsunagaT (2004)
Mitchell (2005)
Mart?n (2005)
Casiglia (2008)
Kopf (2006)
HayakawaT (2006)

Subtotal

diab_cat==2
Dzida G (2002)
Fern?ndez-Real JM (2003)
Yamamoto (2004)
DanovizME (2005)

Subtotal

diab_cat==3
Ishikawa K (2000)
Ishikawa K (2000)
Dai SP (2002)
Dai SP (2002)
Poch E (2002)
Pitsavos (2006)
Suwazono (2005)

Jerrard-Dunne (2007)

e
\

L

%

il

4.,;
-

T M |

Effect size
(95% ClI)

-0.04 (-0.16, 0.08)
-0.03 (-0.25, 0.19)
0.17 (:0.24, 0.58)
-0.31(-0.77, 0.15)
0.10 (-0.13, 0.33)
-0.05 (-0.19, 0.09)
0.75 (024, 1.26)
0.20 ( 0.06, 0.34)
0.00 (-0.17,0.17)
-0.03 (:0.23, 0.17)
-0.50 (-1.25, 0.25)
0.05 (0.01,0.09)
0.23 (-0.15, 0.61)
0.08 (-0.40, 0.56)
0.10 (-0.39, 0.59)
0.17 (0.20, 0.54)
0.10 (0.09, 0.29)
-0.08 (-0.35, 0.19)
0.05 (-0.14, 0.24)

0.04 (-0.01, 0.09)

-0.35 (-0.61,-0.09)
-0.16 (-0.93, 0.61)
0.08 (-0.05, 0.21)
-0.07 (:0.21, 0.07)

-0.09 (:0.27, 0.10)

0.54 (0.19, 0.89)
0.31(0.09, 0.53)
0.03 (-0.21,0.27)
0.21 (-0.14, 0.56)
-0.10 (-0.80, 0.60)
0.06 (-0.15, 0.27)
0.03 (-0.07, 0.13)

0.05 (-1.52, 1.62)

Wang (2008)

Wang (2008)

0.01 (:0.29, 0.27)

-0.17 (052, 0.18)

-1.6239

o

Effect size

1.62396

% Weight

6.5

33

3.0
5.7
0.8
55
45
3.7

0.4

4.1
24

4.0

26
0.4
6.0

5.6

33

29

0.4
35
7.3
0.1

23
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» gen hyper_cat=1 if hypertension<=0.3 replace hyper_cat=2 if hypertension>0.3
& hypertension <=1 replace hyper_cat=3 if hypertension==2: énuioupyia 3
UeTaBANTWY, OmMou otnv Katnyopia 1 £XOUME TIG MEAETEC UE TOOOOTO
UTLEPTAOLKWYV <30%, ot S€UTEPN AUTEG LE TTOCOOTO UTEPTACIKWY >30% Kol oTnV
TPlTN aUTEG TTou Sev €xoupe Kamola tAnpodopia.

» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (hyper_cat ) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year )

: Sle€aywyn HETA-0VAAUGONC WC TIPOG TIG TTAPATIAVW KATNYOPLEG UTTEPTAONC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta amoteAéopata.
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Study | ES [95% conf. Interwal] % wWeight

hyper_cat==1

Hengstenberg C (2001 | —0.040 -0.158 0.078 6.54

asiglia (2008) | 0.100 —-0. 087 0. 287 4.05
Ryd?n M (2002) | 0.170 -0.241 0.581 1.19
Huang x (2003) | 0.200 0.056 0.344 5.47

ang (2004) | 0.230 -0.153 0.613 1.35

atsunagaT (2004) | 0.080 -0.401 0. 561 0.90
HayakawaT (2006) | 0.050 —-0.140 0.240 3.99

itchell (2003) | 0.100 —-0. 387 0. 587 0.88

enzel RR (2002) | -0.310 -0.771 0.151 0.97
N7rnberger (2004) | 0.050 0.008 0. 092 10.09

ascher TC (2003) | —-0.050 -0.188 0. 088 5.71
saller B (2003) | 0.750 0.241 1.259 0.81
Fern?ndez-real 1M (2 | -0.160 -0.932 0.612 0.37
Dai 5P (2002) | 0.210 -0.139 0.55%9 1.59
pai sp (2002) | 0.030 -0.207 0.267 2.94

sub-total |

D+L pooled ES | 0. 061 —-0.003 0.125 46.82
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

hyper_cat==2

Hengstenberg € (2001 | -0.030 -0.246 0.186 3.34
Sartori M (2003) | -0.030 -0.232 0.172 3.69
art?n (2003) | 0.170 -0.201 0.541 1.43
Huang X (2003) | 0. 000 -0.171 0.171 4.53
kopf (2006) | —0. 080 -0.349 0.189 2.43
Hanon © (2002) | 0.100 -0.131 0.331 3.05
Baumgart D (1999) | —0. 500 -1.252 0.252 0.39
amamoto (2004) | 0.080 -0.050 0.210 6.02
DanovizME (2005) | -0.070 -0.211 0.071 5.59
Dzida G (2002) | —-0.350 -0.610 —0. 090 2.57
Poch E (2002) | -0.100 -0.804 0. 604 0.44
Jerrard-bDunne (2007) | 0.050 -1.524 1.624 0.09
Pitsavos (2006) | 0. 060 -0.148 0.268 3.55
sub-total |

D+L pooled ES | -0.014 —-0.080 0. 052 37.10
_____________________ I A I it R o s PR 5, 1 11 1 PSS

hyper_cat==3
wang (2008) |  -0.170  -0.520 0.180 1.58
suwazono (2005) | 0.030 -0.071 0.131 7.34
Tshikawa K {2000) | 0. 540 0.192 0.888 1.59
wang (2008) | -0.010 —0.291 0.271 2.26
Tshikawa K (2000) | 0.310 0.091 0.529 3.29
sub-total ]

D+L pooled ES | 0.133 —0. 066 0.332 16.07
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |

D+L pooled ES | 0.041 —0. 006 0.089 100. 00
_____________________ e
Test(s) of heterogeneity:

Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-squared*¥  Tau-squared
hyper_cat==1 20.68 14 0.110 32.3% 0.0038
hyper_cat==2 13.39 12 0.341 10. 4% 0. 0015
hyper_cat== 14.26 4 0. 007 72,006 0.0342
overall 52.53 32 0.013 39.1% 0. 0054
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
4.19 2 0.123
#® I-squared: the varjation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)
significance test(s) of ES=0
hyper_cat==1 z= 1.88 p = 0.060
hyper_cat== z= 0.41 p = 0.678
hyper_cat==3 z= 1.31 p = 0.190
overall z= 1.70 p = 0.089




Effect size
Sudy (®%0)
hyper_ca==1 ‘
Hengstenberg C (2001) +: .04 (016, 0.08)
Ry (20 —1 0174024,088)
Wenze R (2002 —_— 251(077,018)
WascherTC (2003 B 205(0.18,009
SdlerB (205) b — . 075(024,126)
Hueng X (209 . 020(06,034
Nimberger (2004 . 005(001,009
Wang 2004 R 02340.5,081)
NatsunagaT (24 He—————— 0081040,08%)
ichel (205) e 010403,089)
Casigia (208) g 0104009,0%9)
HayekavaT (2006 —#— 005(0.4,0%)
Femndez-Rea J (2003 . 216993 061)
Dai (2002 —a— 003021,021)
Dai P (2000 - 02140.4,0%)
Suboel d‘> 006(90,012)
I
hyper_ca=2 |
Hengstenberg C (2001) —— £03(0.25,0.19
Hanm 0 (200) —H— 010(015,0%)
Huang X (2009 i 00017017
Satoib (200 ; 20023 047)
Baumgart D (1999) T 50(-1.25,025)
Nt (2005 — 017(02,08)
K (206) L 208035 019)
Dida 6 (202) —a— | 255(061.00)
Yaanob (200 a} 008(06,021)
DanoizhE (2009 —y 207(024,007)
Pach (2002 T 210(00,080)
Pisavos (206) — 00640.5,021)
St Dunne (207) L 005,18
Suboel < ‘ 201908 005)
I
hyper_cat==3 |
ke (20) | — 054(019,089
sk (20) | —a— 031(009,08)
Suwazono (2005) 003(0.07,0.43)
Wang 208) —— 2011929 027)
Wang 208) — AR08
Suboe N —— 0134007,0%)
I
Overl K> 004(001,009
46 0 18%
Effectsize

% Weight

161

100
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» gen obese_cat=1 if obesity<=0.3 replace obese cat=2 if obesity>0.3 &obesity
<=1 replace obese_cat=3 if obesity==2 : dnuloupyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6mou otnv
katnyopla 1 £Xoupe TIG HEAETEG PE TTOOOOTO TtaXVoapKwWWV <30%, otn SeUTepn
QUTEG PE TO0O0O0TO TaxLoapkwv >30% Kal otnv Tpltn AQUTEG TIou 8eV €XOUWE
KArmola mAnpodopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (obese_cat ) label namevar=author ,yearvar=year ) :

Sle€aywyn HETA-AVAAUONG WG TTPOG TLC TTOPATIAVW KATNYOpPLEG maxuoopKiag.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.
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Study | ES [95% Conf. Interwal] % wWeight

_____________________ SO 0 POt i S R T o T T MR T
obese_cat==
Hengstenberg C (2001 | —-0.040 -0.158 0.078 6.54
Casiglia (2008) | 0.100 -0. 087 0.287 4.05
Huang X (2003) | 0.200 0.056 0.344 5.47
wang (2004) | 0.230 —0.153 0.613 1.35
MatsunagaT (2004) | 0. 080 -0.401 0.561 0.90
mitchell (2005) | 0.100 -0.387 0.587 0.88
wenzel RR (2002) | -0.310 -0.771 0.151 0.97
N?rnberger (2004) | 0.050 0.008 0.092 10.09
wascher TC (2003) | -0.050 -0.188 0.088 5.71
saller B (2003) | 0.750 0.241 1.259 0.E1
Fern?ndez-real M (2 | -0.160 -0.932 0.612 0.37
Hengstenberg C (2001 | -0.030 -0.246 0.186 3.34
sartori M (2003) | —0.030 -0.232 0.172 3.69
Huang X (2003) | 0. 000 -0.171 0.171 4.53
Yamamoto (2004) | 0. 080 -0.050 0.210 6.02
Danovizme (2005) | —0.070 —0.211 0.071 5.59
poch E (2002) | -0.100 -0.804 0.604 0.44
wang (2008) | -0.010 -0.291 0.271 2.26
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.031 —0.020 0.082 63.00
_____________________ e e P o e e e e e S SO e e e o e e
obese_cat==2
ryd?n M (2002) | 0.170 -0.241 0.581 1.19
HayakawaT (2006) | 0.050 —0.140 0.240 3.99
Dzida G (2002) | —0.350 —0.610 —0.090 2.57
wWang (2008) | -0.170 -0.520 0.180 1.58
sub-total |
__D+L_pooled ES _____ J__-0.086 __-0.315 ___0.144 ______9.33 = __
obese_cat==
Dai sP (2002) | 0.210 -0.139 0.559 1.59
Dai sP (2002) | 0.030 =0. 207 0.267 2.94
Mart?n (2005) | 0.170 -0.201 0.541 1.43
kopf (2008) | —0. 080 -0. 349 0.189 2.43
Hanon O (2002) | 0.100 -0.131 0.331 3.05
Baumgart D {1999) | —0. 500 -1.252 0.252 0.39
Jerrard-punne (2007) | 0.050 -1.524 1.624 0.09
Pitsavos (2006) | 0. 060 -0.148 0.268 3.55
suwazono (2005) I 0.030 -0.071 0.131 7.34
1shikawa kK (2000) | 0. 540 0.192 0. 888 1.59
Ishikawa K (2000) | 0.310 0.091 0.529 3.29
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.110 0. 007 0.214 27.68
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
owverall |
D+L pooled ES | 0.041 —0. 006 0.089 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
Test{s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-sgquared®®  Tau-squared
obese_cat==1 23.82 17 0.124 28.6% 0. 0027
obese_cat==2 7.63 3 0. 054 60.7% 0.0322
obese_cat==3 16.53 10 0. 085 39.5% 0.0103
Overall 52.53 32 0.013 39.1% 0. 0054
Overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
4.55 2 0.103

#% T-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

Significance test(s) of ES=0

obese_cat== z= 1.20 p=0.231
obese_cat==2 z= 0.73 p = 0.463
obese_cat== z= 2.10 p = 0.036
overall z= 1.70 p = 0.089
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Effet size
Sudy %)

obese_ca==1 ‘
Hengstenberg C (2001) 1: 04016008
Wenze RR (212 —_— 21(477.0%)
Wascher TC (09 —+ 205(019,009
Sellr 2003 [ 075(024,126)
Huang X (2003 —— 020(006,039
Wrge (204 _ 005(001,009
Wang 2004 —— 023(415,061)
MatsunagaT (2004) i — 008(040,05)
Wichell (2005 T 010(0%,05)
Casla (008 —— 010(48,02)
FemhdezRed N (2003 ‘ 216(0%,081)
Hengeenbeg C (201) : AWB25,019
Huang (203 000047,047)
Saoi (2009 W31
Yaanlo (2104 - 006(415,02)
DanoialE (15 — 207021,000)
P E (2102 : 20(080,080)
Wang 2008 —h— 201(028,027)
Sl > 003(412,008)

[

0bese_Cal== ‘
Ry (2009 S P E— 017 (%, 08)
HapanaT (216) —#— 005(41,02)
Diida (01 —— | 23 061,00)
Wang 2008 — AT(052.01)
Suboe <:ﬂ‘> 243,04

0bese_caf==! :
e SP (2007 —— 003(421,02)
0 SP(07) ——— 021(01,0%)
Hanon 0 (2102) —H— 010(013,0%)
Baumgar D 669) ‘ 29425,
Nt 205) —% 017(42,08)
Kool (210 —— 2084035,019
Pisaics (200F) —— 006(:05,027)
Jerart-Dumne (2007 + 005[22,16)
ki K (20) ‘ 054(019,089)
Khkava K (20) ! —— 031(009,053
Suvezono 205 { 003407, 083
Sl T 011(001,029

[
Ol K 004(001,009)

16 0 167306
Effectize

e

1000
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T'a ™ Stapopa yovotimwv TT-(CC+CT) éxovue:

Mo va UEAETAOOUNE TN OUCXETION TOU TIOAUMOPOLOMOU pe ta SeSopéva tng
XOANOTEPOANG, XPNOLUOTIOOAUE Ta €ENG:
» gen b3 =xnoaa— xaa : UTTOAOYLOMOC TNG SLadopdg TWV HECWV TLUWV
» gen V33 = (sdnoaa)*2/nnoaa + (sdaa)*2/naa : umoAoyloHOG TNG SLOKUUAVGNG
™¢ Stadopag
» gense_b3=sqgrt (V33): umoAoyLOMOC TOU TUTILKOU 0PAALATOG
» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (race) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year):

Sle€aywyn Heta- avaluong wg mpog tn duAn

2Tn ouvEXela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopaTa.
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race==1

Casiglia (2008)
Casiglia (2008)

Ryd?n M (2002)
Mart?n (2005)
sub-total
D+L pooled ES

race==
Huang X (2003)
wang (2004)

Huang X (2003)
wWang (2004)
wamamoto (2004)

wang (2008)
suwazono (2005)
suwazono (2006)
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES

race==4

kopf (2006)
sub-total
D+L pooled ES

overall
D+L pooled ES

race==1
race==2
race==4
overall

Hengstenberg C (2001

Hengstenberg € (2001
Sartori M (2003)

MatsunagaT (2004)

HayakawaT (2006)

DanovizMe (2005)

Test{s) of heterogeneity:

;

;

Heterogeneity degrees of

significance test(s) of E5=0

0.15
1.55
2.68
0.23

statistic freedom P
race== 6.77 6 0.343
race==2 4.00 9 0.912
race==4 0.01 1 0.915
overall 20.22 18 0.321
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
9.44 2 0.009

I-squared#®*

11.4%
0.0%
0.0%

11.0%

[95% conf. Interwval] % weight
—0.252 0.112 7.09
—-0.257 0.617 1.39
-0.277 0. 337 2.75
—0.457 0.197 2.44

0.012 0. 688 2.29
-1.071 0.911 0.28
-0. 904 0. 344 0.69
—0.126 0.147 16.94
—0. 068 0.268 8.11
—0.290 0.630 1.27
—-0.828 0.748 0.44
-0.167 0.167 8.23
-0. 645 0.225 1.41
-0. 061 0.201 12.16
-0.196 0.216 5.71
—0. 447 0. 287 1.96
—-0.023 0.183 17.14
—0.122 0.122 13.45
-0.011 0.098 69.88
-0.320 —-0.040 10.93
0. 501 0.181 2.25
—0. 307 —0. 047 132.19
-0.046 0.058 100. 00

_____________________ e e

Tau-sguared

“* I-squared: the wvariation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)
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Effect size
Study (95% CI)
race==1
Hengstenberg C (2001) —— -0.07(-0.25,0.11)
Casiglia (2008) ' 0.18(-0.26, 0.62)
Casiglia (2008) 4{l7 0.03(-0.28,0.34)
Hengstenberg C (2001) i <0.13(-0.46,0.20)
Sartori M (2003) 0.35(0.01,0.69)
Ryd?n M (2002) -0.08(-1.07,091)
Mart?n (2005) 0.28(-0.90,0.34)
Subtotal <> 0.01(-0.13,0.15)
race==
Huang X (2003) R 0.10(-0.07,0.27)
Wang (2004) * 0.17(-0.29, 0.63)
Matsunaga (2004) -0.04(-0.83,0.75)
Huang X (2003) 4’7 0.00(-0.17,0.17)
Wang (2004) 8 021(-064,022)
Yamamoto (2004) 0.07(-0.06, 0.20)
HayakawaT (2006) 0.01(-0.20,0.22)
Wang (2008) -0.08(-045,0.29)
Suwazono (2005) 0.08(-0.02,0.18)
Suwazono (2006) 0.00(-0.12,0.12)
Subtotal O 0.04(-0.01,0.10)
rae==
DanovizME (2005) —— 0.18(0.32-0.04)
Kopf (2006) —_—— -0.16(-0.50,0.18)
Subtotal e 0.18(-0.31-0.05)
Overall 0.01(-0.05, 0.06)
\ \
41072 0 1.07128
Effect size

% Weight

Al
14
28
24
23
03
07
16.9

81
13

82
14
122
57
20
171
135
69.9

109
23
132

100.0
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» gen diab_cat=1 if diabetes <=0.3 replace diab_cat =2 if diabetes >0.3 & diabetes
<=1 replace diab_cat =3 if diabetes ==2 : dnulovpyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6MoU oTNV
katnyopla 1 €xoupe TIC UEAETEG Pe TTOOOOTO SlaBntikwv <30%, otn delTepn
QUTEG UE TOOOOTO Slafntikwv >30% KalL otnv TPLTN QUTEG Tou SeV €XOUUE
KArmola mAnpodopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (diab_cat ) label (hamevar=author ,yearvar=year ):

Sle€aywyn HETA-AVAAUGCNG WG TTPOG TIC TOPATIAVW Katnyopleg dtapntn.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta amoteAéopata.
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diab_cat==1

Hengstenberg € (2001

Casiglia (2008)
Casiglia (2008)

Hengstenberg € (2001

sartori M (2003)
Ryd?n M (2002)
Mart?n (2005)
Huang X {2003)

ang (2004)
MatsunagaT (2004)
Huang X (2003)
wang (2004)
HayakawaT (2008)
kopf (2006)

sub-total

D+L pooled ES

diab_cat==
amamoto (2004)
DancovizME {2005)
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES

diab_cat==3
ang (2008)
suwazono {2005)
suwazono (20086)
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES

overall
D+L pooled ES

diab_cat==1
diab_cat==2
diab_cat==
overall

diab_cat==
diab_cat==2
diab_cat==3
overall

Lo AT YU L M W ) T, S

|
|
I
|
+

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic

10.31
6.53
1.40

20.22

1.97

-0.070
0.180
0.030

-0.130
0. 350

—0. 080

—0.280
0.100
0.170

-0.210

[95% conf.

freadom

significance test(s) of EsS=0

0.32
0.43
1.05
0.23

13
1
2

i8

2

=]

0. 668
0.011
0.496
0.321

0.373

Intervall]

0.112
0.617
0.337
0.197
0. 688
0.911
0.344
0.268
0.630
0.748
0.167
0.225
0.216
0.181

I-squared=*

0.
B4.
0.
3 B

RIAR

1

overall Test for heterogeneity betwean sub-groups

% weight

|
|
|
|
|
___+ ___________________________________________________
|
|
+

Tau-squared

0. 0000
0. 0265
0. 0000
0. 0014

#% I-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)
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Effect size

Study (95% Cl) % Weight
diab_cat==1

Hengstenberg C (2001) —— -0.07 (-0.25,0.11) 74

Hengstenberg C (2001) —_— -0.13(-0.46, 0.20) 24

Ryd?n M (2002) -0.08(-1.07,0.91) 03

Huang X (2003) —1 0.10(-0.07, 0.27) 8.1

Huang X (2003) —-— 0.00 (-0.17,0.17) 82

Sartori M (2003) — 0.35(0.01, 0.69) 23

Wang (2004) . 0.21(-0.64, 0.22) 14

Wang (2004) 0.17(-0.29, 0.63) 13

Matsunaga (2004) -0.04(-0.83,0.75) 04

Mart?n (2005) -0.28(-0.90, 0.34) 07

Casiglia (2008) * 0.18(-0.26, 0.62) 14

Casiglia (2008) 0.03(-0.28, 0.34) 28

Kopf (2006) -0.16 (-0.50, 0.18) 23

Hayakawa (2006) 0.01(:0.20,0.22) 57
Subtotal 0.01(-0.06, 0.09) 44
diab_cat==:

Yamamoto (2004) —— 0.07(-0.06, 0.20) 122

DanovizME (2005) —B— 018 (-0.32,-0.04) 109
Subtotal _ -0.05(-0.30,0.19) 2.1
diab_cat==3

Suwazono (2005) Hi} 0.08 (0.02, 0.18) 174

Suwazono (2006) + 0.00(0.12,0.12) 135

Wang (2008) —_— -0.08(-0.45,0.29) 20
Subtotal — 0.04 (-0.04,0.12) 326
Overall 0.01(-0.05, 0.06) 100.0

\ \
40712 0 1.07128
Effect size
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» gen hyper_cat=1 if hypertension<=0.3 replace hyper_cat=2 if hypertension>0.3
& hypertension <=1 replace hyper_cat=3 if hypertension==2: énuioupyia 3
UeTaBANTWY, OmMou otnv Katnyopia 1 £XOUME TIG MEAETEC UE TIOOOOTO
UTLEPTAOLKWYV <30%, ot S€UTEPN AUTEG |LE TTOCOOTO UTEPTACIKWY >30% Kol oTnV
TPlTN aUTEG TTou Sev €xoupe Kamola tAnpodopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (hyper_cat ) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year )

: Sle€aywyn HETA-0VAAUCNC WC TTIPOG TIG TTAPATIAVW KATNYOPLEG UTTEPTAONC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.

108



metan b4 se_bd4 ,randomi by(hyper_cat ) label(namevar=author ,yearwvar=year )
Study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % weight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hyper_cat==1
Hengstenberg C (2001 | —0.070 -0.252 0.112 7.09
Casiglia (2008) | 0.180 —0. 257 0.617 1.39
Casiglia (2008) | 0.030 —0.277 0.337 2.75
Ryd?n M (2002) | —0. 080 -1.071 0.911 0.28
Huang x (2003) | 0.100 —0. 068 0.268 8.11
wang (2004) | 0.170 —0.290 0.630 1.27
MatsunagaT (2004) | —0. 040 —0. 828 0.748 0.44
HayakawaT (2008) | 0.010 —-0.196 0.216 5.71
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.032 -0.063 0.126 27.04
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hyper_cat==2
Hengstenberg € (2001 | —0.130 —0.457 0.197 2.44
sartori M (2003) | 0.350 0.012 0.688 2.29
Mart?n (2005) | —0.280 —0. 904 0.344 0.69
Huang x (2003) | 0. 000 —-0.167 0.167 8.23
wang (2004) | —-0.210 —0. 645 0.225 1.41
kopf (20086) |  -0.160 -0.501 0.181 2.25
Yamamoto (2004} | 0.070 —0. 061 0.201 12.16
DanovizME (2005) | -0.180  -0.320 -0.040 10.93
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES |  —0.041 -0.162 0.081 40.41
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hyper_cat==3
wWang (2008) | —0. 080 —0. 447 0.287 1.96
Suwazono (2005) | 0. 080 —0.023 0.183 17.14
suwazono (2006) | 0. 000 —-0.122 0.122 13.45
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.041 —0.036 0.118 32.55
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 0. 006 —0. 046 0.058 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Test{s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared*®  Tau-squared
hyper_cat== 2.74 F 0.908 0.0% 0. 0000
hyper_cat==2 13.79 7 0.055 49, Fx 0.0128
hyper_cat== 1.40 2 0.496 0. 0% 0. 0000
overall 20.22 18 0.321 11.0% 0.0014
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
2.29 2 0.319

#% I-squared: the wvariation in ES attributable to heterogensity)

significance test(s) of Es=0

hyper_cat== z= 0.66 p = 0.508
hyper_cat==2 z= 0.65 p = 0.514
hyper_cat== z= 1.05 p = 0.293
overall Zz= 0.23 p = 0.819
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Effect size

Study (95% Cl) % Weight

hyper_cat==1 |
Hengstenberg C (2001) —— -0.07 (0.25, 0.11) 74
Ryd?n M (2002) ‘ -0.08(-1.07, 0.91) 03
Huang X (2003) —m— 0.10(-0.07,0.27) 8.1
Wang (2004) —= 0.17(:0.29, 0.63) 13
MatsunagaT (2004) ‘ -0.04(-0.83,0.75) 04
Casiglia (2008) » 0.18(-0.26, 0.62) 14
Casiglia (2008) - 0.03(-0.28,0.34) 28
HayakawaT (2006) —— 0.01(-0.20,0.22) 57
Subtotal - 0.03(-0.06,0.13) 270

I

hyper_cat==2 :
Hengstenberg C (2001) — -0.13(-0.46, 0.20) 24
Huang X (2003) —— 0.00 (-0.17,0.17) 82
Sartori M (2003) e 0.35(0.01, 0.69) 23
Wang (2004) . ‘ -0.21(-0.64,0.22) 14
Mart?n (2005) -0.28(-0.90, 0.34) 07
Kopf (2006) _— -0.16 (-0.50, 0.18) 23
Yamamoto (2004) — 0.07 (-0.06, 0.20) 122
DanovizME (2005) —B— 1 0.18(-0.32,:0.04) 109
Subtotal —— -0.04(-0.16, 0.08) 404

|

hyper_cat==3 :
Suwazono (2005) i 008 (-0.02, 0.18) 171
Suwazono (2006) + 0.00 (-0.12,0.12) 135
Wang (2008) R -0.08(-0.45, 0.29) 20
Subtotal I~ 0.04 (-0.04, 0.12) 326

I

I
Overall > 0.01(-0.0, 0.06) 100.0

\ \
10712 0 1.07128
Effect size
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» gen obese_cat=1 if obesity<=0.3 replace obese cat=2 if obesity>0.3 &obesity
<=1 replace obese_cat=3 if obesity==2 : dnuloupyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6mou otnv
katnyopla 1 £Xoupe TIG HEAETEG PE TTOOOOTO TtaXVoapPKWWV <30%, otn SeUTepn
QUTEG PE TOCO0O0TO TaxLoapkwv >30% Kal otnv Tpltn AQUTEG TIou 8eV €XOUWE
KArmola mAnpodopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (obese_cat ) label namevar=author ,yearvar=year ) :

Sle€aywyn HETA-AVAAUONG WG TTPOG TLC TTOPATIAVW KATNYOPLEG MaxuoopKiag.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.
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=% T-squared:

significance

obese_cat==
ohese_cat==2
obese_cat=—=
overall

test(s) of Es=0

I-squared*

% weight

Tau-squared

Study | ES [95% Conf. Interval]
_____________________ PSPPI 1) L SO o i M i L R S i R
obese_cat==1
Hengstenberg € (2001 | -0.070 -0.252 0.112
Casiglia (2008) | 0.180 —0.257 0.617
Casiglia (2008) | 0.030 —0.277 0.337
Huang X (2003} | 0.100 -0. 068 0.268
wWang (2004) | 0.170 —0. 290 0.630
MatsunagaT (2004) | —0. 040 -0. 828 0.748
Hengstenberg € (2001 | -0.130 —0.457 0.197
sartori M (2003) | 0. 350 0.012 0.688
Huang X (2003) | 0. 000 —-0.167 0.167
wWang (2004) | -0.210 -0.645 0.225
Yamamoto (2004) | 0.070 —0. 061 0.201
panovizme (2005) | -0.180 -0.320 -0.040
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0. 004 —0. 080 0.088
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
obese_cat==2
rRyd?n M (2002) | —0. 0BO -1.071 0.911
HayakawaT (2006) | 0.010 -0.196 0.216
ang (2008) | —0. 080 —0. 447 0. 287
sub-total |
+L pooled ES | -0.014 -0.191 0.163
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
ohese_cat==3
Mart?n {2005) | —-0. 280 —-0. 904 0.344
Kopf (2006) | —0.160 —0. 501 0.181
suwazono (2005) | 0. 080 -0.023 0.183
suwazono (2006) | 0. 000 -0.122 0.122
sub-total |
+L pooled ES | 0.027 -0.057 0.112
___________________ NSRS L S PSSt L 5k S SOt S S S Al e B e L L e
overall |
+L pooled ES | 0. 006 -0.046 0.058
___________________ S B e T T e e TR T TR e e e e e s s e
Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P
ohese_cat==1 16.18 11 0.134
obese_cat==2 0.19 2 0.908
obese cat== 3.28 3 0.350
overall 20.22 18 0.321
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
0.56 2 0.755

the variation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)
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Effect size
Study (95% Cl) % Weight
obese_cat==1
Hengstenberg C (2001) —— -0.07 (-0.25, 0.11) 74
Huang X (2003) 4 0.10 (-0.07,0.27) 8.1
Wang (2004) ‘ 0.17 (-0.29, 0.63) 13
MatsunagaT (2004) 1 -0.04 (-0.83, 0.75) 04
Casiglia (2008) ‘ » 0.18(-0.26, 0.62) 14
Casiglia (2008) | 0.03(-0.28,0.34) 28
Hengstenberg C (2001) 4l—;7 -0.13(-0.46, 0.20) 24
Huang X (2003) — 0.00 (-0.17,0.17) 82
Sartori M (2003) } 0.35(0.01, 0.69) 23
Wang (2004) -0.21(-0.64,0.22) 14
Yamamoto (2004) —LF 0.07 (-0.06, 0.20) 122
DanovizME (2005) + : -0.18(-0.32,-0.04) 10.9
Subtotal = 0.00 (-0.08, 0.09) 58.5
I
obese_cat==2 :
Ryd?n M (2002) ‘ -0.08(-1.07,0.91) 03
HayakawaT (2006) + 0.01(-0.20, 0.22) 5.7
Wang (2008) i B -0.08 (-0.45, 0.29) 20
Subtotal — -0.01(-0.19, 0.16) 79
I
obese_cat==3 :
Mart?n (2005) ! -0.28 (-0.90, 0.34) 07
Kopf (2006) — -0.16 (-0.50, 0.18) 23
Suwazono (2005) i 0.08 (-0.02, 0.18) 17.4
Suwazono (2006) + 0.00 (-0.12,0.12) 135
Subtotal BN 0.03(-0.06, 0.11) 335
1
I
Overall = 0.01(-0.05, 0.06) 100.0
\ \
10712 0 1.07128

Effect size
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6.2.2 INXOYAINH

Na tn dtaopd yovotunwy (CT+TT)-CC EYouus:

Mo va UEAETNOOUME TN OUCXETION TOU TOAUMOpdLopoU pe ta Sdedopéva tng
XOANOTEPOANG, XPNOLUOTIOLCALE T EEAG:
» gen b3 =xnoaa— xaa : UTTOAOYLOMOC TNG SLadopdg TWV HECWV TLUWV
» gen V33 = (sdnoaa)*2/nnoaa + (sdaa)*2/naa : umoAoylopOG TG SLAKUUAVGNG
™¢ Stadopag
» gense_b3=sqrt (V33): umoAoyLOMOC TOU TUTILKOU OPAALATOG
» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (race) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year):

Sle€aywyn Heto- avaluong wg mpog tn duAn

2Tn ouvEXela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopaTa.
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metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by( race) label(namevar=author ,yearvar=year )}

study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % weight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==
N?rnberger 1 (2003) | -22.200 —b3. 597 19.197 4.91
Brand E (2003) | -2.210 -11.227 6. 807 35.68
Brand E ({2003} | 1.000 -8.338 10.338 34.89
Poch E (2002) | 44. 000 5.960 82.040 5.72
Ryd?n M (2002} | 7.960 -9.789 25.709 18.81
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 2.482 —-7.159 12.124 100.00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 2.482 —7.159 12.124 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom F I-squared®*  Tau-squared
race==1 7.19 4 0.126 44 4% 46. 6649
overall 7.19 4 0.126 44 4% 46. 6649
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
Q.00 0 -

#% T-squared: the variation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of E5=0
race==1 z= 0.50 p =
overall z= 0.50 p = 0.614
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Effect size
Study (95% Cl) % Weight
race== |
N?rnberger J (2003) u -22.20 (-63.60, 19.20) 4.9
Brand E (2003) -2.21(-11.23,6.81) 357
Brand E (2003) 1.00 (-8.34,10.34) 34.9
Poch E (2002) n 44.00 (5.96,82.04) 5.7
Ryd?n M (2002) *:r 7.96 (-9.79,25.71) 18.8
Subtotal > 2.48(-7.16,12.12) 100.0

Overall 3 248 (-7.16,12.12) 100.0

-82.039 0 82.0399
Effect size
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» gen diab_cat=1 if diabetes <=0.3 replace diab_cat =2 if diabetes >0.3 & diabetes

<=1 replace diab_cat =3 if diabetes ==2 : dnuloupyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6MoU otNV

katnyopla 1 €xou

HE TIG UeAETEG pe TOoooTO Slafntikwv <30%, otn Seutepn

QUTEG ME TOOOOTO Slafntikwv >30% KalL otnv TPLTN QUTEG ToU SeV €XOUUE

KArmola mAnpodopia.

» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (diab_cat ) label (hamevar=author ,yearvar=year ):

Sle€aywyn HETA-AVAAUGONG WG TTPOG TIC MOPATIAVW Katnyopleg dtapntn.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.

metan b3 se_b3 ,ran

diab_cat==1
rRyd?n M (2002)
NTrnberger 1 (2003)
sub-total
D+L pooled ES
diab_cat==
Poch E (2002)
Brand E (2003}
Brand E (2003)
sub-total
D+L pooled ES
overall
D+L pooled ES

Test(s) of heterogene
Hetero
stat

diab_cat==1
diab_cat==

overall

overall Test for hete

#% T-squared: the war

significance test(s)

diab_cat==1
diab_cat==3
overall

domi by{diab_cat ) Tabel{namevar=author ,yearvar=year )

| ES [95% Conf. Interval] % wWeight

+ ___________________________________________________
| 7.960 —9.789 25.709 18.81

| —22.200 —63. 597 19.197 4.91

I

| -1.084 -28.169  26.001 23.72

+ ___________________________________________________
| 44,000 5. 960 82.040 5.72

| -2.210 -11.227 6. 807 35.68

| 1.000 —-8.338 10.338 34.89

|

| 3.489 —-9. 056 16. 035 76.28

+ ___________________________________________________
I

| 2.482 —7.159 12.124 100. 00
+ ___________________________________________________
ity:

geneity degrees of

istic freedom = I-squared®**  Tau-squared
1.72 1 0.189 41. 9% 190. 7522
5.38 2 0. 068 62. BX 68.3345
7.19 4 0.126 44 4% 46. 6649
rogeneity between sub-groups

0.09 1 0.765

jation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)

of Es=0
z= 0.08 p = 0.937
z= 0.55 p = 0.586
z 0.50 p = 0.614
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Study
diab_cat==
Ryd?n M (2002)
N?rnberger J (2003)
Subtotal

diab_cat==
Poch E (2002)
Brand E (2003)
Brand E (2003)

Subtotal

Overall

Effect size

(95% CI) % Weight

7.96 (-9.79, 25.71)
-22.20 (-63.60, 19.20)
-1.08 (-28.17, 26.00)

44.00 ( 5.96, 82.04)
-2.21 (-11.23, 6.81)
1.00 (-8.34, 10.34)
3.49 (-9.06, 16.04)

2.48 (-7.16, 12.12)

-82.039

Effect size

82.0399

18.8
4.9
23.7

57
35.7
34.9
76.3

100.0
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» gen hyper_cat=1 if hypertension<=0.3 replace hyper_cat=2 if hypertension>0.3

& hypertension <=1 replace hyper_cat=3 if hypertension==2: &nuwoupyia 3

UeTaBANTWY, OmMou otnv Katnyopia 1 £XOUME TIG MEAETEC UE TIOOOOTO

UTLEPTAOLKWYV <30%, ot S€UTEPN AUTEG |LE TTOCOOTO UTEPTACIKWY >30% Kol oTnV

TPlTN aUTEG TTou Sev €xoupe Kamola tAnpodopia.

» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (hyper_cat ) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year )

: Sle€aywyn HETA-0VAAUCNC WC TTIPOG TIG TTAPATIAVW KATNYOPLEG UTTEPTAONC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.

significance test({s) of E5=0

hyper_cat== z= 0.04 p = 0.968
hyper_cat==2 z= 2.27 p = 0.023
overall z= 0.50 p = 0.614

metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by(hyper_cat ) label(namevar=author ,yearvar=year )

study | ES [95% conf. Interval] % weight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hyper_cat==1
ryd?n M (2002) | 7.960 -9.789 25.709 18.81
N7rnberger 1 (2003) | -22.200 -63.597 19.197 4.9
Brand E (2003) | -2.210 -11.227 6. BO7 35.68
Brand E (2003) | 1.000 -8.338 10.338 34.89
sub-total |
+L pooled Es | —-0.124 -6.151 5.904 94.28
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hyper_cat==2
roch E {2002) | 44,000 5. 960 82.040 5.72
sub-total |
+L pooled ES | 44. 000 5. 960 B2.040 5.72
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 2.482 —7.159 12.124 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freadom P I-squared®*  Tau-squared
hyper_cat==1 2.15 3 0.542 0.0% 0. 0000
hyper_cat==2 0. 00 (i} = -% 0. 0000
overall 7.19 4 0.126 44.4% 46. 6649
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :
5.04 1 0.025

#% I-sguared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)
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Study

hyper_cat==
Ryd?n M (2002)
N?rnberger J (2003)
Brand E (2003)
Brand E (2003)

Subtotal
hyper_cat==2

Poch E (2002)
Subtotal
Overall

! i
i —_—

Effect size
(95% CI)

% Weight
7.96 (-9.79, 25.71) 18.8
-22.20 (-63.60, 19.20) 4.9
2.21(-11.23,6.81) 357
1.00 (-8.34, 10.34) 34.9
-0.12 (-6.15, 5.90) 94.3

44.00 (5.96,82.04) 57
44.00 (5.96,82.04) 57

2.48(-7.16,12.12)  100.0

-82.039

82.0399

Effect size
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> gen obese_cat=1 if obesity<=0.3 replace obese_cat=2 if obesity>0.3 &obesity
<=1 replace obese_cat=3 if obesity==2 : dnuloupyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6mou otnv
katnyopla 1 £Xoupe TIG HEAETEG PE TTOOOOTO TtaXVoapPKWWV <30%, otn SeUTepn
QUTEG PE TOCO0O0TO TaxLoapkwv >30% Kal otnv Tpltn AQUTEG TIou 8eV €XOUWE
KArmola mAnpodopia.

» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (obese_cat ) label namevar=author ,yearvar=year ) :

Sle€aywyn HETA-AVAAUONG WG TTPOG TLC TTOPATIAVW KATNYOPLEG MaxuoopKiag.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.

metan b3 se_b? ,randomi by( obese_cat } label(namevar=author ,yearvar=year )}

Study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % weight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
obese_cat==
N7rnberger 1 (2003) | —-22.200 —63. 597 19.197 4.9
Brand E {2003) | -2.210 -11.227 6. 807 35.68
Brand E (2003) | 1. 000 -8.338 10.338 34.89
poch E (2002) | 44, 000 5.960 82.040 5.72
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 1.569 -10.414 13.552 £1.19
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
ohese_cat==2
Ryd?n M (2002) | 7.960 -9.789 25.709 18.81
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 7.960 -9.789 25.709 18.81
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 2.482 -7.159 12.124 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared®*®  Tau-squared
obese_cat==1 6.52 3 0.089 54.0% 66.7731
obese_cat== 0.00 ] p . 4 0. 0000
overall 7.19 4 0.126 44 4% 46. 6649
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
0.67 1 0.412

#% T-squared: the wvariation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test{s) of E5=0

obese_cat== z= 0.26 p = 0.797
obese_cat==2 z= 0.88 p = 0.379
overall z= 0.50 p = 0.614
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Effect size

Study (95% CI) % Weight
obese cat== ‘

N?rnberger J (2003) u 1 -22.20 (-63.60, 19.20) 4.9

Brand E (2003) -2.21 (-11.23, 6.81) 35.7

Brand E (2003) 1.00 (-8.34, 10.34) 34.9

Poch E (2002) L 44.00 ( 5.96, 82.04) 5.7
Subtotal <> 1.57 (-10.41, 13.55)  81.2
obese cat== !

Ryd?n M (2002) —'— 7.96 (-9.79, 25.71) 18.8
Subtotal — 7.96 (-9.79,25.71)  18.8
Overall ‘ 2.48 (-7.16,12.12)  100.0

I I
-82.039 0 82.0399
Effect size
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Na tn dtaopd yovorunwyv TT-(CC+CT) Exouus:

» gen b4 =xnoaa — xaa : UTTOAOYLOMOC TG SLadopdg TWV HECWVY TLULWV

» gen V44 = (sdnoaa)*2/nnoaa + (sdaa)*2/naa : umoAoylopog TG SLaKUUAVONG
™¢ Stadopag

> gense_b4=sqrt (V33): UTIOAOYLONOG TOU TUTIKOU 0P AAUATOC

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (race) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year):

Sle€aywyn Heto- avaluong wg mpog tn duAn

2Tn ouvExela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopaTa.

metan b4 se_bd4 ,randomi by( race) Tabel(namevar=author ,yearvar=year )

Study | ES [95% Conf. Interwval] % wWeight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==1
andersena (2005) | 3.000 0.373 5.627 31.33
Casiglia (2008) | —1.300 -11.320 8.720 10. 00
Brand £ (2003) | 28.730 9.133 48. 327 3.26
Brand E (2003) | -1.370 -15.984 13244 5.48
stefan (2003) | -1.010 —7. 507 5.487 17.35
Ryd?n M (2002) | 10.970 -24.043 45.983 1.09
Casiglia (2008) | 12.150 -0. 292 24,592 7.16
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 3. 667 -1.351 §.684 75.66
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==2
MatsunagaT (2004) | 0.410 —4.005 4,825 24.34
Sub-total |
b+L pooled ES | 0.410 —4. 005 4.825 24.34
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 2.585 -1.119 6.290 100, 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Test{s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared®*®  Tau-squared
race==1 11.40 [ 0.077 47 .4% 17.4411
race==2 0. 00 4] . .- 1 0. 0000
overall 12.34 7 0. 090 43 3% 9.6039
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
0.94 1 0.332

#% I-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of ES=0

race== Z= 1.43 p = 0.152
race==2 z= 0.18 p = 0.856
Overall z= 1.37 p = 0.171
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Effect size
Study (95% CI) % Weight

race== !
AndersenG (2005) E 3.00 ( 0.37, 5.63) 31.3
Casiglia (2008) i -1.30 (-11.32, 8.72) 10.0
Brand E (2003) = 28.73 (9.13, 48.33) 3.3
Brand E (2003) -1.37 (-15.98, 13.24) 5.5
Stefan (2003) I} -1.01 (-7.51, 5.49) 17.3

Ryd?n M (2002) 10.97 (-24.04, 45.98) 1.1

Casiglia (2008) R 12.15 (-0.29, 24.59) 7.2
Subtotal ‘ 3.67 (-1.35, 8.68) 75.7
race==

MatsunagaT (2004) I 0.41 (-4.01, 4.83) 24.3
Subtotal : 0.41 (-4.01, 4.83) 243
Overall 1 2.59 (-1.12, 6.29) 100.0

I I
-48.327 0 48.3270
Effect size
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» gen diab_cat=1 if diabetes <=0.3 replace diab_cat =2 if diabetes >0.3 & diabetes
<=1 replace diab_cat =3 if diabetes ==2 : dnuloupyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6MoU otNV
katnyopla 1 €xoupe TIC UEAETEG Pe TTOOOOTO SlaBntikwv <30%, otn deltepn
QUTEG ME TOOOOTO Slafntikwv >30% KalL otnv TPLTN QUTEG ToU SeV €XOUUE
KArmola mAnpodopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (diab_cat ) label (hamevar=author ,yearvar=year ):

Sle€aywyn HETA-AVAAUGONG WG TTPOG TIC MOPATIAVW Katnyopleg dtapntn.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.

metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by(diab_cat ) Tabel(namevar=author ,yearvar=year )

study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % weight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
diab_cat==1

Ryd?n M (2002) | 10.970 —24.043 45.983 1.09
stefan (2003) | -1.010 —7. 507 5.487 17.35
MatsunagaT (2004) | 0.410 -4. 005 4,825 24.34
wndersena (2005) | 2.000 0.373 5.627 31.33
Casiglia (2008) | 12.150 -0. 292 24.592 7.16
cCasiglia (2008) | =1.300 -11.320 8.720 10.00
Sub-total |

D+L pooled ES | 2.104 -0. 016 4.224 9i.26
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

diab_cat==

Erand E (2003) | 28.730 9.133 48. 327 3.26
Erand E {2003) | —1.370 —15.984 13.244 5.48
Sub-total |

D+L pooled ES | 12.943 —-16. 519 42_405 B.74
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |

D+L pooled ES | 2.585 -1.119 6. 290 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Test{s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared**  Tau-squared
diab_cat==1 5.09 5 0.405 1.7% 0.1698
diab_cat== 5.82 1 0.016 B82.8% 375.2213
overall 12.34 7 0. 090 43.3% 9.6039
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
1.43 1 0.232

#* I-squared: the variation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)

Significance test{s) of E5=0

diab_cat==1 z= 1.95 p = 0.052
diab_cat==3 z= 0.86 p = 0.389
overall z= 1.37 p = 0.171
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Study

hyper_cat==
Ryd?n M (2002)
MatsunagaT (2004)
AndersenG (2005)
Casiglia (2008)
Casiglia (2008)
Brand E (2003)
Brand E (2003)

Subtotal

hyper_cat==3
Stefan (2003)
Subtotal

Overall

Effect size

(95% Cl) % Weight

10.97 (-24.04, 45.98)
0.41(-4.01, 4.83)
3.00 ( 0.37, 5.63)
12.15 (-0.29, 24.59)
-1.30 (-11.32, 8.72)
28.73 (9.13, 48.33)
-1.37 (-15.98, 13.24)
3.49 (-0.86, 7.84)

-1.01 (-7.51, 5.49)
-1.01 (-7.51, 5.49)

2.59 (-1.12, 6.29)

-48.327

Effect size

48.3270

1.1
243
31.3

7.2
10.0

3.3

5.5
82.7

17.3

17.3

100.0
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» gen hyper_cat=1 if hypertension<=0.3 replace hyper_cat=2 if hypertension>0.3

& hypertension <=1 replace hyper_cat=3 if hypertension==2: &nuwoupyia 3

UeTaBANTWY, OmMou otnv Katnyopia 1 £XOUME TIG MEAETEC UE TIOOOOTO

UTLEPTAOLKWYV <30%, ot S€UTEPN AUTEG |LE TTOCOOTO UTEPTACIKWY >30% Kol oTnV

TPlTN aUTEG TTou Sev €xoupe Kamola tAnpodopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (hyper_cat ) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year )

: Sle€aywyn HETA-0VAAUCNC WC TTIPOG TIG TTAPATIAVW KATNYOPLEG UTTEPTAONC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.

Study | ES [05% Conf. Interwval] % weight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hyper_cat==1
Ryd?n M (2002) | 10.970 —-24.043 45.983 1.09
MatsunagaT (2004) | 0.410 —-4.005 4_825 24.34
andersenc (2005) | 3. 000 0.373 5.627 31.33
Casiglia (2008) | 12.150 —0.292 24.592 7.16
Casiglia (2008) | -1.300 -11. 320 8.720 10.00
Brand E (2003) | 28.730 9.133 48. 327 3.26
Brand E (2003) | -1.370 -15.984 13.244 5.48
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 3.491 —0. 857 7.839 82.65
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hyper_cat==3
stefan (2003} | -1.010 -7 . 507 5.487 17.35
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -1.010 —7.507 5.487 17.35
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 2.585 -1.119 6.290 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
Test{s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom F I-squared®®  Tau-squared

hyper_cat== 11.20 6 0.082 46.4%
hyper_cat==3 0.00 4] 2 %
overall 12.34 7 0. 090 43.3%
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups

1.14 1 0.286

11.9934
0. 0000
9.6039

#% I-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

Significance test(s) of E5=0

hyper_cat== z= 1.57 p = 0.116
hyper_cat== z= 0.30 p=0.761
overall z= 1.37 p = 0.171
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Study

hyper_cat==
Ryd?n M (2002)
MatsunagaT (2004)
AndersenG (2005)
Casiglia (2008)
Casiglia (2008)
Brand E (2003)
Brand E (2003)

Subtotal

hyper_cat==3
Stefan (2003)
Subtotal

Overall

Effect size

(95% Cl) % Weight

10.97 (-24.04, 45.98)
0.41(-4.01, 4.83)
3.00 ( 0.37, 5.63)
12.15 (-0.29, 24.59)
-1.30 (-11.32, 8.72)
28.73 (9.13, 48.33)
-1.37 (-15.98, 13.24)
3.49 (-0.86, 7.84)

-1.01 (-7.51, 5.49)
-1.01 (-7.51, 5.49)

2.59 (-1.12, 6.29)

-48.327

Effect size

48.3270

1.1
243
31.3

7.2
10.0

3.3

5.5
82.7

17.3

17.3

100.0
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> gen obese_cat=1 if obesity<=0.3 replace obese_cat=2 if obesity>0.3 &obesity
<=1 replace obese_cat=3 if obesity==2 : dnuloupyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6mou otnv
katnyopla 1 £Xoupe TIG HEAETEG PE TTOOOOTO TtaXVoapPKWWV <30%, otn SeUTepn
QUTEG PE TOCO0O0TO TaxLoapkwv >30% Kal otnv Tpltn AQUTEG TIou 8eV €XOUWE
KArmola mAnpodopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (obese_cat ) label namevar=author ,yearvar=year ) :

Sle€aywyn HETA-AVAAUONG WG TTPOG TLC TTOPATIAVW KATNYOPLEG MaxuoopKiag.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.

andersensc {2005) | 3. 000 0.373 5.627 31.33
Casiglia (2008) | 1. 300 -11. 320 8.720 10.00
Brand E (2003) | 28.730 9.133 48. 327 3.26
Brand E (2003) | -1.370 -15. 984 13.244 5.48
stefan (2003) | -1.010 —7 . 507 5.487 17.35
Sub-total |

+L pooled ES | 1.731 -2.061 5.523 91.75
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

ohese_cat==2

Ryd?n M (2002) | 10.970 -24.043 45,983 1.09
Sub-total |

D+L pooled ES | 10.970 -24.043 45.983 1.09
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

obese_cat==.

casiglia (2008) | 12.150 —0. 292 24,592 7.16
Sub-total |

D+L pooled ES | 12.150 —-0. 292 24_. 592 7.16
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |

D+L pooled ES | 2.585 -1.119 6.290 100.00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared**  Tau-squared
obese_cat==1 9.64 5 0. 086 48. 2% B.9833
obese_cat==2 0.00 0 - -% 0. 0000
obese_cat==. 0.00 o - W% 0. 0000
overall 12.34 i 0. 090 43.3% 9. 6039
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
2.70 2 0. 260

#% T-squared: the wvariation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test{s) of ES=0

obese_cat== z= 0.89 p=0.371
obese_cat=—= z= 0.61 p = 0.539
obese_cat==. z= 1.91 p = 0.056
overall z= 1.37 p = 0.171
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Study

obese_cat==
MatsunagaT (2004)
AndersenG (2005)
Casiglia (2008)
Brand E (2003)
Brand E (2003)
Stefan (2003)

Subtotal

obese_cat==2
Ryd?n M (2002)
Subtotal

Effect size
(95% Cl)

% Weight
0.41 (-4.01, 4.83) 24.3
3.00 (0.37,5.63) 31.3
-1.30 (-11.32, 8.72) 10.0
28.73(9.13, 48.33) 3.3
-1.37 (-15.98, 13.24) 5.5
-1.01 (-7.51, 5.49) 17.3
1.73 (-2.06, 5.52) 91.8

10.97 (-24.04,45.98) 1.1
10.97 (-24.04,45.98) 1.1

12.15(-0.29,24.59) 7.2
12.15(-0.29,24.59) 7.2

2.59 (-1.12, 6.29) 100.0

obese_cat==.
Casiglia (2008)
Subtotal —_—
Overall ‘
I I
-48.327 0 48.3270
Effect size
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6.2.3 TAYKOZH

Na tn dtaopd yovotunwy (CT+TT)-CC EYouus:

Mo va UEAETAOOUME TN OUCXETION TOU TOAUMOpdLopoU pe ta Sdedopéva tng
XOANOTEPOANG, XPNOLUOTIOLCALE T EEAG:
» gen b3 =xnoaa — xaa : UTIOAOYLOMOG TNE SLadopAg TV HECWVY TLUWY
» gen V33 = (sdnoaa)*2/nnoaa + (sdaa)*2/naa : umoAoylopOG TG SLAKUUAVGNG
™¢ Stadopadg
» gense_b3=sqgrt (V33): umoAoyLOMOC TOU TUTILKOU 0PAALATOG
» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (race) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year):

Sle€aywyn Heta- avaluong wg mpog tn duAn

2Tn ouvExela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopaTa.
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study | ES [95% conf. Interwvall] % weight

race==1
saller B (20032 | -0.170 -0.622 0. 282 1.12
N?rnberger 1 (2003) | 0. 000 -0.294 0.294 2.48
Mitchell (2005) | 0.180 -0.037 0.397 4.20
landersenc (2005) | 0. 000 -0.024 0. 024 22.58
casiglia (2008) | 0. 090 -0. 250 0.430 1.90
Casiglia (2008) | —0.130 -0.344 0.084 4.30
Fern?ndez-Real M (2 | 1.170 -0.658 2.998 0.07
sartori m (2003) | 0. 200 0.076 0.324 9.38
poch E (2002) | 1.100 -0.085 2.285 0.17
stefan (2003) | 0. 000 -0.078 0.078 14_86
rRyd?n M {(2002) | 0.220 -0. 206 0.646 1.25
Jerrard-punne (2007) | -0.420 -1.036 0.196 0.61
sub-total 1
D+L pooled ES | 0.042 -0.033 0.118 62.92
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==2
Huang X (2003) |  -0.030 -0.151 0.091 9.66
wang (2004) | -0.030 -0.252 0.192 4.03
MatsunagaT {2004) | —0.020 -0. 688 0.648 0.52
Huang X (2003) | 0.000 -0.120 0.120 9.76
wang (2004) | 0.030 -0.185 0.245 4._24
HayakawaT (2006) | —-0.130 -0.352 0.092 4.04
HayakawaT {2006) | —0.270 -0.937 0.397 0.53
Dai SP {2002) | —0.160 -0.476 0.156 2.18
pai sP (2002) | -0.270 -0.638 0. 098 1.65
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | —0.040 -0.107 0.027 36. 60
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==4
kopf (2006) | —0. 550 -1.249 0.149 0.48
sub-total |
+L pooled ES | —0. 550 -1.249 0.149 0.48
_____________________ N —
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 0.003 -0.046 0. 052 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared®**®  Tau-squared
race==1 22.09 11 0.024 50. 2% 0. 0052
race==2 4.01 8 0. 856 0. 0 0. 0000
race==4 0.00 0 E .- 4 0. 0000
overall 30.23 21 0.087 30.5% 0. 0026
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
4.13 2 0.127

#% I-sguared: the wariation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

Significance test(s) of E5=0

race==1 z= 1.10 p=0.273
race==2 z= 1.17 p = 0.241
race==4 z= 1.54 p = 0.123
overall z= 0.13 p = 0.897
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Study

race=
Saller B (2003)
Nernberger J (2003)
Mitchell (2005)
AndersenG (2005)
Casiglia (2008)
Casiglia (2008)

Fern?ndez-Real JM (2003)

Sartori M (2003)
Poch E (2002)
Stefan (2003)

Ryd?n M (2002)
Jerrard-Dunne (2007)
Subtotal

race==2
Huang X (2003)
Wang (2004)
MatsunagaT (2004)
Huang X (2003)
Wang (2004)
HayakawaT (2006)
HayakawaT (2006)
Dai SP (2002)
Dai SP (2002)
Subtotal

race==4
Kopf (2006)

Subtotal

Overall

Effect size
(95% Cl)

-0.17 (-0.62, 0.28)
0.00 (-0.29, 0.29)
0.18 (-0.04, 0.40)
0.00 (-0.02, 0.02)
0.09(-0.25, 0.43)
-0.13 (-0.34, 0.08)

1.17 (0,66, 3.00)
0.20(0.08, 0.32)
1.10(-0.09, 2.29)
0.00 (-0.08, 0.08)
0.22(-0.21, 0.65)
-0.42 (-1.04, 0.20)
0.04(-0.03, 0.12)

-0.03 (-0.15, 0.09)
-0.03 (-0.25, 0.19)
-0.02 (-0.69, 0.65)
000 (-0.12,0.12)
0.03 (-0.19, 0.25)
-0.13 (-0.35, 0.09)
-0.27 (-0.94, 0.40)
-0.16 (-0.48, 0.16)
-0.27 (-0.64, 0.10)
-0.04 (-0.11, 0.03)

-0.55 (-1.25, 0.15)
-0.55 (1.25, 0.15)

0.00 (-0.05, 0.05)

-2.9984

0

Effect size

2.99845

% Weight

0.5
0.5

100.0
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» gen hyper_cat=1 if hypertension<=0.3 replace hyper_cat=2 if hypertension>0.3
& hypertension <=1 replace hyper_cat=3 if hypertension==2: énuioupyia 3
UETABANTWY, OmMou otnv Katnyopia 1 £XOUMUE TIG MEAETEC UE TOOOOTO
UTIEPTAOLKWY <30%, ot S€UTEPN QUTEG LE TTOCOOTO UTEPTACIKWY >30% Kal oTnV
TPlTN aUTEG TTou Sev €xoupe Kamola tAnpodopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (hyper_cat ) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year )

: Sle€aywyn HETA-0VAAUGONC WC TIPOG TIG TTAPATIAVW KATNYOPLEG UTTEPTAONC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.
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diab_cat==1

saller B (2003)
N?rnberger 1 (2003)
Mitchell (2005)
andersenc (2005)
Casiglia (2008)
Casiglia (2008)
sartori M (20032)
stefan (2003
Ryd?n M (2002
Huang x (2003)
wang (2004)
MatsunagaT (2004)
Huang x (2003)
wang (2004)
HayakawaT (2006)
kopf (2006
Sub-total

+L pooled ES

diab_cat==2
Fern?ndez-real 1M (2
HayakawaT (2008)
sub-total
+L pooled ES

diab_cat=—=
Ppoch E (2002)
Jerrard-bunne {2007)
Dai sSP (2002)
pai sP (2002)
Sub-total
+L pooled ES

overall
D+L pooled ES

diab_cat==
diab_cat==
diab_cat==3
overall

e = SRR SR R e S SR

e

o e e e

Test{s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

significance test(s) of Es=0

z= 0.56
= 0.28
z= 0.97
z= 0.13

[95% conf.

Interwvall]

statistic freedom P I-squared®®
diab_cat==1 19.78 15 0.181 24.7%
diab_cat== 2.10 1 0.147 52. 4%
diab_cat==3 5.30 3 0.151 43.4%
overall 30.23 21 0. 087 30. 5%
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
3.05 2 0.218

% weight

Tau-squared

0.0014
0. 5437
0.0463
0. 0026

#% I-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)
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Effect size

Study (95% Cl)
diab_cat=='
Ryd?n M (2002) —t 0.22(0.21,085)
Saller B (2003) e 0.17(-0.62, 0.28)
Nomberger J (2003) — . 0.00 (029, 0.29)
Huang X (2003) 0.03(-0.15, 0.09)
Huang X (2003) 000 (042, 0.12)
Sartori M (2003) E 0.20(0.08,0.32)
Wang (2004) 0.03(-0.19,025)
Wang (2004) 0.03(-0.25, 0.19)
Stefan (2003) 0,00 (-0.08, 0.08)
MatsunagaT (2004) -0.02(-0.69, 0.65)
Mitchell (2005) 0.18(-0.04,040)
AndersenG (2005) 0,00 (-002, 0.02)
Hayakawa (2006) — 0.43(0.35, 0.09)
Casiglia (2008) — 0.09(-0.25,043)
Casiglia (2008) —= 0.13(-0.34, 0.08)
Kopf (2006) _ 0.55(-1.25, 0.15)
Subtotal 0.01(-0.03, 0.06)
diab_cat==2
Fern?ndez-Real JM (2003) 1.17 (-0.66, 3.00)
HayakawaT (2006) e 0.27 (-0.94, 0.40)
Subtotal —_— 0.19(-1.13, 1.50)
diab_cat==3
Dai SP (2002) — -0.16(-0.48, 0.16)
Dai SP (2002) — 0.27 (-0.64, 0.10)
Poch E (2002) 1,10 (-0.09, 2.29)
Jerrard-Dunne (2007) _— -0.42(-1.04, 0.20)
Subtotal p— -0.16(-0.49, 0.17)
Overall 0.00(-0.05, 0.05)
\ \
-2.9984 0 299845
Effect size

% Weight

12
11
25
9.7
9.8
9.4
42
4.0
149
0.5
42
226
4.0
1.9
43
0.5
948

0.1
0.5
0.6

22
16
0.2
0.6
4.6

100.0
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» gen hyper_cat=1 if hypertension<=0.3 replace hyper_cat=2 if hypertension>0.3
& hypertension <=1 replace hyper_cat=3 if hypertension==2: énuioupyia 3
UETABANTWY, OmMou otnv Katnyopia 1 £XOUMUE TIG MEAETEC UE TOOOOTO
UTIEPTAOLKWY <30%, ot S€UTEPN QUTEG LE TTOCOOTO UTEPTACIKWY >30% Kal oTnV
TPlTN aUTEG TTou Sev €xoupe Kamola tAnpodopia.

» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (hyper_cat ) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year )

: Sle€aywyn HETA-0VAAUGONC WC TIPOG TIG TTAPATIAVW KATNYOPLEG UTTEPTAONC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.
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Study | ES [95% Conf. Interval] % Weight
S T e S e A A R e et ]
hyper_cat==
zaller B (2003) | -0.170 -0.622 0.282 1.12
N?rnberger 3 (2003) | 0. 000 —-0.294 0.294 2.48
Mitchell (2005) | 0.180 -0.037 0.397 4.20
landersens (2005) | 0. 000 -0.024 0. 024 22.58
casiglia (2008) | 0. 090 -0.250 0.430 1.90
Casiglia (2008) | -0.130 -0.344 0.084 4.30
rRyd?n M (2002) | 0.220 -0.206 0.646 1.25
Huang x (2003) | -0.030 -0.151 0.091 9.66
Wang (2004) | -0.030 -0.252 0.192 4.03
MatsunagaT (2004) | -0.020 -0.688 0.648 0.52
HayakawaT (2006) | -0.130 -0.352 0.092 4.04
Fern?ndez-real M (2 | 1.170 -0.658 2.998 0.07
Dai sP (2002) | -0.160 -0.476 0.156 2.18
Dai SP (2002) | -0.270 -0.638 0.098 1.65
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.003 -0.026 0.019 59.97
S LT L N [ W 1 .. N—
hyper _cat==2
Sartori M (2003) | 0.200 0.076 0.324 9.38
Huang X (2003) | 0. 000 ~0.120 0.120 9.76
wWang (2004) | 0. 030 -0.185 0.245 4.24
kopf (2006) | —0.550 -1.249 0.149 0.48
HayakawaT (2008) | -0.270 -0.937 0.397 0.53
Poch E (2002) | 1.100 —0.085 2.285 0.17
Jerrard-bunne (2007) | -0.420 -1.036 0.196 0.61
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.017 -0.155 0.189 25.17
s e R
hyper_cat==3
stefan (2003) | 0. 000 -0.078 0.078 14. 86
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0. 000 -0.078 0.078 14.86
S DT U N S L T L S —
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 0.003 -0.046 0.052 100. 00
O i o PR ey SRR e R ) P
Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-squared**  Tau-squared
hyper_cat== 12.09 13 0. 520 0. 0% 0. 0000
hyper_cat== 14.98 6 0.020 59. o% 0.0223
hyper_cat== 0.00 0 Z .- 4 0. 0000
overall 30.23 21 0.087 30.5% 0. 0026
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
3.16 2 0.206

#% I-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of ES=0

hyper_cat== z 0.28 p = 0.777
hyper_cat== z= 0.19 p = 0.846
hyper_cat==3 z= 0.00 p = 1.000
overall z= 0.13 p = 0.897
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Effect size
(95% Cl) % Weight
—_— 0.22(-0.21, 0.65) 1.2
Saller B (2003) —_ -0.17 (-0.62, 0.28) 1.1
N2rnberger J (2003) — 0.00 (-0.29, 0.29) 25
Huang X (2003) -0.03 (-0.15, 0.09) 97
Wang (2004) -0.03(-0.25, 0.19) 4.0
MatsunagaT (2004) -0.02 (-0.69, 0.65) 05
Mitchell (2005) 0.18 (-0.04, 0.40) 42
AndersenG (2005) 0.00 (-0.02, 0.02) 226
HayakawaT (2006) — -0.13 (-0.35, 0.09) 4.0
Casiglia (2008) —t 0.09 (-0.25, 0.43) 19
Casiglia (2008) — . -0.13 (-0.34, 0.08) 43
Fern?ndez-Real JM (2003) 1.17 (0,66, 3.00) 0.1
Dai SP (2002) — -0.16 (-0.48, 0.16) 22
Dai SP (2002) —— -0.27 (-0.64, 0.10) 16
Subtotal -0.00 (-0.03, 0.02) 60.0
hyper_cat==2
Huang X (2003) - 000 (-0.12,0.12) 9.8
Sartori M (2003) g 3 0.20 (0.08,0.32) 9.4
Wang (2004) —. 0.03(-0.19, 0.25) 4.2
Kopf (2006) e -0.55 (-1.25, 0.15) 05
HayakawaT (2006) — -0.27 (-0.94, 0.40) 05
Poch E (2002) 1.10(-0.09, 2.29) 02
Jerrard-Dunne (2007) — -0.42 (-1.04, 0.20) 06
Subtotal = 0.02(-0.15, 0.19) 252
hyper_cat==3
Stefan (2003) | | 0.00 (-0.08, 0.08) 149
Subtotal 0.00 (-0.08, 0.08) 149
Overall 0.00 (-0.05, 0.05) 1000
I I
2.9984 0 299845

Effect size
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» gen obese_cat=1 if obesity<=0.3 replace obese cat=2 if obesity>0.3 &obesity
<=1 replace obese_cat=3 if obesity==2 : dnuloupyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6mou otnv
Katnyopia 1 €Xouue TIG HEAETEG E TTOOOOTO axUoapkww <30%, otn deutepn
QUTEG PE TOCO0O0TO TaxVoapkwv >30% Kal otnv Tpltn AQUTEG TIou 8eV €XOUWE
KamoLo Anpogdopia.

» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (obese_cat ) label namevar=author ,yearvar=year ) :

Sle€aywyn HETO-aVAAUGONE WE TTPOC TLG TIAPATIAVW KOTNYOPLES TTaXUoapPKLiOC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.
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obese_cat==

Saller B (2003) | —0.170 —0.622 0.282 1.12
NZrnberger 3 (2003) | 0. 000 —0.294 0.294 2.48
vitchell (2005) | 0.180 -0.037 0.397 4.20
andersenc (2005) | 0. 000 -0.024 0.024 22.58
Casiglia (2008) | 0. 090 —0.250 0.430 1.90
casiglia (2008) |  -0.130 -0.344 0.084 4.30
Huang X (2003) | —0.030 —-0.151 0.091 9. 66
wang (2004) | -0.030 -0.252 0.192 4.03
MatsunagaT (2004) | —-0.020 -0.688 0.648 0.52
Fern?ndez-real 1M (2 | 1.170 -0.658 2.998 0.07
Sartori M (2003) | 0.200 0.076 0.324 9.38
Huang x (2003) | 0. 000 -0.120 0.120 9.76
wWang (2004) | 0.030 —0.185 0.245 4.24
poch E (2002) | 1.100 —-0.085 2.285 0.17
stefan (2003) | 0. 000 -0.078 0.078 14. 86
sub-total |

D+L pooled ES | 0.021 —-0.026 0. 068 89.27
_____________________ B BE SRS BRI BESRE  SEER

obese_cat==2

ryd?n M (2002) | 0.220 —-0. 206 0. 646 1.25
HayakawaT (2006) |  -0.130 -0.352 0.092 4.04
HayakawaT (2006) | —0.270 —-0.937 0. 397 0.53
sub-total |

D+L pooled ES | —0.059 —-0.289 0.171 5.81
_____________________ e TR e T e T e e 0 T e e

obese_cat==

pai 5P (2002) | —0.160 -0.476 0.156 2.18
pai sp (2002) | -0.270 -0.638 0.098 1.65
kopf (2006) |  -0.550 -1.249 0.149 0.48
Jerrard-punne (2007) | —0.420 -1.036 0.196 0.61
sub-total |

D+L pooled ES | -0.264 -0.477 -0.051 4.92
_____________________ e T T g ST v TR e e T R e e
overall |

b+L pooled ES | 0.003 —-0.046 0.052 100. 00
_____________________ o R DS e i T R Dk A e T I R e I R S A I R DS S I S S I O R
Test(s) of heterogeneity:

Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-squared*®  Tau-squared
obese_cat==1 19. 80 14 0.137 29.3% 0.0018
chese_cat==2 2_40 2 0.301 16.8% 0. 0087
obese cat== 1.31 3 0.728 0. 0% 0. 0000
overall 30.23 21 0. 087 30. 5% 0. 0026
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
6.72 2 0.035

“* I-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test{s) of E5=0

obese_cat==1 z= 0.87 p = 0.382
obese_cat==2 z= 0.50 p = 0.615
obese_cat== z= 2.43 p = 0.015
overall = 0.13 p = 0.897
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Study

obese_cat==1
Saller B (2003)
N2rnberger J (2003)
Huang X (2003)
Wang (2004)
MatsunagaT (2004)
Mitchell (2005)
AndersenG (2005)
Casiglia (2008)
Casiglia (2008)

Fern?ndez-Real JM (2003)

Huang X (2003)
Sartori M (2003)
Wang (2004)
Poch E (2002)
Stefan (2003)

Subtotal

obese_cat==2
Ryd?n M (2002)
HayakawaT (2006)
HayakawaT (2006)
Subtotal

obese_cat==
Dai SP (2002)
Dai SP (2002)
Kopf (2006)
Jerrard-Dunne (2007)
Subtotal

Overall

%

m

Effect size
(95% Cl)

-0.17 (-0.62, 0.28)
0.00 (-0.29, 0.29)
-0.03 (-0.15, 0.09)
-0.03 (-0.25, 0.19)
-0.02 (-0.69, 0.65)
0.18 (-0.04, 0.40)
0.00 (-0.02,0.02)
0.09(-0.25, 0.43)
-0.13 (-0.34, 0.08)

I
-

n

1.17 (0,66, 3.00)
000 (-0.12,0.12)
0.20(0.08, 0.32)
0.03(-0.19, 0.25)
1.10(-0.09, 2.29)
0.00 (-0.08, 0.08)
0.02(-0.03, 0.07)

0.22(-0.21, 0.65)
-0.13 (-0.35, 0.09)
-0.27 (-0.94, 0.40)
-0.06 (-0.29, 0.17)

-0.16 (-0.48, 0.16)
-0.27 (-0.64, 0.10)
-0.55 (-1.25, 0.15)
-0.42 (-1.04, 0.20)
-0.26 (-0.48,-0.05)

0.00 (-0.05, 0.05)

-2.9984

0

Effect size

2.99845

% Weight
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Na tn dtaopd yovorunwyv TT-(CC+CT) Exouus:

» gen b4 =xnoaa — xaa : UTIOAOYLOMOG TNE SLadopdg TwV HECWVY TLUWY

» gen V44 = (sdnoaa)*2/nnoaa + (sdaa)*2/naa : umoAoylopog TG SLaKUUAVGNG
™¢ Sadopadg

» gense_b4=sqgrt (V33): umoAoOyLOMOC TOU TUTILKOU OPAALATOG

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (race) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year):

Sle€aywyn Heto- avaluong wg mpog tn duAn

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.
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Study | ES [95% Conf. Interwval] % wWeight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==1
andersenc (2005) | 0. 000 —0. 040 0. 040 29.50
Casiglia (2008) | 0. 080 -0.320 0.480 1.45
Casiglia (2008) | —0.150 —0.398 0.098 3.54
sartori M (2003) | 0. 200 —-0.057 0.457 3.33
stefan (2003) | 0. 000 -0.123 0.123 11.08
rRyd?n M (2002) |  -0.320 -0. 855 0.215 0.83
Mart?n (2005) | -0.310 -0. 697 0.077 1.54
Jerrard-bunne {2007) | -0.270 -0.694 0.154 1.30
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -o0.020 -0.097 0. 057 52.57
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==
Huang x (2003) | —0.100 -0.215 0.015 12.19
wWang (2004) | -0.100 -0.313 0.113 4.63
MatsunagaT (2004) | —0.100 —0.770 0.570 0.53
Huang X (2003) I 0. 000 -0.125 0.125 10. 80
wWang (2004) | 0.100 -0.154 0.354 3.39
Yamamoto (2004) | 0.100 —0.058 0. 258 7.68
HayakawaT (2008) | —0.100 -0. 268 0. 068 6.92
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | —0.030 -0. 096 0.035 46.15
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==4
kopf (2006) | —-0. 380 -0. 807 0. 047 1.28
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0. 380 -0. 807 0. 047 1.28
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | -0.026 -0.076 0.023 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freadom P I-squared®®  Tau-squared
race==1 9.22 7 0.237 24 1% 0.0027
race==2 6.38 [ 0.382 6. 0% 0. 0005
race==4 0.00 0 & X 0. 0000
overall 18.97 15 0.215 20.9% 0.0017

overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :

3.37

2

0.186

% I-squared: the variation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of ES=0

race==1
race==2
race==4
overall

0.52
0. 90
1.75
1.06
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Effect size
Study (95% Cl)
race==1
AndersenG (2005) . 0.00 (-0.04, 0.04)
Casiglia (2008) : 0.08 (-0.32, 0.48)
Casiglia (2008) R -0.15 (-0.40, 0.10)
Sartori M (2003) - 0.20 (-0.06, 0.46)
Stefan (2003) —.— 0.00 (-0.12, 0.12)
Ryd?n M (2002) : 0.32(-0.85,0.21)
Mart?n (2005) i -0.31(-0.70, 0.08)
Jerrard-Dunne (2007) 1 -0.27 (-0.69, 0.15)
Subtotal = -0.02 (-0.10, 0.06)
|
race==2 i
Huang X (2003) ——r -0.10(-0.21, 0.01)
Wang (2004) S m -0.10 (-0.31, 0.11)
MatsunagaT (2004) : .10 (-0.77, 0.57)
Huang X (2003) —n— 0.00 (-0.13, 0.13)
Wang (2004) R 0.10 (-0.15, 0.35)
Yamamoto (2004) - 0.10 (-0.06, 0.26)
HayakawaT (2006) — -0.10(-0.27, 0.07)
Subtotal - -0.03 (-0.10, 0.04)
i
race== !
Kopf (2006) : -0.38 (-0.81, 0.05)
Subtotal —_——— -0.38 (-0.81, 0.05)
I
Overall — 0.03 (-0.08, 0.02)
I I
-.85455 0 854556
Effect size

% Weight

29.5
1.4
3.5
3.3

111
0.8
1.5
1.3

52.6

12.2
4.6
0.5

10.8
3.4
7.7

46.1

1.3

1.3

100.0
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» gen diab_cat=1 if diabetes <=0.3 replace diab_cat =2 if diabetes >0.3 & diabetes
<=1 replace diab_cat =3 if diabetes ==2 : dnulovpyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6MoU oTNV
katnyopia 1 €Xoupe TG UEAETEG He TTOOOOTO dlafntikwv <30%, otn deutepn
QUTEG HE TOO0OTO Slafntikwv >30% KalL otnv TPLTN QUTEG ToU &eV €XOUUE
KamoLo Anpogdopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (diab_cat ) label (hamevar=author ,yearvar=year ):

Sle€aywyn HETO-aVAAUGONE WE TTPOC TIG TTAPATIAVW KOTNYOoPLeg Stapntn.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.

146



study | ES [95% conf. Interwvall] % wWeight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
diab_cat==1
andersena (2005) | 0. 000 —0.040 0.040 29.50
Casiglia (2008) | 0. 080 —0.320 0.480 1.45
Casiglia (2008) | -0.150 -0.398 0.098 3.54
sartori M (2003) | 0. 200 —0.057 0.457 3.33
stefan (2003) | 0. 000 —-0.123 0.123 11.08
Ryd?n M (2002) | -0.320 -0. 855 0.215 0.83
Mart?n (2005) | -0.310 —0. 697 0.077 1.54
Huang x (2003) | —0.100 —-0.215 0.015 12.19
wang (2004) | -0.100 -0.313 0.113 4.63
MatsunagaTt (2004) | —0.100 —0.770 0.570 0.53
Huang X (2003) | 0. 000 -0.125 0.125 10.80
wang (2004) | 0.100 -0.154 0.354 3.39
HayakawaT (2006) | —-0.100 —0.268 0.068 6.92
kKopf (2006) | -0.380 -0. 807 0.047 1.28
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.031 -0.079 0.017 91.02
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
diab_cat==2
vamamoto (2004) | 0.100 —0.058 0.258 7.68
Sub-total |
+L pooled ES | 0.100 -0.058 0.258 7.68
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
diab_cat==3
Jerrard-bDunne (2007) | -0.270 -0. 694 0.154 1.30
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | —0.270 -0. 694 0.154 1.30
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
averall |
+L pooled ES | -0.026 -0.076 0.023 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-squared®*  Tau-squared
diab_cat== 15.54 13 0.275 16.3% 0.0012
diab_cat==2 0.00 0 " - 4 0. 0000
diab_cat==3 0.00 4] B - 4 0. 0000
overall 18.97 15 0.215 20. 9% 0.0017
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :
3.44 2 0.179
“* I-squared: the wvariation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)
significance test(s) of E5=0
diab_cat==1 z= A1.27 p=0.204
diab_cat==2 z= 1.24 p=0.214
diab_cat==3 z= 1.25 p = 0.212
overall z= 1.06 p = 0.201
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Study
diab_cat==1

Ryd?n M (2002)
Huang X (2003)
Huang X (2003)
Sartori M (2003)
Wang (2004)
Wang (2004)
Stefan (2003)

MatsunagaT (2004)
Mart?n (2005)
AndersenG (2005)
HayakawaT (2006)
Casiglia (2008)
Casiglia (2008)

Kopf (2006)
Subtotal

diab_cat==2
‘Yamamoto (2004)
Subtotal

diab_cat==3
Jerrard-Dunne (2007)
Subtotal

Overall

Effect size
(95% Cl)

-0.32(-0.85, 0.21)
0.10 (-0.21, 0.01)
0.00 (-0.13, 0.13)
0.20 (-0.06, 0.46)
0.10 (-0.15, 0.35)
-0.10(-0.31,0.11)
0.00 (-0.12, 0.12)
0.10 (0.77, 0.57)
-0.31(-0.70, 0.08)
0.00 (-0.04, 0.04)
0.10 (-0.27, 0.07)
0.08 (-0.32, 0.48)
-0.15 (-0.40, 0.10)
-0.38 (-0.81, 0.05)
-0.03 (-0.08, 0.02)

0.10 (-0.06, 0.26)
0.10 (-0.06, 0.26)

0.27 (-0.69, 0.15)
0.27 (-0.69, 0.15)

-0.03 (-0.08, 0.02)

-.85455

Effect size

.854556

% Weight

0.8
12.2
10.8

3.3

3.4

4.6
111

0.5

1.5
29.5

6.9

1.4

3.5

1.3
91.0

7.7
7.7

1.3
1.3

100.0
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» gen hyper_cat=1 if hypertension<=0.3 replace hyper_cat=2 if hypertension>0.3
& hypertension <=1 replace hyper_cat=3 if hypertension==2: énuioupyia 3
UETABANTWY, OmMou otnv Katnyopia 1 £XOUMUE TIG MEAETEC UE TOOOOTO
UTIEPTAOLKWY <30%, ot S€UTEPN QUTEG LE TTOCOOTO UTEPTACIKWY >30% Kal oTnV
TPlTN aUTEG TTou Sev €xoupe Kamola tAnpodopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (hyper_cat ) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year )

: Sle€aywyn HETA-0VAAUGONC WC TIPOG TIG TTAPATIAVW KATNYOPLEG UTTEPTAONC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.
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study | ES [95% conf. Interval] % weight

_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hyper_cat==
wndersena (2005) | 0. 000 0. 040 0. 040 29.50
Casiglia (2008) | 0.080 —0.320 0. 480 1.45
casiglia (2008) | —-0.150 —0.398 0. 098 3.54
Ryd?n M (2002) | -0.320 -0. 855 0.215 0.83
Huang X (2003) | -0.100 —0.215 0.015 12.19
wWang (2004} | -0.100 -0.313 0.113 4.63
MatsunagaT (2004) | —0.100 —0.770 0.570 0.53
HayakawaT (2008) | —-0.100 —0.268 0. 068 6.92
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES |  -0.021 -0.056 0.015 59. 60
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hyper_cat==
sartori M (2003) | 0.200 —0.057 0. 457 3.33
Mart?n (2005) | -0.310 —0.697 0.0757 1.54
Huang X (2003} | 0. 000 —-0.125 0.125 10. 80
wWang (2004) | 0.100 -0.154 0.354 3.39
kKopt (2006) | —0. 380 —0. 807 0. 047 1.28
Yamamoto (2004) | 0.100 —0.058 0.258 7.68
Jerrard-Dunne {2007) | —0.270 —0. 694 0.154 1.30
sub-total |
+L pooled ES | -0. 006 -0.134 0.122 29_32
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hyper_cat==
stefan (2003) | 0. 000 —0.123 0.123 11.08
sub-total |
o+L pooled ES | 0.000 —0.123 0.123 11.08
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
+L pooled ES | -0.026 -0.076 0. 023 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-squared*®  Tau-squared
hyper_cat==1 6.E81 r 0.448 0.0% 0. 0000
hyper_cat==2 11.32 6 0.079 47.0% 0.0125
hyper_cat==3 0.00 ] . % 0. 0000
overall 18.97 15 0.215 20.9% 0. 0017
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
0.84 2 0. 658

*% I-squared: the variation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test{s) of E5=0

hyper_cat==1 z= 1.15 p = 0.251
hyper_cat==2 z= 0.10 p = 0.923
hyper_cat==3 z= 0.00 p = 1.000
overall z= 1.06 p=0.291
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Study
hyper_cat==

Ryd?n M (2002)
Huang X (2003)
Wang (2004)
MatsunagaT (2004)
AndersenG (2005)
HayakawaT (2006)
Casiglia (2008)
Casiglia (2008)
Subtotal

hyper_cat==2
Huang X (2003)
Sartori M (2003)

Effect size
(95% Cl)

0.32 (-0.85, 0.21)
-0.10 (-0.21, 0.01)
-0.10 (-0.31,0.11)
0.10 (-0.77, 0.57)
0.00 (-0.04, 0.04)
0.10 (-0.27, 0.07)
0.08 (-0.32, 0.48)
-0.15 (-0.40, 0.10)
-0.02 (-0.06, 0.01)

0.00 (-0.13, 0.13)
0.20 (-0.06, 0.46)
0.10 (-0.15, 0.35)
0.31(-0.70, 0.08)
-0.38 (-0.81, 0.05)
0.10 (-0.06, 0.26)
0.27 (-0.69, 0.15)
-0.01(-0.13,0.12)

0.00 (-0.12, 0.12)
0.00 (-0.12, 0.12)

-0.03 (-0.08, 0.02)

Wang (2004) —_—
Mart?n (2005) :
Kopf (2006) L
‘Yamamoto (2004) -
Jerrard-Dunne (2007) L
Subtotal —
I
I
hyper_cat==3 i
Stefan (2003) —m—
Subtotal —_—T
I
I
Overall
I I
-.85455 0 854556
Effect size

% Weight

0.8
12.2
4.6
0.5
295
6.9
1.4
3.5
59.6

10.8
3.3
3.4

1.3
7.7

29.3

111

111

100.0
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» gen obese_cat=1 if obesity<=0.3 replace obese cat=2 if obesity>0.3 &obesity
<=1 replace obese_cat=3 if obesity==2 : dnuloupyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6mou otnv
Katnyopia 1 €Xouue TIG HEAETEG E TTOOOOTO axUoapkww <30%, otn deutepn
QUTEG PE TOCO0O0TO TaxVoapkwv >30% Kal otnv Tpltn AQUTEG TIou 8eV €XOUWE
KamoLo Anpogdopia.

» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (obese_cat ) label namevar=author ,yearvar=year ) :

Sle€aywyn HETO-aVAAUGONE WE TTPOC TLG TIAPATIAVW KOTNYOPLES TTaXUoapPKLiOC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.
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Study | ES [95% Cconf. Interwval] % weight

_____________________ +___________________________________________________
obese_cat==1
landerseng (2005) | 0. 000 —0.040 0.040 29.50
Casiglia (2008) | 0. 080 —0. 320 0.480 1.45
Casiglia (2008) | —-0.15%0 -0. 398 0. 098 3.54
Huang X (2003) | —-0.100 -0.215 0.015 12.19
wang (2004) | —0.100 -0.313 0.113 4.63
MatsunagaT (2004) | —0.100 —0.770 0.570 0.53
sartori m (2003) | 0. 200 -0. 057 0. 457 3.33
Huang X (2003) | 0. 000 -0.125 0.125 10. 80
wWang (2004) | 0.100 —0.154 0.354 3.39
Yamamoto (2004) | 0.100 —0.058 0.258 7.68
stefan (2003) | 0.000 -0.123 0.123 11.08
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | —-0.003 -0.036 0.029 88.13
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
obese_cat==
rRyd?n M (2002) | -0.320 —0. B55 0.215 0.83
HayakawaT (2008) | -0.100 -0.268 0.068 6.92
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.120 —0. 280 0.041 7.74
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
obese_cat==3
Mart?n ({2005) | -0.310 —0. 697 0.077 1.54
kKopf (20086) | —0. 380 —0. BO7 0.047 1.28
Jerrard-bunne (2007) | -0.270 -0. 694 0.154 1.30
Sub-total 1
D+L pooled ES | -0.319 —0. 557 -0. 082 4.12
_____________________ et G PR S P S S S e R G S SR
overall |
D+L pooled ES 1 —-0.026 -0.076 0.023 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared®®  Tau-squared
ohese_cat== 9.83 10 0.456 0. 0% 0. 0000
obese_cat==2 0.59 1 0.442 0. 0% 0. 0000
obese_cat== 0.13 2 0.936 0. 0% 0. 0000
overall 18.97 15 0.215 20. 9% 0.0017
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :
8.42 2 0.015

#% I-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of ES=0

ohese_cat== z= 0.21 p = 0.833
obese_cat==2 z= 1.46 p = 0.143
obese_cat==3 z= 2.63 p = 0.008
overall z= 1.06 p = 0.291
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Effect size

0.10 (-0.21, 0.01)
-0.10(-0.31,0.11)
-0.10 (-0.77, 0.57)
0.00 (-0.04, 0.04)
0.08 (-0.32, 0.48)
0.15 (-0.40, 0.10)
0.00 (-0.13, 0.13)
0.20 (-0.06, 0.46)
0.10 (-0.15, 0.35)
0.10 (-0.06, 0.26)
0.00 (-0.12, 0.12)
-0.00 (-0.04, 0.03)

-0.32(-0.85, 0.21)
-0.10 (-0.27, 0.07)
-0.12 (-0.28, 0.04)

-0.31(-0.70, 0.08)
-0.38 (-0.81, 0.05)
-0.27 (-0.69, 0.15)
-0.32 (-0.56,-0.08)

-0.03 (-0.08, 0.02)

Study (95% CI)
obese_cat== ,
Huang X (2003) ——
Wang (2004) —
MatsunagaT (2004) L
AndersenG (2005) -
Casiglia (2008) L
Casiglia (2008) 4-::—‘-:
Huang X (2003) |
Sartori M (2003) O I
Wang (2004) —_—
‘Yamamoto (2004) -
Stefan (2003) —n—
Subtotal .
I
obese_cat==] i
Ryd?n M (2002) :
HayakawaT (2006) —
Subtotal —_—
I
obese_cat==! 3
Mart?n (2005) L
Kopf (2006) :
Jerrard-Dunne (2007) .
Subtotal —_— |
I
Overall ;
I I
-.85455 0 .854556
Effect size

% Weight

12.2
4.6

1.5
1.3
1.3
4.1

100.0
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6.2.4 TPITAYKEPIAIA

la tn dtaopd yovotunwy (CT+TT)-CC EYouus:

Mo va UEAETNOOUME TN OUCXETION TOU TOAUMOPpdLopoU pe ta Sdedopéva tng
XOANOTEPOANG, XPNOLUOTIOLCALE T EEAG:
» gen b3 =xnoaa — xaa : UTIOAOYLOHOG TNE SLadopAg TV HECWVY TLUWY
» gen V33 = (sdnoaa)*2/nnoaa + (sdaa)*2/naa : umoOAOYLOMOG TNG SLAKUUAVONG
™¢ Sadopadg
» gense_b3=sqrt (V33): umoAoylopdg Tou TUTILKOU 0HAALATOG
» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (race) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year):

Sle€aywyn HETA- aVAAUONC WG TIPOC TN GUAN

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.
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Study | ES [95% Conf. Interwval] % Weight
_____________________ i i e e 3 il B i
race==1
saller (2003) |  —0.240 -0.481 0.001 2.27
Mitchell (2005) | 0.181 —0. 080 0.441 1.96
wndersen (2005) | 0. 000 —0. 055 0. 055 18.34
Casiglia (2008) | —0.020 —0.140 0.100 7.44
casiglia (2009) | -0.032 -0.196 0.131 4.
Fern?ndez-real (2003 | -0. 620 -1.546 0.306 0.17
Poch (2002) | 0. 000 —0.437 0.437 0.73
Ryd?n (2002) | 0.110 —0.197 0.417 1.44
Hanon (2002) | —0.020 —0.153 0.113 6.32
Mmartzn (2005) | 0.150 —0.077 0.377 2.52
Pitsavos (2006) | 0.070 -0.064 0.204 6.30
Jerrard-bunne (2007) | 0.110 —-0.253 0.473 1.05
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0. 005 —0.037 0.047 53.08
_____________________ A i A 0 v i iy
race==2
Huang (2003) | 0.040 —0. 090 0.170 6.62
ang (2004) | —0.170 —0.391 0.051 2.66
Matsunaga (2004) 0.117 —0.026 0.260 5.67
Huang (2003) —0.140 —-0.321 0.041 3.8
wang (2004) -0.140 -0.337 0. 057 3.26
vamamoto {(2004) 0.110 —0.048 0.268 4.80
wang (2008) 0. 090 —0.299 0.479 0.91
Hayakawa (2006) —0. 040 —-0.188 0.108 5.37
wang (2008) -0.360 -0.851 0.131 0.58
Dai (2002) —0.210 —0.429 0. 009 2.70
Dai (2002) | 0.100 —0.173 0.373 1.79
Ishikawa (2000) 0.100 —0.309 0. 509 0.83
Ishikawa (2000) 0. 050 —0.169 0.269 2.71
sub-total
D+L pooled ES —0.018 —0.088 0. 052 41.72
_____________________ I R L L L S S Lo, S
race==4
panoviz (2005) —0. 060 —0.228 0.108 4_30
kopf (2006) 0. 000 -0.391 0.391 0.91
Sub-total
+L pooled ES | —0.051 —0. 205 0.104 5.21
_____________________ e
overall |
D+L pooled ES | —0. 004 —-0.042 0.034 100. 00
Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-squared*®  Tau-squared
race==1 11.26 11 0.422 2.3% 0. 0002
race==2 18.26 12 0.108 34.3% 0.0053
race=—4 0.08 1 0.782 0.0% 0. 0000
overall 30.13 26 0.262 13.7% 0.0012

overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
2

== I-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of ES=0

race==1 z= 0.24 p = 0.E13
race== z= 0.50 p = 0.616
race==4 z= 0.64 p = 0.522
overall z= 0.20 p = 0.845
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Saller (2003)
Mitchell (2005)
Andersen (2005)
Casigla (2008)
Casiglia (2009)
Fer?ndez-Real (2003)
Poch (2002)

Ryd?n (2002)

Hanon (2002)

Mart2n (2008)

Pitsavos (2006)

Jerrard-Dunne (2007)
Sublotal

race:

Huang (2003)
Wang (2004)
Matsunaga (2004)
Huang (2003)
Wang (2004)
Yamamclo (2004)
Wang (2008)
Hayakava (2006)
Wang (2008)

Dai (202)

Dai (202)

Ishikawe (2000)

Ishikawa (2000)
Sublotal

race:
Danoviz (2005)
Kopf (2006)
Subtotal

Overall

Effect size
(95% CI)

0.24(0.48,000)
0,18 (0.08, 0.44)
0.00(-0.06, 0.06)
.02 (0.14,0.0)
0.03(0.20,0.13)
062 (55,031)
000 (044,044
0.11(0.20,042)
0.02(0.15,0.11)
0115 (0.08,0.38)
007 (.06, 0.20)
0.11(0.25,047)
001(0.04,005)

004(0.09,0.17)
.17 (0.39,005)
0.12(0.03,026)
.14 (0.32,0.04)
.14 (0.34,006)
0.11(0.05,027)
009 (0.2, 0.48)
0.04(0.19,0.11)
0,36 (0.85,0.13)
0.21(043,001)
0.10(0.17,037)
0.10(0.31,051)
005 (0.17,027)
0,02 (0.09,005)

0.06(-0.23,0.11)
0.00(-0.39,039)
005 (-0.21,0.10)

0,00 (-0.04,0.03)

15482

Effect size

1.54823

% Weight

23
20
183

45
02
o7

63
25
63
10

534

66
27
57
38

48
09
54
08
27
18
08
27

43

52

100.0
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» gen diab_cat=1 if diabetes <=0.3 replace diab_cat =2 if diabetes >0.3 & diabetes
<=1 replace diab_cat =3 if diabetes ==2 : dnulovpyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6MoU oTNV
katnyopla 1 €xoupe TIC UEAETEG Pe TTOOOOTO SlaBntikwv <30%, otn delTepn
QUTEG UE TOOOOTO Slafntikwv >30% KalL otnv TPLTN QUTEG Tou SeV €XOUUE
KArmola mAnpodopia.

» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (diab_cat ) label (hamevar=author ,yearvar=year ):

Sle€aywyn HETA-AVAAUGCNG WG TTPOG TIC TOPATIAVW Katnyopleg dtapntn.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta amoteAéopata.
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_____________________ o

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared#* Tau-squared
diab_cat==1 17.74 14 0.219 21.1% 0.0015
diab_cat==2 3.95 2 0.139 49, 3% 0.0129
diab_cat==3 7.99 8 0.435 0. 0% 0. 0000
overall 30.13 26 0. 262 13.7% 0. 0012
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
0.46 2 0.795

=% I-squared: the wariation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of Es=0

diab_cat==1 z= 0.49 p = 0.622
diab_cat==2 z= 0.01 p = 0.993
diab_cat== z= 0.41 p = 0.684
owverall z= 0.20 p = 0.845

Study | ES [95% conf. Interwal] % Weight
_____________________ +______________________________________________
diab_cat==1
Ryd?n {2002) | 0.110 -0.197 0.417 1.44
Hanon (2002) | -0.020 -0.153 0.113 6.32
saller (20032 | —0. 240 -0.481 0. 001 2.27
Huang (2003) | 0.040 —0. 090 0.170 6. 62
Huang {2003) | —0.140 -0.321 0.041 3.81
wang (2004) | -0.140 -0.337 0. 057 3.26
wang (20043 | —0.170 —-0.391 0.05%1 2.66
Matsunaga (2004) | 0.117 -0.026 0. 260 5.67
Mitchell (2005%) | 0.181 -0.080 0.441 1.96
Mart?n (2005) | 0.150 -0.077 0.377 2.52
andersen (2005) I 0. 000 -0.055 0. 055 18.34
Casiglia (2008) | -0.020 -0.140 0.100 7.44
Casiglia (2009) | -0.032 -0.196 0.131 454
kopf (2006) | 0. 000 -0.391 0.391 0.91
Hayakawa (2006) | -0.040 —-0.188 0.108 5.37
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES |  -0.011 -0.057 0.034 73.14
_____________________ +______________________________________________
diab_cat==
Fern?ndez-Real (2003 | -0.620 -1.546 0. 306 0.17
Yamamoto {(2004) | 0.110 -0.048 0.268 4.80
panoviz (2005) | -0.060 -0.228 0.108 4.30
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0. 001 —-0.190 0.192 9.26
_____________________ +______________________________________________
diab_cat==3
Ishikawa (2000) | 0. 100 —0. 309 0. 509 0.83
Ishikawa (2000) | 0. 050 -0.169 0. 269 2.71
pai (2002) |  -0.210 ~0.429 0. 009 2.70
pai (2002) | 0.100 -0.173 0.373 1.79
Poch {2002 I 0. 000 —-0.437 0.437 0.73
Pitsavos (2006) | 0.070 -0.064 0.204 6.30
Jerrard-punne {2007) | 0.110 -0.253 0.473 1.05
Wang (2008) | 0. 090 -0. 299 0.479 0.91
wang (2008) | -0.360 -0.851 0.131 0.58
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.0L7 -0. 067 0.102 17.60
_____________________ R R T e T T T T e e T T T T T T T T T T T TR T T T T T AT
overall |
D+L pooled ES | —0. 004 —-0.042 0.034 100. 00
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Ryd7n (2002)
Hanon (2002)
Saller (2003)
Huang (2003)
Huang (2003)
Wang (2004)
Wang (2004)
Matsunaga (2004)
Mitchell (2005)
Mart?n (2005)
Andersen (2005)
Casigla (2008)
Casigla (2009)
Kopf (2006)
Hayakawa (2006)

Subtotal

dab,

2
Fer?ndez-Real (2003)
Yamamoto (2004)
Danovi (2005)

Subtotal

dab_cat==3

shkawa (2000)
shkawa (2000)

Dai (2002)

Dai (2002)

Poch (2002)

Pisavos (2006)
Jerrard-Dunne (2007)

Effectsize
(9% CI)

0.11(0.20,0.42)
0.02(015,0.11)
-0.24 (048, 0.00)
0,04 (0,09, 0.17)
014 (032, 0.04)
014 (034, 0.06)
047 (039, 0.05)
0.12(0.03, 026)
0.18(:0.08, 0.44)
0.15(-0.08, 038)
0,00 (.06, 0.06)
-0.02(:044,0.10)
-0.03(:020,0.13)
0.00(0.39,039)
-0.04 (049, 0.11)
001 (006, 0.03)

062 (155, 031)
0.1(0.05,027)
-0.06(023, 0.11)
000019, 0.19)

010031, 051)
005 (0.17,027)
-0.21(043,001)
0.10(0.17,037)
000 (0.44,044)
007 (0.06,020)
01025, 047)

Wang (2008) 009 (030, 048)

Wang (2008) — 03085019

Subtotal - 002007, 0.10)

Overat 000(004,009)
s o 14623

Effect size

% Weight

100.0
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» gen hyper_cat=1 if hypertension<=0.3 replace hyper_cat=2 if hypertension>0.3
& hypertension <=1 replace hyper_cat=3 if hypertension==2: énuioupyia 3
UeTaBANTWY, OmMou otnv Katnyopia 1 £XOUME TIG MEAETEC UE TIOOOOTO
UTLEPTAOLKWYV <30%, ot S€UTEPN AUTEG |LE TTOCOOTO UTEPTACIKWY >30% Kol oTnV
TPlTN aUTEG TTou Sev €xoupe Kamola tAnpodopia.

» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (hyper_cat ) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year )

: Sle€aywyn HETA-0VAAUCNC WC TTIPOG TIG TTAPATIAVW KATNYOPLEG UTTEPTAONC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.
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Study | ES 195% cont. Interwval] % weight

_____________________ oSS ONPNPOR s it S B g o e NP
hyper_cat==1
Ryd?n (2002) | 0.110 —0.197 0.417 1.44
saller (2003) |  —0.240 —-0.481 0.001 2.27
Huang (20032) | 0.040 -0.090 0.170 6. 62
ang {2004) |  -0.170 -0.391 0.051 2.66
Matsunaga (2004) | 0.117 -0.026 0.260 5.67
mitchell (2005) | 0.181 —-0.080 0.441 1.96
andersen (2005) | 0. 000 -0.055 0.055 18.34
casiglia (2008) | —0.020 —0.140 0.100 7.44
Casiglia (2009) | -0.032 -0.196 0.131 4.54
Hayakawa (20086) | -0.040 -0.188 0.108 5.37
Fern?ndez-real (2003 | -0. 620 -1.546 0.306 0.17
Dai (2002) | -0.210 —0.429 0.009 2.70
pai (2002) | 0.100 -0.173 0.373 1.79
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | —-0.012 —0. 068 0.044 60.98
_____________________ I e N | e i
hyper_cat==2
Hanon (2002) |  -0.020 -0.153 0.113 6.32
Huang (20032) |  -0.140 -0.321 0.041 3.81
ang (2004) | —0.140 —0.337 0.057 3.26
Mart?n (2005) | 0.150 —0.077 0.377 2.52
kopf (2006) | 0. 000 -0.391 0.391 0.91
yamamoto (2004) | 0.110 -0.048 0.268 4.80
Danoviz {2005) | —0. 060 —0.228 0.108 4.30
Foch (2002) | 0. 000 -0.437 0.437 0.73
Pitsavos (2008) | 0.070 -0. 064 0.204 6.30
Jerrard-Dunne (2007) | 0.110 -0.253 0.473 1.05
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.003 —0. 060 0. 066 34.00
_____________________ i e e e P T e
hyper_cat==
Tshikawa (2000) | 0.100 -0.309 0.509 0.83
Ishikawa (2000) | 0.050 -0.169 0.269 2.71
ang (2008) | 0. 090 —-0.299 0.479 0.91
wang (2008) |  -0.360 -0.851 0.131 0.58
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.020 —0.143 0.183 5.02
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | —0.004 —0.042 0.034 100. 00
_____________________ e e L
Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-squared**  Tau-squared
hyper_cat== 17.62 12 0.128 31.9% 0. 0029
hyper_cat==2 9.74 9 0.372 7.6% 0. 0008
hyper_cat==3 2.64 3 0.450 0. 0% 0. 0000
overall 30.13 26 0.262 13.7% 0.0012
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
0.13 2 0.935

=% I-squared: the wariation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of ES=0

hyper_cat==1 z= 0.42 p = 0.677
hyper_cat== z= 0.09 p = 0.930
hyper_cat== z= 0.24 p = 0.812
overall z= 0.20 p = 0.845
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Rya7n (2002)
Saler (2003)

Huang (2003)

Wang (2004)
Natsunaga (2004)
Nitchel (2008)
Andersen (2005)
Gasigla (2008)
Gasigla (2009)
Hayakawa (2006)
Forntndez-Real (2003)
Dai (2002)

Dai (2002)

Subtotal

hyper_cat
Hanon (2002)
Huang (2003)
Wang (2004)
Mart?n (2005)
Kopf (2006)
Yamamoto (2004)
Danovz (2005)
Poch (2002)
Pitsavos (2006)
Jerrard-Dunne (2007)
Subtotal

Efectsize
(%0l

011020, 042)
024 (-048, 0.00)
0,04 (0,09, 0.17)
017 (039, 0.05)
0.12(0.03, 0.26)
0.18 (-0.08, 0.44)
0,00 (.06, 0.06)
-0.02(:0.14,0.10)
-0.03(020,0.13)
0.4 (0189, 0.11)
062155, 031)
021 (043, 0.01)
0.10(0.17, 037)
001 (0.7, 0.04)

002015, 0.11)
014 (032, 0.04)
014 (034, 0.06)
0.15(-0.08, 038)
0.00(0.39,039)
0.11(0.05,027)
-0.08(:023,0.11)
0.00(0.44, 044)
0,07 (0,06, 020)
0.11(0.25,047)
0.00-0.06, 0.07)

nyper_cat
Iehkana (2000 b 010¢031,081)
Ishkaw (2000 —d 005 ¢0.17,021)
Wang (2008 F— 009030, 048)
Wang (2008 +— 0%085,0.13)
Subtotal — 0020.14,0.18)
Oveal 000(004,003)
s 0 154623
ot size

%% Weight

1000

163



» gen obese_cat=1 if obesity<=0.3 replace obese cat=2 if obesity>0.3 &obesity
<=1 replace obese_cat=3 if obesity==2 : dnuloupyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6mou otnv
katnyopla 1 £Xoupe TIG HEAETEG PE TTOOOOTO TtaXVoapPKWWV <30%, otn SeUTepn
QUTEG PE TOCO0O0TO TaxLoapkwv >30% Kal otnv Tpltn AQUTEG TIou 8eV €XOUWE
KArmola mAnpodopia.

» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (obese_cat ) label namevar=author ,yearvar=year ) :

Sle€aywyn HETA-AVAAUONG WG TTPOG TLC TTOPATIAVW KATNYOPLEG MaxuoopKiag.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.
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Significance test(s) of E5=0

obese_cat==1 z= 0.52
obese_cat==2 z= 0.44
ohese_cat==3 z= 0.70
overall z= 0.20

TTTT
LA A

Study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % wWeight
obese_cat==
saller (2003) | -0.240 -0.481 0.001 2.27
Huang (2003) | 0.040 —0. 090 0.170 6.62
wang (2004) | —-0.170 —-0.391 0.051 2.66
Matsunaga (2004) | 0.117 -0.026 0.260 5.67
mitchell (2005) | 0.181 -0.080 0.441 1.96
mndersen (2005) | 0. 000 —0.055 0.055 18.34
casiglia (2008) | -0.020 -0.140 0.100 7.44
Casiglia (2009) | -0.032 -0.196 0.131 4.54
Fern?ndez-Real (2003 | -0. 620 -1. 546 0.306 0.17
Huang (2003) | -0.140 -0.321 0.041 3.81
wang (2004) | -0.140 -0.337 0.057 3.26
wamamoto (2004) | 0.110 —0.048 0.268 4.80
panoviz (2005) |  -0.060 -0.228 0.108 4.30
Poch (2002) | 0. 000 -0.437 0.437 0.73
wang (2008) | 0.090 —0.299 0.479 0.91
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.014 —-0. 065 0.038 67.48
obese_cat==
Ryd?n (2002) | 0.110 -0.197 0.417 1.44
Hayakawa (2006) | —0.040 -0.188 0.108 5.37
wang (2008) | —0.360 —0.851 0.131 0.58
sub-total |
4L pooled ES | —0.038 —0.208 0.132 7.39
obese_cat==3
Dai (2002) | -0.210 —0.429 0.009 2.70
pai (2002) | 0.100 ~0.173 0.373 1.79
Hanon (2002) | -0.020 -0.153 0.113 6.32
mart?n (2005) | 0.150 —0.077 0.377 2.52
kopf (2006) | 0.000 -0.391 0.391 0.91
Pitsavos (2006) | 0.070 —0.064 0.204 6.30
Jerrard-punne (2007) | 0.110 -0.253 0.473 1.05
Ishikawa (2000) | 0.100 —0.309 0.509 0.83
Tshikawa (2000) | 0.050 —0.169 0.269 2.71
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.025 -0.045 0.094 25.13
overall |
D+L pooled ES | —0.004 —0.042 0.034 100. 00
Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-squared®®  Tau-squared
obese_cat== 19.53 14 0.146 28.3% 0.0025
ohese_cat== 2.54 2 0.281 21.3% 0. 0059
obese_cat==3 7.15 g 0. 520 0.0% 0. 0000
overall 30.13 26 0.262 13.7% 0.0012

overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
0.90 2

#¥% I-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

165



Effect size
Sudy (%0l % Weight
obese._cat:
Saller (2003) — -0.24 (048, 0.00) 23
Huang (2003) o 004(009,0.17) 66
Wang (2004) —_— 017 (039, 005) 27
Matsunaga (2004) - 042003, 026) 57
Nitchel (2008) 4 - 018 (008, 0.44) 20
Andersen (2005) 000(2.06,008) 3
Gasigia (2008) —— -0.02(0.14, 0.10) 74
Casigia (2008) —- -0.03(020,0.13) 45
Fer?ndez-Real (2003) 062455, 031) 02
Huang (2003) —a 0.14 (032, 0.08) 38
Wang (2004) — 0.4 (034,006) 33
Yamamoto (2004) - 0.11(005,027) 48
Danovi (2005) —al— 006023, 0.11) 43
Poch (2002) - 000 (0.44,044) 07
Wang (2008) _ 008030, 048) 09
Subtotal 0,01 (07, 008) 75
obese_cat==2
Rya7n (2002) —t— 011020, 042) 14
Hayekawa (2006) —.— -0.04 (019, 0.11) 54
Wang (2008) — 0.3 (085, 0.13) 08
Subtotal —_ -0.04 (021, 0.13) 74
obese_cat==3
D (2002) —y 021 (043, 001) 27
D (2002) —t— 010(0.17,037) 18
Hanon (2002) —d}— 0,02 (-0.15, 0.11) 63
Mart7n (2005) ——— 0.15 (008, 038) 25
Kopf (2006) 000(0.39,039) 09
Pitsavas (2006) —-— 007(006,020) 63
Jerrrd-Dunne (2007) [ - 011025, 047) 10
Ishkawa (2000) ——— 010(031,051) 08
Ishkawa (2000) —f— 005 ¢0.17,027) 27
Subtotal R 002004, 009) 21
Overal -0.00 (004, 0.03) 1000
I
1542 0 154023

Effect size

166



Na tn dtaopd yovorunwyv TT-(CC+CT) Exouus:

» gen b4 =xnoaa — xaa : UTIOAOYLOMOG TNE SLadopdg TwV HECWVY TLUWY

» gen V44 = (sdnoaa)*2/nnoaa + (sdaa)*2/naa : umoAoylopog TG SLaKUUAVGNG
™¢ Sadopadg

» gense_b4=sqgrt (V33): umoAoOyLOMOC TOU TUTILKOU OPAALATOG

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (race) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year):

Sle€aywyn Heto- avaluong wg mpog tn duAn

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.

167



Study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % wWeight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==1
Andersen (2005) | 0. 000 —-0. 081 0.081 29.83
Casiglia (2008) | 0. 060 -0.105 0.225 .14
Casiglia (2009} | 0. 061 -0.143 0.265 4_67
Ryd?n (2002) | 0.160 —0.351 0.671 0.74
Mart?n (2005) | 0.190 —-0. 298 0.678 0.81
Pitsavos (2006) | 0.100 -0.077 0.277 6.18
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.033 -0.030 0. 095 49_38
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==
Huang (2003) | 0. 080 -0.076 0.236 7.97
wang (2004) | 0.030 -0. 267 0.327 2.20
Matsunaga (2004) | 0.003 -0.161 0.167 7.20
Huang (2003) | 0. 000 -0.151 0.151 B.51
yamamoto (2004) | 0. 090 -0.089 0.269 6.05
wang (2008) | 0.490 -0.149 1.129 0.48
Hayakawa (2006) | 0.030 -0.129 0.189 7.69
wang (2008) | 0.170 —0.464 0. 804 0.48
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.045 -0.024 0.114 40.57
_____________________ S L T, T S T TS —m—— 7 T —————
race==
panoviz (2005) | -0.170 -0.319 -0.021 B.68
Kopf (2006) | 0. 040 -0.336 0.416 1.37
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.139 -0.285 0. 008 10.05
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 0. 020 -0.024 0. 064 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared#®* Tau-squared
race==1 2.00 5 0.849 0. 0% 0. 0000
race== 3.08 7 0.877 0. 0% 0. 0000
race==4 1.04 1 0.309 3.4% 0. 0008
overall 11.95 15 0.683 0. 0% 0. 0000
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
5.83 2 0.054

#% T-squared: the wvariation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test{s) of E5=0

race==1 z= 1.02 p = 0.309
race== z= 1.27 p = 0.204
race==4 z= 1.86 p = 0.063
overall z= 0.89 p = 0.373
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Study

race==1
Andersen (2005)
Casiglia (2008)
Casiglia (2009)
Ryd?n (2002)
Mart?n (2005)
Pitsavos (2006)

Subtotal

race==2
Huang (2003)
Wang (2004)
Matsunaga (2004)
Huang (2003)
‘Yamamoto (2004)
Wang (2008)
Hayakawa (2006)
Wang (2008)

Subtotal

race==
Danoviz (2005)
Kopf (2006)
Subtotal

Overall

Effect size
o

-1.1286

(95% Cl)
‘ 0.00 (-0.08, 0.08)
—Te— 0.06 (-0.10, 0.22)
S 0.06 (-0.14, 0.26)
; 0.16 (-0.35, 0.67)
: 0.19 (-0.30, 0.68)
- 0.10 (-0.08, 0.28)
4 0.03 (-0.03, 0.10)
|
1
‘
tw 0.08 (-0.08, 0.24)
+ S 0.03 (-0.27, 0.33)
‘ 0.00 (-0.16, 0.17)
0.00 (-0.15, 0.15)
B 0.09 (-0.09, 0.27)
1 0.49 (-0.15, 1.13)
— - 0.03 (-0.13, 0.19)
; 0.17 (-0.46, 0.80)
‘ 0.04 (-0.02, 0.11)
‘
|
‘
—a. -0.17 (-0.32,-0.02)
e 0.04 (-0.34,0.42)
— -0.14 (-0.29, 0.01)
|
I
0.02 (-0.02, 0.06)
I
0 1.12860
Effect size

% Weight

8.0
22
7.2
8.5
6.0

7.7
0.5
406

8.7
1.4
10.1

100.0

169



» gen diab_cat=1 if diabetes <=0.3 replace diab_cat =2 if diabetes >0.3 & diabetes
<=1 replace diab_cat =3 if diabetes ==2 : dnuloupyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6MoU oTNV
katnyopla 1 €xoupe TIC UEAETEG Pe TTOOOOTO SlaBntikwv <30%, otn deltepn
QUTEG ME TOOOOTO Slafntikwv >30% KalL otnv TPLTN QUTEG ToU SeV €XOUUE
KArmola mAnpodopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (diab_cat ) label (hamevar=author ,yearvar=year ):

Sle€aywyn HETA-AVAAUGCNG WG TIPOG TIC TOPATIAVW Katnyopleg dtapntn.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.
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Study | ES [95% conf. Interwal] % wWeight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
diab_cat==1
Ryd?n (2002) | 0.160 —-0.351 0.671 0.74
Huang {(2003) | 0. 080 -0.076 0.236 7.97
Huang (20032) | 0. 000 -0.151 0.151 8.51
wang (2004) | 0.030 —0.267 0.327 2.20
Matsunaga (2004) | 0.003 —-0.161 0.167 7.20
Mart?n (2005) | 0.190 -0.298 0.67/8 0.81
mndersen (2005) | 0. 000 —0. 081 0.081 29.83
Casiglia (2008) | 0. 060 —0.105 0.225 7.14
Casiglia (2009) | 0.061 -0.143 0. 265 4.67
Kopf (2006) | 0. 040 -0.336 0.416 1.37
Hayakawa (2006) | 0.030 -0.129 0.189 7.69
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.026 -0.024 0.075 78.13
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
diab_cat=
vamamoto (2004) | 0. 090 -0. 089 0.269 6.05
Danoviz (2005) | -0.170 -0.319 —-0.021 8.68
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.045 -0.299 0.210 14.73
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
diab_cat==
Pitsavos (2006) | 0.100 -0.077 0.277 6.18
wang (2008) | 0.490 -0.149 1.129 0.48
wang (2008) | 0.170 -0.464 0. 804 0.48
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.131 -0.034 0.295 7.14
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 0.020 -0.024 0.064 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-squared*®¥  Tau-squared
diab_cat==1 2.03 10 0. 996 0.0 0. 0000
diab_cat==2 4.78 1 0.029 79.1% 0.0267
diab_cat==3 1.35 2 0.510 0. 0% 0. 0000
overall 11.95 15 0.683 0.0 0. 0000
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :
3.80 2 0.149

#% T-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of E5=0

diab_cat==1 z= 1.01 p = 0.314
diab_cat==2 z= 0.35 p = 0.730
diab_cat==3 z= 1.55 p = 0.120
overall z= 0.89 p = 0.373
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Study

diab_cat==1
Ryd?n (2002)
Huang (2003)
Huang (2003)
Wang (2004)
Matsunaga (2004)
Mart?n (2005)
Andersen (2005)

Effect size
(95% Cl)

0.16 (-0.35, 0.67)
0.08 (-0.08, 0.24)
0.00 (-0.15, 0.15)
0.03(-0.27, 0.33)
0.00(-0.16, 0.17)
0.19 (-0.30, 0.68)
0.00 (-0.08, 0.08)
0.06 (-0.10, 0.22)
0.06 (-0.14, 0.26)
0.04 (-0.34, 0.42)
0.03 (-0.13, 0.19)
0.03 (-0.02, 0.08)

0.09 (-0.09, 0.27)
0.17 (-0.32,-0.02)
0.04 (-0.30, 0.21)

0.10 (-0.08, 0.28)

0.49 (-0.15, 1.13)
0.17 (-0.46, 0.80)
0.13 (-0.03, 0.30)

0.02 (-0.02, 0.06)

Casiglia (2008) — -
Casiglia (2009) —f -
Kopf (2006) -
Hayakawa (2006) —

Subtotal ‘

I

diab_cat==2 3
‘Yamamoto (2004) — -
Danoviz (2005) —&—

Subtotal ——

|

diab_cat==3 3
Pitsavos (2006) -
Wang (2008) 7
Wang (2008) .

Subtotal e

i
Overall
I
-1.1286 0 1.12860
Effect size

% Weight

6.0
8.7
14.7

6.2
0.5
0.5
71

100.0

172



» gen hyper_cat=1 if hypertension<=0.3 replace hyper_cat=2 if hypertension>0.3
& hypertension <=1 replace hyper_cat=3 if hypertension==2: énuioupyia 3
UeTaBANTWY, OmMou otnv Katnyopia 1 £XOUME TIG MEAETEC UE TIOOOOTO
UTLEPTAOLKWYV <30%, ot S€UTEPN AUTEG |LE TTOCOOTO UTEPTACIKWY >30% Kol oTnV
TPlTN aUTEG TTou Sev €xoupe Kamola tAnpodopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (hyper_cat ) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year )

: Sle€aywyn HETA-0VAAUCNC WC TTIPOG TIG TTAPATIAVW KATNYOPLEG UTTEPTAONC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.

173



Study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % weight

_____________________ e e 2 i o () o DA T M L P
hyper_cat==1
Ryd?n (2002) | 0.160 —0.351 0.671 0.74
Huang {2003) | 0.080 -0.076 0.236 7.97
wWang (2004) | 0.030 —0.267 0.327 2.20
Matsunaga (2004) | 0.003 —0.161 0.167 7.20
andersen (2005) | 0. 000 —0.081 0.081 29.83
Casiglia (2008) | 0. 060 —0.105 0.225 7.14
Casiglia (2009) | 0.061 —0.143 0.265 4.67
Hayakawa (2008) | 0.030 —0.129 0.189 7.69
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.027 —0.027 0.080 67.44
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hyper_cat==
Huang (2003) | 0. 000 —0.151 0.151 8.51
Mart?n {2005) | 0.190 —0.298 0.678 0.81
Kopf (2006) | 0.040 —0.336 0.416 1.37
vamamoto (2004) | 0.090 —0.089 0.269 6.05
Danoviz (2005) | -0.170 -0.319 -0.021 8.68
Pitsavos (2008) | 0.100 —0.077 0.277 6.18
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0. 007 —0. 097 0.112 31.61
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hyper_cat==3
wang (2008) | 0.490 -0.149 1.129
ang (2008) | 0.170 —0.464 0. B04 0.48
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.329 —0.121 0.779 Q.
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 0.020 -0.024 0.064 100.00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom 2 I-squared®*  Tau-squared
hyper_cat== 1.48 7 0.983 0. 0% 0. 0000
hyper_cat== 7.78 5 0.169 35.8% 0. 0057
hyper_cat==3 0.49 1 0.486 0.0% 0. 0000
overall 11.95 15 0.683 0.0% 0. 0000
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
2.21 2 0.332

#% I-squared: the wvariation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

Significance test(s) of E5=0

hyper_cat== z= 0.97 p = 0.332
hyper_cat==2 z= 0.14 p = 0.889
hyper_cat== z= 1.43 p = 0.152
overall z= 0.89 p = 0.373
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Effect size
Study (95% Cl) % Weight
hyper_cat== ,
Ryd?n (2002) : 0.16 (-0.35, 0.67) 07
Huang (2003) —— 0.08 (-0.08, 0.24) 8.0
Wang (2004) R 0.03 (-0.27, 0.33) 22
Matsunaga (2004) —. 0.00 (-0.16, 0.17) 7.2
Andersen (2005) 0.00 (-0.08, 0.08) 298
Casiglia (2008) : 0.06 (-0.10, 0.22) 71
Casiglia (2009) : 0.06 (-0.14, 0.26) 47
Hayakawa (2006) 0.03(-0.13,0.19) 7.7
Subtotal u 0.03 (-0.03, 0.08) 67.4
I
I
hyper_cat==2 1
Huang (2003) —a— 0.00 (-0.15, 0.15) 8.5
Mart?n (2005) : 0.19 (-0.30, 0.68) 0.8
Kopf (2006) — 0.04 (-0.34, 0.42) 1.4
Yamamoto (2004) —-— 0.09 (-0.09, 0.27) 6.0
Danoviz (2005) —&— -0.17 (-0.32,-0.02) 8.7
Pitsavos (2006) —-—— 0.10(-0.08, 0.28) 6.2
Subtotal —f= 0.01(-0.10, 0.11) 31.6
I
I
hyper_cat==3 1
Wang (2008) : 0.49 (-0.15, 1.13) 05
Wang (2008) ! 0.17 (-0.46, 0.80) 0.5
Subtotal —_—— 0.33(-0.12,0.78) 1.0
I
I
Overall > 0.02 (-0.02, 0.06) 100.0
I I

-1.1286 0 1.12860
Effect size
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» gen obese_cat=1 if obesity<=0.3 replace obese cat=2 if obesity>0.3 &obesity
<=1 replace obese_cat=3 if obesity==2 : dnuloupyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6mou otnv
katnyopla 1 £Xoupe TIG HEAETEG PE TTOOOOTO TtaXVoapPKWWV <30%, otn SeUTepn
QUTEG PE TOCO0O0TO TaxLoapkwv >30% Kal otnv Tpltn AQUTEG TIou 8eV €XOUWE
KArmola mAnpodopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (obese_cat ) label namevar=author ,yearvar=year ) :

Sle€aywyn HETA-AVAAUONG WG TTPOG TLC TTOPATIAVW KATNYOPLEG MaxuoopKiag.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.
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obese_cat==
Huang {2003)
wWang (2004)
Matsunaga (2004)
landersen (2005)
asiglia (2008)
asiglia (2009)
Huang (2003)
Yamamoto (2004)
Danoviz (2005)
wang (2008)
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES

obese_cat==2
Ryd?n (2002)
Hayakawa (2006)
Wwang (2008)
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES

obese_cat==3
Mart?n (2005)
kopf (2006)
pitsavos (2006)
sub-total

D+L pooled ES

overall
D+L pooled ES

obese_cat==
ohese_cat==2
ohese_cat==3
overall

obhese_cat==
ohese_cat==2
obese_cat==
overall

e

o g b . i ., e i ., e, i .

it o i

% weight

236
327
167

225
265
151
269
021
129

ES [95% conf. Interwal]
0. 080 -0.076 0.
0.030 -0.267 0.
0.003 -0.161 0.
0. 000 -0.081 0.
0. 060 -0.105 0.
0.061 -0.143 0.
0. 000 -0.151 0.
0.090 -0.089 0.

-0.170 -0.319 0.
0.490 -0.149 1.
0.011 -0.042 0.
0.160 -0.351 0.
0.030 -0.129 0.
0.170 -0.464 0.
0.048 -0.099 0.
0.190 -0.298 0.
0. 040 -0.336 0.
0.100 -0.077 0.
0.099 -0.053 0.
0.020 -0.024 (4]

Test{s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity
statistic

9.98
0.38
0.23
11.95

1.37

significance test(s) of E5=0

z= 0.39
= 0O.84
z= 1.27
z= 0.89

degrees of

freedom

L
2
2

15

P

0.352
0. 829
0. 892
0. 683

overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
2

0.503

E

1
e
¥

TOTTTO
I Il
[=R=R=]
W

I-squared**

9.8%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

Tau-squared

0. 0007
0. 0000
0. 0000
0. 0000

“# I-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)
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Effect size
o

Study (95% Cl) % Weight
obese_cat==1
Huang (2003) 0.08 (-0.08, 0.24) 8.0
Wang (2004) 0.03 (-0.27, 0.33) 2.2
Matsunaga (2004) 0.00 (-0.16, 0.17) 7.2
Andersen (2005) 0.00 (-0.08, 0.08) 298
Casiglia (2008) 0.06 (-0.10, 0.22) 71
Casiglia (2009) 0.06 (-0.14, 0.26) 47
Huang (2003) 0.00 (-0.15, 0.15) 8.5
Yamamoto (2004) 0.09 (-0.09, 0.27) 6.0
Danoviz (2005) 0.17 (-0.32,-0.02) 8.7
Wang (2008) 0.49 (-0.15, 1.13) 0.5
Subtotal : 0.01(-0.04, 0.06) 82.7
I
obese_cat==] i
Ryd?n (2002) : 0.16 (-0.35, 0.67) 0.7
Hayakawa (2006) —-— 0.03(-0.13,0.19) 7.7
Wang (2008) : 0.17 (-0.46, 0.80) 0.5
Subtotal —— 0.05 (-0.10, 0.20) 8.9
I
obese_cat==3 3
Mart?n (2005) ; 0.19 (-0.30, 0.68) 0.8
Kopf (2006) B 0.04 (-0.34, 0.42) 14
Pitsavos (2006) —-— 0.10 (-0.08, 0.28) 6.2
Subtotal - 0.10 (-0.05, 0.25) 8.4
I
Overall ‘ 0.02 (-0.02, 0.06) 100.0
I I
-1.1286 0 1.12860

Effect size
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6.2.5 HDL

Na tn dtaopd yovotunwy (CT+TT)-CC EYouus:

Mo va UEAETAOOUME TN OUCXETION TOU TOAUMOpdLopoU pe ta Sdedopéva tng
XOANOTEPOANG, XPNOLUOTIOLCALE T EEAG:
» gen b3 =xnoaa — xaa : UTIOAOYLOMOG TNE SLadopAg TV HECWVY TLUWY
» gen V33 = (sdnoaa)*2/nnoaa + (sdaa)*2/naa : umoAoylopOG TG SLAKUUAVGNG
™¢ Stadopadg
» gense_b3=sqgrt (V33): umoAoyLOMOC TOU TUTILKOU 0PAALATOG
» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (race) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year):

Sle€aywyn Heta- avaluong wg mpog tn duAn

2Tn ouvExela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopaTa.
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Study | ES [95% [conf. Interwval] % weight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==1
Hengstenberg (2001) | -0.010 -0.054 0.034 8.78
saller (2003) | 0.180 -0. 064 0.424 0. 47
Mitchell (2005) | 0.040 -0.167 0.247 0.64
wndersen (2005) | —0.020 —0.044 0. 004 15.47
Casiglia (2008) ] 0. 000 -0.121 0.121 1.78
Casiglia (2008) | 0.030 —0.019 0.079 7.80
Fern?ndez-real (2003 | -0. 060 -0.271 0.151 0.62
Hengstenberg (2001) | 0.030 -0.052 0.112 3.52
sartori (2003) | -0.100 -0.182 -0.018 3.53
Dancviz (2005) | 0. 000 -0. 002 0. 002 22.25
Poch (2002) | —-0.100 —0.375 0.175 0.37
Ryd?n {2002) | —0.050 —-0.159 0. 059 2.14
Hanon (2002) | -0.020 -0.074 0.034 6.72
Jerrard-bunne (2007) | —0.020 —-0.164 0.124 1.29
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.006 —0.018 0. 007 75.36
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==2
Huang (2003) | 0. 060 -0.031 0.150 2.99
Huang {2003) | 0.010 —0. 081 0.101 2.98
wang (2008) ] -0.010 -0.120 0.100 2.10
Hayakawa (2008) | 0. 000 -0.072 0.072 4.36
wang (2008) | 0. 090 -0. 006 0.186 2.70
Dai ({2002) | 0.110 0.024 0.196 3.29
Dai {2002) | -0.010 -0.152 0.132 1.32
Ishikawa (2000) | 0.250 0.034 0.466 0.59
Ishikawa (2000) | 0.020 —0.094 0.134 1.98
sub-total |
+L pooled ES | 0.044 0. 005 0.083 22.32
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==4
kKopf (2008) | —-0.090 —-0.195 0.015 2.32
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | —0.090 —0.195 0.015 2.32
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 0.001 -0.016 0.018 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared**  Tau-squared
race==1 15.03 13 0.305 13.5% 0. 0001
race== 10.40 8 0.238 23.0% 0. 0008
race==4 0.00 0 5 % 0. 0000
overall 34.68 23 0.056 33.7% 0. 0003
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
9.25 2 0.010

#% T-squared: the variation in Es attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of E5=0

race==1 Z= 0.90 p = 0.367
race==2 Z= 2.23 p = 0.026
race==4 = 1.69 p = 0.092
overall z= 0.14 p = 0.892
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Hengstenberg (2001)
Saller (2003)
Mtchell (2005)
Andersen (2005)
Casiglia (2008)
Casiglia (2008)
Fem?ndez-Real (2003)
Hengstenberg (2001)
Sartori (2003)
Danoviz (2005)
Poch (2002)
Ryd?n (2002)
Hanon (2002)
Jerrard-Dunne (2007)
Subtotal

race=2

Effect size
(95%Cl)

-0.01(-0.05,003)
0.18(:0.06,042)
004 (0.17,025)
-0.02(-0.04,000)
0.00 (-0.12, 0.12)
0.03(-0.02, 0.08)
-0.06 (-0.27,0.15)
0.03(-0.05,0.11)
-0.10(-0.18,-0.02)
0.00 (-0.00, 0.00)
-0.10(-0.38, 0.18)
-0.05 (-0.16, 0.06)
-0.02(-0.07, 0.03)
-0.02(-0.16,0.12)
0,01 (0.02,001)

Huang (2003) —_—— 0.06(-0.03, 0.15)
Huang (2003) - 0.01(-0.08, 0.10)
Wang (2008) B — -0.01(0.12,0.10)
Hayakawa (2006) 000 (-007,0.07)
Wang (2008) - 0.00(-0.01,0.19)
Dai (2002) — - 0.11(0.02,0.20)
Dai (2002) B — -0.01(-0.15,0.13)
Ishikawa (2000) 0.25(0.03,0.47)
Ishikawa (2000) - 0.02(-0.09,0.13)

Subtotal e 0.04(0.01,0.08)

race=4
Kopf (2006) —_—— -0.09 (-0.19,001)

Subtotal —_— 0,09 (0,19, 001)

Overall 0.00(-0.02,0.02)

-46852 0 465529
Effoct size

% Weight

88
05

155
18

06
35

22
04

67

13
754

23
23

1000
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» gen diab_cat=1 if diabetes <=0.3 replace diab_cat =2 if diabetes >0.3 & diabetes
<=1 replace diab_cat =3 if diabetes ==2 : dnulovpyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6MoU oTNV
katnyopla 1 €xoupe TIC UEAETEG Pe TTOOOOTO SlaBntikwv <30%, otn delTepn
QUTEG UE TOOOOTO Slafntikwv >30% KalL otnv TPLTN QUTEG Tou SeV €XOUUE
KArmola mAnpodopia.

» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (diab_cat ) label (hamevar=author ,yearvar=year ):

Sle€aywyn HETA-AVAAUGCNG WG TTPOG TIC TOPATIAVW Katnyopleg dtapntn.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta amoteAéopata.
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Study | ES [95% conf. Interval] % weight

_____________________ it s SR R e B R S v et po e T e B oo
diab_cat==
Hengstenberg (2001) | -0.010 -0.054 0.034 8.78
Hengstenberg (2001) | 0. 030 —-0.052 0.112 3.52
ryd?n (2002) | —0. 050 —0.159 0. 059 2.14
Hanon (2002) | -0. 020 -0.074 0.034 6.72
saller (2003) | 0.180 —0. 064 0.424 0.47
Huang (2003) | 0. 060 -0.031 0.150 2.99
Huang (2003) | 0.010 -0. 081 0.101 2.98
sartori (2003) | —0.100 -0.182 -0.018 3.53
mitchell (2005) | 0. 040 -0.167 0. 247 0.64
mndersen (2005) | -0. 020 -0.044 0. 004 15.47
casiglia (2008) | 0. 000 -0.121 0.121 1.78
casiglia (2008) | 0.030 -0.019 0.079 7.80
kopf (2006) | —0. 090 —0.195 0.015 2.32
Hayakawa (2006) | 0. 000 -0.072 0.072 4.36
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | —0.009 —0.030 0.012 63. 50
_____________________ L L. PN 0 5 3 RORORONR 50 AUOR SRR 5 11 3 I OROR SR OON
diab_cat==2
Fern?ndez-real (2003 | -0. 060 -0.271 0.151 0.62
panoviz (2005) | 0. 000 -0.002 0. 002 22.25
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | =0. 000 -0. 002 0. 002 22.87
+
diab_cat==
Ishikawa (2000) | 0.250 0.034 0. 466 0.59
Ishikawa (2000) | 0. 020 -0. 094 0.134 1.98
Dai (2002) | 0.110 0. 024 0.196 3.29
Dai (2002) | —0.010 —0.152 0.132 1.32
roch (2002) | -0.100 -0.375 0.175 0.37
Jerrard-punne (2007) | -0. 020 -0.164 0.124 1.29
wang (2008) | —0.010 —-0.120 0.100 2.10
wang (2008) | 0. 090 -0. 006 0.186 2.70
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.048 —0. 006 0.102 13.64
_____________________ A R R oo o PR R o sk R L S O g o Pgiog b e P s e P g
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 0. 001 -0.016 0.018 100. 00

_____________________ N N S ——

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared®*  Tau-squared
diab_cat==1 16.82 13 0.208 22.7% 0. 0003
diab_cat==2 0.31 1 0.578 0. 0% 0. 0000
diab_cat== 9.98 7 0.189 29.9% 0. 0017
overall 34.68 23 0.056 3I3.7% 0. 0003
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
7.56 2 0.023

% I-squared: the variation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of ES=0

diab_cat==1 z= 0.80 p = 0.424
diab_cat==2 z= 0.00 p = 0.997
diab_cat==3 z= 1.73 p = 0.083
overall z= 0.14 p = 0.892
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Effect size
study (@5%Cl) % Weight
diab_cat
Hengstenberg (2001) — - -0.01(0.05,003) 88
Hengstenberg (2001) —t - 0,03 (-0.05,0.11) 35
Ryd?n (2002) - - -0.05(-0.16,006) 21
Hanon (2002) — -l -0.02(0.07,003) 67
Saller (2003) 0.18(-0.06,042) 05
Huang (2003) —— 0,06 (-0.03,0.15) 30
Huang (2003) —_— 0,01 (-0.08,0.10) 30
Sartor (2003) —_—— 0,10 (0.18-002) 35
Mitchell (2005) 0.04(0.17,025) 06
Andersen (2005) - -0.02(-0.04,000) 155
Casigia (2008) —_— 000 (:0.12,0.12) 18
Casiglia (2008) —— 0.03(-0.02, 0.08) 78
Kopf (2006) -0.09(0.19,001) 23
Hayakawa (2006) —— 000 (-007, 0.07) 44
Subtotal P -0.01(0.03,001) 635
diab_cat
Fem?ndezReal (2003) -0.06(0.27,015) 06
Danoviz (2005) | ] 000 (-0.00, 0.00) 22
Subtotal -0.00 (0.0, 0.00) 20
diab_cat=
Ishikawa (2000) 0.25(0.03,0.47) 06
Ishikawa (2000) B 0.02(-0.09,0.13) 20
Dai (2002) — 0.11(0.02,020) 33
Dai (2002) —_ 0.01(0.15,013) 13
Poch (2002) -0.10(0.38,018) 04
Jerrard-Dunne (2007) _ -0.02(0.16,012) 13
Wang (2008) — 0.01(0.12,010) 21
Wang (2008) —— 0.09(-0.01,0.19) 27
Sublotal _ 0.05(-0.01,0.10) 136
Overall 0.00(-0.02,002) 1000
I
46552 o 465529

Effoct size
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» gen hyper_cat=1 if hypertension<=0.3 replace hyper_cat=2 if hypertension>0.3
& hypertension <=1 replace hyper_cat=3 if hypertension==2: énuioupyia 3
UETABANTWY, OmMou otnv Katnyopia 1 £XOUMUE TIG MEAETEC UE TOOOOTO
UTIEPTAOLKWY <30%, ot S€UTEPN QUTEG LE TTOCOOTO UTEPTACIKWY >30% Kal oTnV
TPlTN aUTEG TTou Sev €xoupe Kamola tAnpodopia.

» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (hyper_cat ) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year )

: Sle€aywyn HETA-0VAAUGONC WC TIPOG TIG TTAPATIAVW KATNYOPLEG UTTEPTAONC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.
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hyper_cat==
Hengstenberg (2001) |
Ryd?n (2002) |
saller (2003) |
Huang (2003) |
Mitchell (2005) |
landersen {2005) |
Casiglia (2008) |
Casiglia (2008) |
Hayakawa (2008) |
Fern?ndez-real (2002 |
Dai (2002) |
pai (2002) |
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES |
_____________________ +
hyper_cat==2
Hengstenberg (2001) |
Hanon {2002) |
Huang (2003) |
sartori {2003) |
kopf (20086) |
panoviz {2005) |
poch {2002) |
Jerrard-punne (20073 |
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES |
_____________________ +
hyper_cat==
Ishikawa (2000) |
Ishikawa (2000) |
wang (2008) |
wWang (2008) |
sub-total |
4L pooled ES |

Test(s) of heterogeneity:

Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic
hyper_cat== 15.72
hyper_cat==2 10.19
hyper_cat== 5.35
overall 34.68

ES [95% conf. Interwal]
—0.010 —0.054 0.034
—0.050 -0.159 0.059

0.180 -0.064 0.424
0. 060 -0.031 0.150
0.040 -0.167 0.247
—0.020 -0.044 0. 004
0. 000 -0.121 0.121
0.030 -0.019 0.079
0. 000 -0.072 0.072
—0. 060 —0.271 0.151
0.110 0.024 0.196
—0.010 -0.152 0.132
0.009 -0.017 0.035
0.030 -0.052 0.112
—0.020 —0.074 0.034
0.010 -0.081 0.101
—-0.100 -0.182 -0.018
—0. 090 -0.195 0.015
0. 000 —0.002 0. 002
-0.100 -0.375 0.175
—0.020 -0.164 0.124
-0.017 -0.045 0.012
0.250 0.034 0. 466
0.020 —-0.094 0.134
-0.010 -0.120 0.100
0. 090 —0. 006 0.186
0.061 —-0.021 0.143
freedom P

11
7
3

23

0.152
0.178
0.148
0.056

I-squared*®*

30.0%
31.3%
43.9%
33.7%

overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :

3.42

2

0.181

% weight

Tau-squared

0. 0005
0. 0005
0. 0030
0.0003

#% T-sguared: the wvariation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)

Significance test({s) of ES
hyper_cat==1 z=
hyper_cat== z=
hyper_cat== z=
overall z=

=0

0.65
1.15
1.45
0.14
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Study

yper_
Hengstenberg (2001)
Ryd7n (2002)
Sallr (2003)
Huang (2003)
Mitchell (2005)
Andersen (2005)
Casiglia (2008)
Casiglia (2008)
Hayakawa (2006)
Fem?ndez-Real (2003)
Dai (2002)
Dai (2002)

Subtota

yper_
Hengstenberg (2001)
Hanon (2002)
Huang (2003)
Sarton (2003)
Kop 2006)
Danoviz (2005)
Pach (2002)
Jertarc-Dunne (2007)

Effect size
(95%Cl)

-0.01(-0.05,0.03)
-0.05 (0,16, 0.06)
0.18 (-0.06, 0.42)
0.06(-0.03, 0.15)
0.04(-0.17,025)
-0.02 (-0.04, 0.00)
000 (-012,0.12)
0.03(-0.02, 0.08)
000 (-007, 0.07)
0.0 (-0.27,0.15)
0.11(0.02,020)
-0.01(-0.15,013)
0.01(-0.02,0.03)

0.3 (0.05,0.11)
0.02(0.07,009)
001 (0.08,0.10)
0.10(:0.18:002)
0,09 (0.18,001)
000 (:000,0.00)
0.10(0.38,018)
0.02(0.16,012)

Subtotal —F -0.02 (-0.04, 001)
hyper_¢
Ishikawa (2000) 0.25(0.03,047)
Ishikawa (2000) .- 0.02(-0.09,0.13)
Wang (2008) —_—= -0.01(-0.12,010)
Wang (2008) - 0.09(-0.01,0.19)
Subtotal e 0.06(-0.02, 0.14)
Overall 0.00(-0.02,0.02)
-46852 0 465529
Effoct size

% Weight

88
21

30
08
155
8
78

06
33

497

06
20

27
74

1000
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» gen obese_cat=1 if obesity<=0.3 replace obese cat=2 if obesity>0.3 &obesity
<=1 replace obese_cat=3 if obesity==2 : dnuloupyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6mou otnv
Katnyopia 1 €Xouue TIG HEAETEG E TTOOOOTO axUoapkww <30%, otn deutepn
QUTEG PE TOCO0O0TO TaxLoapkwv >30% Kal otnv Tpltn AQUTEG TIou 8eV €XOUWE
Kamolo Anpodopia.

» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (obese_cat ) label namevar=author ,yearvar=year ) :

Sle€aywyn HETO-aVAAUONE WE TTPOC TLG TIAPATIAVW KOTNYOPLES TTaXUoaPKLOC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.
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Study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % weight
obese_cat==1
Hengstenberg (2001) | —0.010 -0.054 0.034 B.78
saller (2003) | 0.180 —0.064 0.424 0.47
Huang {2003) | 0.060 -0.031 0.150 2.99
Mitchell (2005) | 0.040 -0.167 0.247 0.64
landersen (2005) | -0.020 -0.044 0.004 15.47
casiglia (2008) | 0. 000 -0.121 0.121 1.78
casiglia (2008) | 0.030 -0.019 0.079 7.80
Fern?ndez-Real (2003 | —0. 060 -0.271 0.151 0.62
Hengstenberg (2001) | 0.030 -0.052 0.112 3.52
Huang (2003) | 0.010 -0.081 0.101 2.98
sartori (2003) |  -0.100 -0.182 -0.018 3.53
panoviz (2005) | 0. 000 -0.002 0.002 22.25
Poch (2002) |  -0.100 -0.375 0.175 0.37
wang (2008) | -0.010 -0.120 0.100 2.10
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.003 -0.016 0.010 73.29
_____________________ e e B e R i S S i
obese_cat==2
Ryd?n (2002) | —0.050 -0.159 0.059 2.14
Hayakawa (20086) | 0. 000 -0.072 0.072 4.36
wang {2008) | 0.090 -0.006 0.186 2.70
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.015 -0.059 0.088 9.20
_____________________ - ik R ik S —
obese_cat==3
paj (2002) | 0.110 0.024 0.196 3.29
pai (2002) | -0.010 -0.152 0.132 1.32
Hanon (2002) | —0.020 -0.074 0.034 6.72
Kopf (2006) | -0.090 -0.195 0.015 2.32
Jerrard-Dunne {2007) | -0.020 -0.164 0.124 1.29
Ishikawa (2000) | 0.250 0.034 0.466 0.59
Ishikawa (2000) | 0.020 -0.094 0.134 1.98
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.018 -0.047 0.082 17.50
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 0.00L -0.016 0.018 100. 00
Test{s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freadom P I-squared®**  Tau-squared
obese_cat== 15.41 13 0.282 15.7% 0. 0001
obese_cat==2 3.87 2 0.145 48. 3% 0. 0020
obese_cat==3 14.93 [ +] 0.021 59. 8% 0.0041
overall 34.68 23 0.056 33.7% 0. 0003

obese_cat==
obese_cat==2
ohese_cat==
overall

0.46

7=
7=
7=

Significance test(s) of E5=0

0.44
0.40
0.53
0.14

2

overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups

0.793

%% I-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)
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Study

obese_cat:
Hengstenberg (2001)
Saller (2003)
Huang (2003)
Mtchell (2005)
Andersen (2005)
Casiglia (2008)
Casiglia (2008)
Fem?ndez-Real (2003)
Hengstenberg (2001)
Huang (2003)
Sartori (2003)
Danoviz (2005)
Poch (2002)
Wang (2008)

Subtotal

obese_cat
Ryd?n (2002)
Heyakana (2006)
Wang (2008)
Sublota

obese_cat==3
Dai (2002)
Dai (2002)
Hanon (2002)
Kopf (2006)
Jerrard-Dunne (2007)
Ishikawa (2000)
Ishikawa (2000)
Subtotal

Overall

Effect size
(95%Cl)

-0.01(-0.05,0.03)
0.18 (-0.06, 0.42)
0.06(-0.03, 0.15)
0.04(-0.17,025)
-0.02 (-0.04, 0.00)
000 (-012,0.12)
0.03(-0.02, 0.08)
0.0 (-0.27,0.15)
0.03(-0.05,0.11)
0.01(-0.08, 0.10)
-0.10(-0.18-002)
0,00 (-000, 0.00)
-0.10 (-0.38,0.18)
-0.01(-0.12,010)
-0.00 (-0.02, 001)

-0.05(0.16, 006)
000 (:007,0.07)
009(0.01,0.19)
001 (0.05,008)

0.11(0.02,0.20)
-0.01(-0.15,0.13)
-0.02(-0.07,003)
-0.09 (-0.19,001)
-0.02(-0.16,0.12)

0.25(0.03,047)
0.02(-0.09, 0.13)
0.02(-0.05, 0.08)

0.00(-0.02,0.02)

-46852

Effoct size

465529

% Weight

88
05

08
155

78
06

30
35

04

21
733

a3
13

23
13

20
175

1000
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Na tn dtaopd yovotrunwy TT-(CC+CT) Exouus:

» gen b4 =xnoaa — xaa : UTTOAOYLOMOC NG SLadopdg TWV HECWV TLUWV

» gen V44 = (sdnoaa)*2/nnoaa + (sdaa)*2/naa : umoAoylopoOG TG SLOKUUAVGNG
™¢ Stadopag

» gense_b4=sqgrt (V33): umoAoyLOMOC TOU TUTILKOU OPAALATOG

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (race) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year):

Sle€aywyn Heto- avaluong wg mpog tn duAn

2Tn ouvExela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopaTa.
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Study | ES [95% Conf. Interwvall] % wWeight

_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==
Hengstenberg (2001} | 0.040 -0.034 0.114 B.77
andersen (2005) | —0.100 —0.140 —0. 060 14_52
Casiglia (2008) | -0.070 -0.231 0.091 2.85
Casiglia (2008) | -0.010 -0.082 0. 062 B.99
Hengstenberg (2001) | -0.050 -0.180 0.080 4.04
sartori (2003) | —-0. 090 -0.235 0.055 3.38
panoviz (2005) | —0. 020 —0.022 -0.018 19.67
Ryd?n (2002) | —0.300 —0.515 —0. 085 1.70
Jerrard-punne (2007) | -0.010 -0.169 0.149 2.90
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.044 -0.087 —-0. 002 66. B1
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==
Huang (2003) | 0. 000 -0. 099 0.099 6.09
Huang (2003) | 0. 040 —-0.048 0.128 7.16
Wang (2008) | —0. 080 —0. 206 0.046 4_24
Hayakawa (2006) | 0. 000 -0.082 0.082 7.75
Wang (2008) | —0.010 -0.129 0.109 4.64
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | —0.001 —0.045 0.043 29. 89
_____________________ sepsS P arspe it nine e P e e e s
race==4
Kopft (2006) | -0.050 -0.197 0.097 3.30
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | —0. 050 -0.197 0. 097 3.30
_____________________ e ST e T T e SRR D e T
overall |
D+L pooled ES | -0.031 —0. 060 —0. 002 100.00
_____________________ R e e R

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared®*®  Tau-squared
race=—1 26.27 B8 0.001 69. 6% 0. 0020
race== 2.37 4 0. 668 0. 0% 0. 0000
race==4 0. 00 4] - -4 0. 0000
overall 29.53 14 0.009 52.6% 0.0011
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
0.89 2 0.642

#* I-squared: the varjation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of ES=0

race==1 z= 2.4 p = 0.041
race== z= 0.04 p = 0.966
race==4 z= 0.66 p = 0.506
overall z= 2.06 p = 0.039
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Study

race==1
Hengstenberg (2001)
Andersen (2005)
Casiglia (2008)
Casiglia (2008)
Hengstenberg (2001)
Sartori (2003)
Danoviz (2005)
Ryd?n (2002)

Jerrard-Dunne (2007)
Subtotal

race==.
Huang (2003)
Huang (2003)
Wang (2008)
Hayakawa (2006)
Wang (2008)

Effect size
(95% Cl)

0.04 (-0.03, 0.11
-0.10 (-0.14,-0.06
-0.07 (-0.23, 0.09
-0.01 (-0.08, 0.06
-0.05 (-0.18, 0.08
-0.09 (-0.24, 0.06
-0.02 (-0.02,-0.02
-0.30 (-0.52,-0.08
-0.01(-0.17,0.15
-0.04 (-0.09,-0.00

0.00 (-0.10, 0.10)
0.04 (-0.05, 0.13)
-0.08 (-0.21, 0.05)
0.00 (-0.08, 0.08)

-0.01(-0.13,0.11)
-0.00 (-0.05, 0.04)

-0.05 (-0.20, 0.10)
-0.05 (-0.20, 0.10)

-0.03 (-0.06,-0.00)

Subtotal =
|
I

race==: !

Kopf (2006) e E

Subtotal —_—
I
I

Overall

I I
-51544 0 515444
Effect size

% Weight

8.8
14.5
28
9.0
4.0

6.1
72
42
78
46
29.9

33
33

100.0
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» gen diab_cat=1 if diabetes <=0.3 replace diab_cat =2 if diabetes >0.3 & diabetes
<=1 replace diab_cat =3 if diabetes ==2 : dnulovpyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6MoU oTNV
katnyopla 1 €xoupe TIC UEAETEG Pe TTOOOOTO SlaBntikwv <30%, otn delTepn
QUTEG UE TOOOOTO Slafntikwv >30% KalL otnv TPLTN QUTEG Tou SeV €XOUUE
KArmola mAnpodopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (diab_cat ) label (hamevar=author ,yearvar=year ):

Sle€aywyn HETA-AVAAUGCNG WG TTPOG TIC TOPATIAVW Katnyopleg dtapntn.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta amoteAéopata.
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Study 1 ES [95% conf. Interwval] % weight

diab_cat==1

Hengstenberg (2001) | 0.040 -0.034 0.114 8.77
Hengstenberg (2001) | —0.050 -0.180 0. 080 4.04
Ryd?n (2002) | —0. 300 —0.515 —0. 085 1.70
Huang (2003) | 0.000 -0.099 0.099 6.09
Huang (2003) | 0.040 -0.048 0.128 7.16
sartori (2003) | -0.090 -0.235 0.055 3.38
landersen (2005) | —0.100 -0.140 —0. 060 14.52
casiglia (2008) | -0.070 -0.231 0.091 2.85
Casiglia (2008) | —0.010 -0.082 0. 062 8.99
kopf (2006) | -0.050 -0.197 0.097 3.30
Hayakawa (2008) | 0. 000 -0. 082 0.082 7.75
sub-total |

D+L pooled ES 1 —-0.035 -0. 080 0.011 68.54
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

diab_cat==

Danoviz (2005) | —0.020 —-0.022 —0.018 19.67
sub-total |

D+L pooled ES 1 —-0.020 0. 022 -0.018 19.67
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

diab_cat==3

Jerrard-bunne (2007) | -0.010 -0.169 0.149 2.90

ang (2008) | -0.080 -0.206 0.046 4.24
wang (2008) | -0.010 -0.129 0.109 4.64
sub-total |

D+L pooled ES 1 -0.035 -0.112 0.041 11.78
_____________________ o
overall |

D+L pooled ES | —-0.031 —-0. 060 —0. 002 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Test{s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freadom P I-squared®®  Tau-squared
diab_cat== 24.86 10 0. 006 59. 8% 0.0030
diab_cat==2 0. 00 0 5 % 0. 0000
diab_cat==3 0.75 2 0. 687 0.0% 0. 0000
overall 29.53 14 0. 009 52.6% 0.0011
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
3.92 2 0.141

“* I-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of E5=0

diab_cat==1 z= 1.49 p = 0.136
diab_cat==2 z= 18.59 p = 0.000
diab_cat==3 z= 0.91 p = 0.362
overall z= 2.06 p = 0.039
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Effect size

0.04 (-0.03,0.11)
-0.05 (-0.18, 0.08)
-0.30 (-0.52,-0.08)
0.00 (-0.10, 0.10)
0.04 (-0.05, 0.13
-0.09 (-0.24, 0.06
-0.10 (-0.14,-0.06
-0.07 (-0.23, 0.09
-0.01 (-0.08, 0.06

-0.05 (-0.20, 0.10
0.00 (-0.08, 0.08)
-0.03 (-0.08, 0.01)

-0.02 (-0.02,-0.02)
-0.02 (-0.02,-0.02)

-0.01(-0.17,0.15
-0.08 (-0.21, 0.05
-0.01(-0.13,0.11
-0.04 (-0.11, 0.04

-0.03 (-0.06,-0.00)

Study (95% Cl)
diab_cat==1 ‘
Hengstenberg (2001) .
Hengstenberg (2001) —
Ryd?n (2002) !
Huang (2003) — .
Huang (2003) — .
Sartori (2003) I
Andersen (2005) -
Casiglia (2008) 4._%7
Casiglia (2008) %
Kopf (2006) ‘
Hayakawa (2006) ‘
Subtotal —=l
I
I
diab_cat==2 !
Danoviz (2005)
Subtotal "
I
|
diab_cat==3 i
Jerrard-Dunne (2007) — im
Wang (2008) 4._%77
Wang (2008) ——
Subtotal —_—
I
Overall ,
‘ T
-51544 0 515444
Effect size

% Weight

8.8
4.0
17
6.1
72
34
14.5
238
9.0
33
78
68.5

19.7
19.7
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» gen hyper_cat=1 if hypertension<=0.3 replace hyper_cat=2 if hypertension>0.3
& hypertension <=1 replace hyper_cat=3 if hypertension==2: énuioupyia 3
UETABANTWY, OmMou otnv Katnyopia 1 £XOUMUE TIG MEAETEC UE TOOOOTO
UTIEPTAOLKWY <30%, ot S€UTEPN QUTEG LE TTOCOOTO UTEPTACIKWY >30% Kal oTnV
TPlTN aUTEG TTou Sev €xoupe Kamola tAnpodopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (hyper_cat ) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year )

: Sle€aywyn HETA-0VAAUGONC WC TIPOG TIG TTAPATIAVW KATNYOPLEG UTTEPTAONC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.
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Study | ES [95% Conf. Interval] % weight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hyper_cat==1
Hengstenberg (2001) | 0.040 -0.034 0.114 8.77
Ryd?n (2002) | —0. 300 -0.515 —0. 085 1.70
Huang (2003) | 0. 000 -0.099 0.099 6.09
andersen (2005) | —0.100 -0.140 —0. 060 14.52
Casiglia (2008) | —0.070 -0.231 0.091 2.85
Casiglia (2008) | —0. 010 -0.082 0.062 8.99
Hayakawa (2006) | 0. 000 —0. 082 0.082 .75
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.039 -0.099 0.021 50. 66
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hyper_cat==2
Hengstenberg (2001) | —0. 050 —0.180 0. 080 4.04
Huang (2003) | 0. 040 -0.048 0.128 7.16
sartori (2003) | —-0. 090 -0.235 0.055 3.38
kopf (2008) | —0. 050 -0.197 0. 097 3.30
Danoviz (2005) | -0.020 -0.022 -0.018 19.67
Jerrard-bunne (2007) | —0.010 -0.169 0.149 2.90
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | —0. 020 -0.022 -0.018 40. 45
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hyper_cat==3
wang (2008) | —0. 080 -0.206 0.046 4.24
wang (2008) | —0. 010 -0.129 0.109 4.64
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.043 -0.130 0.044 B.B8
_____________________ e e e O
overall |
D+L pooled ES | —0.031 —0. 060 —0. 002 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared#* Tau-squared
hyper_cat==1 20.67 6 0. 002 71.0% 0.0041
hyper_cat==2 3.07 5 0. 689 0.0% 0. 0000
hyper_cat== 0.62 2 1 0.430 0. 0% 0. 0000
overall 29.53 14 0.009 52. 6% 0.0011
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
5.17 2 0.076

#% I-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of ES=0

hyper_cat==1 z= 1.28 p = 0.199
hyper_cat==2 z= 18.59 p = 0.000
hyper_cat==3 z= 0.97 p =0.331
overall z= 2.06 p = 0.03
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Effect size

0.04 (-0.03,0.11)
-0.30 (-0.52,-0.08)
0.00 (-0.10, 0.10)

-0.10 (-0.14,-0.06)
-0.07 (-0.23, 0.09)
-0.01 (-0.08, 0.06)
0.00 (-0.08, 0.08)

-0.04 (-0.10, 0.02)

-0.05 (-0.18, 0.08)
0.04 (-0.05, 0.13)
-0.09 (-0.24, 0.06)
-0.05 (-0.20, 0.10)
-0.02 (-0.02,-0.02)
-0.01(-0.17, 0.15)
-0.02 (-0.02,-0.02)

-0.08 (-0.21, 0.05)
-0.01(-0.13,0.11)
-0.04 (-0.13, 0.04)

-0.03 (-0.06,-0.00)

Study (95% Cl)
hyper_cat==1 ,
Hengstenberg (2001) -
Ryd?n (2002) !
Huang (2003) — -
Andersen (2005) -
Casiglia (2008) L
Casiglia (2008) ‘
Hayakawa (2006) :L
Subtotal <J:>>
|
hyper_cat== 3
Hengstenberg (2001) —_
Huang (2003) ——
Sartori (2003) —_—
Kopf (2006) [ —
Danoviz (2005) [ ]
Jerrard-Dunne (2007) e
Subtotal 10
|
|
hyper_cat==3 |
Wang (2008) —a
Wang (2008) 4;'7
Subtotal a——
|
Overall ‘
T I
-51544 0 515444
Effect size

% Weight

8.8
1.7
6.1
14.5
28
9.0
78
50.7

4.0
72
34
33
19.7
29
40.5

42

8.9

100.0
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» gen obese_cat=1 if obesity<=0.3 replace obese cat=2 if obesity>0.3 &obesity
<=1 replace obese_cat=3 if obesity==2 : dnuloupyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6mou otnv
Katnyopia 1 €Xouue TIG HEAETEG E TTOOOOTO axUoapkww <30%, otn deutepn
QUTEG PE TOCO0O0TO TaxLoapkwv >30% Kal otnv Tpltn AQUTEG TIou 8eV €XOUWE
Kamolo Anpodopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (obese_cat ) label namevar=author ,yearvar=year ) :

Sle€aywyn HETO-aVAAUONE WE TTPOC TLG TIAPATIAVW KOTNYOPLES TTaXUoaPKLOC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.
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studhy | ES [95% conf. Interval] % wWeight
_____________________ e e SO e e G BB e SO e U e e e e e kS e e e
obese_cat==
Hengstenberg (2001) | 0.040 —0.034 0.114 B.77
Huang (2003) | 0. 000 —0. 099 0.099 6.09
wndersen (2005) | -0.100 -0.140 —0. 060 14.52
Casiglia (2008) | -0.070 -0.231 0.091 2.85
casiglia (2008) | -0.010 —0.082 0. 062 B8.99
Hengstenberg (2001) | —0.050 -0.180 0. 080 4.04
Huang (2003) | 0.040 -0.048 0.128 7.16
sartori (2003) | —-0. 090 -0.235 0.055 3.38
Danoviz (2005) | —0.020 —-0.022 -0.018 19. 67
wang (2008) | —0.080 —0. 206 0.046 4.24
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.029 -0.063 0.004 79.70
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
obese_cat==2
Ryd?n (2002) | -0.300 -0.515 -0.085 1.70
Hayakawa (2006) | 0. 000 —0. 082 0.082 7.75
wang (2008) | -0.010 -0.129 0.109 4.64
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.070 -0.205 0. 066 14.09
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
obese_cat==3
Kopf (20086) | —0.050 —0.197 0. 097 3.30
Jerrard-bunne (2007) | -0.010 -0.169 0.149 2.90
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.032 -0.140 0.077 6.21
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | -0.031 -0. 060 -0.002 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
Test{s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-squared*®*  Tau-squared
obese_cat== 22.62 9 0.007 60. 2% 0.0012
obese_cat==2 6.65 2 0.036 69. 9% 0. 0096
obese_cat==3 0.13 1 0.718 0. 0% 0. 0000
overall 29.53 14 0. 009 52.6% 0.0011
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :
0.13 2 0.938

## I-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogensity)

significance test(s) of ES=0

obese_cat==1 z= 1.71 p = 0.087
obese_cat==2 z= 1.01 p=0.213
obese_cat==3 z= 0.57 p = 0.568
overall z= 2.06 p = 0.039
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Study

obese_cat==
Hengstenberg (2001)
Huang (2003)
Andersen (2005)
Casiglia (2008)
Casiglia (2008)
Hengstenberg (2001)
Huang (2003)
Sartori (2003)
Danoviz (2005)
Wang (2008)

Subtotal

obese_cat==2
Ryd?n (2002)

Hayakawa (2006)
Wang (2008)
Subtotal

obese_cat==3
Kopf (2006)
Jerrard-Dunne (2007)
Subtotal

Overall

Effect size
(95% Cl)

0.04 (-0.03,0.11)
0.00 (-0.10, 0.10)
-0.10 (-0.14,-0.06)
-0.07 (-0.23, 0.09)
-0.01 (-0.08, 0.06)
-0.05 (-0.18, 0.08)
0.04 (-0.05, 0.13)
-0.09 (-0.24, 0.06)
-0.02 (-0.02,-0.02)
-0.08 (-0.21, 0.05)
-0.03 (-0.06, 0.00)

-0.30 (-0.52,-0.08)
0.00 (-0.08, 0.08)

-0.01(-0.13,0.11)
-0.07 (-0.21,0.07)

-0.05 (-0.20, 0.10)
-0.01(-0.17, 0.15)
-0.03 (-0.14, 0.08)

-0.03 (-0.06,-0.00)

-51544

0
Effect size

515444

% Weight

8.8
6.1
14.5
238
9.0
4.0
72
34
19.7
42
79.7

17
78
46
141
33

6.2

100.0
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6.2.6 LDL

Na tn dtaopd yovotunwy (CT+TT)-CC EYouus:

Mo va UEAETAOOUME TN OUCXETION TOU TOAUMOpdLopoU pe ta Sdedopéva tng
XOANOTEPOANG, XPNOLUOTIOLCALE T EEAG:
» gen b3 =xnoaa — xaa : UTIOAOYLOMOG TNE SLadopAg TV HECWVY TLUWY
» gen V33 = (sdnoaa)*2/nnoaa + (sdaa)*2/naa : umoAoylopOG TG SLAKUUAVGNG
™¢ Stadopadg
» gense_b3=sqgrt (V33): umoAoyLOMOC TOU TUTILKOU 0PAALATOG
» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (race) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year):

Sle€aywyn Heta- avaluong wg mpog tn duAn

2Tn ouvExela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopaTa.
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Study | ES
race==1
Hengstenberg C (2001 | 0.020
Saller B (2003) | 0.450
Mitchell (2005) | 0.030
Fern?ndez-Real 1M (2 | 0.530
Hengstenberg C (2001 | 0.000
Snapir A (2001) | -0.020
sedl?cek K (2002) | -0.010
sedl?cek K (2002) | 0.010
Hanon o (2002) | -0.010
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.010
+
race==
Huang X (2003) | 0. 060
Huang X (2003) | 0.030
wang (2008) | 0.000
wang (2008) | -0.060
pai sP (2002) 1 0. 060
pai sP (2002) | 0.130
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.044
_____________________ 4
race==4
kopf (2006) | -0.020
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.020
_____________________ +
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 0.019
_____________________ 4

Test(s) of heterogeneity:

[95% conf.

Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared®*  Tau-squared
race==1 6.93 8 0.545 0.0% 0. 0000
race==2 1.08 5 0.956 0.0% 0. 0000
race==4 0.00 0 r - 4 0. 0000
overall 8.52 15 0.901 0.0% 0. 0000
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :
0.52 2 0.772

Interval]

% wWeight

16.96
1.18
1.24
0.44
5.03

14.29
B.41
7.67

13.33

#% I-squared: the variation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of E5=0

race==1 z= 0.37
race==2 z= 0.99
race==4 z= 0.17
overall z= 0.80

TTTT

W
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-
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Study

race==1
Hengstenberg C (2001)
Saller B (2003)

Effect size
(95% Cl)

0.02(-0.09, 0.13)
0.45(0.03, 0.87)
0.03 (-0.38, 0.44)

0.53 (-0.15, 1.21)
0.00 (-0.20, 0.20)
-0.02 (-0.14, 0.10)
-0.01(-0.17, 0.15)
0.01(-0.15, 0.17)
-0.01(-0.13, 0.11)
0.01(-0.04, 0.07)

0.06 (-0.12, 0.24)
0.03 (-0.14, 0.20)
0.00 (-0.28, 0.28)
0.06 (-0.36, 0.24)
0.06 (-0.13, 0.25)
0.13(-0.13, 0.39)
0.04 (-0.04, 0.13)

0.02 (-0.25, 0.21)
0.02 (-0.25, 0.21)

0.02 (-0.03, 0.06)

Mitchell (2005) nl—
Fermn?ndez-Real JM (2003) :
Hengstenberg C (2001)
Snapir A (2001)
SedI?cek K (2002)
Sedl?cek K (2002)
Hanon O (2002)
Subtotal !
i
race==2 !
Huang X (2003) —
Huang X (2003) ——
Wang (2008) —_—
Wang (2008) —
Dai SP (2002) ——
Dai SP (2002) —
Subtotal =
i
race== 1
Kopf (2006) . —
Subtotal —_—
i
Overall
T I
-1.2128 0 1.21285
Effect size

% Weight

6.6
71
27
24
5.8
3.1
276

3.8
3.8

100.0
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» gen diab_cat=1 if diabetes <=0.3 replace diab_cat =2 if diabetes >0.3 & diabetes
<=1 replace diab_cat =3 if diabetes ==2 : dnulovpyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6MoU oTNV
katnyopla 1 €xoupe TIC UEAETEG Pe TTOOOOTO SlaBntikwv <30%, otn delTepn
QUTEG UE TOOOOTO Slafntikwv >30% KalL otnv TPLTN QUTEG Tou SeV €XOUUE
KArmola mAnpodopia.

» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (diab_cat ) label (hamevar=author ,yearvar=year ):

Sle€aywyn HETA-AVAAUGCNG WG TTPOG TIC TOPATIAVW Katnyopleg dtapntn.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta amoteAéopata.
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study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % wWeight
diab_cat==
Hengstenberg C (2001 | 0. 020 —-0.091 0.131 16.96
Hengstenberg € (2001 | 0. 000 -0.203 0.203 5.03
Hanon o (2002) | —-0. 010 —0.135 0.115 13.33
saller B (20032) | 0.450 0.032 0. 868 1.18
Huang x (2003) I 0. 060 -0.118 0.238 6.56
Huang X (2003) | 0.030 —0.140 0.200 7.14
mitchell (2005) | 0.030 —0.379 0.439 1.24
Kopf (2006) | -0.020 -0.253 0.213 3.82
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES ] 0.024 —-0.038 0.085 55.26
_____________________ e
diab_cat==
Ferntndez-real IM (2 | 0.530 —-0.153 1.213 0.44
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.530 —0.153 1.213 0.44
_____________________ I R e b B e e e e b e e e e T T
diab_cat==3
Snapir A (2001) | —0. 020 —0.140 0.100 14.29
Dai sP (2002) | 0. 060 —-0.129 0.249 5.E81
pai sP (2002) | 0.130 -0.130 0.390 3.07
sedl?cek Kk (2002) | —0. 010 —-0.167 0.147 8.41
sed17cek k (2002) | 0.010 -0.154 0.174 7.67
ang (2008) | 0. 000 -0.279 0.279 2.66
wang (2008) | -0.060 -0.355 0.235 2.38
sub-total
b+L pooled ES | 0. 007 —0.061 0.075 44,30
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
+L pooled ES | 0.019 —0.027 0.064 100. 00
_____________________ N LT W T [T T T T T T S

Test{s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freadom P I-sguared#®**  Tau-squared
diab_cat== 4.63 7 0.705 0.0% 0. 0000
diab_cat== 0.00 0 “ - % 0. 0000
diab_cat==3 1.60 6 0.952 0.0% 0. 0000
overall B8.52 15 0. 901 0. 0% 0. 0000
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
2.29 2 0.318

#% I-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of E5=0

diab_cat== z= 0.76 p = 0.449
diab_cat== z= 1.52 p = 0.128
diab_cat== z= 0.20 p = 0.840
overall z= 0.80 p = 0.425
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Study

diab_cat==1
Hengstenberg C (2001)
Hengstenberg C (2001)
Hanon O (2002)

Effect size
(95% Cl)

0.02(-0.09, 0.13)
0.00 (-0.20, 0.20)
-0.01(-0.13,0.11)

Saller B (2003) —_—-——— 0.45(0.03,0.87)
Huang X (2003) : 0.06 (-0.12, 0.24)
Huang X (2003) 0.03 (-0.14, 0.20)
Mitchell (2005) 4 0.03 (-0.38, 0.44)
Kopf (2006) : 0.02 (-0.25, 0.21)
Subtotal ! 0.02 (-0.04, 0.08)

I

diab_cat==2 3
Fermn?ndez-Real JM (2003) L 0.53(-0.15, 1.21)
Subtotal —f—— ——————— 0.53(0.15,1.21)

I

diab_cat==3 i
Snapir A (2001) 0.02 (-0.14, 0.10)
Dai SP (2002) : 0.06 (-0.13, 0.25)
Dai SP (2002) i 0.13(-0.13, 0.39)
Sedl?cek K (2002) 0.01(-0.17, 0.15)
Sedl?cek K (2002) 0.01(-0.15, 0.17)
Wang (2008) —_— 0.00 (-0.28, 0.28)
Wang (2008) — = -0.06 (-0.36, 0.24)
Subtotal : 0.01(-0.06, 0.08)

I
Overall ‘ 0.02 (-0.03, 0.06)

I I
-1.2128 0 1.21285
Effect size

% Weight

17.0
5.0
13.3
1.2
6.6
71
1.2
3.8
55.3

0.4
0.4

14.3
5.8
3.1
8.4
7.7
27
24

443

100.0
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» gen hyper_cat=1 if hypertension<=0.3 replace hyper_cat=2 if hypertension>0.3
& hypertension <=1 replace hyper_cat=3 if hypertension==2: énuioupyia 3
UETABANTWY, OmMou otnv Katnyopia 1 £XOUMUE TIG MEAETEC UE TOOOOTO
UTIEPTAOLKWY <30%, ot S€UTEPN QUTEG LE TTOCOOTO UTEPTACIKWY >30% Kal oTnV
TPlTN aUTEG TTou Sev €xoupe Kamola tAnpodopia.

» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (hyper_cat ) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year )

: Sle€aywyn HETA-0VAAUGONC WC TIPOG TIG TTAPATIAVW KATNYOPLEG UTTEPTAONC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.
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Study | ES [95% conf. Interwal] % Weight
hyper_cat==
Hengstenberg € (2001 | 0.020 -0.091 0.131 16.96
caller B (2003) I 0.450 0.032 0.868 1.18
Huang X (2003) | 0. 060 -0.118 0.238 6. 56
Mitchell (2005) | 0.030 —0.379 0.439 1.24
FernTndez-real Im (2 | 0.530 -0.153 1.213 0.44
pai sp (2002) 1 0. 060 -0.129 0.249 5.81
pai SP (2002) I 0.130 -0.130 0.390 3.07
sedl?cek K (2002) | —0.010 —0.167 0.147 8.41
sedl?cek Kk (2002) | 0.010 —0.154 0.174 7.67
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.044 —0.019 0.108 51.35
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hyper_cat==2
Hengstenberg € (2001 | 0. 000 -0.203 0.203 5.03
Hanon O (2002) ] —-0.010 —0.135 0.115 13.33
Huang X (2003) | 0.030 -0.140 0. 200 7.14
kopf (2006) | -0.020 -0.253 0.213 3.82
snapir A (2001) | -0.020 -0.140 0.100 14.29
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES ] -0. 006 -0.075 0. 063 43.61
_____________________ EREN oo NP o NP L N
hyper_cat==3
wWang (2008) | 0.000 -0.279 0.279 2.66
ang (2008) | -0. 080 —0.355 0.235 2.38
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES ] -0.028 -0.231 0.175 5.04
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
+L pooled ES | 0.019 —0.027 LR 100.00
_____________________ T i N SR SRS R
Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-squared**  Tau-squared
hyper_cat==1 6. 85 g 0.553 0.0% 0. 0000
hyper_cat==2 0.24 4 0.993 0.0% 0. 0000
hyper_cat==3 0.08 1 0.772 0.0% 0. 0000
overall B.52 15 0.901 0. 0% 0. 0000
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :
1.34 2 0.511

#% I-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test{s) of E5=0

hyper_cat== z= 137 p = 0.171
hyper_cat== z= 0.18 p = 0.855
hyper_cat== z= 0.27 p = 0.785
overall z= 0.80 p = 0.425
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Study

hyper_cat==1
Hengstenberg C (2001)
Saller B (2003)
Huang X (2003)
Mitchell (2005)
Fermn?ndez-Real JM (2003)
Dai SP (2002)
Dai SP (2002)
Sedl?cek K (2002)
SedI?cek K (2002)

Subtotal

hyper_cat==2
Hengstenberg C (2001)
Hanon O (2002)
Huang X (2003)

Effect size
(95% Cl)

0.02(-0.09, 0.13)
0.45(0.03, 0.87)
0.06 (-0.12, 0.24)
0.03 (-0.38, 0.44)

0.53 (-0.15, 1.21)
0.06 (-0.13, 0.25)
0.13(-0.13, 0.39)
-0.01(-0.17, 0.15)
0.01(-0.15, 0.17)
0.04 (-0.02, 0.11)

0.00 (-0.20, 0.20)
-0.01(-0.13,0.11)
0.03 (-0.14, 0.20)
-0.02 (-0.25, 0.21)
-0.02 (-0.14, 0.10)
-0.01 (-0.08, 0.06)

0.00 (-0.28, 0.28)
-0.06 (-0.36, 0.24)
-0.03 (-0.23, 0.17)

0.02 (-0.03, 0.06)

Kopf (2006)
Snapir A (2001)
Subtotal T
I
I
hyper_cat==3 |
Wang (2008) —_—
Wang (2008) —
Subtotal e
I
I
Overall
I I
-1.2128 0 1.21285
Effect size

% Weight

5.0
13.3
71
3.8
143
43.6

27
24
5.0

100.0
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» gen obese_cat=1 if obesity<=0.3 replace obese cat=2 if obesity>0.3 &obesity
<=1 replace obese_cat=3 if obesity==2 : dnuloupyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6mou otnv
Katnyopia 1 €Xouue TIG HEAETEG E TTOOOOTO axUoapkww <30%, otn deutepn
QUTEG PE TOCO0O0TO TaxLoapkwv >30% Kal otnv Tpltn AQUTEG TIou 8eV €XOUWE
Kamolo Anpodopia.

» metan b3 se_b3 ,randomi by (obese_cat ) label namevar=author ,yearvar=year ) :

Sle€aywyn HETO-aVAAUONE WE TTPOC TLG TIAPATIAVW KOTNYOPLES TTaXUoaPKLOC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.
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Study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % weight

_____________________ e R .- - A
obese_cat==1
Hengstenberg C (2001 0.020 -0.091 0.131 16.96
saller B (2003) 0.450 0.032 0. 868 1.18
Huang X (2003) 0. 060 -0.118 0.238 6. 56
Mitchell (2005) 0.030 —-0.379 0.439 1.24
Fern?ndez-real 1M (2 0. 530 -0.153 1.213 0.44
Hengstenberg C (2001 0. 000 -0.203 0.203 5.03
Huang X (2003) 0.030 —0.140 0.200 7.14

&
g
=]
&
3

snapir A (2001) 0.100 14.29
wang (2008) 0. 000 —0.279 0.279 2.66

sub-total

D+L pooled ES 0. 026 —0.035 0.088 55.51

obese_cat==2

wWang (2008) | —0.060 -0.355 0.235 2.38

Sub-total |

D+L pooled ES | -0. 060 —-0.355 0.235 2.38
_____________________ Lo L L T S L TS

obese_cat==3

pai sp (2002) | 0. 060 -0.129 0.249 5.81
pai sp (2002) I 0.130 -0.130 0.390 3.07
sedl?cek K (2002) | -0.010 -0.167 0.147 8.41
sedl?cek K (2002) I 0.010 —-0.154 0.174 7.67
Hanon © (2002) ] —0.010 —0.135 0.115 13.33
kKopf (20063 |  —-0.020 -0.253 0.213 3.82

Sub-total |

+L pooled ES | 0.013 -0.058 0.083 42.11
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |

+L pooled ES | 0.019 -0.027 0.064 100. 00
_____________________ RPN e o WO AP e APPSO 1. N
Test(s) of heterogeneity:

Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-squared®*  Tau-sguared
obese_cat==1 6.85 8 0.553 0.0% 0. 0000
obese _cat==2 0.00 0 = -% 0. 0000
obese_cat== 1.31 5 0.934 0.0% 0. 0000
overall 8.52 15 0.901 0.0% 0. 0000
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
0.36 2 0.834

=% I-squared: the variation in E5S attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of E5=0

obese_cat==1 z= 0.85 p = 0.397
obese cat==2 z= 0.40 p = 0.691
obese_cat==3 z= 0.35 p = 0.725
overall z= 0.80 p = 0.425
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Effect size
o

Study (95% Cl) % Weight
obese_cat==1
Hengstenberg C (2001) l 0.02 (-0.09, 0.13) 17.0
Saller B (2003) —_— - 0.45 (0.03, 0.87) 1.2
Huang X (2003) — 0.06 (-0.12, 0.24) 6.6
Mitchell (2005) B — 0.03 (-0.38, 0.44) 12
Fem?ndez-Real JM (2003) L 0.53 (-0.15, 1.21) 0.4
Hengstenberg C (2001) 0.00 (-0.20, 0.20) 5.0
Huang X (2003) 0.03 (-0.14, 0.20) 71
Snapir A (2001) -0.02 (-0.14, 0.10) 143
Wang (2008) —— 0.00 (-0.28, 0.28) 27
Subtotal = 0.03 (-0.03, 0.09) 555
I
obese_cat==] 3
Wang (2008) S m 0.06 (-0.36, 0.24) 24
Subtotal —_— -0.06 (-0.36, 0.24) 24
I
obese_cat==3 i
Dai SP (2002) — 0.06 (-0.13, 0.25) 5.8
Dai SP (2002) . 0.13(-0.13, 0.39) 3.1
SedI?cek K (2002) -0.01(-0.17, 0.15) 8.4
SedI?cek K (2002) 0.01(-0.15, 0.17) 7.7
Hanon O (2002) -0.01(-0.13,0.11) 13.3
Kopf (2006) —_—— -0.02(-0.25, 0.21) 3.8
Subtotal (= 0.01(-0.06, 0.08) 421
I
Overall ‘ 0.02 (-0.03, 0.06) 100.0
I I
-1.2128 0 1.21285
Effect size
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Ta tn dtaopd yovotrunwy TT-(CC+CT) Exouus:

» gen b4 =xnoaa — xaa : UTTOAOYLOMOC TNG SLadopdg TWV HECWV TLUWV

» gen V44 = (sdnoaa)*2/nnoaa + (sdaa)*2/naa : umoAoylopog TG SLaKUUAVGNG
™¢ Stadopag

» gense_b4=sqgrt (V33): umoAoOyLOMOC TOU TUTILKOU OPAALATOG

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (race) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year):

Sle€aywyn Heto- avaluong wg mpog tn duAn

2Tn ouvEXela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopaTa.
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study | ES [95% Conf. Interwval] % Weight

_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==1
Hengstenberg C (2001 | —0.030 -0.103 0.043 31.46
andersencg (2005) | —-0.100 -0.181 -0.019 25.73
Hengstenberg C {2001 | 0. 000 —-0.133 0.133 9.51
pancvizMme (2005) | -0.070 —0. 200 0. 060 9_87
snapir A (2001) | —0.010 —-0.291 0.271 2.12
sedl?cek K (2002) | —0. 050 —-0.298 0.198 2.73
sedl?cek K ({2002) | 0. 010 -0. 241 0.261 2.67
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES |  -0.052 -0. 096 -0. 007 84.09
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==2
Huang x (2003) | 0. 050 -0.114 0.214 6.22
Huang x (2003) | 0.020 —0.138 0.178 b.74
wang (2008) | —0. 060 —-0.429 0. 309 1.23
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.026 —0.083 0.135 14.19
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
race==4
kKopf (2006) | —0.140 —0.452 0.172 1.72
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | —0.140 —0.452 0.172 1.72
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | —0.042 —0.083 0. 001 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared®®  Tau-squared
race== 2.69 6 0.847 0.0% 0. 0000
race==2 0.30 2 0. 862 0.0x% Q. 0000
race==4 0.00 0 = X 0. 0000
overall 5.05 10 0. 888 0.0% Q. 0000
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
2.07 2 0.356

#% I-squared: the wvariation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of Es=0

race== z= 2.26 p = 0.024
race==2 = 0.47 p = 0.637
race==4 = 0.B8 p = 0.380
overall z= 2.01 p = 0.044

arning: oOwverall (or subgroup) effect size not fully represented graphically.
consider using xlabel()
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Effect size

Study (95% ClI) % Weight
race== !

Hengstenberg C (2001) 1— -0.03 (-0.10,0.04) 315

AndersenG (2005) — B -0.10 (-0.18,-0.02)  25.7

Hengstenberg C (2001) e m 0.00 (-0.13, 0.13) 9.5

DanovizME (2005) ;s -0.07 (-0.20, 0.06) 9.9

Snapir A (2001) ; -0.01 (-0.29, 0.27) 2.1

SedI?cek K (2002) - -0.05 (-0.30, 0.20) 27

SedI?cek K (2002) . 0.01 (-0.24, 0.26) 27
Subtotal —— -0.05 (-0.10,-0.01)  84.1
race==2 3

Huang X (2003) 1 = 0.05 (-0.11, 0.21) 6.2

Huang X (2003) —_—— 0.02 (-0.14, 0.18) 6.7

Wang (2008) ; -0.06 (-0.43, 0.31) 1.2
Subtotal —_— 0.03 (-0.08, 0.13) 14.2
race== i

Kopf (2006) 1 -0.14 (-0.45, 0.17) 1.7
Subtotal —_— -0.14 (-0.45, 0.17) 1.7
Overall —] -0.04 (-0.08,-0.00)  100.0

\ \
-.45228 0 452281
Effect size
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» gen diab_cat=1 if diabetes <=0.3 replace diab_cat =2 if diabetes >0.3 & diabetes
<=1 replace diab_cat =3 if diabetes ==2 : dnulovpyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6MoU oTNV
katnyopla 1 €xoupe TIC UEAETEG Pe TTOOOOTO SlaBntikwv <30%, otn delTepn
QUTEG UE TOOOOTO Slafntikwv >30% KalL otnv TPLTN QUTEG Tou SeV €XOUUE
KArmola mAnpodopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (diab_cat ) label (hamevar=author ,yearvar=year ):

Sle€aywyn HETA-AVAAUGCNG WG TTPOG TIC TOPATIAVW Katnyopleg dtapntn.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta amoteAéopata.
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Study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % wWeight

diab_cat==
Hengstenberg C (2001 | -0.030 —-0.103 0.043 31.46
Hengstenberg C (2001 | 0. 000 -0.133 0.133 9.51
Huang X (2003) | 0.050 -0.114 0.214 6.22
Huang X (20032) | 0.020 -0.138 0.178 6.74
landersenc (2005) | -0.100 -0.181 -0.019 25.73
kopf (2008) | —0.140 —0.452 0.172 1.72
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.041  -0.086 0.005 81.38
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
diab_cat==2
panovizMe (2005) |  -0.070 -0.200 0. 060 9.87
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | —-0.070 —0. 200 0. 060 9.87
_____________________ N . D = e D . —
diab_cat==
snapir A (2001) | —0.010 —0.291 0.271 2.12
sedl?cek Kk (2002) | -0.050 -0.298 0.198 2.73
sedl?cek K (2002) | 0.010 -0.241 0.261 2.67
wang (2008) | -0.060 -0.429 0.309 1.23
sub-total |
oL pooled ES | -0.023 —-0.162 0.115 8.75
_____________________ R S . B S ——
overall |
DL pooled ES | —0.042 —0.083 —0.001 100. 00
_____________________ EPSRP S 5 PR S fl O SR G L b S S

Test{s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared*¥  Tau-squared
diab_cat== 4.85 5 0.461 0.0% 0. 0000
diab_cat==2 0.00 0 £ - 1 0. 0000
diab_cat==3 0.16 3 0.984 0. 0% 0. 0000
overall 5.05 10 0.888 0. 0% 0. 0000
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
0.25 2 0. 883

#% I-squared: the variation in Es attributable to heterogensity)

significance test(s) of E5=0

diab_cat== z= 1.76 p = 0.079
diab_cat==2 z= 1.05 p = 0.293
diab_cat==3 z= 0.33 p = 0.740
overall z= 2.01 p = 0.044
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Effect size
Study (95% Cl) % Weight
diab_cat== !
Hengstenberg C (2001) —.— -0.03(-0.10,0.04) 315
Hengstenberg C (2001) ——.— 0.00 (-0.13, 0.13) 9.5
Huang X (2003) ; = 0.05 (-0.11, 0.21) 6.2
Huang X (2003) e 0.02 (-0.14, 0.18) 6.7
AndersenG (2005) —— -0.10 (-0.18,-0.02)  25.7
Kopf (2006) ; -0.14 (-0.45, 0.17) 1.7
Subtotal - -0.04 (-0.09, 0.00)  81.4
I
diab_cat==2 |
DanovizME (2005) — - -0.07 (-0.20, 0.06) 9.9
Subtotal _— -0.07 (-0.20, 0.06) 9.9
diab_cat==3 3
Snapir A (2001) : -0.01 (-0.29, 0.27) 2.1
SedI?cek K (2002) u -0.05 (-0.30, 0.20) 27
SedI?cek K (2002) - 0.01 (-0.24, 0.26) 27
Wang (2008) ; -0.06 (-0.43, 0.31) 1.2
Subtotal —_— -0.02 (-0.16, 0.11) 8.8
Overall — -0.04 (-0.08,-0.00)  100.0
\ \
-.45228 0 452281
Effect size
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» gen hyper_cat=1 if hypertension<=0.3 replace hyper_cat=2 if hypertension>0.3
& hypertension <=1 replace hyper_cat=3 if hypertension==2: énuioupyia 3
UeETaBANTWY, OmMOU oOTnv Katnyopiot 1 €£€XOUPE TIC UEAETEC HE TOCOOTO
UTLEPTAOLKWYV <30%, ot S€UTEPN AUTEG |LE TTOCOOTO UTEPTACIKWY >30% Kol oTnV
TPlTN aUTEG TTou Sev €xoupe Kamola tAnpodopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (hyper_cat ) label (namevar=author ,yearvar=year )

: Sle€aywyn HETA-0VAAUCNC WC TTIPOG TIG TTAPATIAVW KATNYOPLEG UTTEPTAONC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.
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hyper_cat==1

Hengstenberg C
Huang X (2003)
andersenG (2005

sed1?cek K (200
sub-total
D+L pooled ES
hyper_cat=
Hengstenberg C
Huang X (2003)
Kopf (2006)
panovizME (2005
snapir A (2001}
sub-total
D+L pooled ES
hyper_cat=
wWang (2008)
Sub-total
L pooled ES

overall
D+L pooled ES

hyper_cat==1
hyper_cat==2
hyper_cat==3
overall

overall Test

w® I-squared:

significance

hyper_cat==1
hyper_cat==2
hyper_cat==3
overall

|
|
sed1?cek K (2002) |
|
|
|

v | ES [95% conf.
(2001 -0.030 -0.103
0.050 -0.114
) -0.100 -0.181
-0.050 -0.298
2) 0.010 -0.241
—0.048 —0.098
=2
(2001 | 0.000 -0.133
| 0.020 -0.138
|  -0.140 -0.452
) | -0.070 -0.200
| -0.010 -0.291
|
| —0.027 —0.102
=3
|  —0.060 -0.429
|
| -0.060 -0.429
|
|  -0.042 -0.083

Test({s) of heterogeneity:

Interval]

0.043
0.214
-0.019
0.198
0. 261

Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic

3.40
1.44
0.00
5.05

for heterogeneity betwsen sub-groups
2

0.22

the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

test(s) of ES=0

1.9
0.72

freadom

=

10

P

0.493
0.838

0. 888

0. 897

% weight

0.
0.
0.

.46
.22
.73
.73
.67

51
74
Fé
87
12

I-squared#®®

R RS

Tau-squared
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Effect size

-0.03 (-0.10, 0.04)
0.05 (-0.11, 0.21)
-0.10 (-0.18,-0.02)
-0.05 (-0.30, 0.20)
0.01 (-0.24, 0.26)
-0.05 (-0.10, 0.00)

0.00 (-0.13,0.13)
0.02 (-0.14, 0.18)
-0.14 (-0.45, 0.17)
-0.07 (-0.20, 0.06)
-0.01 (-0.29, 0.27)
-0.03 (-0.10, 0.05)

-0.06 (-0.43, 0.31)
-0.06 (-0.43, 0.31)

-0.04 (-0.08,-0.00)

Study (95% ClI)
hyper_cat== |
Hengstenberg C (2001) ——
Huang X (2003) 1 =
AndersenG (2005) ——
SedI?cek K (2002) =
SedI?cek K (2002) 1
Subtotal —
hyper_cat==2 i
Hengstenberg C (2001) —
Huang X (2003) — &
Kopf (2006) 1
DanovizME (2005) —
Snapir A (2001) .
Subtotal — 1
hyper_cat==3 i
Wang (2008) 1
Subtotal —_—
Overall -
| I
-45228 0 452281
Effect size

% Weight

315
6.2
25.7
27
27
68.8

9.5
6.7
1.7
9.9
21
30.0

1.2
1.2

100.0

223



» gen obese_cat=1 if obesity<=0.3 replace obese cat=2 if obesity>0.3 &obesity
<=1 replace obese_cat=3 if obesity==2 : dnuloupyia 3 petaBAntwy, 6mou otnv
Katnyopia 1 €Xouue TIG HEAETEG E TTOOOOTO axUoapkww <30%, otn deutepn
QUTEG PE TOCO0O0TO TaxLoapkwv >30% Kal otnv Tpltn AQUTEG TIou 8eV €XOUWE
Kamolo Anpodopia.

» metan b4 se_b4 ,randomi by (obese_cat ) label namevar=author ,yearvar=year ) :

Sle€aywyn HETO-aVAAUONE WE TTPOC TLG TIAPATIAVW KOTNYOPLES TTaXUoaPKLOC.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.
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Study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % weight

obese_cat==
Hengstenberg C (2001 | -0.030 -0.103 0.043 31.46
Huang X (2003) | 0. 050 -0.114 0.214 6.22
landersenc (2005) | —0.100 —-0.181 -0.019 25.73
Hengstenberg € (2001 | 0. 000 -0.133 0.133 9.51
Huang X (2003) | 0. 020 -0.138 0.178 6.74
panovizMe (2005) |  -0.070  -0.200 0. 060 9.87
snapir A (2001) | -0.010 -0.291 0.271 2.12
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.041 —0.084 0.001 91.65
_____________________ fopore SAREESEEL o PR PR e SRR
obese_cat==2
wang (2008) | —0. 060 —0.429 0.309 1.23
sub-total |
+L pooled ES | —0. 060 —0.429 0.309 1.23
_____________________ AN BT T T
ohese_cat==
cedl7cek K (2002) | —0.050 —0.298 0.198 2.73
sedl?cek k (2002) | 0.010 —0.241 0.261 2.67
kopf (20086) | —-0.140 —-0.452 0.172 1.72
Sub-total |
+L pooled ES | —0.049 —0.203 0.104 7.12
_____________________ L R T i AT e
overall |
D+L pooled ES | —0.042 —0.083 —0. 001 100. 00
_____________________ e e e e e o e e e e e L P L e e w e L o e e

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared®*®  Tau-squared
obese_cat== 4.50 6 0.610 0. 0% 0. 0000
obese_cat==2 0.00 0 . % 0. 0000
obese_cat=—= 0.54 2 0.764 0. 0% 0. 0000
overall 5.05 10 0. 888 0.0% 0. 0000
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :
0.02 2 0. 991

** I-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of EsS=0

obese_cat==1 z= 1.89 p = 0.059
obese_cat==2 z= 0.32 p = 0.750
obese_cat== z= 0.63 p = 0.529
overall z= 2.01 p = 0.044
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Effect size

Study (95% ClI) % Weight
obese_cat== !

Hengstenberg C (2001) 1— -0.03 (-0.10,0.04) 315

Huang X (2003) : = 0.05 (-0.11, 0.21) 6.2

AndersenG (2005) —— -0.10 (-0.18,-0.02)  25.7

Hengstenberg C (2001) —— 0.00 (-0.13, 0.13) 9.5

Huang X (2003) —_— 0.02 (-0.14, 0.18) 6.7

DanovizME (2005) — -0.07 (-0.20, 0.06) 9.9

Snapir A (2001) 3 -0.01 (-0.29, 0.27) 2.1
Subtotal — -0.04 (-0.08, 0.00) 91.7
obese_cat==2 3

Wang (2008) 1 -0.06 (-0.43, 0.31) 1.2
Subtotal —_— -0.06 (-0.43, 0.31) 1.2
obese_cat==3 i

SedI?cek K (2002) = -0.05 (-0.30, 0.20) 27

Sedl?cek K (2002) Lo 0.01 (-0.24, 0.26) 27

Kopf (2006) ; -0.14 (-0.45, 0.17) 1.7
Subtotal R ———— -0.05 (-0.20, 0.10) 71
Overall —] -0.04 (-0.08,-0.00)  100.0

I I
-.45228 0 452281
Effect size
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6.3 EAETX0XY YYXTHMATIKOY XPAAMATOY AHMOXIEYYHY

Ma va PEAETACOUUE Qv OTn UETO- OVAAUGCKN UTIHPXE CUOTNUATIKO odAApa
dnuoocieuong XPNOLUOTIOINOAUE TIG TIAPAKATW EVIOAEG Yyl TO KABE Of€T
debopévwy:

6.3.1 XOAHXITEPOAH

la tn dtaopd yovotunwy (CT+TT)-CC EYouus:

» metareg b3 se_b3,wsvar(V33): umoloylopodg tne peTamaAvdpounong tuxaiwv
EMOPACEWV.

» metabias b3 se_b3,gr(b): é\eyxo¢ cuotnuatikol odaipartog dnuocicuong. Me
10 (b)uag epdaviletal to ypadnua to Begg.

» metabias b3 se_b3,gr(e): éAeyxoc ocuotnuatikol odpdApatog dnpooicvong. Me
10 (e)uac epdaviletal to ypadnua to Egger.

2Tn ouvExela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopaTa.

Meta-analysis regression No of studies = 33
tausr2 method reml
taur2 estimate = o

Successive values of taus2 differ by less than 104-4 :convergence achieved

Coef. std. Err. z P=iz]| [95% conf. Interwval]
se_hb3 0372842 . 2674198 0.14 0. 889 —. 486849 . 5614174
_Cons . 0391359 . 0219625 1.78 0.075 —. 0039099 0821817

Tests for Publication Bias

Begg's Test

adj. kKendall's score (P-qQ) = 18
std. Dev. of Score = 64.54
Number of Studies = 33
Z = 0.28
Pr > |z|] = 0.780
Z = 0.26 (continuity corrected)
Pr > |z] = 0.792 (continuity corrected)
Egger's test
std_Eff coef. std. Err. r P=lt] [85% conf. Interwval]
slope . 0391359 . 0285839 1.37 0.181 -.0191614 . 0974332
bias .0372842 . 348043 0.11 0.915 —. 6725541 . 7471226
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b3

standardized effect

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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Na tn dtaopd yovotrunwv TT-(CC+CT) Exouus:

» metareg b4 se_b4,wsvar(V33): umoloylopodg tne PeTAmMaAvdpounong tuxaiwv
eTOpACEWV.

» metabias b4 se_b4,gr(b): é\eyxog cuotnuatikol odpAaApatog dnuooicuong. Me
to (b)uoag epdaviletal to ypadnua to Begg.

» metabias b4 se_b4,gr(e): éAeyxo¢ cuotnuatikol odpdaApatog dnpocisvonc. Me
10 (e)uag epdaviletal To ypadnuoa to Egger.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.

Meta-analysis regression No of studies = 19
taus2 method reml
taurZ estimate = .0033

successive values of taur2 differ by less than 104-4 :convergence achieved

coef. std. Err. z p=lzl [95% conf. Interwval]
se_h4 —. 2042496 - 4908515 —0.42 0.677 -1.166301 . 7578017
_cons - 0245903 0573573 0.43 0. 668 —.0B7828 - 1370087

Begg's Test
adj. kendall’'s score (P-Q) = -25
std. pev. of Score = 28.58
Number of sStudies = 19
E, = —-0. 87
Pr > |z| = 0.382
A 0.84 (continuity corrected)
Pr > |z| = 0.401 (continuity corrected)
Egger s test
std_ETT Coef. std. Err. T P=ltl [95% conf. Interval]
slope -0325461 - 0504509 0.65 0.527 —. 073896 -1389881
bias —. 2648047 - 4869696 -0.54 0.594 —1.292221 -7626113
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standardized effect

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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6.3.2 TAYKOZH

la tn dtaopd yovotunwy (CT+TT)-CC Exouus:

» metareg b3 se_b3,wsvar(V33): umoloylopodg tne peTAmaAvdpounong tuxaiwv
eTOpACEWV.

» metabias b3 se_b3,gr(b): éAeyxog ocuotnuatikol odpAaApatog dnuooicuong. Me
1o (b)uoag epdaviletal to ypadnua to Begg.

» metabias b3 se_b3,gr(e): éAeyxo¢ cuotnuatikol oddaAuatog dnpocisvonc. Me
10 (e)uag epdaviletal To ypadnuoa to Egger.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.

Meta-analysis regression No of studies = 22
taurZ method reml
taur2 estimate = li]

successive values of taur2 differ by less than 104-4 :convergence achieved

Coef. std. Err. z P=lz| [95% conf. Interwval]
se_h3 —-. 0584033 . 2577789 -0.23 0.821 —. 5636407 . 446834
_cons . 0038274 0128228 0. 30 0.765 -.0213049 . 0289596

Tests for Publication Bias

Begg s Test
adj. Kendall’'s score (P-0Q) = -9
std. Dev. of Score = 35.46
Number of Studies = 22
zZ = —0.25
Pr > |zl = 0. B0O
zZ = 0.23 (continuity corrected)
Pr > |z| = 0.822 {continuity corrected)
Egger "s test
std_Eff Coef. std. Err. T Pt [95% Conf. Interwal]
slope . 0038274 0157513 0.24 0. 810 —. 0290293 - 0366841
bias —. 0584034 . 316651 -0.18 0. 856 —. 7189259 . 6021191
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standardized effect

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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Na tn dtaopd yovotunwyv TT-(CC+CT) Exouus:

» metareg b4 se_b4,wsvar(V33): umoAoylopog tg petamaAvdpdpnong tuxaiwy
EMOPACEWV.

» metabias b4 se_b4,gr(b): é\eyxog cuotnuatikol odaipartog dnuocicuong. Me
to (b)uoag epdaviletal to ypadnua to Begg.

» metabias b4 se_b4,gr(e): éAeyxoc ocuotnuoatikoU odpdApatog dnpooicevong. Me
10 (e)uag epdaviletal To ypadnuoa to Egger.

2Tn ouvExela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopara.

Meta-analysis regression No of studies = 16
taus2 method reml
taur2 estimate = (]

successive values of taur2 differ by less than 104-4 :convergence achieved

coef. std. Err. z P=lz| [95% conf. Interwval]
se_h4 —. 6059208 . 3607463 -1.68 0.093 —-1.312971 101129
_cons .0145384 - 0230572 0.63 0. 528 —. 0306529 - 0597296

Tests for Publication Bias

Begg's Test

adj. kKendall's score (P-Q) = -26
std. Dev. of Score = 22.21
Number of studies = 16
Fr = -1.17
Pr = |z] = 0.242
Z = 1.13 (continuity corrected)
pr > |z] = 0.260 (continuity corrected)
Egger s test
std_gff coef. std. Err. E P>t [95% conf. Interwval]
slope .0145384 . 0247662 0.59 0. 567 —. 0385799 . 0676567
bias —. 6059208 . 3874857 -1.56 0.140 -1.436995 .2251533
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standardized effect

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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6.3.3 INXOYAINH

la tn dtaopd yovotunwy (CT+TT)-CC Exouus:

» metareg b3 se_b3,wsvar(V33): umoloylopodg tne peTamaAvdpounong tuxaiwv
eTOpACEWV.

» metabias b3 se_b3,gr(b): éAeyxog ocuotnuatikol odpAaApatog dnuooicuong. Me
to (b)uoag epdaviletal to ypadnua to Begg.

» metabias b3 se_b3,gr(e): éAeyxo¢ cuotnuatikol odpdaApatog dnpocisvonc. Me
10 (e)uag epdaviletal To ypadnuoa to Egger.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.

metareg b3 se_b3 wsvar(v3i3)
Iteration 1: taur2 = 0

Meta-analysis regression No of studies = 5
taunr2 method reml
taur2 estimate = 0

successive values of tausr2 differ by less than 104-4 :convergence achieved

coef. std. Err. z P=|z| [95% conf. Interval]
se_b3 .963143 . 8902434 1.08 0.279 —. 781702 2. 707988
_cons —4. 698987 6.046194 -0.78 0.437 -16.54931 7.151335

Tests for Publication Bias
Begg’'s Test
adj. kendall's Score (P-Q) = 2
std. Dev. of Score = 4.08
Number of Studies = 5
ra i 0.49
Pr > |zl = 0.624
z = 0.24 (continuity corrected)
Pr > lz| = 0.806 (continuity corrected)
Egger 's test
std_EfT coef. std. Err. T P=1ti [95% Cconf. Interwal]
5lope -4 . 698987 8. 566254 —-0.55 0.622 -31. 96063 22.56266
bias . 9631429 1.261298 0.76 0.501 —3. 05087 4.977156
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standardized effect

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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Na tn dtaopd yovorunwyv TT-(CC+CT) Exouus:

» metareg b4 se_b4,wsvar(V33): umoAoylopog t¢ petamaAlvdpdpnong tuxaiwy
eTOpACEWV.

» metabias b4 se_b4,gr(b): é\eyxog cuotnuatikol odaipartog dnuocicuong. Me
1o (b)uoag epdaviletal to ypadnua to Begg.

» metabias b4 se_b4,gr(e): éAeyxoc ocuotnuatikoU odpdApatog dnpooicvong. Me
10 (e)uag epdaviletal To ypadnuoa to Egger.

2Tn ouvExela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopara.

eta-analysis regression No of studies = 8
taurZ method reml
taunr2 estimate = 4.51

successive values of taur2 differ by less than 104-4 :convergence achieved

coef. std. Err. z P=|z| [95% conf. Interwval]
se_b4 . 958359 . B6483736 1.48 0.139 —-.3124299 2.229148
_cons —. 5464769 2.504743 -0.22 0. 827 -5.455682 4.362729

Tests for Publication Bias

Beqq's Test

adj. kendall's score (P-Q) = 10
std. pev. of Score = 8.08
Number of Studies = 8
o 1.24
Pr = |z| = 0.216
7= 1.11 (continuity corrected)
Pr > |z| = 0.266 (continuity corrected)
Egger's test
std_gff coef. std. Err. T p=lt| [95% conf. Interwvall]
slope . 862501 2_227874 0.39 0.712 —-4.588911 6.313913
bias . 65468 . 7631662 0. 86 0.424 -1.21272 2.52208
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b4

standardized effect

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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6.3.4 TPITAYKEPIAIA

Na tn dtaopd yovotunwyv (CT+TT)-CC Exouus:

» metareg b3 se_b3,wsvar(V33): umoloylopodg tne peTamaAvdpounong tuxaiwv
EMOPACEWV.

» metabias b3 se_b3,gr(b): éAeyxog ocuotnuatikol odpAaApatog dnuooicuong. Me
10 (b)uag epdaviletal to ypadnua to Begg.

» metabias b3 se_b3,gr(e): éAeyxo¢ cuotnuatikol oddaApatog dnpocisvonc. Me

10 (e)uac epdaviletal to ypadnua to Egger.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.

metareg b3 se_b3,wsvar(v33)
Iteration 1: tausA2 = 0

Meta-analysis regression No of studies = 27
taurz method reml
taur? estimate = 0

successive values of taur2 differ by less than 104-4 :convergence achieved

coef. std. Err. z P=|z| [95% conf. Interwval]
se_h3 —. 2690782 . 3676535 -0.73 0.464 —. 9896658 .4515095
_cons . 0169723 . 0306833 0.55 0. 580 -. 0431658 0771104

3egg's Test

adj. kKendall's Score (P-Q) = -49
std. Dev. of Score = 47 .97
Number of Studies = 27
£ = -1.02
Pr > |z| = 0.307
Z = 1.00 (continuity corrected)
Pr > lz| = 0.317 (continuity corrected)
Egger s test
std_gff Coef. std. Err. t P>[t| [95% conf. Intervall]
slope .016e9723 . 0333852 0.51 0.616 —. 0517857 - 0857304
bias —. 2690781 -4000283 -0.67 0. 507 —1. 092952 . 5547955
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standardized effect

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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Na tn dtaopd yovotunwv TT-(CC+CT) Exouus:

» metareg b4 se_b4,wsvar(V33): umoloylopodg tne PeTAmaAvdpounong tuxaiwv

EMOPACEWV.

» metabias b4 se_b4,gr(b): é\eyxog cuotnuatikol odpAaApatog dnuooicuong. Me

10 (b)uag epdaviletal to ypadnua to Begg.

» metabias b4 se_b4,gr(e): éAeyxo¢ cuotnuatikol odpdaApatog dnuocisvonc. Me

10 (e)pac epdaviletal to ypadnua to Egger.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopaTa.

Meta-analysis regression

No of studies = 16
tausr?2 method reml
taus2 estimate = 4]

successive values of taur2 differ by less than 104-4 :convergence achieved

coef. std. Err. z P=|z| [95% conf. Interwvall]
se_h4 . 899125 . 5255403 1.71 0. 087 -.130915 1. 929165
_cons —. 0510565 047225 -1.08 0.280 —.1436159 . 0415029
Begg's Test
adj. kendall’'s score (P-Q) = 50
std. bev. of Score = 22.21
Number of Studies = 16
zZ = 2.25
Pr = |z| = 0.024
Z = 2.21 (continuity corrected)
Pr. > |z] = 0.027 (continuity corrected)
Egger's test
std_eff Coef. std. Err. T P=|t| [95% conf. Interval]
slope —. 0510565 0379201 -1.35 0.200 -.1323869 . 030274
bias . 899125 - 4219907 2.13 0.051 —. 005955 1. 804205

241



b4

standardized effect

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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6.3.5 HDL

la tn dtaopd yovotunwy (CT+TT)-CC Exouus:

» metareg b3 se_b3,wsvar(V33): umoloylopodg tne peTAmaAvdpounong tuxaiwv
eTOpACEWV.

» metabias b3 se_b3,gr(b): éAeyxog ocuotnuatikol odpAaApatog dnuooicuong. Me
1o (b)uoag epdaviletal to ypadnua to Begg.

» metabias b3 se_b3,gr(e): éAeyxo¢ cuotnuatikol oddaAuatog dnpocisvonc. Me

10 (e)uag epdaviletal To ypadnuoa to Egger.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.

Meta-analysis regression No of studies = 24
taur? method reml
taur? estimate = 0

successive values of taur2 differ by less than 104-4 :convergence achieved

coef. std. Err. z P>zl [95% conf. Intervall]
se_h3 .1217161 .2133862 0.57 0. 568 —.2965131 . 5399454
_cons —. 0001928 - 0008667 -0.22 0.824 —. 0018916 - 0015059

Tests for Publication Bias
Begg's Test
adj. Kendall's Score (P-Q) = 16
std. pev. of score = 40.32
Number of Studies = 24
o — 0.40
Pr = |z]| = 0. 691
Z = 0.37 (continuity corrected)
Pr > |z] = 0.710 (continuity corrected)
Egger's test
std_Eff Coef. std. Err. t P=|t| [85% conf. Interwval]
slope —. 0001928 - 001083 -0.18 0. 860 —. 0024388 - 0020532
bias 1217162 . 2666374 0.46 0.653 —.431256 . 6746883
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standardized effect

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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Ma t dtadopd yovotunwv TT-(CC+CT) €Xoupe:

» metareg b4 se_b4,wsvar(V33): umoAoylopog t¢ petamaAlvdpdpnong tuxaiwy

eTOpACEWV.

» metabias b4 se_b4,gr(b): é\eyxog cuotnuatikol odaipartog dnuocicuong. Me

1o (b)uoag epdaviletal to ypadnua to Begg.

» metabias b4 se_b4,gr(e): éAeyxoc ocuotnuatikoU odpdApatog dnpooicvong. Me

10 (e)uag epdaviletal To ypadnuoa to Egger.

2Tn ouvExela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopara.

eta-analysis regression No of studies = 15
taur2 method reml
taus? estimate = 0

successive values of taunrZ differ by less than 104-4 :convergence achieved

coef. std. Err. z P>|z| [95% conf. Interwval]
se_h4d —. 3940453 . 273904 -1.44 0.150 —. 9308872 . 1427966
_cons —-. 0196418 . 0011369 -17.28 0. 000 —-. 02187 —-. 0174136

Tests for Publication Bias

Begg's Test

adj. kKendall's score (P-Q) = -49
std. Dev. of Score = 20.21
Mumber of Studies = 15
z . = -2.42
Pr = |z| = 0.015
zZ = 2.38 (continuity corrected)
Pr > |zl = 0.018 (continuity corrected)
Egger "5 Test
std_eff coef. std. Err. T P=|T]| [95% conf. Interwval]
slope —. 0196418 . 0016523 -11.89 0. 000 —. 0232113 —. 0160722
bias —. 3940454 - 3980856 -0.99 0. 340 —1. 254057 - 4659662
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standardized effect

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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6.3.6 HDL

Na tn dtaopd yovotunwyv (CT+TT)-CC Exouus:

» metareg b3 se_b3,wsvar(V33): umoloylopodg tne peTamaAvdpounong tuxaiwv
EMOPACEWV.

» metabias b3 se_b3,gr(b): éAeyxog ocuotnuatikol odpAaApatog dnuooicuong. Me
10 (b)uag epdaviletal to ypadnua to Begg.

» metabias b3 se_b3,gr(e): éAeyxo¢ cuotnuatikol oddaApatog dnpocisvonc. Me
10 (e)uac epdaviletal to ypadnua to Egger.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.

Meta-analysis regression Mo of studies = 16
taur? method reml
taur? estimate = 0

successive values of taur differ by less than 104-4 :convergence achieved

coef. std. Err. z P>lz| [95% conf. Interwval]
s2_h3 1.13328 - 6431902 1.76 0.078 —. 1273497 2.39391
_cons -. 0784904 . 0597782 -1.31 0.189 -.1956534 . 0386727

Tests for Publication Bias

Beqgqg's Test

adj. kKendall's score (P-Q) = 44
std. Dev. of score = 22.21
Number of Studies = 16
z = 1.98
Pr = |z| = 0.048
Z = 1.94 (continuity corrected)
Pr > |z| = 0.053 {continuity corrected)
Egger’'s test
std_Eff Coef. std. Err. E & P=|t| [95% conf. Interwal]
s lope —. 0784904 0371752 -2.11 0.053 —-. 1582232 0012425
bias 1.13328 . 3999909 2.83 0.013 . 2753848 1.991175
11
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standardized effect

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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Na tn dtaopd yovotunwv TT-(CC+CT) Exouus:

» metareg b4 se_b4,wsvar(V33): umoloylopodg tne PETAmMoAvdpounong tuxaiwv

eTOpACEWV.

» metabias b4 se_b4,gr(b): é\eyxog cuotnuatikol odpAApatog dnuooicuong. Me

to (b)uoag epdaviletal to ypadnua to Begg.

» metabias b4 se_b4,gr(e): éAeyxog cuotnuatikol odpdaAuatog dnuocisvonc. Me

10 (e)uag epdaviletal To ypadnuoa to Egger.

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.

Meta-analysis regression

No of studies = 11
taus2 method reml
taur? estimate = (4]

successive values of taus2 differ by less than 104-4 :convergence achieved

coef, std. Err. z P=|z]| [95% conf. Interwval]
se_hd . 3396293 . 6328734 0.54 0. 592 —. 9007797 1. 580038
_cons —. 0627708 . 043853 -1.43 0.152 —. 148721 0231795

me

Note: default data input format (theta, se_theta) assumed.

Tests for Publication Bias

Begq's Test

adj. kKendall's score (P-Q) = 44
std. Dev. of Score = 22.21
Number of Studies = 16
Z = 1.98
Pr = |z| = 0.048
zZ = 1.94 (continuity corrected)
Pr > |z| = 0.053 (continuity corrected)
Egger's test
std_gff Coef. std. Err. T P=lt] [95% Conf. Interwvall]
s lope —. 0784904 0371752 -2.11 0.053 -. 1582232 0012425
bias 1.13328 . 3999909 2.83 0.013 . 2753848 1.991175
(I
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standardized effect

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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6.4 EAETXOZX I'lA THN IXOPPOIIIA Hardy-Weinberg (HWE)

Mo vo PEAETHOOUUE av oL UEAETEG pag Bpilokovtav oe Looppormiac HWE
XPNOLLOTIOL|COE TLG TIPAKATW EVTOAEC YL TO KAOE 0T SES0UEVWV:

6.4.1 XOAHXTEPOAH

Ta tn dtaopd yovotunwy (CT+TT)-CC Exouus:

» metan b3 se_b3,randomi label (namevar=author,yearvar=year) by (hwe):
Sle€aywyn Heta- avaluong wg rpog tn HetaBAntr hwe

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBouv Ta anoteAéopata.
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Study | ES [95% conf. Interwvall
_____________________ +__________________________________________________
hwe==0

Hengstenberg € (2001 | -0.030 -0.246 0.186
Yamamoto (2004) | 0. 08B0 —0. 050 0.210

sub-total |

D+L pooled ES I 0.051 —0. 060 0.162
_____________________ +__________________________________________________

hwe==1

Hengstenberg C (2001 | —0.040 —-0.158 0.078
Casiglia (2008) | 0. 100 —-0. 087 0. 287
Ssartori M (2003) I —0.030 —0.232 0.172
Ryd?n M (2002) | 0.170 -0. 241 0. 581
Mart?n (2005) | 0.170 —-0.201 0. 541
Huang X (2003) | 0. 200 0.056 0. 344
wang (2004) | 0.230 -0.153 0.613
Matsunagat (2004) | 0. 080 -0.401 0. 561
Huang X (2003) | 0. 000 -0.171 0.171
HayakawaT (2006} | 0. 050 —0.140 0. 240
wang (2008) | —0.170 —0. 520 0.180
Suwazono (2005) | 0. 030 -0.071 0.131
DanovizMe (2005) | —0.070 -0.211 0.071
kopf (2008) | —0. 08B0 —0. 349 0.189
Ishikawa K (2000) | 0. 540 0.192 0. 888
Hanon o (2002) | 0.100 -0.131 0.331
Poch E (2002) | —0.100 -0. 804 0. 604
Jerrard-bunne (2007) | 0. 050 -1.524 1.624
Dai sP (2002) | 0.210 —-0.139 0. 559
Mitchell (200%) | 0.100 -0. 387 0. 587
Pitsavos (2006) | 0. 060 -0.148 0. 268
wWenzel RR (2002) | —0.310 -0.771 0.151
NTrnberger (20043 | 0. 050 0. 008 0. 092
Dzida G (2002) | —0. 350 —0.610 —0. 090
Baumgart D (1999) | —0. 500 -1.25%2 0.252
Dai sP (2002) | 0. 030 —0. 207 0. 267
wWascher TC (2003) | —0. 050 —0.188 0. 088
wWang (2008) | —0. 010 —-0.291 0.271
saller B (2003 | 0.750 0.241 1.259
Fern?ndez-real IM (2 | —0.160 —0.932 0.612
Ishikawa K (2000) | 0.310 0.091 0. 529

Sub-total |

D+L pooled ES I 0.042 —0.010 0.094
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall

D+L pooled ES | 0.041 —0. 006 0. 089
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Test(s}) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P
hwe== 0.73 1 0.393
hwe== 51.77 30 0. 008
overall 52.53 32 0.013

I-squared#®*

overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :

0.03 1 0. 864

##% I-sqguared: the wvariation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of E5=0

hwe== z= 0.90 p = 0.370
hwe== z= 1.59 p = 0.113
overall z= 1.70 p = 0.089

% weight

ONVINONOOWOROOWHRNUNHWAD MUKW
P g el -l Sehibvicd S vk -Fekdnirt e 4

Tau-squared

eee
¢
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Effect size
(%) % Weight
Hengstenberg C (2001) — - 003 (025, 0.19) 33
Yamamoto (2004) — 008 (005, 021) 60
Subtotal = 005 (0.6, 0.16) 94

|

|

|
Hengstenberg C 2001) . 1004016 008) o5
Casiglia (2008) 7*.* 0.10(0.09, 0.29) 41
‘Sartori M (2003) 4-‘7 -0.03(-0.23,0.17) 3.7
Ryd?n M(2002) R S 017026, 058) 12
Nart7n (2005) — 047020, 054) 14
Huang X (2003) —.— 020(006, 0.34) 55
Wang (2008) — 023¢0.15,061) 13
MatsunagaT (2004) ffo 008 (040, 056) 09
Huang X (2003) 000(0.47,047) 45
HayakawaT (2006) 005 (0.14,024) 40
Wang (2006) 017 (052,0.18) 16
Sunazono (2005) 003007, 0.13) 73
DanovizME (2005) 4.»4“ 007 (021, 0.07) 56
Kepf (2006) — - -0.08 (035, 0.19) 24
shkava K (2000) | —- 054(0.19,089) 16
Hanen O (2002) — e 0.10¢0.13,03) 30
Poch E (2002) ! -0.10 (080, 0.60) 04
Jerard-Dunne (2007) : 005 (1,52, 1.62) 04
Dai 5P (2002) — 021¢0.14,05) 16
Michell 2005) o 0.10(039,059) 09
Pisavos (2006) m 008015, 021) a5
Wenzel RR (2002) —_——— 031 (077,0.15) )
Nemberger (2004) ! 005(001,009) 1041
Drida G (2002) — ] 035 (061-0.09) 26
Baumgart D (19%9) : 0504125, 025) 04
Dai P (2002) 003021, 027) 20
Wascher TC (2003) -0.05(0.19, 0.09) 57
Wang (2008) —a 0,01 (025, 027) 23
Sallor B (2003) | - - 075 (024, 1.26) 08
Fem?ndez-Real JM (2003) + -0.16 (-0.93, 0.61) 04
shikava K (2000) I 031(009,053) a3
Sublotal = 004001, 009) 06

I
Overal 004001, 009) 1000

e 0 162306
Effct size
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Ma t dtadopd yovotunwv TT-(CC+CT) €Xoupe:
» metan b4 se_b4,randomi label (namevar=author,yearvar=year) by (hwe)

:Sle€aywyn peta- avaAuong wg mpocg t HetafAntn hwe

2Tn ouvEXela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopara.
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hiwe==
Casiglia (2008)

wamamoto (2004)
Suwazono (2006)
sub-total

D+L pooled ES

hwe—
Casiglia (2008)

Ryd?n M (2002)
Mart?n (2005)
Huang X (2003)
wWang (2004)

Huang X (2003}
wang (2004)

wang (2008)
Suwazono (2005)

kopf (2006)
sub-total
D+L pooled ES

overall
D+L pooled ES

Hwe==
hwe==1
overall

hwe==0
Hwe==
overall

Hengstenberg C (2001

Hengstenberg C (2001

sartori M {2003)

MatsunagaT (2004)

HayakawaT (2006)

DanovizME (2005)

study | ES [95% conf. Interval] % weight

_____________________ +___________________________________________________

| 0.180 —0.257 0.617 1.39
| -0.130 -0.457 0.197 2.44
| 0.070 —0. 061 0.201 12.16
| 0. 000 -0.122 0.122 13.45
|

| 0. 027 —0. 057 0.112 29.44
+

2
=]
NEWVEOOHEOONNS
RRNENENERRENR

Test(s) of heterogeneity:

Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared®**  Tau-squared
1.96 3 0.581 0. 0% 0. 0000
18.00 14 0. 207 22. 2% 0.0038
20.22 18 0.321 11. 0% 0.0014

overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups

0.26 1 0. 610

#% I-squared: the variation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of E5=0

z= 0.63 p = 0.527
z= 0.13 p = 0.898
z= 0.23 p = 0.819
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Study

hwe==0
Casiglia (2008)
Hengstenberg C (2001)
‘Yamamoto (2004)
Suwazono (2006)

Subtotal

hwe==
Hengstenberg C (2001)
Casiglia (2008)
Sartori M (2003)
Ryd?n M (2002)

Mart?n (2005)
Huang X (2003)
Wang (2004)
MatsunagaT (2004)
Huang X (2003)
Wang (2004)
HayakawaT (2006)
Wang (2008)

i
-

Effect size
(95% Cl)

0.18 (-0.26, 0.62)
-0.13 (-0.46, 0.20)
0.07 (-0.06, 0.20)
0.00 (-0.12, 0.12)
0.03 (-0.06, 0.11)

-0.07 (-0.25, 0.11)
0.03 (-0.28, 0.34)
0.35(0.01, 0.69)
-0.08 (-1.07, 0.91)
-0.28 (-0.90, 0.34)
0.10(-0.07, 0.27)
0.17 (-0.29, 0.63)
-0.04 (-0.83, 0.75)
0.00 (-0.17, 0.17)
-0.21(-0.64, 0.22)
0.01(-0.20, 0.22)
-0.08 (-0.45, 0.29)
0.08 (-0.02, 0.18)
-0.18 (-0.32,-0.04)
-0.16 (-0.50, 0.18)
-0.00 (-0.08, 0.07)

0.01(-0.05, 0.06)

Suwazono (2005) ’I
DanovizME (2005) ——|
Kopf (2006) e
Subtotal <+
|
[l
Overall
T I
-1.0712 0 1.07128
Effect size

% Weight

1.4
24
12.2
13.5
29.4

71
2.8
23

0.7
8.1

0.4
8.2

57
2.0
171
10.9
70.6

100.0
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6.4.2 INXOYAINH

Na tn dtaopd yovotunwyv (CT+TT)-CC Exouus:

» metan b3 se_b3,randomi label (namevar=author, yearvar=year) by (hwe):

Sle€aywyn Heta- avaluong wg mpog tn uetaBAntr hwe

2Tn ouvEXela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopata.

Study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % wWeight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
1
NTrnberger 3 (2003) | -22.200 —63. 597 19.197 4.91
Brand E (2003) | -2.210 —11. 227 6. BO7 35.68
Brand E (2003) | 1. 000 —8.338 10.338 34.89
Foch E (2002) | 44. 000 5. 960 82.040 5.72
Ryd?n M (2002} | 7.960 -9.789 25.709 18.81
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 2.482 —-7.159 12.124 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 2.482 —7.159 12.124 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom F I-squared**  Tau-squared
1l 7.19 4 0.126 44_4% 46. 6649
overall 7.19 4 0.126 44.4% 46. 6649
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
0.00 0 4

#% I-squared: the variation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of Es=0

1 z= 0.50 P
overall z= 0.50 p

0.614
0.614
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Study

1

N?rnberger J (2003) L
Brand E (2003)
Brand E (2003)

Effect size
(95% ClI) % Weight

-22.20 (-63.60, 19.20) 4.9
2.21(-11.23,6.81) 357
1.00 (-8.34,10.34)  34.9
44.00 (5.96,82.04) 5.7
7.96 (-9.79,25.71) 18.8
2.48 (-7.16,12.12) 100.0

2.48 (-7.16,12.12) 100.0

Poch E (2002) =
Ryd?n M (2002) —
Subtotal ‘
Overall
I I
-82.039 0 82.0399
Effect size

Na tn dtaopd yovotunwyv TT-(CC+CT) Exouus:

» metan b4 se_b4d,randomi label (namevar=author,yearvar=year) by (hwe):

Sle€aywyn Heta- avaluong wg rpog tn HetaBAntr hwe

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.
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Study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % weight

AndersenG (2005
Casiglia (2008)
sub-total
D+L pooled ES

Casiglia (2008)
Brand E (2003}
Brand E (2003)
stefan (2003)

Ryd?n M (2002)

MatsunagaT (2004)

Sub-total
D+L pooled ES

overall
D+L pooled ES

Test(s) of hete

0

1

overall

overall Test fo

#% I-squared: t

Significance te

______ +___________________________________________________
J | 3. 000 0.373 5.627 31.33
| 12.150 —0.292 24,592 7.16
I
| 5.471 —2.491 13.433 38.49
______ +___________________________________________________
| —1.3200 -11.3220 B.720 10.00
| 28.730 9.133 48_ 327 3.26
| -1.370 -15.984 13.244 5.48
| -1.010 —7.507 5.487 17.35
| 10.970 —24.043 45.983 1.09
| 0.410 —4.005 4.825 24_ 34
|
i 1.626 -3.803 7.055 61.51
______ +___________________________________________________
I
| 2.585 -1.119 6.290 100. 00
______ +___________________________________________________
rogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-squared®**  Tau-sguared
1.99 1 0.158 49.7% 20.8134
B.70 5 0.122 42. 5% 16. BOO9
12.34 F4 0. 090 43.3% 9. 6039
r heterogeneity between sub-groups
1.65 1 0.199

he wvariation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

st(s) of Es=0

z= 1.35 p = 0.178
z= 0.59 p = 0.557
z= 1.37 p = 0.171
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Study

0
AndersenG (2005)
Casiglia (2008)
Subtotal

Casiglia (2008)

Brand E (2003)

Brand E (2003)

Stefan (2003)

Ryd?n M (2002)

MatsunagaT (2004)
Subtotal

Overall

Effect size
(95% Cl)
B 3.00 (0.37, 5.63)
N 12.15 (-0.29, 24.59)
e 5.47 (-2.49, 13.43)
— - 1,30 (-11.32, 8.72)
= 28.73 (9.13, 48.33)

-1.37 (-15.98, 13.24)
T 1,01 (-7.51, 5.49)
| 10.97 (-24.04, 45.98)

0.41(-4.01, 4.83)
1.63 (-3.80, 7.05)

2.59 (-1.12, 6.29)

-48.327

0 48.3270
Effect size

% Weight

31.3
7.2
38.5

10.0
3.3
5.5

17.3
1.1

243

61.5

100.0
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6.4.3 T'AYKOZH

Na tn dtaopd yovotrunwy (CT+TT)-CC Exouus:

» metan b3 se_b3,randomi label (namevar=author,yearvar=year) by (hwe):

Sle€aywyn HeETA- avAAuoNg wg mpog t HeTtaBAnti hwe

2Tn ouvExela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopata.
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andersenc {2005)
Casiglia (2008)
HayakawaT (2006)
sub-total
O+L pooled ES

hwe==
saller B (2003)

Mitchell (2005)
casiglia (2008)

sartori M (2003)
roch E {2002)
stefan (2003)
Ryd?n M (2002)

Huang ¥ (2003)
wang (2004)

Huang X {2003)
wang (2004)
HayakawaT (2006)
pDai sp (2002)
pai sP (2002)
kopf (2008)
Sub-total

D+L pooled ES

overall
D+L pooled ES

MN7rnberger 31 (2003)

FernTndez-Real IM (2

Jerrard-punne (2007

MatsunagaT (2004)

| ES [95% conf. Interwvall % wWeight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

| 0. 000 —0.024 0.024 22.58

| 0. 090 —0. 250 0.430 1.90

| —-0.270 —0.937 0. 397 0.53

|

| 0. 000 —0.024 0.024 25.001

+ ___________________________________________________

| —0.170 -0. 622 0. 282 1.12

| 0. 000 —0.294 0.294 2.48

| 0.180 —0. 037 0. 397 4,20

| —0.130 —0. 344 0.084 4.30

| 1.170 —0. 658 2.998 0. 07

| 0. 200 0.076 0.324 9.38

| 1.100 —0. 085 2.285 0.17

| 0. 000 —0.078 0.078 14. 86

| 0.220 0. 206 0. 646 1.25

| —0.420 -1.036 0.196 0.61

| —0.030 —0.151 0. 091 9.66

| —0. 030 —-0. 252 0.192 4.03

| —0. 020 —{. 688 0.648 0. 52

| 0. 000 -0.120 0.120 9.76

| 0.030 —0.185 0. 245 4.24

| —0.130 —0. 352 0. 092 4.04

| —0.160 —0.476 0.156 2.18

| 0. 270 —-0. 638 0. 098 1.65

| —0. 550 —1.249 0.149 0.48

|

| 0. 003 -0.071 0. 066 74.99

+ ___________________________________________________

|

| 0.003 —0.046 0. 052 100. 00

+ ___________________________________________________

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

hwe==0

we==

overall

overall Test for

statistic freedom F I-sqguared®*  Tau-squared
0.90 2 0.639 0. 0% 0. 0000
29.20 18 0.046 38.3% 0. 0067
30.23 21 0. 087 30. 5% 0. 0026
heterogeneity between sub-groups :
0.14 1 0.713

#% T-sguared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of E5=0

hwe==
hwe==1
overall

z= 0.01 p = 0.994
z= 0.08 p = 0.935
7= 0.13 p = 0.897
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Effect size
Study (95% CI) % Weight
hwe==0
AndersenG (2005) [ ] 0.00 (-0.02, 0.02) 26
Casiglia (2008) —— 0.09 (-0.25, 0.43) 19
HayakawaT (2006) —_— -0.27 (-0.94, 0.40) 05
Subtotal 0.00 (-0.02, 0.02) 250
hwe==1
Saller B (2003) — -0.17 (-0.62, 0.28) 14
N?mberger J (2003) — 0.00 (-0.29, 0.29) 25
Mitchell (2005) | m— 0.18 (-0.04, 0.40) 42
Casiglia (2008) - -0.13 (-0.34, 0.08) 43
Fern?ndez-Real JM (2003) 1.17 (-0.66, 3.00) 0.1
Sartori M (2003) - 0.20 (0.08,0.32) 94
Poch E (2002) 1.10(-0.09, 2.29) 02
Stefan (2003) [ ] 0.00 (-0.08, 0.08) 14.9
Ryd?n M (2002) e 0.2 (-0.21, 0.65) 12
Jerrard-Dunne (2007) — -0.42 (-1.04, 0.20) 06
Huang X (2003) -0.03 (-0.15, 0.09) 9.7
Wang (2004) -0.03 (-0.25, 0.19) 40
MatsunagaT (2004) -0.02 (-0.69, 0.65) 05
Huang X (2003) 0.00 (-0.12,0.12) 98
Wang (2004) - 0.03 (-0.19, 0.25) 42
HayakawaT (2006) —m -0.13 (-0.35, 0.09) 40
Dai SP (2002) — - -0.16 (-0.48, 0.16) 22
Dai SP (2002) — -0.27 (-0.64, 0.10) 16
Kopf (2006) — -0.55(-1.25, 0.15) 05
Subtotal -0.00(-0.07, 0.07) 75.0
Overall 0.00 (-0.05, 0.05) 100.0
\ \
-2.9984 0 299845

Effect size

la tn dtaopd yovotrunwv TT-(CC+CT) Exouvus:

» metan b4 se_b4d,randomi label (namevar=author,yearvar=year) by (hwe):

Sle€aywyn Heta- avaluong wg mpog tn HetaBAntr hwe

2Tn ouvExela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopaTa.
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hwe==0
Aandersens (2005) |
Casiglia {2008) |
Yamamoto (2004) |
sub-total |
+L pooled ES |
_____________________ +

hwe==1
Casiglia (2008) |
sartori M (2003) |
stefan (2003) |
Ryd?n M (2002) |
Mart?n (2005) |
Jerrard-Dunne (2007) |
Huang X (2003) |
wWang (2004) |
MatsunagaT (2004) |
Huang X (2003) |
wWang (2004) |
HayakawaT (2006) |
kKopf (2006) |
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES |
_____________________ +
overall |
+L pooled ES |
+

ES [95% Conf. Interwval] % wWeight
0. 000 0. 040 0. 040 29.50
0. 080 —0.320 0.480 1.45
0.100 —-0.05%8 0.258 7.68
0. 007 -0.032 0.045 38.63

—0.150 —0. 398 0. 098 3.54
0. 200 0. 057 0.457 3.33
0. 000 —0.123 0.123 11.08

—0.320 —0. 855 0.215 0.83

—0.310 —0. 697 0.077 1.54

—-0.270 —0. 694 0.154 1.30

—0.100 —0.215 0.015 12.19

—0.100 -0.313 0.113 4.63

—0.100 —0.770 0.570 0.53
0. 000 —0.125 0.125 10. 80
0.100 —0.154 0.354 3.39

—0.100 —0.268 0.068 6. 92

—0. 380 —0. BO7 0.047 1.28

—0.058 -0.122 0. 006 el.37

—-0.026 -0.076 0.023 100. 00

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freadom P I-sguared*®  Tau-squared
hive== 1.59 2 0.453 0. 0% 0. 0000
hwe==1 14.17 12 0.290 15.3% 0. 0020
overall 18.97 15 0.215 20.9% 0. 0017
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
3.22 1 0.073

% I-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test{s) of ES=0

hwe==0 z= 0.34 p = 0.735
hwe==1 z= 1.78 p = 0.075
overall z= 1.06 p = 0.291
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295
1.4
7.7

386

35
33
111
0.8
15
1.3
12.2
4.6
0.5
10.8
34
6.9
1.3
614

Effect size
Study (95% CI) % Weight
hwe==0 !
AndersenG (2005) . 0.00 (-0.04, 0.04)
Casiglia (2008) ; 0.08 (-0.32, 0.48)
Yamamoto (2004) %ﬂ— 0.10 (-0.06, 0.26)
Subtotal ‘ 0.01(-0.03, 0.04)
hwe== i
Casiglia (2008) — -0.15 (-0.40, 0.10)
Sartori M (2003) B 0.20 (-0.06, 0.46)
Stefan (2003) —— 0.00(-0.12, 0.12)
Ryd?n M (2002) : -0.32(-0.85,0.21)
Mart?n (2005) ; -0.31(-0.70, 0.08)
Jerrard-Dunne (2007) ; -0.27 (-0.69, 0.15)
Huang X (2003) — -0.10 (-0.21, 0.01)
Wang (2004) 4.%7 -0.10 (-0.31,0.11)
MatsunagaT (2004) ! -0.10 (-0.77, 0.57)
Huang X (2003) —B— 0.00 (-0.13,0.13)
Wang (2004) - 0.10 (-0.15, 0.35)
HayakawaT (2006) —I—IL— -0.10 (-0.27, 0.07)
Kopf (2006) | -0.38 (-0.81, 0.05)
Subtotal -0.06 (-0.12, 0.01)
|
Overall : -0.03 (-0.08, 0.02) 100.0
\ \
-.85455 0 .854556
Effect size
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6.4.4 TPITAYKEPIAIA

Na tn dtaopd yovotunwyv (CT+TT)-CC Exouus:

> metan b3 se_b3,randomi label (namevar=author,yearvar=year) by (hwe):

Sle€aywyn HeETA- avAAuong wg mpog t HetaBAnti hwe

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

Ssignificance test(s) of E5=0

hwe== z= 0.371 p = 0.756
hwe== z= 0.48 p = 0.634
overall z= 0.20 p = 0.845

Study | ES [95% Conf. Interwval] % weight
_____________________ o IR BRI L, SRR ST e B R P R s
hwe==0
landersen (2005) | 0. 000 —0.055 0.055 18.34
casiglia (2009) |  -0.032 -0.196 0.131 4.54
'yamamoto (2004) | 0.110 —0.048 0.268 4_80
sub-total |

D+L pooled ES | 0.008 —0.042 0. 057 27.68

_____________________ AL A o A A S AN R e R S e R
hwe==
saller (2003) | —0.240 —0.481 0.001 2.27
Mitchell (2005) 0.181 —0. 080 0.441 1.96
Casiglia (2008) —-0.020 —0.140 0.100 7.44
Fern?ndez-Real (2003 -0.620 -1.546 0. 306 0.17
Poch (2002) 0. 000 -0.437 0.437 0.73
Ryd?n (2002) | 0.110 —0.197 0.417 1.44
Hanon (2002) —0.020 —0.153 0.113 6.32
Mart?n (2005) 0.150 -0.077 0.377 2.52
Pitsavos (2006) 0.070 -0.064 0.204 6.30
Jerrard-punne (2007) 0.110 —-0.253 0.473 1.05
Huang (2003) 0.040 —0.090 0.170 6.62
wang (2004) -0.170 -0.391 0.051 2.66
Matsunaga (2004) 0.117 -0.026 0. 260 5.67
Huang (2003) —0.140 -0.321 0.041 3.81
wWang (2004) | —-0.140 —0.337 0.057 3.26
wang (2008) 0. 090 -0.299 0.479 0.91
Hayakawa (2006) -0.040 -0.188 0.108 5.37
wang (2008) —0.360 —0.851 0.131 0.58
Dai (2002) | -0.210 —0.429 0. 009 2.70
Dai (2002) 0.100 —-0.173 0.373 1.79
Ishikawa (2000) 0.100 -0.309 0. 509 0.83
Ishikawa (2000) 0.050 —-0.169 0.269 2.71
Danoviz (2005) | —0.060 —0.228 0.108 4,30
Kopf (20086) 0. 000 —-0.391 0.391 0.91
sub-total

D+L pooled ES -0.011 -0.059 0.036 72.32
_____________________ R e R e e T e s S R s e TR TR R e
overall |

D+L pooled ES | -0. 004 -0.042 0.034 100. 00
_____________________ e ——

statistic freedom P I-squared#®*
hwe==0 1.92 2 0.383 0. 0%
hwe== 27.95 23 0.218 17.7%
overall 30.13 26 0.262 13.7%
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
0. 26 1 0. 609

#% I-sguared: the wariation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)

0. 0000
0. 0023
0.0012

Tau-squared
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Effect size

Study (95%C)

we==0
Andersen (2005) . 0.00 (-0.06, 0.06)
Casigia (2009) —a— 0.03(020,013)
Yamamoto (2004) -+ 0.11(0.05,027)

Subtotal 0.01(-0.04, 0.06)

e
Saller (2003) — 0.24(-0.48,0.00)
Mitchell (2005) o m — 0.18(-0.08,0.44)
Casigla (2008) —— 0.02(:0.14,0.10)
Fe dez-Real (2003) 0.62(-1.85,031)
Poch (2002) 0.00 (-0.44, 0.44)
Ryd?n (2002) —_— 0.11(0.20,042)
Hanon (2002) + 0.02(-0.15,0.11)
Mart?n (2005) —— 0.15(-0.08, 0.38)
Pitsavos (2006) —— 0.07(:0.06,020)
Jertard-Dunne (2007) ——— 0.11(0.25,047)
Huang (2003) —i— 0.04(-0.08,0.17)
Wang (2004) — 0.17(:039,005)
Matsunaga (2004) +—— 0.12(-0.03,0.26)
Huang (2003) — 0.14(-0.32,0.04)
Wang (2004) — 0.14(:0.34,006)
Wang (2008) ————— 0.09(-0.30, 0.48)
Hayakawa (2006) —— <0.04(-0.19,0.11)
Wang (2008) _ 036(085,013)
Dai (2002) — <0.21(-0.43,001)
Dai (2002) e 0.10(-0.17,037)
Ishikawa (2000) f—— 0.10(031,051)
Ishikawa (2000) —_— 0.05(-0.17,027)
Danoviz (2005) —— <0.06(-0.23,0.11)
Kopf (2006) 000 (039, 0.39)

Sublotal 0.01(:0.06,004)

Overall 0.00(0.04,003)

\
-1.5462 0 154623
Effectsize

% Weight

183
45
48

a7

20
74
02

14
63
25
63
1.0
66
27
57
38
33
08
54
0.6
27
18
08
27
43
09
723
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Na tn dtaopd yovorunwyv TT-(CC+CT) Exouus:

» metan b4 se_b4d,randomi label (namevar=author,yearvar=year) by (hwe):

Sle€aywyn Heta- avaluong wg rpog tn HetaBAntr hwe

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.

metan b4 se_bd,randomi label{namevar=author,yearvar=year) by(hwe)
Study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % Weight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hwe==0
landersen (2005) | 0. 000 —0. 081 0.081L 29.83
Casiglia (2009) | 0. 061 —0.143 0. 265 4.67
Yamamoto (2004) | 0. 090 —0. 089 0.269 6.05
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.020 -0.049 0.090 40. 55
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hwe==1
Casiglia (2008) | 0. 060 —0.105 0.225 7.14
rRyd?n (2002) | 0.160 —0. 351 0.671 0.74
Mart?n (2005) | 0.190 —0.298 0.678 0.81
Pitsavos (2006) | 0.100 —0.077 0.277 6.18
Huang {2003) | 0.080 —0.076 0.236 7.97
wWang (2004) | 0.030 -0.267 0.327 2.20
Matsunaga (2004) | 0.003 —-0.161 0.167 7.20
Huang (2003) | 0. 000 -0.151 0.151 8.51
ang (2008) | 0.490 —0.149 1.129 0.48
Hayakawa (20086) | 0.030 —-0.129 0.189 7.69
ang (2008) | 0.170 —0.464 0. 804 0.48
panoviz (2005) | —0.170 -0. 319 -0.021 E.68
Kopt (2006) | 0.040 —-0. 336 0.416 1.37
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0. 020 -0.037 0.077 59.45
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 0. 020 —0.024 0. 064 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
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29.8
4.7
6.0

40.5

71
0.7
0.8
6.2
8.0
22
7.2
8.5
0.5
7.7
0.5
8.7
1.4
59.5

Effect size
Study (95% CI) % Weight
hwe==0 !
Andersen (2005) l 0.00 (-0.08, 0.08)
Casiglia (2009) — | 0.06 (-0.14, 0.26)
Yamamoto (2004) —:#l— 0.09 (-0.09, 0.27)
Subtotal 0.02 (-0.05, 0.09)
hwe== i
Casiglia (2008) — 0.06 (-0.10, 0.22)
Ryd?n (2002) ! 0.16 (-0.35, 0.67)
Mart?n (2005) 1 0.19(-0.30, 0.68)
Pitsavos (2006) —%I— 0.10(-0.08, 0.28)
Huang (2003) —-H— 0.08 (-0.08, 0.24)
Wang (2004) — 0.03 (-0.27, 0.33)
Matsunaga (2004) 0.00 (-0.16, 0.17)
Huang (2003) q: 0.00 (-0.15, 0.15)
Wang (2008) } 0.49 (-0.15, 1.13)
Hayakawa (2006) —L 0.03 (-0.13, 0.19)
Wang (2008) ; 0.17 (-0.46, 0.80)
Danoviz (2005) —— i -0.17 (-0.32,-0.02)
Kopf (2006) i 0.04 (-0.34, 0.42)
Subtotal i‘> 0.02 (-0.04, 0.08)
|
Overall o 0.02 (-0.02, 0.06) 100.0
\
-1.1286 0 1.12860
Effect size
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6.4.5 HDL

la ™ Stagopa yovotunwv (CT+TT)-CC Exouue:

» metan b3 se_b3,randomi

label

Sle€aywyn HeETA- avAAuoNg wg mpog t HeTtaBAnti hwe

2Tn ouvEXela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopaTa.

Study | ES [95% Conf. Interwval] % wWeight
_____________________ I R S i i) N N R -
hwe==

andersen (2005) | -0.020 -0.044 0. 004 15.47
Casiglia (2008) | 0. 000 -0.121 0.121 1.78
sub-total |

D+L pooled ES |  -0.019 —-0.042 0.004 17.25
_____________________ e B R T e B

hwe==1

Hengstenberg (2001) | —-0.010 —0.054 0.034 8.78
saller (2003) | 0.180 -0.064 0.424 0.47
witchell (2005) | 0.040 —0.167 0. 247 0.64
cCasiglia (2008) | 0.030 -0.019 0.079 7.80
Fern?ndez-real (2003 | -0. 060 -0.271 0.151 0.62
Hengstenberg (2001) | 0.030 —0.052 0.112 3.52
sartori (2003) |  -0.100 -0.182 -0.018 3.53
panoviz (2005) | 0. 000 -0.002 0. 002 22.25
Poch (2002) | —0.100 —0.375 0.175 0.37
Ryd?n (2002) | —0.050 —0.159 0.059 2.14
Hanon (2002) | —0.020 —0.074 0.034 6.72
lerrard-punne (2007) | —0.020 —-0.164 0.124 1.29
Huang (2003) | 0. 060 -0.031 0.150 2.99
Huang (2003) | 0.010 —-0.081 0.101 2.98
wang (2008) |  -0.010 -0.120 0.100 2.10
Hayakawa (2006) | 0. 000 -0.072 0.072 4.36
wWang (2008) | 0. 090 —0. 006 0.186 2.70
pai (2002) | 0.110 0.024 0.196 3.29
Dai (2002) | —0.010 —0.152 0.132 1.32
Ishikawa (2000) | 0.250 0.034 0.466 0.59
Ishikawa (2000) | 0.020 —0.0094 0.134 1.98
kopf (2006) |  -0.090 -0.195 0.015 2.32
sub-total

D+L pooled ES | 0. 006 —0.014 0. 026 B2.75
_____________________ I i e o S S S I
overall

D+L pooled E9 | | 0.001 -0.016 0.018 100.00
_____________________ L —
Test(s) of heterogeneity:

Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-squared®®  Tau-squared
hwe==0 0.10 1 0.750 0. 0% 0. 0000
hwe== 31.93 21 0. 059 34.27% 0. 0005
overall 34.68 23 0. 056 33.7% 0. 0003
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
2.64 0.104

significance test(s) of E5=0

=% T-squared: the variation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)

huie== z= 1.63 p = 0.104
hwe==1 = 0.56 p = 0.573
overall z= 0.14 p = 0.892

(namevar=author,yearvar=year) by (hwe):
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Effect size
Study (95% CI) % Weight
hwe==0
Andersen (2005) l -0.02(-0.04,0.00) 155
Casigla (2008) —_— 0.00(0.12,0.12) 18
Subtotal -0.02(-0.04, 0.00) 173
hwe==1
Hengstenberg (2001) —— <0.01(-0.05,0.03) 88
Saller (2003) 0.18(-0.06, 0.42) 05
Mitchell (2005) 0.04(-0.17,0.25) 06
Casiglia (2008) i 0.03(-0.02, 0.08) 78
Fern?ndez-Real (2003) .06 (-0.27,0.15) 06
Hengstenberg (2001) — 0.03(-0.05,0.11) 35
Sartori (2003) — 0.10(-0.180.02) 35
Danoviz (2005) - 0.00(-0.00,0.00) 22
Poch (2002) 0.10(-0.38,0.18) 04
Ryd?n (2002) — -0.05(-0.16,0.06) 21
Hanon (2002) —— 0.02(-0.07,0.03) 67
Jerrard-Dunne (2007) _— .02 (-0.16,0.12) 13
Huang (2003) - 0.06 (-0.03, 0.15) 30
Huang (2003) — 0.01(-0.08, 0.10) 30
Wang (2008) —_—. 0.01(0.12,0.10) 21
Hayakawa (2006) —— 0.00(-0.07,0.07) 44
Wang (2008) - 0.09(-0.01,0.19) 27
Dai (2002) —— 0.11(0.02,0.20) 33
Dai (2002) — 0.01(-0.15,0.13) 13
Ishikawa (2000) 0.25(0.03,047) 06
Ishikawa (2000) —_— 002 (-0.09,0.13) 20
Kopf (2006) —_— 0.09(-0.19,0.01) 23
Subtotal 0.01(-0.01,0.03) 8.7
Overall 0.00(-0.02, 0.02) 100.0
\ \
-46552 0 465529
Effect size
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Na tn dtaopd yovorunwyv TT-(CC+CT) Exouus:

» metan b4 se_b4d,randomi label (namevar=author,yearvar=year) by (hwe):

Sle€aywyn Heta- avaluong wg rpog tn HetaBAntr hwe

YTn ouveéxela akoAouBoulv Ta anoteAéopata.

Study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % weight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hwa==
andersen (2005) | 100 —0.140 -0. 060 14.52
Casiglia (2008) | —0.070 —0.231 0.091 2.85
Sub-total |
D+L pooled Es |  -0.098 —0.137 —0.060 17.36
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
hwe==1
Hengstenberg (2001) | 0. 040 —0.034 0.114 8.77
Casiglia (2008) ] —-0. 010 —-0.082 0. 062 8.99
Hengstenberg (2001) | -0.050 —0.180 0. 080 4.04
sartori (2003) | —0. 090 —0.235 0.055 3.38
panoviz (2005) | -0. 020 —0.022 -0.018 19.67
Ryd?n (2002) |  -0.300 ~0.515 —0.085 1.70
Jerrard-Dunne {2007} | —0. 010 —-0.169 0.149 2.90
Huang (20033 | 0. 000 —0.099 0.099 6.09
Huang (2003) | 0.040 —0.048 0.128 7.l6
wang (2008) | -0. 080 —0. 206 0. 046 4.24
Hayakawa (2006) | 0. 000 -0.082 0.082 7.75
wang (2008) | —0.010 —0.129 0.109 4.64
kopf (2006) | —0. 050 —0.197 0. 097 3.30
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | -0.017 —0.036 0.003 82.64
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
overall |
D+L pooled ES | -0.031 —0. 060 -0. 002 100.00

Test{s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared®*®  Tau-squared
hwe==0 0.13 1 0.723 0. 0% 0. 0000
hwe==1 13.45 12 0.337 10. 8% 0. 0002
owverall 29.53 14 0. 009 52.6% 0.0011
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :
15.96 1 0. 000

#% T-squared: the wariation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

Significance test(s) of E5=0

hwe==0 z= 5.02 p = 0.000
hwe==1 z= 1.64 p = 0.102
overall z= 2.06 p = 0.039
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Effect size

Study (95% CI) % Weight
hwe== !

Andersen (2005) E B -0.10 (-0.14,-0.06) 14.5

Casiglia (2008) 4I—%77 -0.07 (-0.23,0.09) 2.8
Subtotal ! -0.10 (-0.14,-0.06) 17.4
hwe== i

Hengstenberg (2001) — 0.04 (-0.03,0.11) 8.8

Casiglia (2008) —_— -0.01(-0.08,0.06) 9.0

Hengstenberg (2001) — -0.05(-0.18,0.08) 4.0

Sartori (2003) — -0.09 (-0.24,0.06) 3.4

Danoviz (2005) -0.02 (-0.02,-0.02) 19.7

Ryd?n (2002) ! -0.30 (-0.52,-0.08) 1.7

Jerrard-Dunne (2007) ‘ -0.01 (-0.17, 0.15) 2.9

Huang (2003) : 0.00 (-0.10, 0.10) 6.1

Huang (2003) i 0.04 (-0.05,0.13) 7.2

Wang (2008) 4I—}— -0.08 (-0.21,0.05) 4.2

Hayakawa (2006) : 0.00 (-0.08, 0.08) 7.8

Wang (2008) i -0.01(-0.13,0.11) 4.6

Kopf (2006) 4l}— -0.05(-0.20, 0.10) 3.3
Subtotal -0.02 (-0.04, 0.00) 82.6
Overall ! -0.03 (-0.06,-0.00) 100.0

I I
-.51544 0 515444
Effect size
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6.4.6 LDL

la tn dtaopd yovotunwy (CT+TT)-CC Exouus:

> metan b3 se_b3,randomi label (namevar=author,yearvar=year) by (hwe):

Sle€aywyn Heta- avaluong wg rpog tn HetaBAntr hwe

2Tn ouvExela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopara.

Study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % weight
hwe==
Hengstenberg € (2001 | 0.020 —-0.091 0.131 16. 96
saller B (2003) | 0.450 0.032 0. 868 1.18
Mitchell (2005) | 0.030 —0.379 0.439 1.24
Fern?ndez-real 1M (2 | 0. 530 —0.153 1.213 0.44
Hengstenberg € (2001 | 0. 000 -0.203 0.203 5.03
snapir A (2001) | -0.020 —0.140 0.100 14.29
sedl?cek K (2002) |  -0.010 —-0.167 0.147 B.41
sedl?cek Kk (2002) | 0.010 -0.154 0.174 7.67
Hanon 0 (2002) | —0.010 —0.135 0.115 13.33
Huang x {(2003) | 0. 060 -0.118 0.238 6. 56
Huang x (2003) 1 0.030 -0.140 0.200 7.14
ang (2008) | 0. 000 -0.279 0.279 2.66
wang (2008) |  -0.060 -0.355 0.235 2.38
Dai SP (2002) | 0. 060 -0.129 0.249 5.8
pai sp (2002) 1 0.130 -0.130 0.390 3.07
kopf (2006) | -0.020 -0.253 0.213 3.82
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES ] 0.019 —0. 027 0.064 100. 00
_____________________ LT e e T T Tl Tl AL T T T AT T G T AT Tl
overall
D+L pooled ES | 0.019 —0. 027 0.064 100. 00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared®*®  Tau-squared
hwe==1 8.52 15 0. 901 0.0% 0. 0000
overall 8.52 15 0. 901 0.0x 0. 0000
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
0. 00 0 =

#% T-squared: the variation in E5 attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of ES=0

hwe==1 z= 0.80 p =
Overall z= 0.80 p = 0.425
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Effect size

Study (95% ClI)

hwe== !
Hengstenberg C (2001) . B 0.02 (-0.09, 0.13)
Saller B (2003) I 0.45 (0.03, 0.87)
Mitchell (2005) -— 0.03 (-0.38, 0.44)
Fern?ndez-Real JM (2003) : 0.53 (-0.15, 1.21)
Hengstenberg C (2001) 0.00 (-0.20, 0.20)
Snapir A (2001) -0.02 (-0.14, 0.10)
SedI?cek K (2002) -0.01(-0.17, 0.15)
SedI?cek K (2002) 0.01 (-0.15, 0.17)
Hanon O (2002) -0.01(-0.13, 0.11)
Huang X (2003) 0.06 (-0.12, 0.24)
Huang X (2003) 0.03 (-0.14, 0.20)
Wang (2008) : 0.00 (-0.28, 0.28)
Wang (2008) — -0.06 (-0.36, 0.24)
Dai SP (2002) | 0.06 (-0.13, 0.25)
Dai SP (2002) —-— 0.13 (-0.13, 0.39)
Kopf (2006) — m -0.02 (-0.25, 0.21)

Subtotal } 0.02 (-0.03, 0.06)

Overall S 0.02 (-0.03, 0.06)

I I
-1.2128 0 1.21285
Effect size

% Weight

17.0
1.2
1.2
0.4
5.0

14.3
8.4
7.7

13.3
6.6
71
27
24
5.8
3.1
3.8

100.0

100.0
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la tn dtaopd yovotrunwv TT-(CC+CT) Exouus:

> metan b4 se_b4,randomi label (namevar=author,yearvar=year) by (hwe):

Sle€aywyn Heta- avaluong wg rpog tn HetaBAntr hwe

2Tn ouvEXela akoAouBoUv Ta amoteAéopata.

study | ES [95% conf. Interwval] % weight
_____________________ A A S e L L R i
hwe==
andersens (2005) | —0.100 -0.181 -0.019 25.73
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | —0.100 —0.181 -0.019 25.73
_____________________ e TR T e TR s TR R i SO s
hwe==1
Hengstenberg C (2001 | -0.030 -0.103 0.043 31.46
Hengstenberg C (2001 | 0.000 -0.133 0.133 9.51
panovizME (2005) | -0.070 -0.200 0. 060 9.87
snapir A (2001) |  -0.010 -0.291 0.271 2.12
sedl?cek K (2002) | —0.050 -0.298 0.198 2.73
sedl?cek K (2002) | 0.010 -0.241 0.261 2.67
Huang X (2003) | 0.050 -0.114 0.214 6.22
Huang X (2003) | 0.020 -0.138 0.178 6.74
wang (2008) | —0.060 —0.429 0.309 1.23
kopft (20086) | —0.140 —0.452 0.172 1.72
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | =0.022 -0.070 0. 026 74.27
_____________________ B e
overall |
D+L pooled ES | —0.042 —0.083 —0.001 100.00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared**  Tau-squared
hwe== 0.00 0 3 - 0. 0000
hwe==1 2.39 9 0.984 0. 0% 0. 0000
owverall 5.05 10 0. BE8 0. 0% 0. 0000
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :
2.66 1 0.103

*% T-squared: the variation in E5S attributable to heterogeneity)

significance test(s) of ES=0

hwe=— z= 2.43 p = 0.015
hwe==1 z= 0.91 p = 0.364
overall z= 2.01 p = 0.044
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Effect size
Study (95% Cl)
hWe==0 I
AndersenG (2005) —— -0.10 (-0.18,-0.02)
Subtotal _ -0.10 (-0.18,-0.02)
hwe== 3
Hengstenberg C (2001) i -0.03 (-0.10, 0.04)
Hengstenberg C (2001) ‘ 0.00 (-0.13, 0.13)
DanovizME (2005) —a—— -0.07 (-0.20, 0.06)
Snapir A (2001) . -0.01(-0.29, 0.27)
Sedl?cek K (2002) = -0.05 (-0.30, 0.20)
Sedl?cek K (2002) — 0.01 (-0.24, 0.26)
Huang X (2003) . 0.05 (-0.11, 0.21)
Huang X (2003) e B 0.02 (-0.14, 0.18)
Wang (2008) : -0.06 (-0.43, 0.31)
Kopf (2006) - ; -0.14 (-0.45, 0.17)
Subtotal — -0.02 (-0.07, 0.03)
Overall ‘ -0.04 (-0.08,-0.00)
I I
-45228 0 452281
Effect size

% Weight

25.7
257

31.5
9.5
9.9
2.1
2.7
2.7
6.2
6.7
1.2
1.7

74.3

100.0
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