


ABSTRACT

Chronic Kidney Disease (CKD) is the final result of many renal diseases, characterized by a
slow, progressive and irreversible deterioration of renal function for many months or years
but usually is asymptomatic, that is the patient maintains good physical health until he
reaches the final stage (End Stage Renal Disease) manifested with chronic uraemia and
dialysis or kidney transplantation is required.

The IgA nephropathy and Vesicoureteral Reflux are diseases that can lead to Chronic
Kidney Disease. We performed a meta-analysis to evaluate the association of the A1166C
polymorphism of AGTR1 gene with Chronic Kidney Disease (CKD), End Stage Renal
Disease (ESRD), Vesicoureteral Reflux (VUR) and IgA nephropathy (IgAN) as well as the
association of A1332G polymorphism of AGTR2 gene with Vesicoureteral Reflux (VUR).
The effect size odds ratio and the confidence interval 95% CI were calculated according to
the random effects model. Eight studies were included (4252 controls, 812 cases) for
Chronic Kidney Disease, seventeen studies (3866 controls, 2596 cases) for ESRD, five
studies (1373 controls, 785 cases) for IgAN, three studies (216 controls, 174 cases) for VUR
to control their association with the A1166C polymorphism of AGTR1 gene. Three studies
(790 controls, 654 cases) were used to control the association of A1332G polymorphism of
AGTR2 gene with VUR. Total meta-analysis showed no statistically significant association
between the gene polymorphisms and diseases. Finally, we investigated whether the
polymorphism A1166C of AGTRI1 gene is associated with the occurrence of hypertension
in patients with CKD and ESRD bearing the A1166C polymorphism of AGTRI1 gene but no
significant association was found. From the data it is obvious that the AGTR1 (A1166C)

polymorphism is not associated with the renal diseases we checked.



HEPIAHYH

H Xpévia Negppikn Avemdpkelo (Chronic Kidney Disease) eival 10 TeAMKO 0mOTEAEGHA
TOAMDY TabNcemy TV veppav. Xopaktnpiletar amd po. Bpodeic, TPOOdELTIKY Kt pUn
QVOGTPEYIUN UEIMGN TNG VEPPIKNG AEITOLPYING Y100 TOAAOVG UNVEG N YPOVIL, OAAG GLVIBWC
elval acLUTTOUATIKY, ONAQOT O APPMOGTOC dlaTnPEl KOAN QLGIKY VYEio LEXPLS OTOL PTAGEL
oto 1eEMkO otdolo (End Stage Renal Disease) mov ekdnidveton pe ypovia ovpaipio Kot
amotteiton aoKadopon 1 LETAUOGYEVOT) VEPPOD.

H IgA vegpondbeio kar 1 Kveteoovpnrikn [Hoivopounon sival mtabncelg ol onoieg pmopet
va odnynoovy ce Xpovia Neppikn| Avendpkeia.

[Mpayuatomomoope UETU-GVAALGN Yo VO, OEIOAOYNGOVUE TI GLGYETION UETAED TOL
morvpopeiopod A1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI kot tov acBevelidv g Xpoviag Ne@pikng
Averdprelog (Chronic Kidney Diesease), g Neepkng Avendpkelog Tehkov Zradiov (End
Stage Renal Disease), tng Kvoteoovpnmpikng [Haivopounong (Vesicoureteral Reflux) ko
¢ Negpordbelog IgA, kabbhg kot Tov TolvpopPicpov A1332G tov yovidiov AGTR2 kot
¢ Kvoteoovpnmpikng Iaivdpdunong (Vesicoureteral Reflux). To péyeboc enidpaong
odds ratio kot to oot epmietocvvng 95%CI vrmoAioyiotnkay pe TO HOVTEAD T®V
TUYU®V EMOPACEDY. ZVUTEPIANQPONGOY OKT® peAéTeg (4252 vyielg, 812ac6evelc) yio ™
Xpovia Negpikn Avemdpkela, Oeckaentd peréteg (3866 vyieic, 2596 aocbevel) yiu
Negpkn Avendpketo Teakov Zradiov, mévie uperéteg yia v IgA Negppomabewo (1373
vyelg, 785 aoBevelc), Tpeig ueréteg (216 vyieig, 174 acbeveic) yia v Kveteoovpnmpikn
IMoAvopounon yia tov EAEYYO TNG GLGYETIONG TOVG UE TOV TOoALUHopPIcud A1166C tov
yovidiov AGTRI. I'a tov EAeyyo NG cLoyETIoNC TOL ToALUOPPIGHOL A1332G Tov Yovidiov
AGTR2 pe v Kvoteoovpnmpikn [Holvopounon ypnoworomonkay tpelg peréteg (790
vylelg, 654 oaobevelc). Tuvolkd m peta-avédivon Oev £0e1&e OTATIOTIKG ONUAVTIKN
OLGYETION HETAED TOV TOALUOPPICUDV TOV YoVIdiov Kol Ttev acBeveldv. Télog
dtepevvnonke av o moivuopeicpds A1166C tov AGTRI1 cvoyetiletatl pe v eueavion g
vréptaong oe acbeveic pe CKD kor ESRD mov @épouvv tov moivpopeiopud A1166C tov
yovidiov AGTRI1 ahrd Oev PpéBnKe OTOTIOTIKA GNUAVTIKY] GLGYETION. ATd TO dedopéva
eavnke 611 o morvpopeiopog A1166C tov AGTRI1 de cvoyetiletan pe TIG acOEvelEg TV

VEQPP®V OV EAEYEQLE.
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1 KE®PAAAIO: GEQPHTIKO MEPOX



1.1 Neogpoi

1.1.1 Opropoc

AOPTH EMINE®PIAIO

KATQ KOIAH
OAEBA

APTHPIA KAI 7
Sith o NEOPOX
= OYPHTHPAI
\ OYPOAOXOZ
KYZTH

Ewdva 1.1: @fon veepod

Ot vegpot eival To Opyove ToL aVEPOTIVOL GOUOTOG TOL PIATPAPOLY TO OO KOl 0pUIPOVY
Gypnoteg ovoieg tov petofolopod, pubuilovv TNV OHOOGTOGIC. TOU VEPOL KUl TOV
NAEKTPOALTOV KaBdG Ko TV 0&eofactkn 16oppomia.

Eémtepikd o veppog £xel U @oCOMOV. AVOTOWKT Kot AEITOLPYIKT HOVADK TOV VEQPOD
givar 0 veppovag. MEPOG TOV TAGGHOTOS TOL aipeTog ToL dnbetton amd TOVG VEPPOVES
TPOMOTOLEITOL HECE® TV QUIVOUEVOV TNG EMAVOPPOPNONG KOl TNG OMEKKPIONS Y10 TO
CYNUATIOHO TOV OVP®V.

[0 TNV TOGOTIKY] EKTIUMGN NG VEQPPIKNG AstTovpyiog eivar yprioipo va yvopilovpe mocog
OYKOG TOV TAUGLOTOG KaBupileTol amd TG AYPNOTEG OLGIES OTN HovAda TOL ¥pdvov. Avtn 1)
TOPAUETPOG OvopaleTon pubuog orepapatikng omonong (Glomerular filtration rate, GFR).
H taydmra onepapotikic dmbnong (Glomerular filtration rate, GFR) etvar gucioroykd
100 ml/min, dniadn kabe 24 dpeg mapdyovron tepimov 144 Aitpo dmdiuatog (Tpoovpov).
To péyebog g erdttwong g GFR eivar avdroyo tov Pabuod Kotaostpo@hig Tov
vepphvov, yi autd kot n i ¢ GFR etvarl o xkoAvtepog delktng g Aettovpyioag tov
veppmv. H veppikn averapken yopoakmpilerar og erappd (GFR 50-80 ml/min), pétpa
(GFR 15-50 ml/min) ko1 coPapn (GFR 5-15 ml/min). Appwotol pe GFR<5 ml/min dev
umopovy vo, emljoovy eKkToOg ov vroPdirovion oe oupokdBupon (TexvynTog veepog) 1

VROPANBOLY GE HETAUOGYEVCT VEPPOL.



[ ™ pétpnon g tayvmrog onepopatikng omonong (GFR) propet va ypnoponomBet
OMOLOONOTE OVOI0L TOV OMOPAAAETOL GTOL OVpa UOVO LE CTEWPOUATIKY ombnon (rmov odegv
ENOVOPPOPATOL OVTE OMEKKPIVETAL OO TA OLPOPOPE cwANVAPLL). H kpeatviv tov obpwv
TPOEPYETOL TPOKTIKA LOVO 0td GTEIPAUOTIKT dOnon.

H «xd&bBopon g xpeatvivng eivorl KOvOomoOmTIKY) 7POGEYYIST TNG TOOITNTOS NG
onepapotikne oménong. H évvolo g xaBopong mpokTikd onupoivel. moc0og OyKOg
nAdcpatog kKoBapiletar ave Aentd ond 10 veppod, amd i GLYKeKPIEVN ovaia (my 100 ml

ava Aertod yio v kpeotvivn) (Awapaviig et al., 1987).

1.2 Asartovpyia TV vEQPOV

Bowman

Kakarmra

Bagixr) MepBpdvn
Kowog Bowman

Ayyowdeg
Ermdipapa

Ewdéva 1.2: Aatovpyie ve@pot

O veppog déyetar to 25% mepimov, TOV TUPEYOUEVOL OiHATOS 0md THV Kapdid v AERTO,
HECO TNG VEQPIKNG optnpiag. Xt OLVEEW, TO oipe omd TN VEQEPIKN opmmpio
Sk AadMOVETOL GE OAO Kot LIKPOTEPQ apTNPIdIOL, UEXPL TO TPOGUYWYO apTnpidlo, T0 omoio
droxetevel aipa oto ayyewwoeg oneipopo. To aipo HECS® TOL TPOCUYWYOL OPTNPLOIOL
EPYETOL OE EMUPT| LLE TOV NOUO.

O nBuode mepiéyet ta evéotnilokd KOTTUPO TOL TPOSHYmYOL optNP1diov Kot 1 Pocikh
pepPpdyvn M omoio givor Kupiwg vrevbuvn Yoo Tov EAEYXO NG OWPATOTNTAS SLUPOPOYV

ovclmv. evikd, pikpoudpla kot poxpopdpa. pe M.B<40000 mepvoldv tov nOud gdxoia,



eved ovoieg pe M.B 60-70.000 mepvolv puovo oe mocooto 0.1-1%. Oveieg pe M.B>70.000 1
KUTTOPQ OF d1MBoLVTAL KABOAOL VIO PLGIOAOYIKEC GUVOTKEC.

MEé£pog ToL TAMAGUOTOC EYKATOUAEITEL TO AyYEIMOES OmElpapa Kot 0mbeitar amd tov noud
Kol TEQTEL OTNV KOWOTNTO TG KAyog Tov Bowmann ondte ko oynuoartiletor To mpdovpo.
To mpoOLVPO Kiveital TPOg TO yyUg €CMEIPOUEVO  GOANVAEPLO, Y10, Vo Tpomomoinbel og
cLGTAOCT KAl VO, YIVEL 00O, HEGH, GTA GOANVAPLY ToV vepphva. Kdabe 24 kpeg mapdyovral
nepimov 144 Arpa dmbMuatog (mpodovpov). And 10 mpdovpo avtd o 99% mpémel va
EMOTPEYEL TGM OTA AyYeElo Kot va amopeivouy Tedkd 1-2 Aitpa ovpwv Yo omékkpion. Ta
QOIVOUEVA TN EMOVAPPOPTONG KOl TNG AMEKKPIONG GUVEICPEPOVY GTNV OTOTEAECUATIKY|
tpomonoinon Tov mpoovpov. O Opo¢ eMAvVUPPOPNON TEPLYPAPEL PAIVOUEVA TTOV GKOTO
EYOLV TNV EMGTPOPN TOGO VEPOL OGO KUl NAEKTPOAVTOV Kol GAADY YPTGIUOV OLGIHOV Ao
TO TTPOOVPO 610 aipa. O OPOC AMEKKPIOT ¥PTCLULOTOLEITOL Y10, VO, TEPTYPANEL TN UETOPOPE.
GyypnNoT®V OLGIOV ATd TA COANVAPIL, GTO TPAOLPO, GAV EVAG UNYUVIGUOC Tov Ponbd otV
O OAOKANPOUEVT GTOUAKPLVGT] AYPTOTMY OLGIHV OO TOV OPYOVIGUO.

To un 6mboduevo mMOGOGTO AIUOTOC KATOANYEL OTO Omay®Yd aptnpidlo 1o omoio
Eavadl06TATAL GE TPLYOEWON Ay yeld TOL £PYOvTOLl G€ AP UE Ta cwAnvapila. Ta Tpiyoeidn
avTd Sivouv TNV VKAIPIO GTA VEPPIKG COANVAPLO VO OTEKKPIVOLV ovGieg amd To aipa evd
oLYYPOVOG Halebhovy TO EMOVOPPOPOVUEVO VYPO KO TIG OVGIEG KAl TIG EMAVAPEPOLY OTN|

veepikn oAEPa (Aapavrg et al., 1987).

1.3 Xvomnqua Pevivig —Ayyeroteveiviig —AALO006TEPOIG

O1 veppol extdc amd TIC PLOUICTIKEG AELTOLPYIEC 7OV €mMTEAOVY, TUPAYOLV KOl
EKKPIVOLV TNV OpUOVT| pEVIVI TOL dpa LEGH TOL GUGTNUATOG PEVIVIG, AYYELOTEVGIVIG.
H pevivn exkpivetor amd mopd-cTEPAUATIKA KOTTAPO, E01KE VEQPPIKA KUTTOPA TU Omoin
eVTOTILOVTaL GTA TOYMUATA TOV VEPPIKAOV KEVIPOUOAMY apTtnpdimv kot exel evromilovrat
vmodoyel Oykov. e TepmThoelc andAstac No kou peimone Tng apTnpoknic Tieonc Kot
TNG PONG TOL AUHOTOC GTO TPOGAYWYO OPTNPIOI0 TOL VEPPIKOL GTEIPAUOTOC OLEAVETOL M
EKKPLON €VOG TPMTEOALTIKOV evivpov, g pevivne. H pelwon g apmplakng mieong kot

TNG POTG TOL OUUATOG TPOEPYETOAL OO T LEI®GN TOL dYKOL Tov e€MKVTTAPIOL LYPOD, EVD N
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HELDOT TOL OYKOL TOL EEMKULTTOPION VYPOL OQEIAETOL TNV TOPOVGIH TV VTOOOYEMV

OyKov.
Blood
pressure
rises |
_ e T 41"_\\_ .
( salt retention )
af C
."/ -~ p——
fr,{' — —— =,
Angiotensin Il . &) | Aldosterone |
I &
<= Angiotensin,
converting [
enzyme
| Angiotensin |
| «=— Renin e
[Angiotensinogen | -
Blood
pressure
falls

Ewdva 1.3: Tleprypogi] TOV GUGTHROTOS PEVIVIIG-UYYELOTEVGIVIG-0AIOGTEPOVIG

Me 1 oepd ™G N PeVIVI] UETOTPEMEL TO OEKUTETPUMENTION OYYEIOTEVGIVOYOVO
(Tpwteivn TOL TAAGUOTOG TOL TOPUYETOL OTO NTAP) OE VO dEKAMENTION0, TNV UYYEIOTEVGIVN
I (AT I). Zroug vedpoveg, éva dAko éviuuo to ACE, petatpénet to dekomentido AT1 og
oktamentidro, v ayyeoteveivn I (AT II). H ayysioteveivn 1l dpa péswm tovikdyiotov 6o
TURTOV VIOdoYEMV TOToL 1 1| TOov 2.0 vrodoytag TomoL 2 g ayyetoteveivng I o onoiog
OVIKEL GTNV OIKOYEVELD TV GLLELYHEVOV VRIodoxemv G mpmTeivng eivor o pepPpoavik
npoteivn N omolo ek@paleton Witepa ota EUPpuva aAAd Kol 6 EVIIAMIKOVG 16TOUG EKTOG
OUMG 0O TOV EYKEPUAO, TOV HVEAD T®V EMVEPPSIOVY Kol TV MOONKY. AVTOC 0 VTOdOYENS
gxer omoderyBel 6T peTP1ALEL TOV TPOYPUUUATICHEVO KVTTAPIKO Bdvaro. O vrodoyéag THTOV
1 ¢ ayyeloteveivng I (rpmteivn mov kmokonroteitan omd to yovidoro AGTRI) elvor pépog
TOV GLGTNUOTOG peEvivG-ayyelotevoivng mov pubuilel v opmplokn zieon Kot ™V
1GOPPOTIO. TOV VYPOV KOl TOV GALTOV 610 cdpa. Otav 1 ayyeloteveivy I decuevtet otov
VROOOYEN TUOL 1 evepyomoleitan €VOC KOTOUPPAKTNG UVTIOPAGEMY MOV EVEPYOMOIEL TN
GUGTOAN TOV OOPOPOV oyyeiwv 1 omoio odnyel oe adénon g apTPKNg mieong
(Harper’s). Axoun oteyelperon 1 mopay@yn aAd0STEPOVIIG 6TO QAOLO TV emtvePpdimv. H
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aAdooTEPOVI TpOoKaAel kKaAtovpio kot kotokpdtnon Na' 6toue veepove avtiotadpiloviog
étor v omdAeto No. (Karlson, 1984).

H éxkpion oAdoctepévng avédvetar oe apkeTég vOooue Ommw¢ M Kippwon, To
VEQPPWOIKO GUVIPOUO KOl GE OPIGUEVOVE TOTOVG KapdlokNg averapkelog. To amotéreoua
elvarl m emitoon ¢ KaTaKpdTnong vepoL Kal vorpiov, n omoia emiPapbvel TOPATEPO, TO
oldnua, YOPAKTNPICTIKO OPICUEVOV O’ ALTEC TIC VOooug (Atapavtrg et al., 1987).

T xpOVIoL VEQPIKT ovemdpketa 1| AemTh pOBLon G cuykévipmong Na' yévetar kot
glval cuvnBiopévo vo avevpioketal vrovatploapia 1 vrepvatploapio otov opd. Ot ypoviot
veQpomabeic VIToPEPOLY GUVNOMC GO OPTNPLOKT VREPTOOT], 1| OMOlo, TOAAEG (QOPEC
OQelAeTOl OTNV KOKN AEITOLPYIO TOV GUOTNUATOS PEVIVIG-AYYEIOTEVOIVIG-OASOGTEPOVTG.
Tta TEMKG OTGS0L NG VEQPIKAC ovemdpkews espgaviletar vmepkatowio ([K]>5
mmol/l, A0y advvapiag amoforng K, n onoio pmopel vo 6écet 6 kivéuvo m (mn Tov

appactov. Tote evoeikvutar | arpokdBapon (Harper’s et al., 1987).

1.4 H ypovwa ve@pikn averdpkero

Avt] 1 vOco¢ eivol 1o TEMKO ONOTEAEGUO TOAADV TOONGEOV TOV VEQPOV,
yopoktnpileton and pio Ppadeio, TPOOSEVTIKY KAl UN OVACSTPEYIUN UEIMCN TNG VEQPPIKNG
Aertovpyiog Yoo TOAAOLG UNVEG 1 ¥POVIOL KOl SLYVE Ogv YyIVETal OVTIANTTY UEXPL Vv
kataotpopel 10 80% TV vepphvemv Omov onueidveral aflohoyn dwToapayr TOV
EPYOOTNPLOKDV EEETACEMV.

Kabbhg avédvetar ) veppikn PAGPN (KOTAGTPOPT TG AVOTOUIKNG KOl OPYITEKTOVIKTG
HOPONC TOL VEQPPMOVOG) HE TPOOSELTIKY HelmoN TG VEQPIKNG Aettovpylag, 1 ovpia
av&aveTal Kot 1 OTEWPAUATIKY OMONnom sival  UIKpOTEPT OO TNV OVOUEVOUEVT Yo TNV
nAkia kot ™ copatikn didmiaon. Hapora avtd 1 véco¢ cuMBME elval OGVUTTOUATIKY,
dAadN o appmwotog dratnpel KA QUOIKN vyela UEXPL OTOL QTAGEL 6TO TEAMKO GTAO10 TOL
EKONADVETOL PE YPOVIO, OLPAIC KO KOAEITOL OLPALUIKO GUVOPOUO. Ze auTd TO 6TAd0 O
pLOUOC omEPapaTIKNG dmONomG Exel ehattwbel ota 5/10 ml/min ko o1 veppol etvar pkpot
Kol pkvot.

H ypdvia veppikt| avemdpkelo pmopet va £pBel 610 P®G av 0 APPWOTOC VROGTEL

emmALOV eMPAPLVOT TNG VEPPIKNG TOV AEITOLPYING 7.y, KATA TN SIEPKELN HOG EYXEIPLONG,
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Myo aeuddtoong M ékbeong oe veppotolikd edpuaxa, omote cvuPaivel ofeior veQpikm
QVETAPKELN GE E0QPOG YPOVINGC.

AKOUN M xpoOvia. VEQPIKN avemdpkelo pmopel va Olayveotel Tuyaila pe GLVIOELS
Bloynuikée eéetdioelg mov Ociyvouv alwbapia (awénuévn Scr 1 ovpia), vrovaTploia,
VIEPKAMALULO, HETAPBOMKY| 0EEMOT), VTUGPESTININ 1) VIEPPOCPUTALLIAL.

H Xpdévio veppikn avemdpkelo d1oylyvOOKETAL EMIONC Y10 TPOT QOPA KUTA TNV KAWIKN
TPOCTEAUCT TPOPANUATOV VIEPTACNS, CvaUiag ,010MUaTeY, Lrobpeyiog, Kakovyiog M

katabiwyng (Alan E Read, 1993; XAKKA, 1993; Xovidtg & Xovidtg, 1992).

1.4.1 Ta otdowe g Xpoéviag Ne@pikic AVERAPKELNG

To eBvikd 1opvuo emommudv (National Science Foundation) tov Hvouévov
IMoMteiv vicbBémoe v NKF-KDOQI (National Kidney Foundation Kidney Disease
Outcomes Quality Initiative) ctadiomoinon g ypoviag veepikng avemdpkelag (Chronic
Kidney Disease).
opeova, ue avtn, N xpoévia veepikn averapkelo, (CKD) yopiletar oe 5 otddia ue kpenpio
™ veepikn PAaPn ot 1o emimedo veQpPKNg Aettovpyiag UETPMUEVO omd TO pLOUO
onepapatikng dmbnone (GFR). I'a mv évtaén kdmowov oto otddwa 3-5 apket to GFR
uévo, eved vy ta, otadta 1 ko 2 extdg and to GFR amotteiton m mopovsio Kamolmv
evoelemv: emipovng TPMTEWVOLPIOG, AEVKMOUATOVPINS, OUATOVPING 1) OOUIKOV AVOUIMDV.

H ypévia veppikn| avendpkelo otadiov S KaAeital vEPPIKN VOGOC TEMKOD GTadiov
(End Stage Renal Disease) kai elvar m ypovia veppikn avemdpkeia (CKD) n omoia
e€ellyOnke 1060 TOAD, Mote 1 Oepameia VeQPIKNG vroKatdotoong (ToKTKY Bepameio
ALOKAOAPCNC N UETAUOGYELGT] VEPPOV) UAAAOV QMOLTEITOL Y1 TN ST PNON TOL 0GHEV
ot Con.

Ytov Ilivaxa 1.1 @aivovtal to. 610¢popa 6TAdIN TNG YPOVIOS VEPPIKNG UVETAPKELNC

(CKD).
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http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/n/nicecg73/glossary/def-item/abbreviations.gl1-d57/

Tipég GFR

210010 Meprypagn (ml/min/1.73m?)

1 Negpikr) BAGRN pE QUOIOAOYIKS 1) augnuUEVO 290

GFR

2 ‘Hma peiwon tou GFR 60-89

3 MeTpia peiwon Tou GFR 30-59

4 2oPapn peiwon Tou GFR 15-29

5 Ne@pikr] AveTtdpkela TEAIKOU oTadiou <15 1} eEWVEPPIKN

kaBapon

IMivaxkag 1.1: To wévre 6Tad1W0 TS YPOVIES VEQPIKNG AVETUPKELDS

1.5 Artoloyia ¢ YPOVIOGS VEQPLKIG UVETAPKELUGS

Molha civar Ta aitwa ™S ypoviag veppukis averapkeras. o cvykekpiuéva:

1) Zrelpapatovepitido. avocmV GUUTAEYUATOV

2) Ayyewkn naBnon tov veepmv

3) Xpovia. uehoveppitTion
4) MetaPolkeg TabNOELS LE VEQPIKT] GUUUETOYMN
5) Negpototiveg
6) AOIUMEELS TOL OVPOTOMTIKOV
7) Xpovia aKTIVIKN VEQPITIOO
8) Xpovia amo@paktikny ovpordbeio(MOicon, tpootdng KAT)
9) Zuyyeveig TabNoe TOV VEQPOV(TL.Y. TOAKVGTIKOL VEQPOTL)
10) NegporaBeieg e1d1kég(oe opropéva HEPN TS YNG)

11) Nepponddeio amd avokynTikd
12) Awpnrtikn veppondOeia.
13) Yreptooikn veppookAnpuven
14) Apvhoeidmon

15) Muéropa

16) Ovpikn apBpitda (Alan E Read et al., 1993; Netter, 2006; XaviHvtne & Xovidng,

1992).
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1.6 Kiwvikn Ewkovae- Xountopotae Xpoviag
Ne@piki|c Avendpkerag

H sppdavion kail n cofopdmra v cupmtoudtey ovpayiog eaptdrol oe £va Babud
amd TO PEYEBOG KuL TNV TayOTNTA UElmONG TN VeQPIKNG HALaG (KATASTPOPT VEQPOV®V).

Yt apykd otddo g XNA, otov o GFR peidveron péypt to 35% pe 50% tov
(LGIOAOYIKOD, OV KOl Ol VEQPIKEC eQedpeieg Exouvv eAaTT®OEL, 1 VEQPIKN AErTOLPYiQ, TOL
TOPOUEVEL OPKEL Y10, VO, UNV EUPAVICEL O OGHEVIG GUURTOUATO. X& OUTO TO OTASO TNG
VEQPPIKNG aVETAPKELNG Ol PUCIKES AMEKKPITIKEG, PLOGUVOETIKES Kol PLOUICTIKES AEITOVPYIEG
TOL VEQPOL 01T POVVTAL YEVIKG KOAG.

10 enduevo otdoo e€eriéemg g XNA (GFR mepinov 20 pe 35% t0ov pUGI0A0YIKOV)
napovctaletal aloBapia (avénon ovpiag) Kot o1 TpmdTEG ekdnimoelg g XNA onmg
VOKTOUpio Kol N avawuia. Av Kol ol acBevelg eival GYeETIKG QGLUATOUOTIKOL, Ol
VEQPIKEG €edpeieg EYouv HEImBEl OVOIUOTIKA KOl OV TPOKOWYOULV EKTOKTEC KOTOGTAGELS
Omw¢ Aolumén, aguodtmon N yopnynbobv ve@potolikd QapUOKa, 1| VEQPIKT Asttovpyla
UTOPEL VO EMNPEACTEL AKOUN TEPIGGOTEPO KAl VO TAPOVGIUOTOVY CUUTTMUATO KOl GNUeia
oVPULNITG.

To emdpevo otddlo elvar TO G6TAOI0 NG EKONANG VEPPIKNG OVETOPKELNS OTOL
TopoTNPEiTOl TEPETAIP® amMAEI VEQPPIKNG MAloc kot euoviCetal onuavtikn ovouia,
VREPPOSPATOII Ko VITacPesTaia.

To enduevo 61dd10 eival T0 GTAG0 TOV OVPUIUIKOD GLUVOPOUOL UE GUUTTOUATO, OO
T0, O10QOPA. GUOTNUATO, TO VELPIKO, TO YUSTPEVIEPIKS, TO GLUOTOINTIKO, TO KAPILUYYEINKO,

TO OVOTVEVSTIKO, TO 0P, T, 06TA (Ayyehomoviov, 1997).
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1.6.1 Klwviké Xoprropota

H Bpadémc kar mpoodevtikd eéghocouevn XNA yopaktnpiletar amd mpoodevTIiKEg
SlTapayEc MAEKTPOALT®V, STapayEC NG ovplag kol NG kpeatwvivng, ofeofacikng

teoppomiog Kot avénon Aevkopdtov (ZAKKA, 1993).

AwrtapoyEC NAEKTPOAVTOV:
Ot acBeveic ue XNA pmopel va £Q0UV YEVIKO GCOUTTOUATO, OTMS AOLVOLLIN, EOKOAT KOTWOT),
avopeéla Ko amdAela Papovg evd Ta OOl UTOPEL VO, EUQAVIGOLV KaBLGTEPNON NG
COUOTIKNG TOVG avamTuéng (Ayyehomovrov, 1997).

H vuktovpio kot 1 moivovpio mov eival TpOIUES EKONADOELS GTA, APYIKE GTAOIN
ogeldovtal katopynv o PAGBN TNC CLUTVKVOTIKNG KAVOTNTAG TGOV VEQPOV KOl OTY|
CUVEYEID OUMC AOY® NG KATASTPOPNG TMV VEQPPOV®V OQPEIAOVIOL GTO UEYUAVTEPO
amOPAAAOUEVO OGO OLGIOV TOL VROAEWOUEVOL alDOTOV Omd TOVC EVUTOUEIVOVTES
veppmves. 'Etol n avénuévn mukvomTa TOV OVGIOV OUTOV GTA OLPOPOPO. COANVIPLX
eUTodilel TNV emovappOPN o1 VOUTOC E ATOTEAEGIA TV OVOYKOGTIKY TOAVOLPIaL.

Y1oug eplocdTepoL; acbevels e otabepomomuévn XNA, 1 avénuévy apésinqyn
vaTpiov, 110 0 VePPOS adLVATEL VO TO AOPAAAEL TOYEMG, GLUVTEAEL TN dnUIoVPYIN 1) TV
EMOEIVOCT GULUPOPNTIKNG KOPOIOKNG OVETAPKEWNG, OPTNPLOKNG  VAEPTdcE®S, avénon
cOUOTIKOD Pdpovg, ackitn N owdnuatog. Ao Tnv dAAN TALLPd, 0 AEPLOPLGNOS vaTpiov
ot dlota £xel WG amoTEAESUA O VEQPPOG VO, AOPAAAEL TEPIGGOTEPO VATPIO GO AVTO TOL
npocAauBdvel, Tov ekdnAmveTal pe arndAeld Bapovg Kot apuddtmon. BéPoia ektog amd v
advvapio. poBuong Tov mpocrouPavouevov vatpiov, yevikd ot XNA vmbpyet Tdom
amMOAELNG vaTpiov amd Toug veppove. H vrepvatplopio eivarl acuvndng otouvg acbeveic amd
ot vrovarpopio (XAKKA, 1993). Enedn ot acBeveic pe XNA &xouvv d1atapayég 6Toug
UNYOVIGUOUE KATAKPATNOCEMG VOTPIOL Kal VEPOL, OTOV EUPOVIGOVY EEDMVEPPIKEC AMMAELES
vypodV (éuetol, Odppotn, TLPETOC) Eivol EMPPENEL OV OVOTTVEN CLUTTMOUOTIKNG
vrooykaiag. H vmooykoupio mpokaAel emdeivoon Tng veppikng Asuwovpyiog Me
OTOTEAEGUO, EVOG GCVUTTOUATIKOC OGOEVIG HE UETPIO. VEQPIKT OVETAPKELD VO OVATTOEEL

CUUTTOUATO, TPOYMPNUEVNS ovporpiag (Ayyehomoviov, 1997).
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H vrspxahapio propel va exkdnimndel av ehottmbel onuavtikd o GFR 1 vdpyet
avénuévo @optio kaiiov amd evooyevelc (opoOAvem, Tpaduo, QAsyuovn) M e€myevelg
(StaTnpnUEVO QMo QAPUOKE,) TNYEG KOl UITOPEL VO, TPOKUAECEL GUUTTOUOTA OO EVIOVN
uouikn advvapia, Bpadvkapdio kol 0 acBevig Kivouvevel omd STUPAYEC TOV KOpPO1oKoD
pvouov. Emiong vmepkoiopio mpokaAeitor Kot amd tnv aigpvidle wrdon tov pH tov
aptnpoKoL aipatog. H vmokahapio sivol acuvidng 6toug acbeveic kot eKOMAGVETAL GE

oplopéveg mepurmoelg (Ayyehomoviov, 1997).

Awrtapoyéc g ovplog Kot e Kpeatvivig:

IMopatnpeitar KoTakpdaTnor ovPKoL 0&E0G, KPEATIVIVIIG, BEUKDY, POCPOPIKAOV Kl
AV U avivedoumv  avidvIoy, TOpay®Y®OV  TNG  QOWVOANG  Om®MC KOl TOL
OLPOYPWUOYOVOUL.

E&otriog tng Kataxpdtnong ovpoypmuoyodvou To ypopo TV acdevav pe XNA elval
YEMOEC, VD 1M EAUTTOUEVT ATEKKPIGT] TOL 0dNYElL GE OAtyoLpia.
I[Maviog n avénuévn mocdmta ovplag av kot o Bewpeiton tolikr, mTpoKaiel oplouéva
CLUTTOUATA, OTOC O10PPOLd, KNGS , OEpUATITION.

AxOUN 1 avénpévn TocdTNTA oVPIaG TOV JaXEETAL GTA VYPA VEIGTATAL LVOPOALGY
Ue TN OpAoT TG OLPEAGNC 1) OTOlo TAPAYETOL A0 UIKPOP10, EVPIGKOUEVE, GTO GTOU, GTO
OEPLO, OTO EVTEPO KOl TOPAYETAL GUUMVIO, GTIV OOlN OPEIAETAL 1) AUUMVIOKT] OGUN TNG

QVOTTVOTG KO TOV 10pDTa TOV 060evAV, ¢ Kal 1 yaotpitida (ZAKKA, 1993).
Awtapoyéc 0Ee0BaoIKTC 160ppOTHaG:
IMapatnpeiton petaforikn o&emon Adym avénong Twv 1OvI®mV vdPoYOVOL Kol EAITTOONG TNG

OAKOAIKN G TOPAKATOBNKTG.

AgUKOUATH: opiopéva ard to amapaitnTo apvolia ival KAT® Tov PUGIOAOYIKOD, GE

avtiBeon pe o un anopaitnto 6mov vdpyel avénon.
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ZOUTTONATO 07T0 TO OVPUIPNIKO GOVOPONO

Nevpiko cvoTnpa

ANBapyog,kdpo
Konwon

Avota

Kaxouvyia
Awtopayég Hvou

Kpapmeg

[ToAvvevpitidn
AnonAnéia
Kumrikn advvapio.
Aoctmpiéia
Kepaiahyio

Avnovya moda,

I'actpevrepiko cvoTHH

ZropoTition Noawvtia,EHeTos

[aotpition ‘Ehkog

Avopeéia

ApomomTiké cvoTnpe

Avaipia Apoppayio
Kaporwayyewoko6 cvotnpua

[Mepikapditida Ynéptaon
ApmprocKAnpuven Muokapdronddeia.

Oidnua AlactolMkn Avciettovpyio

AvamveveTiKG cVOTHI

[Thevpitida

Ovpopkog I[Mvedpovag

[Tvevpoviko Oidnpua

Aéppa

Kwvnouocg

EmiBpadvven erodAmong TpavudTmy

Mehbvaoon

Atpogio ovoymv

Oota

Ooteodvotpoio

Apvhoeidmon
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Y nepmapabupeostdtcog Advvapo 0oTa

Aldpopeg

Atya. Ovporpukn KoKoouio
Andien Papovg YnoBeppio
Awotopayég otdong

Mivekacl.2: Topat@pota 0VPpapikoy cuvopopov

1.7 Avdyvoon
H didyvoon mg XNA emitvyydverot amo

1) T0 16TOPIKO

2) épevva KMVIKT, EPYUCTNPLOKT], OKTIVOAOYIKY], VEQPIKT Broyia
3) vrepnyotopoypapio

4) aéovikn Topoypa@io

H S1epedivnon tov a60svous apopd apevog oTNV GVELPEST THG AUTIOG TTOL TPOKAAESE T1)
XNA kot a@etépov otV ektipmon tov Pobpod G VEQPIKNG OVERAPKEWNSG HE TIG
Aertovpyikég eéetdoelg Tov veppov (ZAKKA, 1993).

1.8 AvVTIUETOMION)

H Oepaneio ng XNA neptrapPiver 3 otaow:
1) dtatpnon ¢ AetTovpYiag TOV VEQPOVOV OV UTOUEVOLV
2) cuvtnpnTikn Bepomneios TOL CVPALUIKOD GUVIPOLLOV

3) Oepameio pe apokabapon 1 HETAUUOCYEVOT

1) Awtpnon g AE1Tovpyios TOV VEQPOVEHV TTOL ATOUEVOVY
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) Bepameio, TNG VAEPTACNC KOl TG KAPOIOKNG AVETAPKELNG OV VITAPYOLV.

B) Bepameia v ovporoudEewv

Y) OTOUAKPLVON TOPAYOVIMY TOV EMTEIVOLV T VEPPIKT PAGPN Kupimg TG amdEPaing TV
oVPOPHPHOV 00MV

d) d1opBmwoN TV STUPAYDY TOL VEPOL KL TOV NAEKTPOAVTOV

€) YOPNYNOoN VEPOL Kal AANTOG LLE GUYYPOVI YOPNYNON OLOVPNTIKOV QUPUAKMV

OT) TPOGEKTIKI AVOLYPAPT] TOV SVVNTIKAE VEQPPOTOEIKMV PaPUAK®DY

2) ZvvmnpnTikn OepumEiat TOV OVPUIUIKOD GLVOPOUOL

) TEPLOPIGUOG TV TPOSAUUPAVOUEVOV AEVKMUATOV Kt oV Elvat avaryKoio Kot Tov KaAiov.
Alorto Tty 68 ASVKOUATH, EAATTOVEL TNV TIUN TG ovplag Kot eivort avaykaio dTav 1 TN
NG ovpiag 6To aipa eTacel ota 25-30 mOsm/l. To meplopiopévo AehKmua Tov yopnyeitot
Bo Tpémel va etvat vymAng Proroyikng a&lag pe Pdomn Ty TEPIEKTIKOTNTO TOL GE AMAUPOITNTA
apuvoééa. H dlorta Giovannetti 20 gr ASUKOUOTOC yopnyeital Hdvo OTOV 1) GREPOUATIKY|
dmBnon etacel K4t amd 5-15 ml/min.

B) xopnynom vopoceldionv ToL AAOVUIVIOL Y10, LEIMOT TG AmoPPOPN NG POSPOPIKAOY pLimv
amd TO EVIEPO KOl UEIDGT TOL POGPOPOL G6TOV 0pd, BGTE va Kabvotepnoel N Evapén g
OOTIKNG VOGOL

Y) yopnynom omd to otoua acPeotiov kot Prrapivng D yia ™ 616pBwen tov youniol
aoPecTiov Tov opov .

8) xopnyNnon GAAOTOVPIVOANC Y10 TNV EANTTMGT] TOV OVPIKOV 0EE0C TOL OPOL KAl TOV EAEYYO
TOV KAVIKOV EKONADGEMVY TNG OLPIKNG opOpiTIdoC.

€) M oféwon ocvvnbmg dev Bepamevetar aArd acPéotio pmopel va 600el pe ™ pHopen|

avOPaKIKOU acPecTion Y10 TV EAMATTOGN TNG.

3) Ocgpameio pe apuoKaOapon 1 LETOUUOCKEVOT)
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2T MEPWTIMGELS, TOL 1 GLVINPNTIKY ay®YN advvatel va TPOPULAGEEL Tov 0cBev
evoelkvuTon 1 odOAIoT (TEYVNTOC VEPPOC N TEPLTOVAIKN KEOapaon) ko ot evoeilelg etvor:

®  App®OTOL NAIKIAG 5-65 eTOV Y®PIC CLOTNUATIKY TAON N N Veomhucia

®  KMVIKT amod10pyavmoT) Topd TNV KAAY GLVINPNTIKY Oepameio

®  TOPOLGIN OLPALUIKTG TEPTKAPIITIONS

®  SUQAVION TEPUPEPTKTG VEVPOTEOELNG

o &vapén cofapng VEPPIKNG 0GTEOOVOTPOPIaG

e kpeatvivn opov >1.200 umol/l

e omepopoTiky 0mMonon=3-5 ml/min (Alan E Read et al., 1993)

Awpodoien texvtov ve@pov: To aipa tov acbevoug AouPdvetarl and kdmola aptmpia,
doyeteveton oe corva N pepPpavn amd Cellophane, vmofdiietal ce k&Baporn «ai
emavépyeTan oe Kamown eAEPa avtod (Iodvvouv Xdkka). IIpdcearn extiunorn tov Pabuod
emPlwoncg yio o 4TOUa TOL KAVOLY CUOKABapoT| e TeXvNTO veepo divel 1 ypdvo oto 87%,
2 ypovia 610 73% wor oV opdda nMkibdv 20-45 ypoévev 6 ypdvio emPioon oto 60%
(Xaviovmeg & Xaving, 1992).

Heprrovaiky kaOapon: Metd v eKKEVOOT TNG 0LPOOGYOL KOHGTNG KAl TN ANy TOL
Bapovc tov acBevn, elcdyetarl €101KOC KOBETNPAG UECH GTNV TEPITOVAIKY KOIAOTNTA Kol
SIUESH aVTOV O10YETELOVTIAL TA VYPA TNG KAOUPGNC OTNV MEPITOVAIKT KOWAOTNTA, OTOL

mapopévouy 30 AETTd TG OPAG Kol 6T cLvEXELa apatpovvtal Bpadénc (Iodvva Zaxka).

Metapocysvon: 1 LETOUOGYELOT VEQPOD lval Evag 0e0TEPOC TPOTOC AVIIUETOMICNC TNG
XNA tehkov otadiov. Ot mepiccdtepol achevelc umopodv va dexTobVv T UETAUOCYELOT)
evog (hvta M TTeopatikov 00tr. Ot veppol Tov 60T 0106TAVPOVOVTIOL UE TO OEKTI TTOV
Bpioketar og TPOYPOUUD GIUOKAOUPSNC Y10, TIG KUPLEG Ouddeg ainatog kot Tn cvppatdmmra
ota aviryova wetocvuPotdmrag HLA.

IMa 1o pooyevpa mov Tapdnke and (dvta 66T N J1ETNG EMPIMOT TOL HOGYEVUOTOC
etvar mepimov 65% evd Yo Tov Ttouatikd 45%. H meviaemc eniPimon pe TTopoTiKo veppo

etvon epinov 35%.
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[Tepimov 10 1/3 TV PETOUOGKEVOEVTMV VEPPDY OTOPPITTOVIOL GTOVG TPMOTOLS EEL
UNVEG, EVO OV O VEQPOG Ttapapeivel Yo 2-3 ypovia TOTe o1 TOAVOTNTEC Y10 APOOIMOT TOL
LOGYEVLUOTOC vl LeYOAEC.

[Ipoocpata &£xel avaeepBel M EMAVEUQAVION OTOUG HETAUOGYEVOEVTEG VEQPOULG

TPOTOTOOOVG GTEPAUATIKNG BAAPN G netd 4-5 ypdvia.

1.9 NeppondOera IgA

O onrepapatoveppitidoeg elvar oupddo madnoemwy 7ov  yapaxtnpilovtar amd
LOTOAOYIKEC OAAOIDGELS OTO. OREPAUATO TOV VEPPDOV OTA TAAIC 0VOSOP10A0YIKOD
unyoviopob. H omepopatikr PAGPn odnyel oe epedvion aorovpiog, mpotevovpiag,
onuatewyv, véptaong kot almbapiog. Ymapyovv Oekddeq STEPAUOTIKOV TUONGE®V 1|
KaBepid pe O1kd TG TaHOAOYOUVATOMKE, YOPUKTNPIOTIKE, PUGIKN TOPEID, KOl OVTOTOKPIoN
ot Bepameia. Xt pecoyelo 1o 35% tov XO eivon IgA veppordbeia (IgAN). Xe m0606TO 5-
20% mopatnpeitar TPoodevTiKn veQptkn PAAPN Tov umopel va 00MyNGEL 6E ¥POVIL, VEPPIKN

avemdpkela Kol veeptoot (Netter, 2006, Xavinte & Xavintg, 1992).

1.10 Kvoteoovpnmpukn maivopouncn (VUR)

H Kvoeteoovpnmpikn moAvopounon ival 1 ovopaAn avadpoun por Tov oVpoV amd
TNV KOGTI GTOV OLPNTIPA KAl EVOEYOUEVMG GTOV VEPPO.
H vococ avt metedeton 01t eivon mapovsa 6to 1% 1 AMydtepo TV VYOV TUOIOV TAPOAO
OV 1 GLYVOTNTO EUPAVIONG TOIKIAAEL AVAAOYO, HE TNV NMAKIK TOL TPOGLUTTOUOTIKOD
eAEYYOL YTl M| acBEveln GLYVA VTTOXWPEL LE TNV TUPOSO TOL YPOVOL.
Ol 7EeP1oCOTEPEC TMEPWTMOOELS OlAYLYVAOOKOVTIOL HETA TNV gu@avion Aotuméng tov
OLPOTOMTIKOD GLGTIUATOC.
O oynuUaTIcuOS OLANG 6TO VEPPA, GTA TOIOLN UE KVGTEOOLVPNTNPIKY TUAVOPOUNGT), UETH
amd Aolumén Tov OVPOTOMNTIKOL GLGTNUATOS £ival CNUAVTIKO aito TG devTeEPOTABOLC
VIEPTOONG KOl Umopel vao, TPOKUAECEL ypdvia veppikn avemdpkela (Greenbaum &

Mesrobian, 2006).
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1.11 I'ovidwa kan IToAvpop@iopoli

1.11.1 To yovidrwo tOmov I ayysroteveivig Il (AGTRI1)

To yovidro Tov vrodoyéa tomov 1 ¢ ayyeotevoivng 1, AGTRI1, Bpioketor oto

ypopocopo 3q21-g25 (Gemmill & Drabkin, 1991). To yovidio anoteieitor amd 5 eEnvia

Kot 4 wrpovia Kor Exet punkog 45,225 Paoeig yovidiwpatikod DNA (Angaswamy et al.,

2013a).

To yovidlo awtd kmdkonotel v mpwteiviy AGTR1 dniadn
ToV LILOdOYEN TVUTOV 1 ¢ ayyeotevaivng I1. Avt n Tpwreivn
elval PEPOG TOV GUCTIUOTOS PEVIVIG-OYYELOTEVGIVIIG 7OV
puOuilel TV apINploKn TEST KOl TNV 1GOPPOTIC. TOV VYPHOV
Kl tov ohdtov oto ocope. Otav n  ayyewotevoivn I,
deopevtel otov  vmodoyéo TOmov 1, evepyomolel  éva
Kotoppaktn avidpacewv. Etol mpokodeitor GuoTOA TOV
aLoQoOpmV  ayyeiwy, m omolo. odnyel oe ovénon g
applakng wicon. EmmAgov 1 déopevon g ayyeloteveiving
IT otov vmodoyco tHmov 1 evepyomolel v moupaymyq ™G
OPHOVIG, OASOGTEPOVIG TTOV TPOKOAEL TNV ATOPPOPT O VEPOL
Kol GAGTOC oo Toug veepols. To auénuevo mocostd vypol
o10 omuo  emiong  avédvet TV apIPlaKn  mieon.
Emnpocbeto, n ayyeoteveivn I mailer dpeco polo oty
ovartuén TV vepphv, tomg emnpedloviag auénTikovg
TOPAYOVTEG TTOV EUTAEKOVTION GTNV AVOTTLEN TOV OOUDV TOV

VEPPOV.

Ewéva 1.4: H 0£om Tov yovidiov AGTR1

G610 Ypopuoésopa 3.
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O mo peretnpévog morlvpopeiopds tov yovidiov AGTR1, A1166C, mov agopd tnv

QVTIKOTAGTOGCT) TOL VoukAeoTidiov Adevivng (A) amd Kutooivn (C) oty eproyn 1166 £xet

avoeepbel 0Tt cuvdéetar pe avénuévo kivouvo vyming aptnplakng zmieong (vaéptaon),

kapdiokn wpoofoin 1 dwfnrikn vepporddeia (Ding et al., 2012; Gribouval et al., 2005,
2012; Gubler & Antignac, 2010; Katsuya & Morishita, 2013; Wang, 1997, Wolf, 2002).

1.11.2 To yovidwo AGTR2

To yovidlo tov vrodoyéa tomov 2 ayyewotevoivg 2, AGTR2, PBpioketor oto

ypopoocmpo Xq22-q23 (Chassagne, 1995). To yovidio amotereitan amd 3 eEdvia. Kol £yl

unko¢ 4,268 PBaoceic yovidiwporikod DNA (Angaswamy et al., 2013b). Ta dvo mpdra

Xp22.2

Xp21.3

Xp11.3

Xql2

%q21.1

Xqg21.33

Xq23

Xq26.2

Xq27.3

e€OVIO KOOIKOTOOUY TNV 5™ GUETAQPACTN TEPLOYN KOl TO
e&ovio 3 kwdwonotet tnv AGTR2 npwteiv (Vervoort et
al., 2002). To yovidio ovTd KOOKOMOIEL TOV VIOOOYEN
tomov 2 g ayyeloteveivng Il o omolog avhkel oy
okoyéveln TV culevyuevey vtodoyénv G TpoTeivng Kat
Aerrovpyel m¢ vrodoyeag g ayyelotevoivng Il Elvan o
uepPpavikn mpoteivn 1 omolo ex@paleton Wwitepa ota
EuPpva aAMG Kot o OAOUG TOLC EVAAMIKOUC 16TOUC HE
ekaipeon Tov €YKEPOAO, TOV LVEAD TMOV ETIVEPPIOIOV Kol
™mv ©oBNKn. Avtog o vrodoytag &xel amoderdel OTL
petplalel TOV  MPOYPOUUATIGUEVO KVLTTOPIKO  OBdvarto

(Yamada, 1996).

Ewkova 1.5: H 0&on Tov yovidiov AGTR2

610 Ypoudecopa X.

O nohvpopeiopds A1332G tov yovidiov AGTR2 &xet cuvoyetiotel pe cuyyeveig

OVOUOMEG TOV VEQPOV KUl TOU OLPOTOMTIKOD GUOTHIOTOS OTOV 1TOAKO TANOLOUO Kol [E

TOV TPWTOYEVH OTOQPUKTIKO ovpnipo (primary obstructive megaureter) Kot HE VEQPIKT
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BAGPN otic onicBieg ParPideg ovpnBpag (PUV) (Hiraoka et al., 2001; Hohenfellner et al.,
1999; Rigoli et al., 2004).

1.12 Yotk AvacKonnon-Meta-avaivon)

O pvBuodg ™ dnuocicveong apbpwv Exel avénbet paydaio to TeAevTaio déxa ypdvia
oTNV WTPIKN Epevva. AKOUN Kol Y10 VO GUYKEKPIUEVO BEpa elval obvmBeg o aplBUdC TV
ONUOGIEVUEV®VY HEAETOV VO, PTAVEL TIC EKUTOVTAOEG N akoun yiAdodeg. Kamoteg omd avtég
TIC UEAETEG BIVOLV GGAPT M| GVTIQUTIKO OTOTEAEGUOTH (OOTE £IVOLl  EMITAKTIKN 1M avAyKN
Ste€aymyng evog GLVOMKOD amOTEAECUATOS OO TIG EMUEPOVS UEAETEC DGTE O1 YLOTPOl Kot
ol SYEPIOTEC TNG VLYELNG VO, KOTOVOOLV KOl VO YPNCILOTO00V TIG TANPOPOPIES OV
d&yovtar yo Tt Ay amogdoemy (Hemingway & Brereton, n.d.).

Me ™ péBodo NG GLOTNUATIKNAG OvaokKOmmong (systematic review) yivetor 1
oLVOESN TOV OTOTEAECUITOV TOV EMUEPOVS UEAETOV YPNCILOTOIOVTAS O1001KAGIES TOV
neplopilovy Ta cedAiuata. H TTOGOTIKY) GLGTNUATIKY EMICKOMNON EVOL GCUVAOVLUN LE TOV
Opo peTO-avAaAvoT. Meta-avaivon opiletol ™G 1 GLGTNUATIKY TOVTOTOINGY, eKTiunom,
oLVOESN KUl OTOTIOTIKY] CLUVAOPOIoT CYETIKOV OAAYL aveldptnTov UEAETOV Y10 €val
CLYKEKPIUEVO BEU cOUPOVA e pa KaBoplouévn pébodo (Delgado-Rodriguez, 2001).

O 6pog peta-ovéivon exvondnke 1o 1976 and tov yuyordyo Glass. Tn dekaetio Tov
70 KLPIOC AVOTTUGCOVIOV GOTUTIOTIKEG TEXVIKEG OTIC KOWMVIKEG emothiues. BéPona
TPOCTAOEIEC Y10 GLUVOLAGHO HEAETOV UE OTATIOTIKEG HEBOOOLE elyav Eexvnoetl o 1904 amd

tov ototioTikoAdyo Karl Pearson (Womack, 1997).

1.13 Baocikég apyéc cvoTNUATIKI G OVEGKOTONG

H avykn avempomtog 610 oyedocud SCUGTNUATIKMOY GVUCKOTNGEDY 00NYNCE GTNV
avamTLén emionung emoTNUOVIKNG dadikaciog Yo v de€aymyn tovg. H xatovomen 1rng

TPOGEYYIONG VTG KOl TNG TPOOSTAOEIEG LEIMON G SPUAUAT®V UTopovy va. fononcovy oty
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EKTIUNGN ONUOGIEVUEV®Y GLGTNUOTIKGV OVOCKOTNGE®V, TO 0moio Ba fonbovace ue tn cepd.
ToL oV a&loAdYNoN TOV ATOTEAEGUATOV Y10 TNV €QapUOYN Tovg oty wtpdalén. o mv
TPAYUATOON UI0G EXICKOTNONG CUGTIUATIKNG OTOITOVVTOL TA TOPAKATO Pripot:

1. Olatbvmmwon PLohoykov EpOTNUOTOC

2. avalnmon Pproypoeiog

3. ektiunon g To1OTNTUG LEAETOV

4. oTOTIOTIKN ENEEEPYACIO AMOTEAEGUATOV UEAETDV
5

epunveia amoteAecUdT®V

Mo ovuykekplévo, apyIKe omorteitor U caPng ONA®ON TV AVTIKEWEVOV TN
emoKomnoNg ue v avalnnon Tov épov mov BEtovpe, ot Tpanela Se0OUEVOV avaloya
UE TO OEUA OV EYOLUE YPNOIUOTOIOVTOG AEEEIC-KAEWI GE OAEG TIC EVUAAMOKTIKEC
nop@éc vy mapddetypa gene, allele, mutant, mutation, polymorphism 1 cuvvdvacud
aLTOV. Me auTo TOV TPOTO YiveTol 1 EMAOYN UEAETOV Yo Seay®yn GLUTEPAGUATOV
OTNV EXICKOMN o).

AxohovBel 0 UTOKAEIGUOG KATOI®MV UEAETMV GOUP®VA UE KATO1d KPLTHP10L (7. LEAETEC
7OV JEV UIOPOVV VO, YPTGLULOTOMO0VV).

Oa mpémel vo yivel ommOONTOTE EAEYYOC GPAAUATOS OMUOcievong Kol GAA®V
OYETIKOV CQUAUATOV Y10, TNV ATOQLYN] GEAAUATOC TOL Bo UEIDGEL TNV EYKLPOTNTO TOV
GLYKEVTIPOTIKOD OMOTEAEGUOTOC oL e€dyeTan amd TN peTO-avdivon tov peietdv. Emiong
TPENEL VO, YIVEL EAEYYOG Y10 ETEPOYEVELN UETAED TOV PUEAETAOV Y10 TV ETAOYT TOV UOVTEAOL
7oL B0l EPapUOcoLUE. Ze TEPITTMON ouo10YéEVEIOS TANBLGUOD EPaPUOLOVUE TO LOVTELD TOV
otabepav emophoenv (fixed-effects model) evd oe mepintmwon erepoyéveiog epapuolovpe
TO HOVTEAO TuYoiwV emdpdcewv (random-effects model) (Hemingway & Brereton, n.d.;

Khan, 2003) (BAére vAKE Ko péBodot).
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1.14 Y KOMOG TG TTUYLUKIG EPYUOIUg

H ypovia veppu avendpkelo (CKD) elvar pio, oOvOeTn Olatapoyn Kol UTOPEL va
elvar  amotéleopo UOG VEQPIKNAG VOGOL Om®MG Yo MOPAOEIYUO TNG VEPPOmAOelag
avocooapivng A (IgAN) kot ¢ xveteoovpnnpikng Torivopounone (VUR) kabog xat
TePPoAhOVTIKOV Kot yeveTik®v mapaydvtov. H veppwn avemdpkeln teMkol otodiov
(ESRD) eivar puo mpoyopnuévn Hopen ¥pOviaG VEQPIKNG aVETAPKEINS, OMOV 1) VEPPIKN
Aertovpyio €xel pewwbel mepimov oto 10% tng  kovovikng kou omouteitor n Evapén g
aokdBaponc N uetapocyevong. H enidpaon e YEVETIKNG TOIKIAOUOPQIOG TNV aVATTLEN
NG VEQPIKNG avemdpKelag yivetar GAO Kol CAPESTEPT OMOTE KL VIAPYEL AVAYKY Y10 TOV
TPOGOIOPIGUE TNG YEVETIKNG PACNC TV VEPPIKAOV VOoWV Kol TOV emtmhokdv ¢ (Elshamaa
etal., 2011).

X PBProypapia  avapépetar Ott ot moivpopeiopol twv AGT xou ACE
ocvoyetiCovrol pe veppomdOela. Oesmpnoape Aotov mhavo OTL Kol Ol TOAVUOPPIGUOL TOV
AGTRI1 7mov gumiékovtal 610 1010 Poynuikd HOVOmATL e TIG TOPUTAVED TPMOTEIVEG, Oa
UmopovGE va, eivarl vTeEHBLVOL Y1 TNV EUPAVICT] VEPPIKDV VOCHYV.

2TV GLYKEKPEVT] epyacion OEANGOUE VO OLEPEVVIIGOVUE TNV GLUGYETION UETOED TV
LOVO-VOUKAEOTIOIKGV ToAvpopeloudv (SNP) tov yovidiov Tov vmodoyéo tomov 1 g
ayyeotevoivng I (AGTRI1) pe ™ ypovia veppikn avemdpkew (CKD), ™ veppiky
avemdpkela temkov otadiov (ESRD), v kveteoovpnmpikn moivopounon (VUR) kot tnv
veppordbelo, ovococeapivng A (IgAN) Eeywpiotd. Emiong diepevvnoaue ) cuoyEtion
uetalh Tov moAvpopPopoh  ToL Vrodoyéa Timov 2 ayyeloteveivng I (AGTR2) pe v
KLUGTEOOLPNTNPIKY TaAWdpOunor. Emiong oOlepevvioane ov 0 TOALUOPPISUOC TOL
vrodoyéa tomov 1 ¢ ayyeloteveivng I (AGTR1) ocvoyetiletor pe v euedvion g
vréptaong o€ acbeveic pe CKD kot ESRD.

[paypotomomoope AOmdV  UETO-OVAAVGN TOV HEAETAOV YEVETIKNG OULGYETIONG
TANBLOUDV VYOV KUl AGOEVAV Y10, VO 0EIOAOYTGOVLLE OV Ol CLYKEKPIUEVOL TOAVUOPPICHOL

elvar vTELOLVOL Y1O TV EUPAVICT) TNE KAOE VEQPIKTNG VOGOL EEYmpIoTd.
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2 KE®AAAIO : YAIKA KAI MEOGOAOI
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2.1 XYYAAOI'H AEAOMENQN

ApyIKG TPOYUOTOTOMCUUE O GLUGTNUOTIKY MAEKTPOVIKY avalntnon apbpov ot
Baon d6edouéverv Pubmed tov NCBI (www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/pubmed) 6cov agpopd
GLGYETION TOALUOPPIGUOV Yovidiov vrodoyta tomov 1 g ayyeloteveivng I (AGTR1) 1
vrodoyéa Tumov 2 ayyetotevoivng I (AGTR2) pe ™ Xpovia Negpikr Avendpketo (CKD)
N ™ Negpikn Averdprelo telkov otadiov (ESRD), v IgA veppomdOeia ko Ty acbéveln
VUR. T kaBepio amd TI aobéveleg autég Eexmplotd ¥pnouomomonKkoy OlopopeETIKG

“queries” pe KaTGAANAO cLVOOUO AEEEMV-KAELOE Yo TNV gbpean dpBpwv.

* To gparmua yio v acbévela Xpovia Neppikr| Averndpkeia (CKD) 1 ™ Negpikn

Avemdprela teAkol otadiov (ESRD)

(AGTR OR AGTR1 OR AGTRIB OR AGTR2 OR “angiotensin RECEPTOR” OR
“angiotensin II receptor”) AND (GENE OR VARIANT OR polymorphism OR mutant OR
mutation OR allele) AND (“CHRONIC KIDNEY DISEASE” OR “KIDNEY FAILURE”
OR “END-STAGE KIDNEY DISEASE” OR “END-STAGE RENAL DISEASE” OR
“END-STAGE RENAL failure” OR DIALYSIS)

*  Toegpomua yo v acBévelo VUR
(AGTR OR AGTR1 OR AGTRIB OR AGTR2 OR “angiotensin RECEPTOR” OR
“angiotensin II receptor”) AND (GENE OR VARIANT OR polymorphism OR mutant OR
mutation OR allele) AND (“VESICOURETERAL REFLUX” OR VUR)

* Toepomua yo v IgA vepporndBeia

(AGTR OR AGTR1 OR AGTRIB OR AGTR2 OR “angiotensin RECEPTOR” OR
“angiotensin II receptor”) AND (GENE OR VARIANT OR polymorphism OR mutant OR
mutation OR allele) AND (“IgA Glomerulonephritis” OR “IgA NEPHROPATHY”)
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AT TIG PEAETEG TOL GUAAEEQE ATOPPIYALE OCEC AVAPEPOVTAY GE TOAVLOPPIGUOVE GAAWDY
yovidiwv, ce mepauoTa in vitro 1 oe {Oa, 6ceg dev NTav HEAETEC AcBeEVOV-LYIOV, OGEC
EKOvVaY avaQopd, o AALEC GOEVELES Ko OGEG NTOV ‘Teviews’ ONAadY| amAY ENTICKOMNOT| 6TO
Béua Tov perttape yxopig dedopéva Yo peta-avdivon. Eniong arokieiotnkav pehéteg otig

OMO1EC 01 VOGOUVTEG MG oTiaL TNG YPOVIAS VEPPIKNG aveTdpKELNG lyav To O T.

Metd TV emhoy] HEAETOV TOL YPNCUYOTOMONKAV Y10 UETO-AVAAVGT]  KUTAYMPTCOUE TA
O ONUOVTIKG oTolyela TG kabe perétng oto excel. Aniadn to PMID «PubMed ID
(kwowomomuévog apBude g Pdong oedouévov), tov ovyypagéa (AUTHOR),
ypovoroyia mov mpayupotomombnke N peiétn (YEAR), ) yopo dieaymyng g HeEAETNG
(COUNTRY), ™ ¢vAn (RACE), tov cuvorikd apiOud acBeviv (CASES), tov cuvoriko
apBud vyiwv (CONTROLS), Toug yovotumoug Kot To, GAANAOLOPPA Y10 TOVG OGHEVEIS Kal
Tovg VY1eig. OAa avTd Ta, SEGOUEVE APOPODY EEXMPIETE TOV KAOE TOAVUOPPIoUO Holl pe TNV
K& acOéveln TPog UEAETT Kot KaTaympnonkay g dlapopeTikd pOAr0 excel. Katomy ta
dedopéva TV TopUTdve UEAETOV avTrypdenkav oto data editor Tov stata yia v ote&aymyn

NG aVEAVGNC KOl AYNG TV OTOTEAEGUATOV.

2.2 YTATIXTIKO ITAKETO (STATA 10)

To stata eivol £va GTATIGTIKO TOKETO TPOYPUUUOTIGHOD KOTAAANAO 1o TO O18.pOopa.
Aertovpykd cvemnuota Windows, Unix, Linux, Mac OS X. Eueig oty napovca epyacio
y¥pnoonomoape v ékdoon 10 tov stata.

To stata, mapdyel ypo@NUaTo Kol TEPLEYEL EVOL EVPV PAGUA ATO GUYYPOVEC GTATIOTIKEG
uebdoovs. ‘Eva  olokinpouévo oOVOAO  evioA®v  givor  Swbéoyo  dote  va
TPUYUOTOTOWGOVUE  O1APOPEG UEBOOOVG UETA-AVAAVGNC IOV YPELOUACTE GTIV TAPOLGA

oKy epyacio. Exiong etvor ypryopo kai e0KOAO Y1 TO ¥pNoT.
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Ewkova 2.1: otoTioTiko nakéto stata.

Orav avoiyovpe to stata epgoviCovror 4 mapabupo. 1o mopadvpo to omolo ovopdleTon
command TUTOVOVLUE TIG EVTOAEG KOL OUECHC UETH ep@avICOVTUL TO. OTTOTEAEGLLOTO GE EVOL
peyohvtepo mopdbuvpo mov ovoudleton results. H eviodn mov ewshyovpe kébe @opd
nmpootifetal oe (o AMlota og éva TapdBupo Tave op1eTeEPd TOL OVOUALETHL review MoTE Vo
UTOPOLUE VO TIC TtopakoAovBoLpEe OAec poll Kot av YPElacTel va TIG HETAPEPOVUE GTO
napdbvpo command Yo toxdv emdopbwon. To mapdbupo mov ovoudleron variables
dnuovpyet Aota pe petafintég mov ypnolpomomoape Katw apiotepd. Eniong o ypopun
gpyaieimv Tov stata vapyetl po koupla emhoyn data-data editor otnv omoia emKOAAOVUE TO
dikd pog apyeio excel kot petd ektehoVuUE TIC EVIOAEC OYETIKA pe autd oto command
napdbvpo. Akdun vrapyel n emhoyn help oe mepintwon mov yperaoctovpe Ponbeia yio
Koo evroAn mov epgaviCel Adbog (Rodriguez, n.d.; STERNE, n.d.).

2.3 Movtého 6Tta0ep@V emOPAGEMY

To 610T16TIKO HOVTELD OTABEPOV EMOPACEMY VTODETEL OUOLOYEVELD TOV EMLOPACEMV
oTIG peréteg mov cvvordlovrar. Aniadn, 610 HOVIEAD QUTO, VTAPYEL VO LOVODIKO KOO
uéyebog emidpacng yioo OAeG TIG HEAETEG KO 1) TOPATHPOVUEVT HeTAPAnTOTTA HETOED TOV
peietmv amodideton otnv oYM (Delgado-Rodriguez, 2001; Kavvoura & loannidis, 2007).
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YmoBétovpe 011 10 O elvar 1) KEVIPIKY TUPUUETPOS EVOLAPEPOVTOC OV GLUPOAILEL TO KOWO
péyebog emidpaong 1MV CTUTIOTIKOV cLVOWemV TV peretov Y;, omov 1=1, 2,...., k
avebaptnreg HeAETEC KO st 1N S KOUOVGT TNG CTATIGTIKNG GUVOYNG KAbe perétng. H povn
dwpopd Eyyvton otn OwKLpoven keBe perétnc ‘Etol 1 otatiotiky ouvaptnon Ttov

HOVTELOL 6TadepOV EMOPACE®Y Elval:

Y, ~N(0s]) yoi=1,2,.k

akova 2.2: Movrého etalepdy emopiaccov. H karavopii 5 vroleTiKdV 6TUTIGTIKOV HeLeT®V
SOPQOVaA pe T0 povrilo etabepdv emopiceov. Kals deiypna peritng, ¥;  mupéyer Tov vawohoyiopd evog
Kowov pécov 0 (mov dnhdverar amd ) Swukekoppévn Ketakopoon ypoppn). H dwegopa otig S pehéteg

2
VG pyEL povo 6o =i , Mhadl 610 o060 Kkt KGO: deiypa peliTne vroloyiler To O (Normand, 1999).

2.4 Movtého ToYaimv emopacemV

To povtého TV TuyainV emdpdoemv etvor pio pEB0dog Tov cuvdilalel SPOPETIKA.
ueyébn  emdphoemv UEAETOV OTO OMOIOL 1 ETEPOYEVEIN EVOMUOTOVETOL OTO GUVOMKO
amotélecpo ocvpmeptiopfavovtag ™ Owkvpoven petald TV ueAet@v. Avth etvar M

MEPIMTOON TNV TAEOYN QIO TOV UETU-OVOAVCEMV UEAETOV YEVETIKNG OCLGYETIONG 7OV
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TPOTATOL 1] ¥PNON TOV HOVIEAMV TuYoiag emidpacne omd T HOVIEAN oTabepdv
emdpacenv (Delgado-Rodriguez, 2001; Kavvoura & loannidis, 2007).

e auTO TO POVTEAD, Y10. KAOE GTUTIOTIKY] GUVOWYN UEAETNG, VILAPYEL EVOC HUECOG MIOG
GUYKEKPIUEVNC HeAETNC O; Kou drokdpaven s’ . 'Etot0 TOTOG TOV UOVTEAOL giva:

Yil @i s?~ N @i,s?)

Emmhéov, edv vadpyovv moAroi TAnBuopol otig peréteg g peto-avaivons, te 6 péco
KGO pedéme, O péon Tym Tov peyedbv emidpoong GAwv Tov TANOLSUOV Kol T
OWKVUOVOT), 1oYVEL:

0,107 ~N (6,7

omov 0 ko 7 OVOQEPOVTAL MG VIEPTUPAUETPOL TOV UVTUTPOCHREVOLY TO KOWO uéyedog
emidpaong Kot TV dtaxvpaven avriototyo. Me d00EVTIEC TIC VIEPTUPAUETPOVE, 1] KATAVOUN
k&Oe otoTioTiKng cOvoyng perétng Vi . Katomy VoAOYISHOU TOV UEGOV OPOV EMOPACEDY
KGBe peémg, eival Kavoviki pe péco 0 ko Stokduovon 57+ 7. OnOC Kol 6T0 HOVTELD
otafepmv emdpdcemv, o B eivar To koo péyedog entdpaong, to 7 eivan n dwkdpoven
UETOEY TOV UEAETMOV Kol TPEMEL VoL LOAOYiLeTon emedn mailel onuavtikd poro Kot o1
EKTYWNCES TOV EMOPACENYV CLYKEKPWEVOV HeEAETOV 0; eivon ypiowes poall pe 115
VREPTAPAUETPOVS . 'ETO1 0 TEAMKOG TOMOG TOV TPOKVATEL ElvaL:
0iy,0.c° N|Bio+(1—Bi|Yi,s?(1—Bil)

omov:

y={LYa... .., Yr)

Bi opiletat g .8'1-2.1"(5,-24“{2) Kot madpver Tipég omo 0 eag 1.
avtd onpaiver 0t 6tav 1o Bi mapel TNV peyoAvtepn T tov, dniadn 1 téte to 2 givon 0
kol 01=02=...=0k=0. Apa. étav 10 72 givan uNoEV TOTE T0 HOVTEAD TUYOU®V EMOPACEDV

OVTOTTOKPIVETOL GTO LOVTEAD CTABEPOV EMOPUCEMV .
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eikova 2.3: Movtilo Toyuiov emopaseov. H Katavopun 5 vro0eTikOV 6TUTIGTIKOV HELETOV GOUPO VI PNE
TO HOVTELD TOV TUYCIOV emopaocov. Kale eaidpacn, 0; mpoipyetar amd évay vrepainbuopd pe péco 0
K dwakdpaven 7 (avo oudypappa). O stutioTikéc suvoyeac kals pelime ¥; petd dnpovpyodvo
amd e Ketavopt] pe péco mov kKebopiletor amd 1o 0; (mOV INAOVETOL pE X 0TO TAVO OWIYPAPPE) KL
dwakvpaven s (kato duaypappa). 1o Tapaderypa, kebepic amd 11 5 emdphoac Mmmodpmoay ™
perim S amoteheopatoV (KGTo dwypappara) (Normand, 1999).

2.5 MEI'EOOX EINIAPAXHX (Effect Size)

MéyeBog emidpaong opiletal ®C TLTOTOMUEVY KMUOKE EAEVOEPNC EKTIUNGONG TNS
oxéong upetald g éxbeong xor tov oamoteréopoaroc. To OR  aviumpoommevel tnv
mbavomto éva yeyovog (acBéveln) vo ocouPel pe vV TOPOLGI HIOG GUYKEKPILEVNC
gxBeong (mapdyovrag KvodVov), G GYEGN Ue TNV TOavOTN T EVaL YEYOVOG Va. GUUPET [Ee TNV
amovcia ¢ ekBeong.

2NV O oA TEPIATMGT) TOAVUOPPIGUOD UE OVO GAANAOLOPPO. GTNV TOPOVGH EPYOCIU
vevetikng cvoyétiong (A kot C), omov to C Bewpettan 011 oyetileton pe v achévelo,
GUAAEYBN KOV TTANPOQOPIES Y100 TOV UP1OUd TOV 060EVAOY Kol TOV VYOV Holl LE TOVGS TPEIS
yovotumoug (AA, AC,CC). H npdn cvykpion Ba yivetat yio to. aAhnAopopeo. A kot C
(ITivaxag 2.1), n ool BempnTIKOG UTOPEL VO EIVAL O CUVETIKPUTIG TPOTOG
KAnpovorukomtag. [No tnv dedtepn Kot TV Tpitn YivOvTol 01 GLYKPIGELS ATAOTOIDOVTOG TOV
[Tivaka 2.2. H amhonoinon tpoyatdVeTal TPOcHETOVTOS OO TOVG TPELS YOVOTLTOUS TOV

£TEPOLVYO YOVOTLTO GE £Vl Atd TOLE HLO OLOLVYOVG YOVOTUTTOLG KGO Popd. H delhtepn



ovykpion Ba yivel otoug yovdtumoug AA+AC pe CC yovorumov (TTivakag 2.3), o onoiog
PPN TIKOC Propel va etval 0 VITOAEOUEVOS TPOTOG KANPOVOUIKOTNTAG KOt 1) TPiT
oLykpion Ba yivel otoug yovdtumoug AA pe ACHCC yovorvmov (ITivakag 2.4), o onoiog
BempNTIKOC pmopel va etval o emikpatig Tpomog KAnpovoukotrog (Minelli, 2005).

YT0 GUYKEKPIUEVO TAPASEIYUA YivETa EAEYXOG av O TOALUOPPIGHOE A1166C evdg
GLYKEKPIUEVOL YoVIdiov oyetiletar pe pia veppikn voco. O EAeyyog auTtdg eEmTLYYAVETAL UE
oLALOYY| dedopévmv amd dVo ouddes VYDV Kot acBevdy. To péyebog mov Exet emheyel Kat
elval KatdAANAO Yoo vo TV EKTIUNGT GLGYETIONG ALTAOV TOV 0Vo oudowv eivor o Odds
Ratio (OR), 10 omoio opiletar wg M avaroyio twv odds dvo opddwv ®¢ mPog KEmolo

TaPAyovTa. Ao TOV TIVAKA TOV AAANAOUOPQ®Y TOPATPOVLUE TIC TOUVOTNTEG

a: acBeveic extebelpévol 6to aAAnAopop@o ov oyetiCetan pe tnv acbévelo (C)
b: acBeveic un extebeévor
c: VY1ElG exTeBeEVOL 6TO aAANASLOPPO TTov oyeTileton pe v acBéveta (C)
d: vyteig un extebelpuévor
‘Etolm ovoyétion wog acbévelog ue va mapdyovra, yivetar cuvnbmg e 1o odd, to omolo
opietar ¢ M avaroyla tng mBavotnrog vo cvuPet éva yeyovog (acbéveln) mpog v

&
ab*i (mivoxag 2.1) (Bland,

mOoavotNTA Vo un cvpPel ko divetan amd tov tomo: OR=

SHICNIS N

2000; Szumilas, 2010).

Hivoxag2.1:Z0ykpien aliAopopewv

AMANAOpOpPO.
C A
AcBeveilg a b
Yyieic c d
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Hivaxag2.2: o apyukoi yovétomor

I'ovotumot
CcC AC AA
AcBeveilg a b c
Yyieic d e f
‘Opota vroroyilovror o OR TV emOUEVOV GUYKPIGEDY.
Hivaxag 2.3: ' To vToieidpevo povrélo
I'ovotumot
CC AA+AC
AcBeveilg a b+c
Yyieic d etf
ax(e+f)
To odds ratio y1 avtd Tov mivoka diveTan amd Tov THTO: OR= d*(b+c)

Hivaxag 2.4: T To emkpatéc povréro

T"ovotumol

CC+AC AA
AcBeveilg ath c
Y yieic d+e f
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o L*lach)
To odds ratio y1o. avtd Tov mivaka, dlvetat amd Tov THTO: cx(d+e)

Me v ebpeon tov log odds ratio umopovue va vroroyicovue to standard error. To
standard error tov log odds ratio vmoroyiletal €0KOAM amd TNV TETPUY®VIKY pila TOL
aBpolGUOTOC TV TEGCAP®Y AVTICTPOPMV TOAVOTNTMOV KAl GTNV TEPITTMGCT TOVL TEAEVTOIOV

nivaxa 1o SE(logOR) 6iveral and tov THm0:

1 1 I 1
SElogwR):Jm*?*E*z

Kot 1o dtdotnua epmictocung élvetal omd Tov THTO:

CI=log OR*+1.96*SE,,, oz

Y10, ypagnuato o, odds ratio AOy® TG AGLUUETPIOG TOVE GTNV KAILOKO TGOV TOAVOTHTOV,
oLYVA amelKoviCovTal otV AoyaplOuIKn KAIHaKa.
e H avaioyio mbavortov (odds ratio) eivar 1 étov M mbavétnra va amoktioovy
TNV aobEveln Ta IO TOV PEPOVV TOV TOAVHOPPIGHO etvar ion pe v mbavotnto
VO TV OTOKTIGOVY TO GTOWN TTOV OV PEPOVV TOV TTOAVLOPPIGUO.
e 'Eva odds ratio > 1 vmodniover 0Tt 11 OUGON TV ATOU®Y 7OV QPEPOVYV TOV
TOAVHOPPLGHO Eival TEPLocdTepo THOVO Vo amoKTNooLY TNV acbévela og oyéon pe
TOL ATOLLO, IOV OEV TOV EYOVV.
e Evo odds ratio < 1 vmodnimver 0Tt To ATOUN TOV OEV EXOVV TOV TOAVUOPPIOUO Elval

neptocdTepo mbavo va eppavicovy v acbévela.

Tevikd o 6pog epapuoletar yio T HETPNON TNG SOPOPAS OTU OTOTEAEGUATA UETOED TOV
OUAOMV UEAETNG OoTE O 6YeTkOG Kivovuvog (RR), to odds ratio (OR) kot n dwgopd
Kvovvoo (risk difference) va. pumopovv va opiotovy o¢ peyédn enidopacnc.

Mo ™ pétpnon ocvveydv uetofAntdv, 6mm¢ 0 UEGOC, KOADTEPOC EKTIUMNTAG  &ivol M
TUTOTOMUEVT UEoT] Olopopd, M omoio. vroAoyiletal amd Tn SPopd TV UECHV TOL
Swpeiton pe v petafAntomTa tov uEtpov (tny tumikr andxion) (Delgado-Rodriguez,

2001).
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Evd vy v mpaypoatonoinen HeTa-avaAivong O10KpItdV TGV 1 IO GUYVY EKTIUNTPL0
etvar 1o odds ratio. Ta odds ratio mopd TiG SLUGKOAIEG TOL UTOPOVY VO TPOKAAEGOVY GTIV
EPUNVELN YPTOIUOTOIOVVTOL EVPEWC Y1OTL:

1. mopéyouvv wo extipnon pall pe To SIGoTNU EUTIGTOCHVIG Y1 T 6XECT UETOED OLO
SadIKOV PETAPANTOV (Vo 1 OxL).

2. HOG EMTPENOVY VO, EEETAGOVUE TIG EMOPAGELS GAADV UETUPANTOV GE QLTH TN GYEOT
YPNOYLOTOIDVTAS TOAMVOPOUN o).

3. "Exovuv uia €181k1| ko foAkT) epunveio oTIC LEAETEC LYIDOV-0.COEVOV.

To odds ratio ka1 to standard error to, vmwoAoyilovpue ©TO GTATIOTIKO TOKETO stata

YPNCILOTOIDVTAG TIC EVIOAEG:

generate logOR=log((c1*a0)/(al1*c0))

H evtol generate omuovpyel v kawvovpyto petafint) logOR, dniadn to odds ratio oe
AOYOPIOIKY] KMUOK, OTTOV:
cl ot acBeveig mov elyav To aAANAOLOPPO C
c0 ot vyteig mov elyav T0 AAANAOUOPPO ¢
al ot acBeveic Tov elyov T0 AAANAOUOPPO a

a0 o1 vy1elg mov elyav TO GAANAOLOPYPO a

Ye mepintmon wov pia arnd T1¢ 600 mbavdmTeg otov mivaka givatl O to logOR dev pmopel va
VTOAOYIGTEL, TPOGOETOVUE GE OAEG TIG GLYVOTNTEG Y10 TOV LTOAOYIGHO TovL log(odds ratio)

oV ap1ous 0.5 ¥pNGOTOIHVTAS TNV EVIOAN:

replace logOR= log((c1+0.5)*(a0+0.5)/(a1+0.5)*(c0+0.5)) if c1==0|a0==0]a1==0|c0==0

21 ovvéyelo vroroyilovue to standard error :

generate stdor=sqrt(1/al+1/c1+1/a0+1/c0)
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KOl OVTIGTOLYO Y10 TOLG 10100¢ Adyoug mpocBétovue 10 0.5 o OAEG TIC MOAVOTNTEC GTOV

vroAoy1ouo Tov standard error.

replace stdor=sqrt (1/(a1+0. 5)+1/(c1+0. 5)+1/(a0+0. 5)+1/(c0+0.5)
if c1==0|a1==0|a0==0|c0==0
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2.6 Meta-avaivot HEAETOV YEVETIKNG GUGYETIONG  UOVTEAOD
OLKOYEVELOS Kol HOVTEAOL TTAVOVOHOD VYLOV-060EVAYV TTOV

YPNGLUOTOLOVY TOVS 1010V¢ ao0eveiC

Y& MOMMEC MEPUMTMOELS ,0TN YEVETIKY EMONUOA0Yia, ot OVO TTPooceYYiGEL]
owkoyevelako povtéro (family-based design) kot mAnfucokd poviédo (population-
based) &yovv €AEEL TO EVOLOPEPOV TOV EPELVITMOV Kol £YOLV YIVEL TPOCSTABEIES Y10,
VO TPOKDWYEL £V, KOO UETPO Tov Ba emTPEWYEL TN COYKPION TOLG. XE QLTN TNV
TEPIMTOON Ol SLUPOPETIKES EKTIUNGEI, OV TPOKLATOLV amd TNV 101 PEAETN
GUVOEOVTOL KOl aPOPOlV OmOTEAECUATH PACIGUEVO GE OIKOYEVEINKO UOVTEAD Kol
amoteréouato faciouéva e TANBuepd. o va vtoloyicovue T GUVOAMKT eKTiUNGN
QUTOV OKOAOLOOVUE U0, GUYKEKPIUEV O1U0TKAGIN TTOL YPNOOTOLEl TOVG 1810V¢

acBeveic xat otig 600 peréteg (Bagos, 2011).

2.6.1 Movtélo TANOLGHOD VYLOV-060EVAHY

IMa 1o povtéro TANBvoUoD VYIOV-0cOeVOY, LWIANGOUE TNV TAPAYPAPO 2.5 Omov amd
tov 7ivaxo 2.1 Ba yproipuonomcovpe tovg THmovg Tov log(Odds ratio) kot S1aKOUOVGNC
aVTIGTOLO Y10 TOV LTOAOYISUO TOL GuVoAkoL log(Odds ratio) «at stdor g peiég

(Yoneda, 2002).

logOR= y;*“=log((c1*a0)/(al *c0))

var (yi )= 1/al+1/c1+1/a0+1/c0

2.6.2 Movtélo okoyévelas vyidv acOevdv (family-based design study)

Ye KOmoleg peAéteg T Oedopévo Otvovtal UE TN HOPEN HOVIEAOL OIKOYEVELNG
acBevov-vyiov (family based model). To wo cvvnbiocuévo etvan To family trio mwov

amoTeEAEITAL OO TOVEC TANYEVTEC AmOYOVOLE KL TOLG U TANYEVTEG Yoveig (controls).
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Otr mo «wowég uéBodoL Yoo TNV avAALGN TOuG &ivol O EAEYYOC HETASOOTG
avicopporiog (transmission disequilibrium test) ka1 to haplotype — based haplotype
relative risk (HHRR). Epsic ot ovykekpluévy OwWoKacia ®¢g pOvVTELO
owkoyévelag acsBevav-vyiov 0a ypnopomonjcoope 1o HHRR povrédo yuo

pnerétn (Yoneda et al., 2002).

2.6.2.1 'Eleyyoc petadoonc avicopporniog (transmission disequilibrium

test)

Y10 family trio g perétng (Janusz Gumprecht, 2000) pog otvetal 10 aAANAOUOPPO TOL
uetadideron amd Tovg yoveig oatovg amoyovoug (T) kot to aAAnAduopeo mov de petadideTan
(NT). 'Etot yia To family trio ¢ ovykekpiuévng HeAtng vrohoyilovpe ToUg akOAOVO0LE
TUTOLC GUUPOVA UE TOV EAEYYO NG HeT@doom avicopponiag (TDT).

O royap1Buog Tov odds ratio diveTan amd Tov THTO:

T
logOR =log—
23 gNT

Onov T 10 petaddduevo oriniopopeo kot NT 1o un petadidduevo aAANAOLOPPO.

Ev 7o stdor eivar ico pe ) pilo ¢ dokbpoveng kat éivetal amd Tov TOTO:

1 1
SE=sqrt (=+—
1 (T NT)

2.6.2.2 haplotype —based haplotype relative risk
Y10 povtého HHRR 1o petacidopevo arinioupopea (transmitted) &pyovion oe
avtifeon pe Ta pn peTad1doueva, (non-transmitted) aAANAOLOPPA TOV YOVEDY TOL
Bewpovvror  “yevdo-vym¢ mAnbvouog’  (mivaxag 2.5). H  pébodoc avmm
ypnoworomOnke yio tn pueAétn (Yoneda et al., 2002).

B A Total
Transmitted w X ny
Non-transmitted y z ng
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Total w+ty X+z 2m

Mivakac2.5: Tupoveiast) TOV S£00UEVOY 00 HELETY] OLKOYEVELEKOD HOVTELOV GUHQOVE IE TO

HHRR.

Zopeova. pe tov mivoka 2.5 1o 1ogOR odiveron amd Tov TOTO:

w2
H’HRR
¥; =log| —

A¥

Evd n acvpumtotikn dtoxdpaven ond Tov TOo:

+—t—+—

HHU)_LI p 1
w zZ X ¥y

var(\

"o Tov GUVOOGUO TOV UTOTEAECUATOV 0O TO LOVTEAD OIKOYEVELNG KO OO TO
HOVTEALD TANOVGHOU HEAETNC VY1OV-AGHEVDOVY OV ¥PNGOTOIOVY TOVE 1510VG
acBevelc , Y10 Vo 0TOKTICOVUE P10 GUVOAIKT ekTipnon yio T perétn (Yoneda et al.,
2002) %pNGYLOTOIOVE TOV TOTO:

yypooted _ /Ii)‘,-c-c ( o~ },.rm'

<1

Kat wwovtar pe to svvolko log(odds ratio).

"o 1oV VTOAOYIGLO TG GUVOMKNG OLUKVHOVOTC P CILOTOIOVUE TOV TUTO:
var( }"_P"-ﬂrd ) = A‘,Iz va.r( _'_.-‘:T ) - ( 1=4, ): var( },l_rnr )
+24 (1= 4 )cov (x5, ¥™)

‘Onov 7o stdor sivar ico pe ) pila TG Swukvpaveng
O voroyiopog Tov Bapoug A; yivetor amd tov Thmo:

\'ﬂf(\rﬂr) CO\‘(\CC-_- '.rDT]

- »'ar(_\"_ )+mr(\

TD‘T)

"Lo\'( \‘{r 0T )

O vroroyiopog G cuvdlakLpaveng TV 6Vo logOR amd v aviivon VYOV

acBevov kot HHRR yivetor and tov tomo 2.5:

" cc ,HHRR'Z_]_ L
c_ov(),. 2 ¥ ) - +

11 nlﬂ
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2.7 Hpaynatomoinon UeETA-AVAAVONG

H extiunon g yeVETIKNG GUGYETIONG TOVL TOAVLOPPICUOD TOL WEAETAUE UE TIG
Subpopeg veppomabeleg kal T XNA &ytve, ¥pNOYOTOIOVTOS 3 YEVETIKG, LOVTEAD, WE
NV €0peot 1oL cLVoAKo OR TeV peketdv poll pHe To S1GoTNUE, EUTIGTOGUVIG TTOV
TPOKVATEL Ao TN peTO-0vdAvon Tov peretdv. Tapokdrm oivetar &va mapadetypa
oLGYETIONG TV aAAnAdpopeov A kot C tov yovidiov AGTRI pe m Xpova
Neppikny Avemdpkelan. H ektédeon g peTa-ovaAvong yivetol UE TIS TOPUKAT®
EVTOAEG!
metan cl c0 al a0 , or random sortby(year) label(namevar=author,yearvar=year)

xlab(0. 1,1,3)

Kai

metan logOR stdor, eform random by(race) label(namevar=author,yearvar=year) xlab(0.

1,1,3)

OmoV:

random: dSnimvel 6T1 Oa, YPNGIUOTOMGOLLE TO LOVTEAO T®V TVYOI®Y  emdploemv

sortby (year): tawopel T1¢ HeAéTeC pe PAon TV ¥Povid oL ONUOGIELTHKOY e avéovoa
oelpd.

label (namevar=author, yearvar=date). Balel eticéteg oto didypappa Tov forest plot, dmov
KéBe UEAETN OB QVTITPOCMTEVETAL GO TO OVOUO TOV GLYYPOPED KOl TN YPOVIAL KATO TNV

TNV onoio SNUOGIEVTNKE.
xlab (0. 1,1,3): opiler 11 TYéC Tov epavilovral otov aEova x 'x Tov forest plot.

by (race): mpaypoatomolel UETA-avOADGELS EEY®PIOTO AVOAOYO, LE TN QUAY O©INV Omoid

AVIKOLV 01 TANBVGUOL O10POPETIKMDY UEAETOV.

eform: ypncuonoleitat y1o vo, 0AAGEEL TO® TNV 0pyIKT KAIpaKo Ty petafant) tov odds

ratio kafm¢ Y10 TOV apyIKd VITOAOYIGHO TOL YPNCILOTOIOVUE THY AOYUPIOUIKT KATUOKAL.
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A6 TNV ektéreon TG evToAng metan wpokvztel To OR ¢ kéOe perétng Eexymprotd poll pe
T0 dtdlonuo epmiotoovvng Cl, kabmdg kot To cuvoiikd OR=1.16 (0.83, 1.64) mov ogv eivan
oTATIOTIKO GNUOVTIKO KaBD¢ 10 1 avikel 6to ddotnua epmietocivng. To 1610 amotéheoua
TPOKVATEL A0 TN UETO-OVAAVLGT UE SOPIoUO QLUANG UE TN O1POopPd OTL Ol ETYEPOVG

UETA~OVOADGELS YIVOVTOUL GOUQ®VA LE TT GUAT GTIV 07010 AVI{KOLV 01 O1ApOopoL TANBLGUOL.

Odds ratio
Study (95% Cl) % Weight
Lau YK (2004) . B 076(028,203) 89
Liu KP (2004) N | 1.71(0.69,424) 10.0

Peruzzi L (2005) 1.05(0.57,1.94) 16.4

Huang HD (2010) 0.86 (0.41,1.81) 13.1

Zsom M (2011) 0.80 (0.50, 1.28)  20.9

Elshamaa MF (2011) + 2.63(1.36,5.10) 15.1
Su SL (2012) * 1.25(0.66,2.36) 156

Overall | 1.16 (0.83, 1.64) 100.0

1 1 3
Odds ratio

Ewdve 2.4: To forest plot wov mpokdztel amd ™ peta-ovaiven TV ariniopopeov C versus A
ot oyfon pe v acOivein CKD. H dwokskoppévy kaOetn ypoppui copporilst to svvoiko OR
TOV NELETAV, £VA 1] 6Ta0ep1] KGO 6TL TO OR=1. ApLeTEpd AVaYPAPETUL O GVYYPAPEUS TG
KG0g pehétng poli pe ™ Lpovoroyio evd ot 0ei1d To empépovg OR pali pe to Sdemua

EUMGTOSVVIG Kl TO Bapog T kGOe perétne

44



Effect size
Study (95% Cl) % Weight
Asian !
Su SL (2012) s 1.25 (0.66, 2.36) 15.6
Huang HD (2010) B 0.86(0.41,1.81) 13.1
Lau YK (2004) . 0.76 (0.28, 2.03) 89
Liu KP (2004) —l 171 (0.69, 4.24) 10.0
Subtotal e 1.10(0.74, 1.63) 476
Caucasian
Zsom M (2011) e = 0.80 ( 0.50, 1.28) 20.9
Peruzzi L (2005) + 1.05(0.57, 1.94) 16.4
Subtotal —_— 0.89(0.61,1.29) 373
other
Elshamaa MF (2011) . —Jl——— 263(1.36,5.10) 15.1
Subtotal | ——————— 263(1.36,5.10) 15.1
Overall —_—— 1.16 (0.83, 1.64) 100.0
l l
1 1 3
Effect size

Ewdve 2.5: To forest plot wov wpokvrTarl amd ™ peta-avaiven Tov aiinidpopeoy C versus A
pe Swyomond Quing oc oxéon pe v acdévere CKD. H dwokekoppévn k@0etn ypappn
cvppoiiler o cvvoiikd OR TG PETU-GVAIVONG TOV PELETAOV, £VO 1] 6TaOep1] KGOETH OTL TO
OR=1. AproTtepd avaypaesTon 0 cUyypapiag Tng KG0e pelétng pofi pe ™ gpovoloyio evd 6T

d0cé1a ta empépovg OR pali pe to Sdomua epmeTocHvng Kot 0 Bapog g kKGOe pelig.
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2.8 Ilpaynatonmoinon morlvuetafintiic pedo6dov neTa-avaivong
(bivariate meta-analysis)

Méypt otiyunig, m TAEOYNPIO UETO-UVOADGEWDY YEVETIKNG GLOYETIONG UE OLO
arnAdpopea A xar C (6mov C o mopdyoviag Kivouvou yio, TNV aoBéveln), ekteleitat
,UTODETOVTAG EVAL YEVETIKO WOVTEAO, EMIKPATEC Y10 TN OLYKpPloTn yovotumewv AA versus
CC+AC «a1 vmoremduevo ywo. T ovykpion yovotvmewv CC versus AA+AC, yopic va
yvopilovue ToV TPOTO KANPOVOUIKOTNTAS TN AGOEVELNG.

o va 7poodiopicovpe 71OV TPOTO KANPOVOUIKOTNTAS TNG  OoBEVELNS
YPNOooToovuE T HEB0SO TOALUETAPANTAG UETU-OVAAVLONG, VLTOBETOVTAG — YEVETIKO
LOVTEAO Y10, KABE cLYKPION:

AC versus AA Y10, TO ETIKPATEG LOVTELOD, OTTOL

AC1- AA0

PL=y=los s m o

CC versus AA Y10 TO VTOAEITOUEVO HOVTEAD, OTOV:

CC1* AA0

b2=yu=log mrn

H ocvoyétion tov dvo logOR obivetar amd Tov 1010 T GuVAIKOUAVONGS:

Cov(yii,y2i)= I/AAO0+1/AA1

O Moyoc Tov 6Vvo  logOR 1covton pe 10 A onAaodr, bl/b2=h kot amd v Twn toL A
CLUTEPUIVOLE TOV TPOTO KANPOVOUKOTNTOG TNG acBévelag. Aniodn,

av A=0, £YOVUE VITOAEITOUEVO YEVETIKO LOVTEAO KANPOVOLUKOTNTOG

av A=0.5, cUVETIKPUTE YEVETIKO LOVTEAD KANPOVOUIKOTNTAG

av A=1, emkpatéc yevetikd povtéro kinpovoukdmrag (Bagos, 2008; Minelli et
al., 2005)
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IMa ) péBodo g moAVUETAPANTIG AVAALGNC YPNCUYLOTOIOVUE TIG TOPAKAT® EVTOAEG OTO
OTOTIOTIKO TOKETO TOL Stata.
Yvuykekpluéva vy tov  vmoioyispud Tov logOR vy 710 emkpatrég povriro
Kinpovopwkotntas (AC versus AA)
1N evtoAn etvanigen bl1=log((ac1/aal)/(ac0/aa0))
replace b1=log(((0.5+ac1)*(0.5+aa0))/((0.5+ac0)*(0.5+aal))) if
ac1==0]aa0==0Jac0==0]aal==0
Evo y1o tov viroroyionoé tov logOR ya 1o vworewtopevo poviérho KAnpovopukoTnTog

(CC versus AA)

etvon: gen b2 =log((ccl/aal)/(cc0/aa0) )

replace b2=log(((0.5+cc1)*(0.5+aa0))/((0.5+cc0)*(0.5+aal))) if
cc1==0]aa0==0|cc0==0]aal==0

O1 evTOAES Y10 TO VTOLOYIGNO TOV OVO OLIKVUAVGE®V £ival:

generate V11=1/aa0 +1/ac0 +1/aal +1/acl
replace V11=1/(0.5+aa0)+1/(0.5+ac0) +1/(0.5+aal) +1/(0.5+acl) if
aa0==0JacO==0Jaal==0Jac1==0

generate V22=1/aa0 +1/aal +1/cc0 +1/ccl
replace V22=1/(0.5+aa0)+1/(0.5+aal)+1/(0.5+cc0)+1/(0.5+ccl) if
aa0==0/aal==0|cc0==0|cc1==0

H gvtoM] Yo 10 v7I0A0YIGHO TS GUVOLIKDNAVGTG ELVAL:
generate V12=1/aa0 +1/aal
replace V12=1/(0.5+aa0)+1/(0.5+aal) if aa0==0[aal==0

H gvroM yw npaypartomoinen s moiopetafintic avaiveng sivae:
emvmeta b V,vars(bl b2)

O vaoloyonég Tov A gp@aviletar pe TNV eVTOMy:
edi b[bl]/ b[b2]
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2.9 Acikteg Etepoyévarag

H etepoyéveln petald tov PEAETMOV 0QOpl. OUPOPEG OTO OYEOLOHO KUl OTN)
Ote€ayyn dapopmV HEAETMV TOL cLVAILGLovToL, TANOVCUOV TOV UEAETDV, CTATIGTIKOV
uebddwv ko oproud@v eavotizmv. Exiong agopd S10popéc 6to mpoTuRe. avicoppomiog
ovvoeong uetald tov eEeTalOUEVOL TOAVUOPPIGHOL Kot EVOS Plohoyikd oNuavTIKOL,
S1popéG ot HETUPANTN SUGTPOUATMOGCT) TANBVGHOD, GTOVG YOVOTLTTOVG KaBME emtiong
Kot GAAD. cOOAATOL.

Ta ovumepdopato omd T  HeETO-avOALom  elvol Ayotepo  Eexdbopa av T
OTOTEAECLLOTO TOV HEAETOV O10PEPOLY HeTalh Tovg, ONAadN Lmapyel etepoyéveala. Ay
VILOPYEL ETEPOYEVELD, TO CLVOAKO HEYEDOG EMIOPAOTIC 0LV £XEL VOO 0QOV OTUaivEL OTL
UTOpEl VoL VILAPYOVY TTOPATAVE OO EVO TPOYUATIKE HEYEDN EMOPUCEMV OTIC UEAETEG

nov cuvolaloviot (Delgado-Rodriguez, 2001; Trikalinos, 2008).

* 'Evo otatiotik0d pETPO eTepoyévelag eivar | ototiotiky e€icmon Q tov Cochran
7OV €lVOL XPNGIUN HOVO Y100 TOV EAEYYO TNG VIapENG NG ETEPOYEVELNG, OAAL O
YO TOV LTOAOYIoUO TNG éktaong g etepoyéveng. To Q vmoroyileton
aBpoilovtag Ta TETPay®mVE TOV O10QOPOY TG EKTILNGNG TOL AMOTEAEGHLATOS TG
KGOe pHEAETNG b TN CLUVOAMIKT) EKTIUNGN TOV GMOTEAEGLOTOC, dlvovTag TO BApog

G Kb perétng Omwmg kot ot peta-avaivor). O tomog tov Q eival:

0= Z w3~ .) ,0mOV

wi: TO Bapoc TG kGbe pereTng
yi. néyebog enidpaong e kébe perémg
Yw: GUVOMKO péyeBog enidpoong e thmno:

_Zwiyi

Yw=—ywi
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* Evo GALO otoTioTikO pETPo elvarl 1M dakvpovon HETaE) TV UEAETAV, 7
ov eaptatar omd TO Ovrtiotolo HETpo peyéboug emiopoong (e.g.odds
ratio, hazard ratio, standardized mean difference) mov ypnowonoeiton Kot yi
T EIVAL L] CUYKPIGILO GTN HETO-OVIAVGT TOVL PN GILOTOIOVVTOL OIUPOPETIKG.
pétpo  emidpoone. AviavokAd 7TOGO OlO@QEPOLV  TAL TPOYUOTIKG HeyEOM
EMIPAGENMV OV VILOAOYILOVTOL GTIC HEAETES TNG UETU-AVAAVONG.

__0-(k-1

2wiz
2wi

Tz

2wi -

omov K: 0 apOudc tov peretdv

Q: 1o ctanictiko Q Tov Cochran

Téhog tO péTPO P mov eivor aveéaptnTo amd Tov apPlOpo TOV UEAETOV Kol UTOPEL vo
ocuykplfel o PETO-OVAALGT HE OLUQOPETIKO oplOud peretodv ko pétpov (Higgins and
Thomson 2002). Ileprypdpel 10 TOGOGTO TG GUVOAMKNG OUKVUAVONG GTIS HEAETEG AOY®

- - gooooe . e
etepoyévelng, mopd and Toym. O tomog Tov I~ eivar:

To I* pmopei v mapet apviTikéG TIES 0AAG eéiomvovtat pe ™V T 0, Gote Kupoiverot
and 0 edg 100%.

o , ,
Tyn=0% o¢ ociyvel xopio Q- k-
; . =% _— " ~.10009%

ETEPOYEVELD, EVO  TIHEG Q
>50% Odeilyvouv peydAn etepoyéveln kol TEC >75% detyvouv moAh peydAn etepoyeveln

(Kavvoura & lIoannidis, 2007).
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2.10 IIpopmjpata frproypa@iag

YpdApoto propohv Vo eLPaVIGTOOV e TOAAODS TPOTOVE 6TV 01001KAGI0, EVTOTIGUOV
Kol ETAOYNG HEAETAOV Y10, Oleaywyn cvumepacudTov otn peta-ovaivon (Egger & Smith,
1998).

1. ZedAiuoa Oonpocicvong mpokLRTEL OTOV dnuooctevpuévee  UeAETEG  Oev
OVOTOPLETOVYV EMOPKDG OAEG TIG UEAETEG MOV TPAYLOTOTOLOVVTAL Y1X €VO,
ocvykekpipévo Oépa (Delgado-Rodriguez, 2001).

*  To 7o TPoPavES TPOPANUA ETval OTL TOAAEC HEAETEG OE ONUOGIEDOVTAL TOTE.
INao mapddetypa, peréteg mov Tpoteivouy o Bepomeio oL EXEL TPAYUATIKN

emidpaon otV acbévela Teivouy va dnpocievovial e avtifeorn ue ekelveg
OV TETVYOIVOLV TO OVTIOETO OMOTEAEGUO, KOTOANYOVTOG OTO GOOAUX
dnuocievoneg. 'Etol peréteg pe ‘Oetik@ OMAadn OTOTIGTIKG ONUOVTIKG
amoteréouato (P<0.05) elvar mepiocodtepo mbavd va dnuocievtody  amd

EKEIVEG e “apVNTIKE U1 GTOTICTIKA GNUOVTIKE, ATOTEAEGLLATA..

B Télog morrol ovyypagelc, Oev vmoPdAiovv UEAETEC MHE  “OPWNTIKA
amoteréouata yiorl TpofArémovy v andppym touvg (Egger & Smith, 1998;
Kavvoura & loannidis, 2007).
Extog oumc amd 1o S@dAuc ONUOGIELGNC, VLAAPYOLY Kol GAAD GOAALOTE GTNV
CUUTEPTANYN UEAETAOV Y10, LETA-OVAIAVOT|:

2. To oedipa Piproypagiag (English language bias) sppaviletor étav o11g
UETA-OVOADGELS TOL  OMUOolevovTal o O1ebv]  ayyAMKA TEPLOdIKA Ot
TEPICCOTEPEC  UEAETEC OVOQPEPOVIOL OMOKAEICTIKG OTO  GYYAMKA. AvTo
ocvpPaivel yoti, oTIC U AYYAOPWOVEC YDPES Ol CLYYPUPELS ONUOCIEDOLY
UEPIKEC a0 TIG UEAETEG TOVE OE TOTMIKG TEPIOOIKA YWPIC VA TIG KATOXDPOVV
oe pia oebvr PiProypagikn faon dedouévav ommg 1 «Medliney» ki £tot dev
&yovv mpocPaocn ot epeuvnTEC. AnAadT|, TElvouv Vo, ONUOGIEDOLY Ta BETIKG
OMOTEAECUATO, PEAETOV GE OEOVI] ayyMKG TEPLOOIKE Kol TO OpPVNTIKG
QTOTEAECUATO, UEAETOV GTA, TOTIKE TEPLodKd (mupyog ¢ Bafér) (Egger &
Smith, 1998).

3. Zediua xpovikng votépnong (time-lag bias) vdpyet étav o ypdvog Y v

oAOKAMpwoT kot TN Onuocieven g peEAETNC  efaptdral  amd  TO
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amoteAéouaTo TG ANAdN UEAETEG UE OPYNTIKA OMOTEAEGUOTO TEIVOLV VO,
dnuocievovial pHe apyotepo pubud o oyEomn e UEAETEC ue BeTikd
amoteréopato. Mo €101k HOPP] GOAAUOATOS TOL GYeTileTal pe 1O ¥pOvVo
etvar To @avopevo tov Ipwtéa, 6oL 1 TPOTN HEAETN divel TV oyLPdTEP
YEVETIKN emOpacT oL £yel ToapatnpnOel, Tov GhvToUd aKoAoLOEiTAL OO Uid
UEAETN Tov Oglyvel ) Alyotepo toyvpn emidpaon (loannidis and Trikalinos
2005). Ot peréteg MOV AKOAOVOOLV £YOLV OMOTEAEGUOTO 7OV EUTITTOLV
uetald avtdv twv 000 akpaiov omoterecpdtov. Ilpopovdg avtipoTikd
OTOTEAECUATO, EIVOL EAKVGTIKO OTOLG EPELVNTEG KUl GTOVUG GULVTAKTEC KOl
EYOLV €va, TAEOVEKT L YPTYOpNS dnpocievonc (Kavvoura & loannidis, 2007,
Trikalinos et al., 2008).

H amovsia 1 1 mapovcio. kdbe THTOV GRUAUGT®V GTN PETO-avaAvon uropet va, eégtaoTel
ypopkd pe to. funnel plots.

Yuvnbwg oe delyua moAA®OV peretdv, Otav 1o funnel plot eival cvppetpikd toTE
amoVG1AloVY  GEAAUATO, EVO OTOV £ival acVUUETPO Ttapovsidlovial cediuato. Qotdco,
EVOEYETAL TOAAEC POPEG 1 GLUUETPIO TNG YPUPIKNG TOPASTAONG VO, UV OQeiAeTal 6To
CLGTNUATIKO QUM OAAL GE GAAOLG TTOPAYOVTEC, OTMC TNV ETEPOYEVEIN TOV TANOLGUDOV
TOV UEAETOV.

IMa tov éleyyo omolovonote oPUALTOC PPAOYpaPiag EKTEAOVUE TIC TAPOUKATE EVTOALS !

e metabias oral stdor, gr(b)

e metabias oral stdor, gr(e)

e metareg oral stdor, level(95) wsse(stdor)

Me 11¢ mopapérpovg gr(b) ko gr(e) mapdyovror to dwypaupato tov Begg kot tov Egger
avTioTOWYO. eV HE TNV EVIOA| metareg To OMOTEAEGUOTA OO TN WEOOOO NG UETA-
moAvopounone. Iopakdtm mupovstalovtal EVOEIKTIKA TUpPOUdElYIATA TOV 010y POUUATOV
tov Begg, Tov Egger (Ewkéva 2.6, Eikéva 2.7) kol TV amOTEAEGUATOV TOV TPOKVITTOVY Atd
TV ektéreon g evrog metareg (ITivoakag 2.6).

10 01Gypappa Tov Begg mapatnpovue 0Tl o1 HEAETEC EIVOL GUUUETPIKES ONULOLPYDVTOS

gva dtdypoppa, yovi, oto dibypaupo tov Egger 1o 1010 anotérecua mapatnpodue Kabng 1o
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0 mepléyeTal oTO0 SWUCTNUA EUTIOTOCLVIG KOl OTO OMOTEAEGHATO Omtd Tr UEBOSO NG
uetamoivopounong p=0.333>0.05. Emopévog Kol OTIG TPEIS TEPIMTAOGEI, OEV LTAPYEL

GLGTNUATIKO GQUALN ONUOGTIEVOT|C.

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

oral

0 2 4 5 8

s.e. of: oral

Ewéva 2.6: to forest plot mov wpoxdmTel amd Tov £heyyo 100 Begg na ta ahiniopopoo C versus A,
ESRD.

Egger's publication bias plot

standardized effect

T T T
0 5 10
precision

Ewéve 2.7: to forest plot mov mpoxdrteal amd tov éheyyo tov Egger ia 1o aliniopopoo C versus A,
ESRD

Meta-analysis regression No of studies = 16
tauA2 method reml
tauA? estimate = .0862

Successive values of taur2 differ by less than 10A-4 :convergence achieved

coef. std. Err. z P>|z| [95% conf. Interval]

stdor | -.7140635 .7370872  -0.97 0.333  -2.158747  .7306204
_cons .2530346  .1869473 1.35 0.176  -.1133755 .6194446

Mivexeg 2.6: 10 0w0TELEGHATA TOV TPOKVTTOVY 06 TN HéO0OO TG peTamaIvopopunong.
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2.11 AOporeTiKI] peta-avadivon

ABpototikn peta-avaivon opiletor o¢ N EXAVOAAUPOVOUEVT UETA-OVAAVGT] UEAETOV
KkéOe popd mov mpooTiBeTal L VEQ UEAETN GUUQMVO PE o, ueTafAnt) tastvounong n
omola umopel va etvar 0 ¥podvog OMUOGIELGNC, O aPBUOG CLUUETEYOVTOV, 1 TOOTNTA TNG
uerétng (Delgado-Rodriguez, 2001; Egger & Smith, 1997). Me t pébodo avtr Eyovue tnv
SuvaToOTNTO VO EVTOTIGOVE TOGO EMNPEGLEL TO GUVOMKO GOTEAEGUO, QL LEAETT] UETCL TNV
TPOGHNKN TNG OTNV UETA-AVAALGT og cuvdptnon ue to xpdvo (Egger & Smith, 1997).

YUYKEKPWEVE, OTNV 0OPOISTIKY] UETU-OGVAALGYN UE TNV TPOCHNKN WE YPOVOAOYIKN
oEIPO UG VEAG UEAETNG KAOE QOpd. OTNV TPONYOVUEVY] WUETA-UVOAVLGT), TOPEYETOL 1)
EKTIUNGN TOL GLVOAIKOV peYEBoLG emidpaong Hall Ue TO SLAGTNUO EUTIGTOGUVIG.

Mo amo 11 aéleg TG aBPOISTIKNG UETA-OVAAVONG EIvaL 1] EYKALPT OVAYVOPIOT| TNG
KMVIKNG amoteAecpotikdmtag 1 PAAPNc vrofonboviag v avamtvén cvotdcemy yia
Bepameio Kol SIKAIOAOYNUEVA amOBapPUVOVTIOC TNV EQUPLOYT UEYAAWMV YPpOVOPOpmV Kot
domavnpav peretdv. H evtoAr] mov ypnGILOTOIo0UE GTIV aBPOISTIKY LETO-avVAAVGON Elval:

metacum logOR stdor, eff(r)gr xlab(0.5,1,1.5) id(author) eform
Omov:

eff(r)gr: xaPopiler 6011 oto0 dbypaupo (gr) Oa ypnowomomBel To HOVIEAO TLYOI®OV

emopdoewv (r)

id(author). xoBopilel 10 cvyypapéo oe KEOe HEAETN 7OV QOIVETOL OTO OPIGTEPE TOL

S0y pAUUOTOC

Ouwg, dev elvar duvatd mavta To OeTIKA amoTeAEoUTE (GTATIOTIKG GNUOVTIKA) TNG
TPOTNG UEAETNG VO TPOPAETOLY TO GUVOAKO OMOTEAEGUA GMOGTA, dNAodN va Kabopilovv
TNV YEVETIKN GULOYETION UE (o acBévela. Avtd cvpPaivel étav 1 euedviorn evog BeTikob
ATOTEAEGUOTOC OO TV TPAOTN UEAETN emnpedlel TIG aKOAOLOES UEAETEG TTOL O1O/EVAOLY )
empPefordvouy 10 BeTikO amoTéAeocud KOl TOPUTNPOVVIOL CNUOVIIKEG OTOKMGEC ©TO
uéyebog emidpaong petald Tov peretdv (eoawvopevo Ipmtéa). Av Aomodv cvpfaivel autd
TO QavOUeEVO TOTE 00 CUUTEPGVOLUE ECQUAUEVO OTOTIGTIKY] CNUOVTIKOTNTO 7OV OLV

VILAPYEL N} LEYOADTEPT EKTIUNOT] Y10 TOV KivOLVO TTOL GyeTIleTO LE TOV YEVETIKO TTapdyovTa.

53



Mo v amo@uyn AoV TETOIWV CPUAUATOV EKTEAOVUE TNV EVTOAN metatrend, 1 omola
elval (ol eméktacn g evroang metacum. Me v uébodo ot aQoupeital N Tp®OT HEAETT
amd OAOKANPN TN UETO-OVAALGY KOl GLYKPIVETOL TO WéyeBog emidpacne G TPAOTNG
UEAETNG LE T PEYEDN emOploemy TV aKOAOLOWV pereTt®y. H evioA) mov ypnoyomolodue

Stata stvau;

metatrend oral stdor

omov oral eivar 7o logOR «au stdor o standard error (Bagos & Nikolopoulos, 2009).
IMopaxdre olvetar évo  mopdoerypo pe to forest plot mov mpokvATEL OO TV €VIOAN

metatrend (ewcova 2.8).

Including firststudy  ————— Excluding first study
2 —
@
©
3 0
>
o
%) 1
u
[
2
ke
2 2 1
>
o 1
-4 —
I I T \
0 5 10 15
Rank of the studies

Cumulative meta-analysis plot

Ewéva 2.8: to forest plot a6 Tnv evroin] metatrend.

Amo ™ nébodo first versus subsequent @aivetar dtaypovikn tdon kabmg p=0.028 <0.05.
Amd 1oV Ereyyo peta-moAvopoumone p=0.000. To omoteAéouoTa Elvol OTOTICTIKA
onuavtikd (<0.05) mov onuaivel 0Tt VIEAPYEL SLOYPOVIKY| TAGT, OT®C PAIVETAL KOl OO TV
KMon ¢ evbeiog oto ddypappa (eoawvopevo Mpwtéa). Kt mov mpénetl va emonudvovue
elvar 0tL o1 peréteg mpémet va talivounBolbv Katd ypovOrOYIKN GEPG TPV EKTEAECTEL 1|

aBPOLCTIKY UETA-AVAAVOT).

54



2.12 AQUIpeTIKN peTa-avaivon
2TV aQoUIPETIKY peTa-avdAivon eéetdleton KaBe @opd Ue TV apaipeon oG uovo

UEAETNG TOo0o emmpedlovtal To, amOTEAECUATO TV VIOAOITOV UEAETOV TOL OTOUEVOLV.
YUYKEKPIUEVO LE TNV opaipecn uiag LEAETNC KABE popd vtohoyiletar 10 cuvolkd OR tov
ueAetdv mov amopévouv. Av 1o OR eival 6ToT16TIKE GNUOVTIKO, GTO aVTIGTOLO O1ACTNUA
EUMmIeTOSUVNG dev mEPEYeTaL M TN 1.

H evrtor| mov ypnoyonolovue 6to  Stata yio TNV eKTEAEON NG CPUIPETIKNG HETA-
avdAivong stvor:

e metaninf oral stdor, random eform label (namevar=author)

Y10 cvykekpipévo forest plot Tov TpokvTTEL O TNV EKTEAEST TG EVTOANG metaninf yia Ta
arinAdpopea C versus A (Ewova 2.9), mopatnpodpe TPelg KABETEC YPUUUES omd TIG OOoleg
N oplotepn Kot M 6e&10 avamaploTohy TO KATMOTEPO KOl GVATEPO OPLO TOV OGTHUATOG
EUMIGTOGUVNG, VM M uecaio 1o odds ratio Tng GUVOAKNG peTd-avaivons. Ot pikpot KiKAol
TV OTIC SIOKEKOUUEVES YPUUUEC OVATAPIGTOVY TO GLUVOAMKS odds ratio TV YeAET®V TTOL
QTOUEVOLV LIE TNV AQPOIPEST TNG LEAETNG TOV GLYYPUPEN TOV OVOYPAPETAL GTA, APICTEPA KL

Ol WKPEC KAOETEG YPUUUES TO AVTIGTOLYO O1AGTIIO EUTIGTOGVUVIG.

Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted
| Lower CI Limit O Estimate I Upper CI Limit
Huang HD | O |
Lau YK | ©] |
Liu KP I @
Zsom M | O
Buraczynska M | o
Tabel Y | o
Coll E @} I
Papp F | D |
Losito A | | O |
Buraczynska M ©] |
Basset el-EA | D I
Filler G I d I
Frimat L | o |
Gumprecht J | (o] |
Elshamaa MF
Ayed Kh O I
Lee KB

0.86 0.90 1.10 1.34 1.39

6]

Ewéva 2.9: 10 forest plot amd v ektéheon g evror)g metaninf o ta arinidpopea C versus
ALESRD.

55



2.13 Iosopponia Hardy-Weinberg

O opo¢ 1oopponio. Hardy-Weinberg mpoékvye amd tnv ko] SOmicT®on Tov
Bpetavod pabnuatikov G.H.Hardy xar tov T'eppavod yuatpod W.Weinberg 1o 1908,
BaciGUéVN o8 TEPAUOTIKEG EVOEIEELS, CUUPMVO, UE TNV OTOIQ Ol GYETIKES GLYVOTNTES TMV
AAANAOULOPPMV KUL TV YOVOTUTIMV TUPAUEVOVY 6TUOEPEC 0md YEVIA GE YEVIA.

OcopOVTUC EVAV LOVUOIKO QUTOCOUIKO YEVETIKO TOTO UE 0V0 aAAnAduopea A, a, EGTM
ot opilovue p T cLYVOTNTA TOV GAANAOLOPPOL A Kal ( TI SLYVOTNTA TOL CAANAOLOPPOL
o oTo, MAPLo, Kol To, omeppoTolmdpio. Ot avTicTOWEC OCLYVOTNTEC TOV YOVOTU®V Elval:

2, Enreiom vrapyovv uovo 600 arrniopopea 1oyvel n oyéon: ptq=1.

AA=p2, Aa=2pq, ao=q
AT T1G GLVEYOUEVEG DIUGTAVPMOCELS TV TATPIKMY KOl UNTPIKDOV YOUETOV, TOPATNPEiTAUL OTL
0Ol GLYVOTNTEC TV TOPOTAVEO  YOVOTUT®Y GTOVE OMOYOVOL(C KAOE YEVIAG TOPAUEVOLV
otabepéc e omoTéAESUO Vo vmdpyel 1 1ooppomic. Hardy-Weinberg otov mAnfuoud.
Trikalinos et al., “Impact of Violations and Deviations in Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium on
Postulated Gene-Disease Associations.” (Gelehrter, n.d.).

BéPaia n 1ooppormia. Hardy-Weinberg 1oyvet av dev datapaydel Kavévog mapdyovtag
amd OCOLE UITOPOVY VO, TNV EMNPEACOLV.
Ot povmobécelg , ooy, eEAcPAMONC TNG 1IG0PPOTTING Elval:
1. To TAn00¢ TV aTOU®V 6TOV TANBLGUO TTPETEL Vo, Efval HEYEAO MGTE VO EANYICTOTOLEL
OTOKAGELS GE Be®PNTIKE CVOUEVOUEVEC GLYVOTNTEC TOL O TOPATNPOVVTIOY GE UIKPOVE
TANBvoUOovC.
2. Ot dvvatég ovlebielg petald TV aTOUMV TPEMEL Vo Elval EAEVOEPEC Kat TVUYOIEG.
3. Oho. to aAANAOUOPQO TTPETEL VAL EXOLV TNV 1010 TOAVOTNTA VO, TEPAGOVY GTOVE YOUETES
MOTE VO, GLVEIGPEPOLY oToVv 1010 Pabud otn cvykpotnor TG yovidlokng defapevng. Agv
TPENEL VO, TPOOTIBETAL 1| VO, OMOUAKPUVETOL OmMOOONTTOTE  aAANAOUOopPo (Y. ME
UETAVAGTELOT  aTOU®V) Omm¢ emiong va  un  onuovpyeital komolwo véo  (Uécw
uetarraéoyéveonq) (Poddkng, 2001).
4. Aev TpEMEL va, VITAPYEL BETIKY 1) APVNTIKY ETIAOYN TPOG KATOL0 GAVOTLTO.

5. Aev mpémel va cupPaivel petdiraln yovidlov amod yevid og Yevid.
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3TN OCUYKEKPIUEVY]  UETO-OVOADOT] YEVETIKOV UEAETMOV  VYIOV-acbevody 0o
efetdoove OV 1 KOTOVOUN TMV YOVOTUM®V GTOLC VLYIEG TANOLGHOUG KABe peAETNC
amokAivel amd v 1eoppomio. Hardy-Weinberg ypnoiuomoidvtag Ty EVIoan :
genhwi aa0 acO cc0 , 6mov aa0, acO, ccO ot ap1Ouol TV YOVOTOHT®Y GTOV VY| TANBLGUO.

, Omov aal, ac0, ccO o1 YOVOTLTIOL TV AAANAOUOPP®Y a, ¢ 6TOV LYW TANOVoud. Otav to p-

value> 0.05 o TAnBvoude Ppicketar oe 1oppomio (Trikalinos, 2006).
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3 KE®AAAIO : AITIOTEAEXMATA
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3.1 IHoAvpop@ropoi Ko ve@poma0eieg

Ao v avalnmon ot Pdon 6edouEVEV Y1a. TN XPOVIA VEQPIKY| aVETGPKEIX 1| TNV
VEQPIKY| aVETAPKELN TEMKOD GTAOIOV Kol Y10 S10POPETIKEG VEQPOTADeleg Ppébnkay HEAETEG
UE OLUPOPETIKOVG TOAVUOPPIGHOVE Y10 Kabepio amd auTéc.

‘Ocov apopd TN ¥POVIL VEPPIKT AVETAPKELN 1| TNV VEQPIKT OVETAPKELD TEMKOD GTASIOV
Bpédnkav 109 peréteg mov pueretodoay TN GLGYETION TG WE TOV ToALUoPPloud A1166C
ToL yovidlov Tov vmodoyéa TOmov I ¢ ayyewoteveivmg 2, amd T omoieg 20
PN SILOTOMBNKAV Y10 UETA-0VAALGOT). AVTEG Ol 20 HEAETEG OlUMPICTNKOV OE UEAETEG Y10,
xpovio veppikn averdpkela, (CKD) kot 68 HEAETEG Y100 VEQPIKT] AVETAPKELN TEAMKOV GTAOIOV
(ESRD), 1 onoia eivan to teMkd 61dd10 TG Xpdviog veppikng avemdpkelag (CKD). 'Etot
gyve peta-avarveon Eexmpiotd yia Tig peréteg ue CKD kot yio Ti¢ periéteg pe ESRD yio tov
1010 ohvpopPiopd. XpnoipuomomdnKay UEAETEG KOWEG Kol O6TIG 000 WUETU-OVOADGELS OV
elyav dedopéva Eexmplotd kot yio Ta 600 €i0n achévelog.

‘Ocov agopd. T orepapatoveppitidoa avococspoipivng A (IgAN) Bpébnkov 36
UEAETEG TTOV HEAETOVOAY TN CLGYETION TNG UE TOV TOALUOPPIopd A1166C Tov yovidiov Tov
vrodoyéa tomov I g ayyeloteveivg 2, amd TIG Omoleg 5 ypnolpuonombnkay yio peta-
avdAivaon.

IMa mv kveteoovpnm ek Taivdpduneon (VUR) Bpédnkav 14 peréteg. Amd ovtég
3 ypnowomomOnNKay Y10 UETO-OVAALGY YL TOV EAEYYO TNG OULGYETIONG TNG WUE TOV
morvpopeloud A1166C tov yovidiov Tov vrodoyéa tomov I g ayysoteveivng 2 kat 3
YPNOCILOTOMONKAY Y10 UETO-GVAALGN Y10 TOV EAEYYO TNG OLOYETIONG TNG UE TOV
moAvpopPlopud A1332G tov yovidiov Tov vrodoyéa Thmov 11 ¢ ayyeloteveivig 2.

Ytov mivoka 3.1 @aivetar 0 aplBudc TV HEAETOV TOL GOUQMVO, UE T KPITHPLX
UTTOPOLGAV VO, CUUTEPTANPOOVY oTIC HETO-avaADGElS. 1o Tovg moAvpopPiopohe O6mov ot

UEAETEG TTOL Ppebnkay NTav Aydtepo amd 3 Ogv TPAYUATOTOMONKE UETA-UVAAVOT).
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Disease | gene Variant Number | PMID of Studies
name/SNP of
Studies
ESRD AGTR1 | A1166C/rsS51 | 17 22111818, 21859496, 21163122,
86 16635753, 16384824, 16525944,
15153745, 15045574, 12950120,
12832734, 12579405, 12454231,
12187084, 11926202, 11422818,
11053482, 10916074
ESRD AGTRI1 | C521IT 1 15045574
ESRD AGTRI1 | A1138T 1 15045574
ESRD AGTRI1 | AG214CC 1 15045574
CKD AGTRI1 | Al166C 8 22147663, 22111818, 21859496,
21163122, 16396964, 16006956,
15153745, 15045574
CKD AGTRI1 | C573T 1 22147663
CKD AGTRI1 | C521IT 2 22147663, 15045574,
CKD AGTRI1 | A1138T 1 15045574
CKD AGTRI1 | AG214CC 1 15045574
CKD AGTRI1 | GI63A 2 19406964, 19056482
CKD ATR2 A1332G/rs51 | 1 20149750
94
IgA AGTR1 | A1166C/rs51 |5 21163122, 15153745, 11354780,
86 11053482, 9259580
VUR AGTRI | A1166C 3 15045574, 12478352, 10233502
VUR AGTR2 | A1332G 3 15470205, 12187255, 10233502

Mivexoeg 3.1: peréteg pe 600G TOVS TOLVUOPPLENOVS TOV eLEYYONKaAY

3.1.1 HHoAvpoppopoc A1166C ko Neppikn) Avendpkera Telkod Xradiov
(ESRD)

Azd v avalnmon ot Pdor dedopévav PBpébnkav 109 ueiéteg amod Tig omoieg 17
UEAETEG  YPNOIUOTOMONKAY Y10, UETA-OVOAVOT, Y10, TOV EAEYYO TNG GLGYETIONG NG
Ne@pikng Avemdpkelog TeEAMKOL otadiov Kot Tov ToAvpopeicpuov Al166C. Zuvvolkd
nepietyay 3866 vyieic ot 2596 acbeveic. Ov 11 pehéteg agopovoayv Kavkdoiovg
manBvouove (Basset et al. 2002; Buraczynska et al. 2002; Buraczynska et al. 2006; Coll et
al. 2003; Filler et al. 2001; Frimat et al. 2000; Janusz Gumprecht et al. 2000; Losito et al.
2002; Papp et al. 2003; Tabel et al. 2005; Zsom et al. 2011). Técoepig peréteg apopovcov
Aoctdteg mAnBuopovg (Huang et al. 2010; Lau et al. 2004; Lee and Kim 2003; Liu et al.
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2004). Mio and T1c ueréteg agopovoe Aepikavovg (Ayed et al. 2006). Mio perémm
apopovce TANBLGUOUG amd Atlyvmro kol kornyopomombnke ¢ other (Elshamaa et al.
2011). Avo amd 11§ UEAETEG TTEPIELYOV TANPOPOPIEC UOVO Y1o GUYVOTNTEG GAANAOULOPPOY,
omoTe 0g ypnoomomonkoy yio v avdiven yovorvmwv (Janusz Gumprecht et al., 2000;
Liu et al., 2004). MdMoto N pio omd 11 dVo eivor HEAETN povTélov okoyévelag (family
based design, trios). H ototiotikn avéivorn tov dedopévev g &ywve Ue TOV EAEYYO
avicoppomniag cOvoeong (TDT) (BAéne YA ko MéBoodor) (Gumprecht, 2000).
AETTOUEPEIEC YUPAKTNPIOTIKOV Yo TNV KEOe perétn (QuAn, yovdrtumol, vyieic-acheveic)
eaivovtal otov mivaxa 3.2.

Ot vyteic kKo o1 acBeveic oe Kabepio amd TIC HEAETEC TOL GLUTEPTANPONCAY YU
UETA-OVOADOT] ETAEXONKAV GOUPOVO UE T KPITH P10 TOV Qaivovtal otov Tivaka 3.29.

Apyixd eréyéape ™ ovoyétion G Neppwng Avemdpkewg Teikod otodiov
(ESRD) pe tov morvpoppioud A1166C tov yovidiov tov vmodoyéa tomov 1 AGTRI1. To
ocvvolMkd OR poll pe 10 O1G40TNUO EUTIGTOCUVIG LTOAOYIGTNKAY YPTGIUOTOIDOVIONS TO
LOVTEAD TV TLYXOIOV emdpdoemy. Ag Ppédnke cuoyétion petald TOL TOAVUOPPIGUOL KOl
¢ acBévelog (ESRD) ot cvykpion tov ariniopopewv C versus A epdcov to OR: 1.12
(95%CI: 0.90, 1.38) (eixova 3.1). Ouota ot cvykpion twv yovotumwv CC versus AA+AC
(vmoAewmoduEVo HoVTEAD) Ot Ppébnke cuoyétion pe OR: 1.31 (95%CI: 0.83, 2.08) (ewdva, 32)
ovte ka1 otn ovykpilon AA versus ACHCC (emkpotéc povtéro) e OR: 1.15 (95%CI: 0.92,
1.44) (ewova 3.3) kabdc 10 1 avnkel oto odotnua sumictochivig. Otav o1 cuykpicelg
Eywav pe Baomn Tig QUAEG, ThAL OV TOPATPNONKE GTATICTIKA OMUAVTIKY cvoyétion (BAEme
gwoveg 6.2, 6.4, 6.6 TapapTNUQ).

Me v ektéreon ¢ TOAVUETAPANTHG aviAivong, 68 PpEONKE GTOTIGTIKA GNUOVTIKY
CULGYETION OTO EmKPOTEC MoviéAo kAnpovouikdomntag AC versus AA (p-value=0.181)
epocov 1o OR: 1.14 (95%CI: 0.94, 1.37). Ouow, obte oto vroAiewmouevo poviéro CC
versus AA  Ppédnke otoTIoTIKA onuavtiky cvoyémon (p-value=0.319) pue OR: 1.29
(95%CI: 0.78, 2.15) (mivoxag 3.4).

Xoupwva pe tov Ereyyo tov Begg, touv Egger wou T pébodo g ueto-
TaAMvOopoOuMonG  Ppébnie OTL OV LIGPYEL GLGTNUATIKO GPAAU Onpocicvong, kKabhg To P-
value ka1 oT1ig 3 ouykpicelg etvon >0.05 (mivaxog 3.5).

Kot 6116 TpEig ouykpioelg TapovstdleTal HeydAn eTEPOYEVEIN KL AUTO ATOOEIKVOETAL
amd 1o p-value <0.05 Kot TO GLVOMKO > >50%. Yuykekpyéva yia TG ovykpicelg C versus
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A, CC versus AA+AC, AA versus CC+AC 10 % eivon avtiotoya 71.7%, 57.8%, 63.6%
(mivoxag 3.3).

A7 T1g 17 pehéteg pdvo dvo oe Ppickovrar oe woopporio HWE (Ilivaxag 3.6). H
UETA-OVOADOT] TOV UEAET®OV TOL PplokovIiol GE 1G0PPOTIA OV OLOPOPOTOINGE TOIOTIKA TN
OTOTIOTIKQ U1 GNUOVTIKY] SLGYETION ToL ToAvpopeiopod A1166C tov AGTRI1 pe v
actévelnn ESRD (ITINAKAZX 3.3, ewoveg 6.23, 6.25, 6.27 mapdptnua).

Me Vv ektéheon ¢ 0BPOISTIKNG peTa-ovaAvong, ot olbykplon AA versus
AC+CC odgv mapomnpnOnke olaypovikn tdon (awoduevo Ilpwtéa) (swkdva 3.6). v
aBpOloTIK OUMC HeTa-OvGAvoN Yo TN oLykpion tov yovotumwv CC versus AA+AC
mapotnpenOnke 10 Qawvopevo tov Ilpwtéa pe ™ pébodo first vs subsequent (p-
value=0.028<0.05) kabnh¢ xal pe tov Ereyyo ¢ moAwvopounong (p-value=0.000<0.05)
(mopaptnuo mivakag 6.22) tpdyua mov @aivetal kol amd Ty KAlon ¢ evbelag oto forest
plot (ewéva 3.5). Emiong om olykpion C versus A mapamnpnOnke O10ypovikn Tdon
SLUPMOVO UE TOV EAEYYO ToAVOpOUN NG (p=0.017<0.05) (rapdpmuo wivaxag 6.20) Tpdyuo,
7oL elvau epovEG Ko amd TV KAiom g evbeiag oto forest plot (ewkova 3.4).

XTIC TPEIC APUIPETIKEG UETO-AVOADGEL TOV OAANAOUOPP®Y KUl TOV YOVOTOT®V
Bpédnke OTL Oev VIOPYEL KATOW UEAETN 7OL UE TNV aQaipecn ¢ va emmpealeral
OTUTIOTIKE onUavTIKA T0 cLVOAKS OR twv vrdrommv peretdv (edva 6.19, ewdva 6.20,

gwova, 6.21 mapapTnua).
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Author Year Country Race T | NT Controls Cases
AA AC CC Total A C AA | AC | CC | Total | A C
Zsom M 2011 Hungary Caucasian 100 88 12 200 288 112 | 72 | 54 8 134 | 198 | 70
Elshamaa 2011 Egypt Egyptian 48 18 4 70 114 26 16 | 20 8 44 52 | 36
MF
Huang HD | 2010 China Asian 100 20 0 120 220 20 42 | 5 0 47 89 | 5
Ayed Kh 2006 Tunisia African 29 18 50 76 24 82 | 44 | 5 131 | 208 | 54
Buraczynsk | 2006 Poland Caucasian 322 182 16 520 826 214 | 346 | 322 | 77 745 | 101 | 476
aM 4
Tabel Y 2005 Turkey Caucasian 176 97 14 287 449 125 8 5 0 13 21 5
Lau YK 2004 Singapore Asian 84 10 0 94 178 10 30 | 2 0 32 62 | 2
Liu KP 2004 Taiwan Asian 117 223 11 16 30 | 2
Lee KB 2003 Korea Asian 94 11 0 105 199 11 20 24
Coll E 2003 Spain Caucasian 54 66 11 131 174 88 55 | 4 | 5 104 | 154 | 54
Papp F 2003 Hungary Caucasian 78 67 5 150 223 77 37 | 29 | 4 70 103 | 37
Losito A 2002 Perugia Caucasian 91 64 14 169 246 92 72 | 72 | 16 160 | 216 | 104
Buraczynsk | 2002 Poland Caucasian 158 93 9 260 409 111 | 221|174 | 35 430 | 616 | 244
aM
Basset el- 2002 France Caucasian 101 63 17 181 265 97 | 150 | 125 | 19 294 | 425 | 163
EA
Filler G 2001 Berlin Caucasian 51 43 6 100 145 55 51 | 38 | 11 100 | 140 | 60
Frimat L 2000 France Caucasian 471 403 86 960 1343 575 | 39 | 35 2 76 113 | 39
Gumprecht | 2000 Poland Caucasian 84 | 90 352 176
J
XYNOAO 3866 2596

Mivexeg 3.2 : OvyovéTumor Kot Ta 0iiAOHopOa TOL YPNGIHOTOMINKAY 6TV peTa-avdiven yid Tov woivpopeiepd A1166C, ESRD.




Study

Frimat L (2000)
Filler G (2001)
Losito A (2002)
Buraczynska M (2002)
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Qdds ratio
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1.29 (0.92, 1.80)
1.46 (1.13, 1.89)
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Ewéva 3.1: to forest plot yio ™ peto-avaiven tov arinlopdpoov C versus A, ESRD.
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8.3
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9.3
8.0
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1.6
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8.6
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100.0

QOdds ratio
Study (95% ClI) % Weight
Frimat L (2000) — . 0.27 (0.07, 1.14) 6.4
Filler G (2001) — . 1.94 (0.69, 5.46) 8.7
Losito A (2002) + 1.23(0.58, 2.61) 10.7
Buraczynska M (2002) P ma 247 (1.17, 5.23) 10.7
Basset el-EA (2002) 1— 0.67 (0.34, 1.32) 11.2
Coll E (2003) . 0.55(0.19, 1.64) 8.3
Papp F (2003) | 1.76 ( 0.46, 6.76) 6.8
Tabel Y (2005) - 0.70 (0.04, 12.34) 23
Ayed Kh (2006) ] 0.62(0.14, 2.70) 6.1
Buraczynska M (2006) R 3.63 (2.09, 6.30) 12.2
Zsom M (2011) B I 0.99 (0.40, 2.50) 9.4
Elshamaa MF (2011) ] 3.67 (1.03, 13.02) 7.2
Lau YK (2004) (Excluded)
Huang HD (2010) : (Excluded)
Overall e 1.28 (0.79, 2.07) 100.0
T T
K 1
QOdds ratio

Ewéve 3.2 : 1o forest plot yia ™ peta-avaiven tov yovotoamv CC versus AA+AC, ESRD.
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Filler G (2001)

Losito A (2002)
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—*— 0.97 (0.55,1.71) 71
= : 0.56 (0.12, 2.70) 1.8
ﬁ : 0.99 (0.32, 3.11) 3.0
4'7 0.83 (0.42, 1.60) 6.1
DI 1.88 (1.49, 2.36) 1.2
R e 0.60 (0.21, 1.69) 35
—.Jﬁ 0.86 (0.56, 1.33) 8.6
i — M 3.82(1.72,845) 50
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Ewéve 3.3: To forest plot 1o ™ pera-avaiven tov yovotinov ACHCC versus AA, ESRD.
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Ewéve 3.4: to p-value dsiyvoov @uivopevo otaypovikig tdong oty adporstikn pueta-avaiven tov
arinropopooy C versus A pe Tnv ektéheon g evrorrjc metatrend, ESRD.
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Ewéve 3.5: ta p-value dsiyvoov @uivopevo otaypovikig tdong oty adporstikn pueta-avaiven tov
yovotvrov CC versus AA+AC, ESRD.
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Ewdvo 3.6: Acv vapyst guivopevo staypoviknig 1aong yia tovg yovétomovg CC+HAC versus AA tov
vyovidiov AGTR1, ESRD.
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) B
Number Od.d 5 95% Confidence | Cochoran’s | P-value for 20 etvs.'een
Contrast race of studies ratio(random Interval 0 heteroseneit I' (%) | studies
effects) g y variance('rz)
(]
All 16 1.101 0903 1342 53.06 0.000 71.9% 0.097
African 1 0.822 0475 1422 0.00 ) ) 0.000
(]
A allele Asian 3 0.727 0346 1527 0.80 0.670 0.0% 0.000
versus C
(]
allele Caucasian 1 1.085 0.885 1331 3957 0.000 74.7% 0.082
other 1 3.036 1.663 5540 0.00 - - 0.000
HWE 14 1.112 0.897 1.379 49.64 0.000 73.8% 0.106
(]
All 14 1314 0831 2077 30.80 0.004 57.8% 0.370
CC R
African 1 0.622 0143 2704 0.00 - 0.000
genotype
versus other ) 0.0% 0.000
A 2 2716 0.168 43951 0.00 0.962
(AA+AC) San
(]
genotypes Caucasian 10 1.236 0.734  2.081 27.32 0.001 67.1% 0.427
other 1 3.667 1.033 13.018 0.00 - - 0.000
HWE 14 1.314 0.831 2.077 30.80 0.004 57.8% 0.370
All 15 1.150 0915 1444 38.42 0.000 63.6% 0.108
Other African 1 0.825 0425 1603 0.00 - - 0.000
(CC+AC) Asian 3 0.832 0408  1.697 1.93 0381 0.0% 0.000
enotvhes Caucasian 10 1.138 0900 1438 26.14 0.002 65.6% 0.085
genotyp other ] 3818 1.724 8455 0.00 : : 0.000
versus AA
genotype HWE 15 1.150 0.915 1.444 38.42 0.000 63.6% 0.108

Mivexoeg 3.3 : Ta amoTehéoROTO TS NETU-GVAIVGNS VLU TOV TOAVROPPLSHO A1166C Tov yovidiov AGTR1, ESRD.
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Number of obs = 14
wald chi2(2) = 1.81
Log Tikelihood = -24.397544 Prob > chi2 = 0.4037
Coef. std. Err. z P>|z| [95% conf. Interval]
overall_mean
b1l .1285283  .0961921 1.34 0.181 -.0600048 .3170614
b2 .2574847  .2584155 1.00 0.319 -.2490003 . 7639697
Estimated between-studies SDs and correlation matrix:
SD bl b2
bl .22099741 1 1
b2 .71209805 1 1
Mivakag 3.4: To aroteléopote amd TNy molvpetafint avaiven, ESRD.
Test Begg Test Egger Meta-
regression
¢ allele versus a allele 0.753 0.103 0.333
cc genotype versus aat+ac 0913 0.365 0.684
aa genotype versus cctac 0428 0.087 0.348

Mivexoeg 3.5: Aev vadpyel GLETNURETIKO 6QALNE INUOGicVeNS KAOAOS Ta p-value > 0.05 pe v c@appoy Tov Te6T 100 Begg , Tov Egger kot ) pédodo
UETU-TAIVOPOUN GG GTIC UETU-UVUELVGELS OV QaivovTan apletepd, ESRD,



2YITPAOEAZ | Exact test looppoTria
p-value HWE

Zsom M 0.2243 NAI
Elshamaa MF 0.2307 NAI
Huang HD 1.0000 NAI
Ayed Kh 1.0000 NAI
Buraczynska M 0.1388 NAI
Tabel Y 0.8632 NAI
Lau YK 1.0000 NAI
Liu KP - OXI
Lee KB 1.0000 NAI
CollE 0.1728 NAI
Papp F 0.0523 NAI
Losito A 0.5624 NAI
Buraczynska M 0.3681 NAI
Basset el-EA 0.1313 NAI
Filler G 0.6154 NAI
Frimat L 1.0000 NAI
Gumprecht J - 0).4

Mivexag 3.6: éheyyoc HWE o vy ac0évero ESRD.
Av 7o p-value g oTijAng exact test>0.05 tote
vadapye woopponic HWE.,
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3.1.2 HoAvpop@iopnog A1166C ko Xpovia ve@pikt) Avendpkera (CKD)

Ao v avalnmon ot Paon dedopévev Ppébnioy 109 peréteg amd tig onoieg 8
UEAETEG YPNOIUOTOMONKAY Y10 UETO-AVAALGT), Y1X TOV EAEYYO TNG SLGYETIONG NG XPOVIag
Negpwng Avemndpkelag (CKD) pe tov morvpopeiopd A1166C. Mo and T1g HEAETEC
neplelye 60€00UEVO LOVO Y10, TA OAANAOUOPPA. KOl OE ¥PNGIUOTOMONKE Y10 TV avAALOoN
yovotumwv (Liu et al. 2004). Xuvolkd Ohec or peréteg mepielyav 4252 vyl ko 812
acBeveic. O dvo pueréteg apopovoav Kavkdsiovg minbuouote (Peruzzi et al. 2005; Zsom
et al. 2011). Téooepig peréteg agpopovoay Actdteg (Huang et al. 2010; Lau et al. 2004; Liu
et al. 2004; Su et al. 2012) kot pio peiétn agpopovoe Agppoouepikavovg (African American)
dniadn African (Hsu et al. 2006). Mia peAétn o@opovse @UAN amd Atlyvmto mov
katnyoporombnke wg other (Elshamaa et al., 2011).

AETTOUEPEIEC YUPAKTNPIOTIKOV Y10 TNV KEOe perétn (QuAn, yovdtumol, vyielc-acheveic)
eaivovrtal otov mivaka 3.7.

2TIC EMUEPOVG UEAETEC TTOV YPTCILOTOWONKAY Y10, LETAU-OVAAVOT| Ol VYIELS Kol Ot
aoBevels emAEXON KAV GOUPOVA UE TO, KPITHPLa TOV Paivovtal otov wivaka 3.28.

EAéyéape ™ ovoyétion g Xpoévwag Negpikng Avemdpkelog (CKD) pe tov
morvpopeopd A1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI1. To ocvvorkd OR pall pe to O1dotnua
EUMIGTOGUVIG VIOAOYIGTNKAY YPNCIUOTOIDVTOG TO HOVIEAD TMV Tuxainv emdpdoemy. Ag
Bpédnke cvoyétion UeTa&L TOL TOALUOPPIGHOV Kot NG acbévelng CKD ot olykpion tov
arinAdpopewv C versus A kaBmdg to OR: 1.16 (95%CI: 0.83, 1.64) (ewdva 3.7). Ououo,
dev Ppebnke OTATIOTIKG GNUOVTIKY GLGYETION oTO Vmoiewmduevo povréro CC versus
AA+AC pe OR: 1.06 (95%CI: 0.50, 2.25) (ewova 3.8) aAld obte KOl 6TO EMKPATEG AA
versus AC+CC pe OR: 1.16 (95%CI: 0.82, 1.63) (ewdva 3.9). Otav ot cuykpicelg Eyvay pe
Baon TiIc QUAEG, WAAL OV TOPATNPNONKE OTOTICTIKA oNuUavTikny ovoyétion (PAéme
TapaPTN U, E1IKOVEG 6.29, 6.31, 6.33).

And v molvpetafAntn aviivor Oe PpEONKE GTUTIOTIKA GMUOVTIKY] GLGYETION
670 emKpatéC poviého kAnpovoukotrag AC versus AA (p-value=0.517) epdoov to OR:

1.17 (95%CI: 0.73, 1.88). ‘Ouota, ovte ka1 oto vVIorewmmopevo poviého CC versus AA
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Bpédnke otatiotikd onuovtikn cvceyétion (p-value=0.851) pe OR: 1.08 (95%CI: 0.46, 2.52)
(mivokag 3.9).

Amo 11 8 pekétec uovo 6o de Ppiokoviar oe 1oopporioc HWE (mivakag 3.11). Meta-
avdAvon TV UEAETOV oL Ppiokovial Ge 1G0ppomic, OV Ol1LPOPOTOINGE TOIOTIKA TN
OTOTIOTIKQ U1 GNUOVTIKY] SLGYETION ToL ToAvpopeiopod A1166C tov AGTRI1 pe v
actévelo CKD (mivaxag 3.8, ewdveg 6.50, 6.52, 6.54 napdptnua).

ouewva pe tov Edeyyo tov Begg, tov Egger «at tn pébodo peta~-maAtvopounong
Bpédnke OTL 0V VIAPYEL GLGTNUATIKO GEAAUA, ONpocicvong, KaBnmg To P-value ka1 otig 3
ovykpicelg etvor >0.05 (nivakag 3.10).

Kot o11¢ Tpelg cvykpicelg mapovstaleTal KpN ETEPOYEVEIN KL QLTS ATOOEIKVOETAL
amd 1o p-value>0.05 ka1 To cuVoMKO <50% . Yuykekpyéva yia Tig cvuykpiocelg C versus
A, CC versus AA+AC, AA versus CC+AC 1o I sivan avtiotorya 42.3%, 0.0%, 45.6%
(mivoxag 3.8).

Kotd v 08poiotiKn HeTa-avaAvoT|, Kol GTIC TPELS CLUYKPIGES Ogv mopatnpnonKe
Swypovikn Taon (pavopevo Ipwtéa) ommg eaiveron kol amd T1g KAloelg g evbelag ota
Swypaupoata (ewoveg 3.10, 3.11, 3.12).

XTIC TPEIC OPUPETIKEG UETA-OVOADGELS TOV GAAAOUOPPOV KUl TOV YOVOTUA®V
Bpédnke OTL Oev VIOPYEL KATOW UEAETN 7OL UE TNV aQaipecn ¢ va emmpealeral
OTUTIOTIKA OTUAVTIKA TO0 cLVOAKS OR twv vrorommv peretdv (ekdva 6.46, swdvo 6.47,

gwova, 6.48 mapapTnua).
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Author Year | Country Race Controls Cases
AA AC |CC |[Total |A |C |AA|AC|CC |Total |A |C
Su SL 2012 Taiwan Asian 244 26 0 270 514 26 | 119 16 0 | 135 254 | 16
Zsom M 2011 Hungary Caucasian 100 88 12 | 200 283 | 112 | 35 | 23 3 |61 93 | 29
Elshamaa | 2011 Egypt Egyptian 48 18 4 170 11426 [ 12 [ 16 | 4 [32 40 | 24
MF
Huang HD 2010 China Asian 100 20 0 120 2201 20 | 71 12 0 |83 154 | 12
Hsu CC 2006 USA African 2944 3331 265 307
American
Peruzzi L 2005 Italy Caucasian 28 16 6 50 72 | 28 | 24 | 23 3 150 71 | 29
Lau YK 2004 Singapore Asian 34 10 0 94 178 | 10 | 80 5 1 |86 165 7
Liu KP 2004 Taiwan Asian 117 223 | 11 58 1071 9
2YNOAQO 4252 812

Mivexeg 3.7: O yovoTUTOL KA TO, 0AINAOH0 POU TOV PN GIHOTOUONKAY 6TV pETA-Avaive Y10 ToV Toivpopeisnd A1166C, CKD.
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Study

Lau YK (2004)

Liu KP (2004)
Peruzzi L (2005)
Huang HD (2010)
Zsom M (2011)
Elshamaa MF (2011)
Su SL (2012)

Overall

Odds ratio
(95% Cl) % Weight

0.76 (0.28, 2.03) 8.9

—Jl} 171(069,424 100

1.05(057,1.94) 164
0.86(0.41,1.81) 13.1
0.80(0.50,1.28) 209

+ 2.63(1.36,5.10) 15.1

1.25(0.66,2.36) 156
1.16 (0.83, 1.64) 100.0

Ewéve 3.7 : To forest plot yia T peto-avaiven tov ariniopopooy C versus A, CKD.

Study

Odds ratio

Odds ratio
(95% CI) % Weight

Lau YK (2004)

Peruzzi L (200®—l

Zsom M (2011) —.7

Elshamaa MF (2011) 7‘

Huang HD (2010)
Su SL (2012)

Overall

3.32(0.13,82.49) 6.0
0.47 (0.11,1.99) 292
0.81(0.22,2.97) 36.0

2.36(0.55,10.10) 28.8

(Excluded)
(Excluded)
> 1.02 (0.47,2.24) 100.0
T T
A 1 3
Odds ratio

Ewéve 3.8: to forest plot yio ™ peto-avarvon tov yovotimov CC versus AA + AC, CKD.

Study

Lau YK (2004)
Peruzzi L (2005)
Hsu CC (2006)
Huang HD (2010)
Zsom M (2011)
Elshamaa MF (2011)
Su SL (2012)

Overall

N E
7,7

&

—

Odds ratio

(95% CI) % Weight
0.63 (0.22,1.81) 8.0
1.38 (0.63, 3.03) 12.1

1.21 (0.86,1.70) 251

0.85 (0.39, 1.84) 123
0.74 (0.42,1.32) 171

—— - 364(151,873 105

1.26 (0.65, 2.44) 14.9
1.16 (0.82,1.63) 100.0

Ewéve 3.9: to forest plot yio ™) peto-avaiven tov yovotinov AA versus CCHAC, CKD.

Odds ratio
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Including first study - ———— Excluding first study

Cumulative ES (log-scale)
D—
B—
|

4
. Rank of the studies
Cumulative meta-analysis plot

Ewéve 3.10: 10 forest plot amd tnv ektéhesn ¢ evioilg metatrend yia Ta aliniopopoo C versus A,
CKD.

Including first study = ————— Excluding first study

Cumulative ES (log-scale)

i Rank of the studies
Cumulative meta-analysis plot

Ewéve 3.11: 10 forest plot amd v ektélesn ¢ evioing metatrend Yo Tovg yovotvmovg CC versus
AA+AC, CKD.

Including first study ~  ————— Excluding first study

14
)
3
"] 0 -
>
i)
0
w
[
2
©
S 14
2 1
>
8]

24

T T T T T
0 2 4 6 8
Rank of the studies

Cumulative meta-analysis plot

Ewdve 3.12; 10 forest plot amd v ektélesn ¢ evioing metatrend Yo Tovg YovoTLUTOUS AA Vversus
CC+AC, CKD.
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Number of Od.d 5 95%  Confidence | Cochoran’s | P-value for 2 Betvs.'een

Contrast race studies ratio(random Interval 0 heterogeneity I* (%) studies

effects) g variance('rz)
All 7 1.162 0.826 1.635 10.41 0.109 42.3% 0.087
A allele Asian 4 1.099 0.742 1.629 202 0.568 0.0% 0.000
versus C Caucasian 2 0.886 0.610 1287 047 0.494 0.0% 0.000
allele other 1 2631 1358 5.097 0.00 - - 0.000
HWE 6 1.114 0.768 1.617 9.56 0.089 47.7% 0.101
CC All 6 1.059 0.500 2246 3.16 0.675 0.0% 0.000
genotype Asian 3 2260 0276 18482 0.11 0.947 0.0% 0.000
versus Caucasian 2 0.634 0241 1.667 031 0.580 0.0% 0.000
other other 1 2357 0.550 10.096 0.00 - - 0.000
(AA+AC)

genotypes HWE 6 1.059 0.500 2.246 3.16 0.675 0.0% 0.000
Other All 7 1.159 0823 1632 11.03 0.087 45.6% 0.091
(CC+AC) Asian 3 0.968 0614 1525 137 0.504 0.0% 0.000
cenotypes Caucasian 2 0.953 0526 1.727 1.54 0215 35.1% 0.067
other 1 3.636 1515 8.729 0.00 - - 0.000
versus AA African 1 1.206 0856 1.698 0.00 - - 0.000
genotype HWE 6 1.153 0.726 1.831 10.92 0.053 54.2% 0.177

Mivexoeg 3.8 : Ta amotehéopoto TS NETU-EVEIVGNS Y10, TOV TOAVROPPIsné A1166C Ttov yondiov AGTRI1, CKD.
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Number of obs = 6
wald chi2(2) = 0.43
Log 1ikelihood = -13.625377 Prob > chi2 = 0.8080
Coef. std. Err. z P>|z| [95% conf. Interval]
overall_mean
bl .1572378  .2424184 0.65 0.517 -.3178934 .6323691
b2 .080994  .4312509 0.19 0.851 -.7642423 .9262303
Estimated between-studies SDs and correlation matrix:
SD bl b2
bl .42882229 1 1
b2 .42260639 1 1
Mivexec3.9: ta amoteiiopata amd Ty moropetafinti avaiven, CKD.
Test Begg Test Egger Meta-
regression
¢ allele versus a allele 0.764 0.590 0.784
cc genotype versus aat+ac 1.000 0422 0.468
aa genotype versus cctac 0.764 0.926 0.857

Mivaxoeg 3.10: Asv vadpyel GVETNUATIKG QGG ONpocicvong KEO®C To p-value > 0.05 pe v cpappoy Tov 1867 ToL Begg , Tov Egger k™ pébodo

UETU-TAIVOPOUN GG GTIC UETU-UVULVGELS TOV QaivovTal apietepd, CKD.
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2YITPAOEAZ | Exact test looppoTria
HWE

Su SL 1.0000 NAI
Zsom M 0.2243 NAI
Elshamaa MF 0.2307 NAI
Huang HD 1.0000 NAI
Hsu CC - OXI
Peruzzi L 0.1619 NAI
Lau YK 1.0000 NAI
Liu KP - OXI

Mivexeg 3.11: éheyyoc HWE 1o v ac0éveia CKD.
Av 7o p-value g oTijAng exact test>0.05 tote
vadapye woopponic HWE.,



3.1.3 Hoivpop@ropnoc A1166C ko IgA

Ao v avalnmon ot Paon dedopévev Ppébnkav 36 peréteg amod TIC omoleg S
UEAETEG YPTCILOTOMONKAY Y10 WETA-OVOAVOY], Y10 TOV EAEYXO TNG OLOYETIONG NG
onepapatoveppitidag avococpalpivnig A (IgAN) pe tov moivpopeiopnd A1166C tov
yovidiov Tov vodoyéa Tomov 1 g ayyeloteveivng I Zvvohkd mepielyav 1373 vyteic ko
785 acBeveig. Ot tpeig pueiéteg apopovsav Actdteg (Huang et al. 2010; Lau et al. 2004,
Maruyama et al. 2001). Avo peréteg agpopovoay kKavkdoiovg mAnbucuovg (Frimat et al.
2000; Pei et al. 1997).

AETTOUEPEIEC YUPAKTNPIOTIKOV Y10 TNV KEOe peAétn (QUAT, YOVOTLTOL, VYIElG-acheveic)
@aivovrtal otov mivoka 3.12.

Ot vytelg ko o1 acBevels oe kabepia omd TIg HEAETEC TTOV GLYKATUAEXONKOV OTN
UETA-OVOAVOT), ETAEXONKOY COUPOVO, LIE TA KPITHP10, TOL QaivovTol otov Tivaka 3.30.

EAéy&ape ) cvoyétion g veppomddetag IgA  ue tov morvpopeiopd A1166C tov
yovidiov AGTRI1. To cvvorwké OR pall pe 1o SldoTUA EUTIGTOCUVIG VITOAOYIGTIKOV
PN CILOTOIDVTAG TO HUOVTEAD T®V TUYU®V emoOpdcemy. Ae PpebnKe GTATIOTIKG GNUOVTIKY
ocvoyétion petalh tov moivpopeiopob kot tng acbévewg (IgAN) ot olykplon ToOV
aAniopopewyv C versus A o ko 7o OR: 0.99 (95%CI: 0.84, 1.17) (ewdva 3.13). Opowa
de PpéOnke oTATIOTIKG ONUOVTIKY] GLGYETION 610 VroAswmduevo poviého CC versus
AA+AC pe OR: 0.95 (95%CI: 0.62, 1.45) (ewéva 3.14) xaBdG KAl GTO EMKPOTEC LOVTEAO
AA versus AC+CC pe OR: 1.00 (95%CI: 0.81, 1.23) (ewova 3.15). Otav ot cuykpicelg
Eywvav pe Baon Tig QUALC, A OV TOPATNPNONKE CTUTICTIKA SNUOVTIKY cuoyETion (BAEme
TOPAPTNUO. EIKOVEG 6.56, 6.58, 6.60).

Me ) péBodo NG MOALUETAPANTNG avaAvong o Ppeébnke OTOTIGTIKA GNUOVTIKY
OULGYETION OTO EMKPUTEG HOVTELD KANpovoukotntag AC versus AA (p-value=0.954) wa
kat o OR: 1.01 (95%CI: 0.81, 1.25). Opota de Ppebnke GTATIGTIKA OMUAVTIKY] GUGYETION
610 vrrorewmopevo povtédo CC versus AA (p-value=0.819) pue OR: 0.95 (95%CI: 0.61, 1.47)
(mivokag 3.14).

Kot o1 5 pehéteg Bpiokovron og wooppomnio. HWE (mivokag 3.16).
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‘Onwg £de1&e 0 Eleyyog Tov Begg, tov Egger kot n uébodog ¢ peta-rtoivopounong,
dev VIhPYEL GLGTNUATIKO GEAAUN dnpocievang, kabmg 1o P-value ka1 otic 3 ovykpioelg
etvan p-value > 0.05 (mivaxag 3.15).

Kot otic tpeig ovykpioelg mapovstaletar undapivi] ETEPOYEVELD KL OUTO OTOOEIKVOETOL
and 10 p-value>0.05 kot To GLVOMKO I* <50%. Yuykekpluéva, yia TG cvykpicelg C versus
A, CC versus AA+AC, AA versus CC+AC 10 I sivan avtiotora 0.0%, 0.0%, 0.0%
(mivokag 3.13).

Me v ektéheon G aBpOIGTIKNG peta-ovéivong ywo. ™ obvykplon CC versus
AA+AC dev mapatnpnonke 010 povikn TaoT. Avtifeta 6TV aBpOIoTIKT UETA-AVAALGT, YU
™ ovykpion C versus A mopoammpnOnke Olaypovikny Tdon cOUPOVE UE TOV EAEYYO
maAvopounong (p-value=0.008<0.05) (mapdaptnua wivaxog 6.68) Tpdyua mov Qoivetol Kot
amd v KAion ¢ gubelag oto ddypappa (eikdva 3.16). Ouowo 6t cvykplon AA versus
CC+AC mapamnpnbnke oaypovikn tdon (pawvouevo Ipwtén) cOupmve pe tov EAyyo
aAvopounong (p-value=0.000<0.05) axoun Kot Ue TV aPaipecT TNG TPAOTNG HeAES (p-
value=0.000<0.05) (mopdpuo wivakag 6.72). H owypoviky tdon eativetar kol amd v
KAMon ¢ evbelag oto o1dypappa (ewova 3.18).

IT1C TPEIC OPUPETIKES UETA-OVOADGELS TMV GAANAOUOPO®Y KOl TOV YOVOTOTMOV
Bpédnke OTL Oev VIOPYEL KATOWL UEAETN 7OL UE TNV aQaipeon ¢ vo emmpedlertal
OTUTIOTIKA OTUAVTIKA TO cLVOAKS OR twv vroromemv peietdv (edva 6.73, ewdva 6.74,

gwova, 6.75 mapapTnua).
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Author Year | Country Race Controls

Cases
AA AC | CC |Total |A C AA | AC | CC | Total | A C
Huang HD 2010 China Asian 100 20 0 120 220 | 20 | 113 | 17 0 130 243 17
Lau YK 2004 Singapore Asian 84 10 0 94 178 | 10 | 110 7 1 118 227 9
Maruvama K | 2001 Japan Asian 80 19 0 99 179 | 19 75 20 0 95 170 20
Frimat L 2000 France Caucasian 471 403 86 960 134 | 575 | 136 | 116 | 22 274 388 160
3
Pe1Y 1997 Canada Caucasian 56 37 7 100 149 | 51 82 73 13 168 237 99
2YNOAO 1373 785

Mivexeg 3.12: O yovéTumol Kl T0 GAANAONOPQU, TOV YPNGIUOTOUONKEY TNV HETE-UVILVGT Y0 TOY TOLVROPpPLond A1166C, IgA.
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Odds ratio

Study (95% Cl) % Weight
Pei Y (1997) 122(0.82,1.81) 183
Frimat L (2000) 0.96(0.78,1.19) 656
Maruyama K (2001) 111(057,215) 65
Lau YK (2004) = 071(028,1.77) 3.4
Huang HD (2010) ——— 0.77(039,151) 6.3

Overall 0.99 (0.84,1.17) 100.0

T T
A 1 3
Odds ratio

Ewéve3.13: To forest plot wov mpoxkdmtel amd v ektéheon TG £VTOAS metan Yo To arinidpopea C
versus A, IgA,

Odds ratio
Study (95% Cl) % Weight
Pei Y (1997) ] 1.11(0.43,2.89) 20.4
Frimat L (2000) 0.89(0.54,1.45) 778
Lau YK (2004% = 2.41(0.10,5991) 18
Maruyama K (2001) (Excluded)
Huang HD (2010) (Excluded)
Overall 0.95(0.61, 1.46) 100.0
T T
A 1 3
Odds ratio

Ewéva3.14: To forest plot wov wpoxdmTel amwd TV ekTéLES TG £VTOA|S Metan Yid TovS yovoTurovg CC
versus AA+AC, IgA.

Odds ratio

Study (95% Cl) % Weight
Pei Y (1997) 1.33(0.81,2.20) 17.5
Frimat L (2000) 0.98 (0.75,1.28) 60.2
Maruyama K (2001) 112(0.56,2.27) 88
Lau YK (2004) - 0.61(0.23,1.61) 46
Huang HD (2010) — 0.75 (0.37, 1.52) 8.9
Overall 1.00 (0.81, 1.23) 100.0

| |

A 1 3

Odds ratio

Ewéva3.15: To forest plot wov mwpoxkOrTel b TV eKTELEST TG EVTOAS Metan Y10, TOVS YOVOTVTOUS AA
versus CC+AC, IgA.
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Including first study = ————— Excluding first study

Cumulative ES (log-scale)

1 2 4 5
Rank of the studies

Cumulative meta-analysis plot

Ewéve 3.16; Ta p-value amd tnv afporstikn peta-avaiven 1ov ariniopopeov C versus A 6wov
vAaPYLEL QuIvOpEVO dayPoviKiS TaoT S, IgA.

Including first study ~ ————- Excluding first study

Cumulative ES (log-scale)
o
|

1 1 1 T
1 2 3 4 5

. Rank of the studies
Cumulative meta-analysis plot

Ewéve3.17: ta p-value amd v afporotikn peta-avirven tov yovotoamv CC versus AA+AC émov
vAaPYLEL QuIvOpEVO dayPoviKiS TaoT S, IgA.

Including first study = ————— Excluding first study
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Cumulative meta-analysis plot

Ewéve3.18: To p-value amd tnv afporotikn peto-avirven tov yovotonov AA versus CC+AC 6mov
vAaPYLEL QuIvOpEVO dayPoviKiS TaoT S, IgA.



Number of Od.d s 95%  Confidence | Cochoran’s | P-value for 2 Betvs.'een
Contrast race studies ratio(random Interval 0 heterogeneity I* (%) studies
effects) g variance('rz)
A allel All 5 0.990 0836 1172 231 0.678 0.0% 0.000
a “’C Asian 3 0.875 0575 1332 0.84 0.657 0.0% 0.000
Ve:ﬁ:li Caucasian 2 1.019 0836 1242 1.08 0.299 7.3% 0.002
HWE 5 0.990 0.836 1.172 2.31 0.678 0.0% 0.000
CC All 5 0.947 0619 14350 051 0.973 0.0% 0.000
genotype Asian 3 1.442 0176 11.788 0.17 0916 0.0% 0.000
versus other | Caucasian 2 0.930 0602 1437 0.17 0677 0.0% 0.000
(AA+AC)
genotypes HWE 5 0.947 0.619 1.450 0.51 0.973 0.0% 0.000
Other All 5 0.999 0811 1231 3.05 0.550 0.0% 0.000
(CC+ACQ) Asian 3 0.844 0543 1313 1.16 0.559 0.0% 0.000
genotypes | Caucasian 2 1.062 0.811 1.390 1.17 0.280 14.4% 0.007
versus AA HWE 5 0.999 0.811 1.231 3.05 0.550 0.0% 0.000
genotype

Mivexec3.13: Ta oxotehéonoTo TS METU-GVAIVGNS Y10 TOV TOAVNOPPLGHO A1166C Tov yovidiov AGTRI, IgA.
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Number of obs = 5
wald chi2(2) = 0.06
Log Tikelihood = -6.8671969 Prob > chi2 = 0.9683
Coef. std. Err. z P>|z| [95% conf. Interval]
overall_mean
bl .0063145  ,1102822 0.06 0.954 -.2098347 .2224636
b2 -.050954  ,2227055 -0.23 0.819 -.4874488 . 3855407
Estimated between-studies SDs and correlation matrix:
SD bl b2
bl 2.192e-07 1 .99628963
b2 3.331e-07 .99628963 1
Mivexec3.14: T aroteréopnoto omxd TNy molvpetafinty avaivon, IgA.
Test Begg Test Egger Meta-
regression
¢ allele versus a allele 0.462 0.746 0.760
cc genotype versus aat+ac 0.806 0.247 0.650
aa genotype versus cctac 0.462 0.651 0.628

Mivexec3.15: Aev vrdpyel cveTNUOTIKG 6Qdipe dnpocisvenc keOOC To p-value > 0.05 ue v cpappoyn Tov te6T ToL Begg , Tov Egger kar ™ pébodo

UETU-TAIVOPOUN GG GTIC UETU-UVULVGELS TOV QUIVOVTUL aploTepd, IgA.
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2YITPAOEAZ | Exact test looppoTria
HWE
Huang HD 1.0000 NAI
Lau YK 1.0000 NAI
Maruyama K 10,5935 NAI
Frimat L 1.0000 NAI
Pei Y 0.7939 NAI

Mivexac3.16 : £heyyoc HWE 1o v ac0évara IgA.
Av 7o p-value g oTijAng exact test>0.05 tote
vadapye woopponic HWE.,

84



3.1.4 Toivpop@iropoc Al1166C 71ov 7yovidiov AGTR1 «km
KvoeteoovpnTNPIKN Taivopounon (VUR)

Ao v avalnmmon ot Pdon ocdouévov Ppédnikayv 14 peréteg amod Tig omoieg 3
UEAETEG YPNOILOTOMONKAY Y10 UETA-OVOAVOY], Y10 TOV EAEYXO TNG OLOYETIONG NG
KveteovpnPIKNG moAwvopounong (VUR)  upe tov mohvpopeicpud Al1166C. Xuvvolkda
meplelyav 216 vyieic xor 174 AcBeveic. Ot 000 HEAETEC QPOPOVOUY KOVKAGIOUG
TanBvouove (Haszon et al. 2002; Hohenfellner et al. 1999). Mia peiétn agpopodce AcliTeg
(Liu et al. 2004). Eme101 mepieiye mAnpo@opieg LOVO Y10 TIG GLYVOTNTES TMV AAAAOUOPQ®Y
de PN OIUOTOMONKE Y10 AVAALGTY OTIC GUYKPIGELS YOVOTUTT®V.

AETTOUEPEIEC YUPAKTNPIOTIKOV Y10 TNV KEOe peAétn (QUAT, YOVOTLTOL, VYIElG-acheveic)
eaivovrtal otov mivaka 3.17.

Ot vyieic kou ot acBeveic Yo Kabepio amd TIC LEAETEC TOL CLUTEPTANQONGAY OTN
UETA-OVOADOT] ETAEXONKOV GOUPOVO UE T KPITH P10 TOV Qaivovtal otov mivaka 3.31.

EAéyéape v mbavn cuoyétion tov toivpopeispov A1166C tov yovidiov AGTR1
He v Kvoteoovpntpiky molvopounon. To ocvvorawkdé OR pali pe 1o odotnua
EUMIGTOGUVIG VIOAOYIGTNKAY YPNCIUOTOLOVTOC TO UOVTEAD TMV TLYOIOV emdpdoemy. Ag
BpéBnKe OTOTIOTIKA ONUAVTIKY] GLGYETION UETOED TOU TOALUOPPIGUOV KOl TNG ACOEVELNG
(VUR) ot obykpion tov arAinAidpopemv C versus A pa kat to OR: 1.07 (95%CI: 0.68,
1.67) (ewova 3.19), oto vroremouevo povrého CC versus AA+AC pe OR: 0.14 (95%CT:
0.02, 1.22) (ewo6va 3.20) kobmdg Kot 6To emkpatég poviéro AA versus AC+CC pe OR: 1.15
(95%CI : 0.66, 2.00) (ewkdva 3.21).

And v molvpetafAnt avéivorn Ot PpEONKE OTOTICTIKA ONUAVTIKY] GLGYETION
070 emkpatéG pHovtéro kAnpovopikomtag AC versus AA (p-value=0.368) xabdg 1o OR:
1.29 (95%CI: 0.73, 2.29). Ouota, obte 610 vIoAewmOuevo poviéro CC versus AA Ppédnke
OTOTIOTIKA onuavTikn cvcyétion (p-value=0.097) epdcsov 10 OR: 0.16 (95%CI: 0.02, 1.39)
(mivoxag 3.19).

Movo 600 ard T1g Tpelg peiéteg Pplokovron oe woppomio HWE (mivokag 3.21).
Xouemva e tov Eleyyo tov Begg, touv Egger «at ™ pebddo peta-maAitvopdunong
ot ovykpion C versus A PpéBnke 611 0ev LITAPYEL GLOTNUOTIKO GPAAUN dnuocicvoNng,

ka0ng o P-value givon >0.05 (mivakag 3.20).
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YT1C TPELS GLYKPIGEIS TOPOVGIALETOL TOAD LIKPN ETEPOYEVELD K1 QVTO OTOOEIKVOETAL
amd 1o p-value > 0.05 Kot T0 GLVOMKO I* < 25%, Yuykekpluéva yio T1g ovykpicelg C versus
A, CC versus AA+AC, AA versus CC+AC to I* Bpédnke 12.8%, 0.0%, 0.0% avrticToryo
(mivokag 3.18).

H oBpototikn peta-avaivon, ot cvykplon C versus A €0e1ée O10povIKY| Tom
(powvopevo Ipwtéa), amd tov Ereyyo molvopounong (p-value=0.000<0.05) (mivaxag 27)
TPAYUO, TTOL QaiveTal Kal amd TV KAion ¢ evbeiog oto dbypappa (ewéva 3.22). T T1g
GAAeC OVO oLYKpioelg emeld] Ol LEAETEC TTOL YPTCLUOTOMONKAY Y1o TNV GOPOIGTIKY UETO-
avdAiven NTav uovo dVo dev NTay SLVOTN 1 AVAALGY).

2T1C TPEIC OPUPETIKES UETA-OVOADGELS TMV GAAAOUOPO®Y KOl TOV YOVOTUTMV
Bpédnke OTL dev VIOPYEL KATON HEAETN OV M apaipecn TG va  emnpedlel oTUTIOTIKE

onuavTIK& 10 cLVOAMKSO OR TV vTorommmY peretdv (eova, 6.88, ewdva 6.89, eikdva 6.90

TOPAPTNUWL).
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Author Year Country Race Controls Cases
AA AC | CC | Total | A C |AA | AC | CC | Total | A C
Liu KP 2004 Taiwan Asian 117 | 223 | 11 74 137 | 11
Haszon | 2002 Hungary Caucasian 46 32 2 80 124 | 36 | 40 | 37 0 77 117 | 37
Hohenfellner K 1999 Germany Caucasian 9 7 3 19 25 | 13 | 12 | 11 0 23 35 11
LYNOAO 216 174

Mivexec3.17: OryovéTumor Kot Ta aiiniopopea Tov YPNGIHOTOUONKAY 6TV NETAE-AVALVEN Yid TOV ToAvpopPLeud A1166C Tov yovidiov AGTR1, VUR.
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Study

Hohenfellner K (1999) . :

Haszon | (2002)

Liu KP (2004)

Overall

Odds ratio

(95% Cl)

0.60 (0.23, 1.57)
1.09 (0.65, 1.84)
1.63 (0.69, 3.86)

L]
P

1.07 (0.68, 1.67)

A 1 3
Odds ratio

% Weight

20.2

55.7

24.2

100.0

Ewéva3.19: to forest plot wov wpokvnTal 06 TNV PHETU-AVALVEN Y0 TA aiiniépopea C versus A 1oV

vyoviwiov AGTR1, VUR

Study

Hohenfellner

Haszon | (2002)

Overall

Odds ratio

(95% Cl)

K (1999) .

4

1 3
Odds ratio

0.10 (0.00, 2.07)

0.20 (0.01, 4.29)

0.14 (0,02, 1.22)

% Weight

50.4

496

100.0

Ewéva3.20: toforest plot mov mpoxdrtel anmd v peto-avaiven 1o tovg yovétomovg CC versus AA+AC

100 Yyovidiov AGTR1, VUR.

Study

Hohenfellner K (1999)

Haszon | (2002)

Overall

Odds ratio

(95% Cl)

Odds ratio

0.82(0.24,2.79) 211
125(0.67,235) 789
1.15(0.66,2.00) 100.0

% Weight
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Ewéva3.21: to forest plot wov wpokvTTEL 06 TNV UETA-AVALVGT] YK TOVS YOVOTUTOUS AA versus
CC+AC 100 yonioiov AGTR1, VUR.

Including first study ~ ————- Excluding first study

Cumulative ES (log-scale)

-1.5

\ \ \ \
1 15 2 25 3

] Rank of the studies
Cumulative meta-analysis plot

Ewkéve3.22: to forest plot wov wpokvmrTal 06 TNV 6OPOIGTIKI] PETA-UVALVGY] UE TNV EKTELEGT] TG
gvtoing metatrend v to ariniopopea C versus A tov yovidiov AGTR1, VUR.
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Odds

Between

o ’ _
Contrast race Numbf:r of ratio(random 95%Confidence | Cochoran’s P-value fo‘r (%) studies
studies Interval Q heterogeneity . 2
effects) variance(t’)
A allele All 3 1.066 0.681 1.668 2.29 0.318 12.8% 0.022
versus C Asian 1 1.628 0.687 3.856 0.00 - - 0.000
allele Caucasian 2 0.933 0.562 1551 1.13 0.288 11.3% 0.020
CcC All 2 0.142 0.017 1221 0.10 0.749 0.0% 0.000
genotype
versus other
(AA+AC) Caucasian 2 0.142 0.017 1221 0.10 0.749 0.0% 0.000
genotypes
Other All 2 1.146 0.655 2.005 0.36 0.551 0.0% 0.000
(CC+AQ)
geNOLYPes | ¢\ casian 2 1.146 0.655 2.005 0.36 0.551 0.0% 0.000
versus AA
genotype

Mivexec3.18: Ta omotehéonoTo TNS METU-GVAIVGNS Y10 TOV TOAVNOPPLIsHd A1166C Tov yonidiov AGTRI1, VUR. Ot HWE pegiétec fitay povo 600 ondte

gV NTaY OVVATI] PETU-AVALLGN.
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Number of obs = 2
wald chi2(2) = 3.97
Log likelihood = -2.3724267 Prob > chi2 = 0.1372
Coef. std. Err. z P>|z| [95% conf. Interval]
overall_mean
bl .261294 .2904026 0.90 0.368 -.3078847 .8304726
b2 -1.832144 1.104071 -1.66 0.097 -3.996083 .3317958
Estimated between-studies sDs and correlation matrix:
SD b1 b2
bl 2.086e-07 1 .90690968
b2 1.507e-07 .90690968 1
Mvakac3.19: To anoteréopata and tnv molvpetafinti peta-avaiven, VUR,
Test Begg Test Egger Meta-
regression
¢ allele versus a allele 1.000 0.859 0.768

cc genotype versus aatac -
aa genotype versus cctac -

Mivexeg 3.20: Agy vaapyel sVGTNROTIKS 6Qalpa dnuocisveng kKud®O¢ Ta p-value > 0.05 cOpQova pe

TOIVOPOUN GG GTIC HETU-AVAELVGELS TOV QaivovTal apletepd, VUR.

70 1267 TOV Begg , Tov Egger kan ™ pébodo peto-

91



2YITPAOEAZ | Exact test looppoTria
HWE
Liu KP - OXI
Haszon | 0.3329 NAI
Hohenfellner K |0.6069 NAI

Mivexoeg 3.21: éheyyoc HWE 1o v acOévaeia VUR.
Av 70 p-value ¢ 6Ti]Ang exact test>0.05 téte
vadapye weopponic HWE,
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3.1.5 IToivpop@ropiog A1332G tov yovidiov ATR2 kan VUR

Ao v avalntnon ot Pdon dedopévov Ppenkay 14 ueiéteg amd TIG onoieg TPELS
UEAETEG YPNOIUOTOMONKOV Y10 UETU-AVAALGY, Y10 TNV KLGTEQLPNTNPIKY TUALVOpOUN O
(VUR) «ou tov morvpopeiopnd A1332G tov yovidiov ATR2. Xvvorkd mepieiyav 790 vyelg
ka1 654 acOeveic. Oheg o1 peréteg agpopovcsav Kavkdoiovg mandvcuovg (Hohenfellner, et
al. 1999; Rigoli et al. 2004; Yoneda et al. 2002).

ATo TG TpElG HEAETEG M Uio. MTOV UEAETT) YEVETIKNG GUOYETIONG UOVTEAOL OIKOYEVELNG
Kol LOVTEAOL TANOLGLOV VYOV 0cBevav. [a TV 6TATIGTIKY avdAvon TV OESOUEV®Y TNG
Kal ToV voroyiopo tov logOR kat tov stdor ypnopomombnke SapopeTiky SadIKAGIX
(BAéme Yhkd kar MéBodot). Emeidn to yovioro AGTR2 Bpioketon 610 yphpocouo X M
GLYKEKPIUEVT O1001KOGIO Y10, TN CTATIGTIKY OAVOALGT TOV OEOOUEVMVY EYIVE Y10 TA, APCEVIKE,
Kal Ta OnAvka Eeyoprotd. ‘Etot ) pio perétn yopiomke o€ 600 UEAETEG IO TOV OPOPOVGE
TO, APGEVIKG KOl 1oL TOV apopovee Ta Bnivkd, Yoneda Al, Yoneda A2 avtictotya. Oieg ot
UEAETEC Teplelyay TANPOPOPIEG UOVO Y10 oLYVOTNTEC OAANAOUOPP®V YU aUTO OV
PN ooTomBnNKay otV avdiveon yovoturov (Tivakag 3.22).

AETTOUEPEIEG YOPUKTNPICTIKGOV Yo TNV KABe peAétn (QUAY, YOVOTLTOL, VYIEiC-
aocbevelc) gaivovian otov mivaka 3.22.

O1 vy1eilg Kot o1 aeBevelc TOV ETUEPOVC LEAETMV TOL YPNCUOTOONKOV Y10, LETO-
avdAven emAEXONKAY COLPOVA, LLE TA KPITN P10, TOL QaivovTol otov mivoka 3.32.

EAéyEape ) ovoyétion tov molvpopPicpov A1332G tov yovidiov AGTR2 pe myv
KvoteoovpnTnpikn moAwvopounon VUR. To ovvolké OR pali pe 10 O1dotnua
EUMIGTOGUVIG VITOAOYIGTIKOV YPT1CILOTOIMVTAS TO LOVIEAD T®V TUYainV emdpdoemy. Ag
BpéBnKe oTOTIOTIKA SNUAVTIKY GLGYETION HETAED TOV TOAVUOPPIGHOD Kol TNG UGHEVELNS
(VUR) ot obykpion tov ariniduopenv G versus A epocov 1o OR: 1.02 (95%CI: 0.67,
1.55) (ewova 3.23).

Enre1on 6gv vadpyovv mANpo@opieg y1o TOUG YOVOTLTOUG TMV LYIMV 08V EY1VE EAEYYOC
v weopponic HWE.

Xoupwva pe tov Ereyyo tov Begg, touv Egger xou T pébodo g ueta-
ToAMvopoumong vy v obykplon G versus A PpéOnke 611 dev vIdpPyEl GLGTNUATIKO

oc@aiua dnuocicvong kabag to P-value etvan >0.05 (ewkdva, 3.24).
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1 ovykpion G versus A TopoLGIALETaL WKPY ETEPOYEVELN KL ALTO ATTOOEIKVVETAL
and To p-value>0.05 kot 10 cuVoAKd I <50% (mivokoag 3.23).

Me mv extéleon TG aBPOISTIKNG UETO-avdALGNG, Yo TN obykplon G versus A
mapoTnpenOnKe oypovikn thon (eowvopevo Ilpwtén), ocOU@OvVe pHe TOV EAEYYO
maAvopounong (p-value=0.000<0.05). (Tlapdpmua mivakag 6.98). H Owaypoviky tdon
eoatveron Kot amd TV KAlon g evbeiog oto dudypaupa (ewdva 3.24).

2TV QQUUPETIKY UETO-avAALGN TV aArniopdpewv G versus A Ppébnke OtL Oev
VILAPYEL KATOLQ UEAETT) TTOVL UE TNV APAIPEST) TNG VA EMNPEALETAL CTATICTIKG, CNUOVTIKG TO

ouvolk6 OR tov volomwy peketdv (ekdvo 6.97 TapdpTnua).
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Author year Country race cases controls cases | controls
Gl Al GO A0

Rigoli L 2004 Italy Caucasian 14 13 28 64 27 92
Yoneda A 2002 Ireland Caucasian 27 55 55 56 82 111
Yoneda A 2002 Ireland Caucasian 27 55 41 65 82 106
Yoneda A 2002 Ireland Caucasian 116 104 111 137 220 248
Yoneda A 2002 Ireland Caucasian 116 104 107 107 220 214

Hohenfellner K | 1999 Germany Caucasian 10 13 8 11 23 19
654 790

Mivexec3.22: O yovoTumol Kot Ta aiini0popQa O YPNGIHOTOMONKAY 6TV NETA-AVALVGT V1K TOV TOLVUOPPLGUO
A1332G Tov yovidiov AGTR2, VUR.
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Study

Yoneda A2 (2002)

Yoneda A1 (2002)

Rigoli L (2004)

Hohenfellner K (1999)

Overall

Effect size

(95% Cl) % Weight

. 1.25(0.90,1.72) 435
. 0.62(0.36,1.05) 302

. 1.48 (0.62,355) 165

] 1.02(0.30,350) 938

1.02 (0.67,1.55) 100.0

1 3
Effect size

Ewéva3.23: to forest plot wov wpokvnTal 06 TN PHETU-GVIIVGY TOV linhopopoov G versus A tov

yovioioo AGTR2, VUR.
Including first study ~  ————- Excluding first study

2 —

@ —

o

°

(]

ul

(]

=

s

]

£

)

O
1

w—

Rank of the studies

Cumulative meta-analysis plot

Ewéva3.24: to forest plot wov wpokvTaL 076 TOV £hYY0 NLUYPOVIKIG TAGNS TOY ahinidpopoov G
versus A 100 yovioiov AGTR2, VUR.
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Number of . Odds 95%Confidence | Cochoran’s P-value for 2 /0 Betw?en

Contrast race studies ratio(random Interval 0 heteroseneit I" (%) studies
u effects) v g Y variance(t?)

A allele All 4 1.018 0.668 1551 544 0.143 44 8% 0.0790

"e:ﬁ:lic Caucasian 4 1.018 0.668 1551 5.44 0.143 44.8% 0.0790

Mivexec3.23: Ta omoTehéoROTO TNS NETU-CVAIVGNS Y10, TOV TOAVROPPIeNG A1332G Tov yovidiov AGTR2, VUR. Exre161] d&v vmipyay ainpo@opis yia

TOVG YOVOTUOVS TAOV VYIAV dev 1TaY ovvaTic o £heyyoc HWE,

Test Begg

Test Egger

Meta-regression

G allele versus A allele 0.734

0.824

0.909

Mivexoeg 3.24: Agy vaapyel sVETNROTIKG 6Qdlpa dnpocisveng kab®O¢ Ta p-value > 0.05 cOu@ova pe 10 1867 ToL Begg , Tov Egger kot pébodo peto-

TAIVOPOUN GG 6T HETU-OVELVGT TOV QaiveTol apretepd, VUR,
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3.1.6 IIpoPreyn emmpécOeT®V ATOP®OV 7OV GRAELTOVVIOL YO VO
amodEiEOVIE ONUAVTIKOTNTA GT1] GULGYETIG] TOAVHOPPIGUOD
YOVIoiov pe ac0svela

IMa ™ Xpodvia Ne@pikn AverdpKeld 6TO GUVETIKPUTES LOVTEAD KA POVOUIKOTNTAG Ppébnie
ocvpupmvo pe T uéBodo Barrowman et al. 2003 ot ypeidlovrar 11.962 droua, ot0
vroAemopevo 7.776.480 drtopo kol 6To emikpatég 22.507 dropo exumAEoy Yo TV amoOdelln
SLGYETIONG N UN e Tov ToAvuopeicpud A1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI. T'a v Negpikn
Averdprelo Temkoy ZTadiov, 610 GLVETIKPOTEC LOVIEAD KANpOVOLIKOTNTOG Ppébnke OTL
yperalovtar 31432 dropa, oto vroAewmouevo 17.398 droua, oto emkpatég 10.777 dropa
emmALOV Y10 TNV amdOelln Guoyétiong N un ue tov moivuopeispd A1166C tov yovidiov
AGTRI1. T ™ Negpordbelo IgA o610 cuvemikpatéc poviého, PBpébnke otL ypetdlovron
1.365.327 dropa, oto vmoArewwopevo 130.484 dropa kol oto emkpotéc 82.899.570 droua
emmALOV Y10 TNV amdOelln GuoyéTiong N un pe tov morlvpopeicpd A1166C tov yovidiov
AGTRI1. T'a. v Kveteoovpnnpiky| [laiivopdunor 6To GUVETIKPOTEG LOVTEAD Ppébnie OTL
ypewaloviar 37.440 dropo emimAéov Yoo TNV omOOelln GLOYETIONG N UN HE TOV
morvpopeopd  Al1166C 100 yovidiov AGTRI1, evdy vy v Kvuoteoovpnmpun
TaAMvopounon Ppébnke ot yperdlovtar 865.317 perétec yia v andoeln GLGYETIONG 1| LN
ue tov molvpuopeicpd A1332G tov AGTR2 yovidiov (mivokag 3.25).

IpoPreropsvog
Moviél Ap1Opog aréopmv oropaitnTog apliuoc
AcOévara I'ovidio OVTEhO TAPOVGUS PLETU- oTOpOV 110 ar6daén
KANPOvOUIKOTNTOG . . .
aviiveng GTUTIGTIKG GIUOVTIKNG
oLoYETIONG 1 1N
Xpovia Negptih YUVERIKPOTESG 2852 11.962
Avers AGTRI Yrolemdpevo 5064 7.776 481
VETOpIEL Emikpotéc 5064 22507
N © Averd YUVERIKPOTESG 11.992 31432
?Pgmmlﬁ ;Z%f;jw AGTRI Y ROAEmONEVO 6.462 17.398
Emicporég 6.462 10.777
YUVERIKPOTES 4314 1.365.327
Neoponabeio IgA AGTRI1 Y o) e1moOUEVO 2.158 130.485
Emicporég 2.158 82.899.570
Kvoteoovpnmpikn AGTRI YOVETIKPOTEG 780 37.440
IMoavopounon AGTR2 ZUVETIKPOTES 1.444 865.317

Mivaxag 3.25; wpéPlreyn apOpod cmmapocdeTtOY aTON®V TOL Y PeLalovTal Yid HETA-avaluen.
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3.1.7 Toivpop@ropog Al1166C ko Yméptaon otnv Ne@pikn

Avendpkewa Temkov Xtadiov

And 1 17 epyacieg mov peketovcav v emidpaocr yovotumov oty avdmtuén
VIEPTOOT|G OTOVG AGOEVEIC Ue VeQPIKY| ovemdpkelr TeAkov otadiov (ESRD) Bpédnkav 3
UEAETEG OTIC OToleg 0 TOALHOPPIoUOS TOL Yovidiov AGTR1 cvoyetiletal pe v véptaon.
Apycd eréyEape 10 KivOUVO EUPEVIONG TNG VIEPTACNG O GYEOT] UE TOV TOAVUOPPIGUO
A1166C tov yovidiov AGTR1.To ocvvorkd OR pali pe to O1oTMUA EUTIGTOGUVIG
VTOAOYIGTNKAY YPNOIOTOIDVINS TO UOVTEAD T®V Tuyoimv emdpdcewv. Asv Ppébnke
OTOTIOTIKA ONUOVTIKY] GLGYETION WETAED TOL TOALUOPPIGUOL KOl TNG VLAEPTUGCNG OTO
emkpotég povrédo AA versus CCHAC epoocov 1o OR: 0.98 (95%CI: 0.68, 1.42) (swdva
3.25).

[payuatomoimvtag tov £Aeyyo tov Begg, tov Egger kat tn pnébodo peta-maAvopounong
ot ovykpion AA versus CCHAC Ppébnke Ot1 dev vRdpyel SLOTNUOTIKO GPAAUO
dnuoscicvong kabmg To P-value etvon >0.05 (nivakag 3.27).

>t obykpon AA versus CCHAC mapovctaletal  unoopivy] €TEPOYEVEID. KL QLTO

amodetcvieTon and 1o p-value>0.05 ka1 1o suvokikd I2 =0<25% (mivoxag 3.26).
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Odds ratio
Study (95% CI) % Weight
Buraczynska M (2002) l 1.11(0.73,169) 756
Lee KB (2003) . 0.66 (0.20, 2.18) 9.2
Elshamaa MF (2011) . 0.69(0.27,1.76) 151
Overall 0.98(0.68, 1.42) 100.0
T T
A 1 3
Odds ratio

Ewéva3.25: to forest plot wov wpoxvmTal 06 TV PETU-AVALVEN TOV YovoTUR®Y AA versus CCHAC,
hypertension.

101



Number of . Odds 95%Confidence | Cochoran’s P-value for 20 Betw?en
Contrast race studies ratio(random Interval Q heterogeneit I" (%) studies
effects) g y variance(t’)
AA genotype All 3 0.985 0.683 1419 131 0.520 0.0% 0.0000
versus Asian 1 0.655 0.197 2182 0.00 - % 0.0000
CC+AC Caucasian 1 1.111 0.730 1.691 0.00 - % 0.0000
genotype other 1 0.690 0270 1.764 0.00 - Y% 0.0000
Mivexeg 3.26: To anoTeELEGNOTO TS HETU-EVEIVGS YA TOY TOLVNOPPLopnd A1166C Tov yovidiov AGTRI1, hypertension.
Test Begg Test Egger Meta-regression
AA genotype versus CC+AC 1.000 0.112 0..260
genotype

Mivexoeg 3.27 ; Agy vaapyel sVSTNROTIKG 6Qdlpa dnpocisveng kaddO¢ Ta p-value > 0.05 cdu@ova pe 10 1867 ToL Begg , Tov Egger ka1t pébodo peto-
TAIVOPOUN GG GTIC HETU-AVALVGELS TOV QUivVOVTUL upPleTeEPd, hypertension,
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IMivokog 3.28: Kpvripio

.ty aeBéverio CKD wov svoyerileron ne rov moivpoperopd A1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI.

Study | Year Country Race Cases Controls | Diagnostic
Total | Diagnostic criteria Total criteria
SuSL | 2012 Taiwan Han 135 AobBeveig pe otada 3-5 Xpoviag 270 e¢GFR >=ml/min/1.73 m"2 kot
Chinese Neopung Avendpkelog-otafntikn kaBdhov TpmTEWVOLPIC.
vepporabela, (n=68),
onepaparoveppitidn (n=44) kot Griot
(n=23).
Zsom | 2011 Hungary Hungaria | 195 Acbeveic pe veppikn voco yopiommkay | 200 Yy1eig oTOt IO UEVOL KOTE NALKIC, .
M n oOUPWVE, pE T0 Pabud veQpiKng
dvorertovpyiog (ESRD vs CKD) kot
YOPIOTNKAV TEPIGGOTEPO GE EEYMPLOTES
OUAOEG COUPMVO, UE TNV TPWTAPYIKN
SUIYVWOGOT: TPOTOYEVNG
onepaporoveppitidn (n=73), didpeon
veoppitioa (n=71), vagpraon (n=51) kot
Kinpovoukég achéveleg otovg acbeveic
o€ auooidiven (n=24).
Elsha [ 2011 Egypt Egyptian | 76 IMosrarpikoi acbeveic ue Xpdvia 70 ‘Olot 01 VYELG YWPIG KAVIKE onuadio
maa Neopikrn Averapreia [otadio 4 Kot 5 OYYELOKNG M VEQPLKNG VOGOL Kol
MF PBaciopéva otov extiudpevo pubuod KOVEVH OLKOYEVELOKO 1GTOPIKO
orepapoaticng ombnong (¢ GFR). VEQPIKNG VOGOV TG exTIunOnke
Xopiomkay 6€ dVO OUAOEG OE AVTES omd 1o 1TPLkd 16ToPLKd Kot amd
7OV VIOPEAAOVIOL GE GUVTIPITIKT Kvikn| e&étaom Omme Kol oo
Oepameio CT (n=32) 1 o cupoxcBapon Endetym eopudrwy Tov Thpinkoy
MHD (n=44). KOoTd, T OLGPKELD TG UEAETNG.
Huang | 2010 China Han 47 Neopikrn Averapreia Teikod Xtadiov 120 120 vyieic ovagpépovat.
HD Chinese ESRD (n=47), ce awpokdBaporn (n=44),
VEQPPIKEG peTapooyevoel; (n=3)- IgA
vepportabela, amd Proyia vEQpov.
Hsu 2006 US Black 307 H e&éhén g ypdviag veppikng 3331 Aev avopépeTol
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CcC

Individual
S

avendprelog CKD opiotnke mg eite 1)
avénon oty kpeatwvivy, SCr>=35
umol (0.4 mg/dL) M amoiioym
voonieiag 1 0avatog kKmdtkomomuéva
Y0 T XPOVLL, VEPPLKY OVETAPKELD,
(d1ebvng ta&ivounon acbevermv, Evatn
éxdoon [ICD-9]kdmdikeg 581 emg 5383 N
585 emg 588);

Peruzz
iL

2005

Italy

Italian

50

Ot acbeveic mov enthéybnrav pe
VEPPIKT VITOdLOTAOGCIN cLuoyeTI(ovVTal
we veppikn PLEPn otig omicbieg
BarPideg ovpnBpog (PUVs) (n=21),
VEPPIKT] VITOSLOTAOGCIN, [IE AAAEG
amoPPaKTIKEG ovportbeleg (n=7),
VEPPIKT] VITOSLOTAOGCIL, YOPIG
0VPOLOYIKEG BvoThaoieg (n=22),
VEPPIKT] OVETOPKELN TEAKOD 0TSOV
7ov avamTvocetal oe 19 acbeveic (11
with PUVs), pe v araitnon yo
vrokatdotorn Bepomeio KoTd ™
Suapreln TG modtkng nikiog (9 modid
TPV TV NAKIC, TOV 5 ETMV).

50

Yyteig pe avaioyrn Katovoun oto
QULO, TNV MAKLO KOL T YEOYPOPLK
TPOEAELOT).

Lau
YK

2004

Singapore

Chinese

32

And Provyio amodederypévn IgA
vepporntabea-ESRF (ot0 ESRF
amorteiton Oepameio apokdbapong
(n=32)), IgAN-non ESRF (c10 didpopa
OTAOLO TNG VEPPIKNG AVETAPKELOG
(n=86)).

94

Yryteig

Liu
KP

2004

Taiwan

Taiwanes
e

16

H oc0éveia VUR duayvootnke kot
Babuoroyninke amd I-V.Aeskaéél modid
ue VUR e&ehiybniav oe ESRD.

117

Mn ovyyevelg vytleig evihikeg
e0ehoVTEG YOPIg VEPPIKT VOGO.
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IMivoxog 3.29: Kpiripua yio v acBéveio ESRD mov oveyerileron pe Tov moivpopeind A1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI.

Study | Year | Country Race Cases Controls | Diagnostic
Total Diagnostic criteria Total criteria
Zsom | 2011 Hungary Hungarian 195 Aocbeveic pe veppikn vooo 200 Yyieic otoyiopévot katd nikia.
M yoplomray cupeomve pe to Pabud
veppikng ducsrertovpyiag (ESRD vs
CKD) kot yopiotnKoy TeplocoTepo
o€ EEYMPLOTEG OUADEG CULPOVE UE
TV TPOTAPYIKY Sidyvoon:
TPWTOYEVIG OTELPULLOTOVEPPITION,
(n=73), duapeon veppitda (n=71),
vréptocn(n=51) kot Kinpovoukég
acbéveleg o apodidivon (n=24).
Elsha | 2011 Egypt Egyptian 76 [Mowdrozpikol acbeveig ue Xpovia 70 ‘Olot ot vyteig ympic KAvIKE onuddio
maa Neppikn Avendpketo [otadio 4 ko 5 OYYELOKTG M VEPPLKNG VOGOV Kot
MF Paociouévae oToV EKTIMMMEVO pLOUO KOVEVQ OIKOYEVELOKO LOTOPIKO
onepapatikng dmbnong (¢ GFR). VEQPLKNG VOGO OTm¢ EKTIUNONKE
Xmpiomkav ce dvo opadeg 8 HVTEG oo 1O L0IPLKO 1OTOPIKO Kot omd
7OV VIOPAALOVTOL GE CUVINPNTIKY Khviki e€ETaoT OmwE KoL amd
Oepancia CT (n=32) 1) o¢ Erhenym poppakwy Tov Thphnkoy
oapokdOapon MHD (n=44). KOoTd T SLEpKELD TG LELETNC.
Huang | 2010 China Han Chinese | 47 ESRD (n=47), o& aupokafopon 120 120 vyeig avagpépoval.
HD (n=44), vePpIKég LETANOCYEVTELS
(n=3)- IgA veppondbewe oamd
Browyia veppov.
Ayed | 2006 | Tunisia African 131 Yovoro 131 inmrov pooyevpdromy : 51 51 vyeig (28 Gvdpeg, 23 yovoikes) ne
Kh 81 apoevikd kot 50 éva PEco Opo Miakiag 394T 12.2
Onhokd, pécog 6pog niikiag 29.6 +- XPOVOV OV Kupaivovot amd 25 oe
10.2 gpovia mov kopaivovton oe 22— 52 ypoévia mov eiyav vyteic eEetdioelg
35 ypovia. KGbe ypovo Kol apvnTIKO 16TOPIKO
VILEPTOCTG.
Tabel | 2005 Turkey Turkish 13 158 moudid Sraryvirotnkay pe 287 287 vyteic evilakeg
Y veQpwaotkd ovvopopo. Terkon
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oTOOLOV VEQPIKY CVETAPKELXL
aviyvevtnke oe 13 acbeveic.

To veppwotkd chvdpoo
SlyvaoTNnKe UE oldMua,
vrepiumidoipic, aiBoouivn opov
Kt omd 2.5 g/dl, kon pe v
OMEKKPLON TPWTEIVIG 6T QLPAL
ueyorvtepn amd 40 mg/m?2 v Gpa.

Buracz
ynska
M

2006

Poland

Caucasians
of Polish
origin

745

e cuvtnpnon pe apokabopon
(n=745)- oapoxdBapon (n=687),
neprrovaikn kabaporn (n=58). To
TEAKO GTASI0 YPOVIOG VEPPIKTG
avendprelog ESRD npoéxuye amnd
YPOVI0, CTEELPOUATOVEPPLTLON
(n=246), buapeon veppitida (n=121)
(emPeParmverar amd ™ Provia
veppov), daPntikn vepporadeia
(n=141), moivkvotikn vOGog TV
veppmv (n=69), vreptactkn
vepportabeia(n=>53), amoQpuKTIK)
vepporabeia (n=33) kot Ghheg artieg.

520

‘0ot o1 vyelg yopig Khvikd
ONUABLY OrYYELOKNG 1) VEQPIKNG VOOOU
KOl KOVEVO OLKOYEVELOKO 10TOPLKS
VEPPLKNG VOGOV,

Lau
YK

2004

Singapore

Chinese

32

And Provyio amodederypévn IgA
Neoponabeia, -ESRF (oto ESRF
amorteiton Oepameio apokdbapong
(n=32)), IgAN-non ESRF (cta
SLapopa oTAdL, TG VEPPIKTG
avendpkelng  (n=386)).

94

Yryteig

Liu
KP

2004

Taiwan

Taiwanese

16

H ocbévela VUR dwayvoomke kot
Babuoroyninke amd 1I-V. Aexaéli
wondid, pe VUR e&ehiynkav oe
ESRD.

117

Mn ovyyevelg vytleig evihikeg
e0EhOVTEG YMPIG VEPPIKT] VOGO.

Lee
KB

2003

Korea

Korean

24

ADPKD- vréptaon (n=64), ESRD
(n=24) n didyveon T TOAMKVOTIKNG

105

Yyieig pe péco 6po niuciog 46+-13
pdviaL.
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véoov v veppav (ADPKD) éywve
e Péon 1o O1KOYEVELOKO, TO 1TPIKO
TOVG LOTOPLKS KOL TOV VITEPNYO TNG

KOUALOKN G YDPUG.

Coll E | 2003 Spain Caucasian 104 Eruéybnkav povo ot acbeveig mov 133 133 vyteic avodvbnkay pe to

glyav tovidyiotov 4 apyeio akorovbo kprnpia

HETPNCEMV KPEATIVIVIIG OpOV IOV Hiukia petodd 25 and 75 ypdvarv;

gKTEIVOVTOV Y10 TEPLOGOHTEPO OO €V Elhenym veppomdbelog 1 veppLkig

ypdvo mapakorovbnong, acheveic OVETAPKELOG, COKYOPONG StafrTng

TPV OO TO TEMKO GTASIO Y10, VoL 1 KopdayyelokEG voool (VEptacT),

vrooy1oTEL KoTdhlinia 1 Khion g Euppoype OV pokapdiov 1)

opotfoiag KPEQTIVIVIG EVAVTIL GTO EYKEPOAIKO EMEIGOD10).

ypovo(24). H pelétn amoteheiton omd

104 acbeveig mov 1KOVOTOOVV TO

KPLTPLaL.

Papp F | 2003 | Hungary Hungarian 70 Ze aobleveig og Terikd ot@oo gpoviag | 150 130 vyieic (66 apoevikd

veppucng avernapkelag ESRD Kot 64 Onhoka, nhakiag 34.9+-8.1

napbnkav ot yovorumor (20 woudid, xpévaov, BP 117.9+-8.7/

50 evihkec). 78.7+-8.5 mmHg) xor 20 vym
mondid (10 ayopia 10 kopitoia,
niwiog 13.2+-1.2 ypdvov kot
aptnplaxng tieong 109+-6.5/71+-5.9
mmHg).

Losito | 2002 Caucasian | Perugia 160 H pehém mpayporomonibnke ce 160 | 169 H vy opdda yio yevetikn avéioon
A aobeveig ue Xpovia Neppiki amoteheitol amd 169 vyeig

Avendpkela mov avripetomileton pe
apokdOapon. H artio tng veppikng
averapkelag oe 124 aobeveig :
ypovio onepapatoveppitido oe 43
(26.8%), ayyeiaxn vocog og 23
(14.3%), dwpnng oe 22 (13.7%),
vepporbicon,

Toinvoplaxn veppitido og 20

OLHOBOTEG KOl VOGOKOUELRKO
mpocwmko (Mikiag 61.9"16.6; 105
opoevikd, 64

Onivkd), 6ToVG OTOioVE M TTEPOL G
KOPALayyELaKNG vOGOL

Elye AmMOKAELGTEL OO TEPLOBIKEC
eetdioel vyeiag.
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(12.5%), molvKLGTIKT VOGOG TV
veppmv og 10 (6.25%) wan
ovotnuatikn véocog (SLE, myeloma,
amyloidosis) og €51 (3.75%). Xe 36
(22.5%) acbeveic m ortia tng
VEQPIKNG OVETAPKELNG TOAPELELVE
amPOGOIOPIOTY).

Buracz
ynska

2002

Poland

Caucasian of
Polish origin

430

Xe cuvtnpnon ue apokaboapon-
apokadapon (n=407), neprrovaikn
kaBapon (n=23). To ESRD nrav
OOTELEC LA TG XPOVIOG
orepapoaroveppitdag (n=150),
duapeong veppitdog (n=73)
(emPeParmpévo amd veppum
Blowyria), dwaPfntikng vepporabeiog
(n=65), TOLVKVOTIKNG VEQPIKNG
vooov (n=37), VEEPTOOIKNG
vepportabelag (n=33), orOQPUKTIKNG
vepportabelag (n=22) kot GAriov
vepporabeimv (n=50).

260

Yyteig yopig kabdrov KMvikd
ONUABLY OrYYELOKNG 1) VEQPIKNG VOGOU
KOl KOVEVO OUKOYEVELOKO 10TOPLKS
VEPPLKNG VOGOV,

Basset
el-EA

2002

France

Caucasian

294

294 (66.2%) SEKTEG LOCYEVUATM®V:
195 Onivkad (66.3%)

and 99 opoevikd. H mpotapykn
veppikn vocog oto ESRD ntav
OTEPULOTIN

010 44% TV TEPITTOCEMY,
Kinpovopukn oo 21%,
ovpondbela oto 14%, Sidpeon
TELOVEPPITION 6TO 9%,
ocayopddng dwfnimg wdvo oto
2%, vrgptaon oto 4%, ddpopa oTo
1%, ko1 ayvooteg attieg oto 5%.

181

181 puotohoykol vyieig

(113 apoevikd kot 68 Onivkd)
yovotumhinkay . XwpiotnKov o
apoeviKa Kot Onivkd AapPavovtag
VIOYT TV ETKPATT|ON TG VEPPIKNG
vOGOL OTO UPGEVIKG.

Filler

2001

Berlin

Caucasian

100

2Hvoro omd 100 kavkas1ovg SEKTEG

100

100 vy veoyvé amd T0 VOGOKOUEID
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G pocyevudTmy depeuvninkay. Avo 0V Beporivov mepurapfdvovial.
oNddEg CYNUATICTNKOY TPV KoL PETA,
™ LETOUOOYEVCT VEPPOL OGOV
aQopa TNV e£EMEN TG VEPPIKNG
véGov.
Frimat | 2000 France Caucasian 76 IgA-ESRF-64/100. 960 Yyieig Kavkdoot avrpeg
L TopoKoLoLONONKOY GTO KEVTPO
TPOANTTIKNG L0TPIKNG,
Gumpr | 2000 Poland Caucasian 174 Yuvorka, 1657 Kavkdoor acheveig Aev avopépeTol.
echtJ 7oV eiyav 1otopia pe to ESRD 1 wov
vrofindnkav oe ypdvia
olpokGOapon 1 TeEPITOVAiK
OLHOKGOUPOT HE TIG OITIONOYIES TOV
ESRD.
IMivaxog 3.30: Kprrijpra yro 1 vepporaBsia IgA mov cvoyetileron pe Tov wolvpoppiopd A1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI.
Study Year Country Race Total Cases Total Controls
Diagnostic criteria Diagnostic criteria
Huang HD | 2010 China Chinese  |130 IgA vegppomdBeia and Proyia veppov | 120 Yyieig
Lau YK 2004 Singapore Chinese 118 IgA Negpondbeio : [gAN-ESRF- 94 Agv avapépeton

arouteiton Oepaneia ayokdbapong,
IgAN non ESRF

-6Ta, 018.pOopPa. GTASLOL TNG VEPPTKNG
OVETOPKELNG.
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Maruyama

2001

Japan

Japanese

95

1) duayvoon g IgA
Negpponabelog Paciouévn
otV mapovcio IgA mgn
puovm M KOp1a avososPalpivn
07O UECAYYELO TOV
OTEPAUATOV KOl GTNV
OOVGI0 CLGTNUOTIKMY
acBevelmv 6nmg Henoch-
Schonlein cOvopopo 1
GUOTNLOTIKOV
gpLONUATOOOLG AVKOVL 2)
nikio < 16 ypovev Kotd
dbprela g Proyiog Kot 3)
veQPIKY| Broyia 16Tov
Srbéoun yo a&lordynon
TOV 16TOP1IKOV (EAdytoTo 10
OTEIPAUATOV).

99

Yyieilc eviAikeg e0eAovTéC e
KOVEVO 1GTOPIKO VEQPTKTG
VOGOV 1) AVOUUADY
EVPNUATOV GTO
OLPOTOMTIKO.

Frimat L

2000

France

Caucasian

274

H IgA veppondBeia opiotnke mg
OTEIPAUUTOVEPPITION LE KUPIMG
amobépara IgA oto pecayyeio GAmV
TOV CTEPUAUATOV.

960

Yyieic mov
TOPOKOAOVONON KAV GTO

KEVIPO TPOAMTTIKNG 1ULTPIKT|G.

PeiY

1997

Canada

Caucasian

168

IgA NegpomdBeia amd Proyia
VEQPOU.

YE1PlOKEG PLETPNOCELG TNG KABUPONC
TNG KPEOTIVIVIC TOL OLPOTOUTIKOV
(Ccr), ¢ mpoTevovpiag Kot TG
aPTNPLOKNG TECTC.

100

Yyieic yopic kavéva 16TOPIKO
VEPPIKNG VOOOU 1] VILEPTAOTG.
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IMivoxog 3.31: Kpirijpra yio v acBévsia VUR mov svoystilston pe tov morlvpopoiopé A1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI.

Study Year Country | Race Total Cases Diagnostic criteria Total | Controls Diagnostic
criteria
Liu KP 2004 Taiwan Taiwanese Epdounvra-técoepig aobeveig pe 117 O1 117 vyteig amoterovvon
aobévera VUR amd drapopetiég amd ) CUYYEVEIG EVIIALKEC
olKoYEveleg Mtav epiocotepo  Pabuov elehovtég yopic veppn
74 II. Aexoéél modid pe VUR elehiooovtay VOGO.
oe ESRD. H acbévelo. VUR duayviote
OO AKTVOYPAPLE OVPOSOYOV KHGTEMS
Kot ovpnfpog ko koraraooetol amd -V
OTMG TEPLYPAONKE TPOIYOVUEVAC.
Haszon | 2002 Hungary Hungarian | 77 Amd toug 77 acbeveig, ot 73 elyav 80 80 vyeig amd mv tpamelo
Lotpmén Tov OVPOTOUTIKOD GLGTIATOS O{[LOTOG TOV TOVETIGTN IOV
(UTI) oo totopkod tove. H (41 apoevikd 39 Onlokd,
Kuoteooupn TPk Todwvdpouncn (VUR) nikiag 33.14+-7.0 ypovov)
Ntay aeptocotepo Pabuov I e 2 (3%),
Babuov II o 7 (9%). Pabuov 111 oe 29
(38%), Babpov IV oe 30 (39%),
wot oot V oe 9 (11%) acleveic.
Hohenfelln | 1999 Germany Caucasian | 23 H kvoteoovpnmnpikn mokivdpopnon 19 19 vy xavkaoio ayopLo
erK VUR dwaxyvirotnke omd apocrneinkay amd mv

OO AKTLVOYPAPLE OVPOSOYOV KOGTEWS
ko ovpNBpag( VCUG) ko taévopnbnke
oe Babpovg I-V.

TSOTPIKN TTEPVYO, TOV
TOVETLOTI LLLOKOV
vocokopeiov tov Mainz.
Amovcia onolacdnmote
daTapayng tov
QLPOTTOUTIKOV
emPefarnbnke oamod to
VIEPNYOYPAPN QL.
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Hivoxkog 3.32: K

veipra yuo tny 060évsio VUR mov sveystileron ps tov moivpopoispd A1332G tov yovidiov AGTR2.

Study Year Country Race Total Cases Diagnostic criteria Total Controls Diagnostic criteria
Rigoli L 2004 Italy Italian | 27 H 16yvmon g KueTE0oVPITNPIKAS 92 92 vy Toudd  dev Ede&av
TOAVOPOUNOTG LOPUKTNPLOTIKE Koo Evoelsn KMvikng veppIkng
Babuov 1 ewg 5 coupmva e ) debvn vOGOL KOl ELYOV KOVOVIKT
tacvounon ToAvopounong (26). VEPPIKT AeLtovpyia, kol Kabdiov
VEPPIKEG OVOUOMES
OV TEKUNPLOVOVTOL [LE
VIEPNYOYPAPT UL
Yoneda A | 2002 Ireland Irish 173 H perém ovumepiéhafe 88 owcoyéveleg | 346
oT1G 0moleg 2 N meplocdTEP LEAN
glyav  KVGTEOOVPNTNPLKT
modvopdumon. Epeic extipnioope
oLUYVOTNTO ELPAVIOT TOV
morvpopeicpod A1332G oe 82
apoevikd kot 110 Onivkd acOeveig,
11 1apoevikd kot 124 Onivkd pn
emmpealopeva uéin kot 106 apoevikd
kot 107 Onivkd vyteig og kopio
KOTAOTAGCT) KUGTEOOLPNTNPLKNIG
TOAVOpO UM oG
Hohenfell | 1999 Germany Caucasi | 23 H xvoteoovpninpikn maiivépounon 19 19 vy kawkdoia aydpla
ner K an (VUR) dlayviotnke omd axtivoypoeio wpooiNeinkay amd v

0VPOdOYKOL KHOTEMG KoL VPN Opag
(VCUG) kar yopoaktnpiotnke Paduod
I-V, cbpowva pe ) debvn
tacvounon maivopounong. Ot
aocleveig omotelovvtar amd 23
apoevIKa (LEcOg 0pog Nhkiag 7.5
1pdvia.

TOLOLOTPLKT TTTEPVY O, TOV
TOVETLOTN LOKOD VOGOKOLEIOD
tov Mainz . Amovoia
OTOLCONTOTE OLUTAPUYG TOV
ovpomoMTIKoy emiPePorminie
oo TO VIEPNYOYPAPN L.
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4 KEDAAAIO: YYMIIEPAXMATA —
YXYZHTHXH
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H ypévia veppikn| avemdpkela eivol 10 TEMKO OTOTEAEGHO TOAADY TOONGEDY TOV
veppmv. Xapoktnpiletar ond o Ppadeia, TpoodevTiKn Kol Un ovacSTPEYIUN UEI®oN TG
VEQPIKNG Aettovpylag Yo TOAAOVE unveg N ypovia. Tlapoia avtd n vocog cuvnbwg elval
ACLUTTOUATIKY, ONAOOT O APP®GCTOG 010 TNPEL KAAN QUGIKT vYyela HEYPIS OTOV PTAGEL GTO
TEMKO 06TAO10 OV EKONAMVETAL [E ¥POVIO, OVPAUIN, KOl KOAEITAL OVPUIUIKO GUVOPOUO. X
avTO TO 6TAO0 0 PLOUOS GTEPAUATIKNG OMONoNG £xel ehatt®Oel ota 5-10 ml/min kot ot
veppot etvar pkpot Kot pikvol.

‘Exovv mtpoyuatomomel TOAAEG EPEVVEG Y10 TOV EAEYYO GUGYETIONG TNG VOGOL WE
TOAVUOPPIGUOVE YOVIOIOV OV EUMAEKOVTOL GTO 1010 Ploynuikd HOVOmiTL 6TO VTN
pevivnc-ayyeloteveivng ue tov AGTRI, pvBuiCovrtag v aptnplokn mieon. O Zhou amd
UETA-OVOAVOT TOV PpnKe OTL LRAPYEL OTATICTIKG CNUOVTIKY] GULOYETION UETOED TOV
moAvpopeiopod M235T tov yovidiov AGT pe ™ Neppikr Averdpketa, Telkov Xtadiov
(Zhou, 2013). Emumwiéov o Zhou cg 000 WHETA-OVOADGCELS £0€1EE OTOTIOTIKG GNUOVTIK
GLGYETION TOL TOALUOPPISHOV I/D tov yovidiov ACE pe v ve@pikn avemdpKelo, TEMKOD
otadiov (ESRD) (Zhou and Liang 2012; Zhou and Qin 2012).

IToAAEg Epevveg Eyovy TpaypaTomoInOel yio ToV EAEYYO0 TNG GLGYETIONG TOV YOVIOIo
AGTR1 1 AGTR2 pe drreg acBéveleg. O Li et al Pprike U0 OTOTIOTIKA ONUOVTIKY
ovoyETion UeTach Tov moAvuop@iopod A1166C Tov vodoyéa tumov I ¢ ayyeloteveivng
IT ka1 ¢ otepaviaiag vooov, eved o Xu et al dwumictwoe OTL VAGPYEL AOVVOUN GLGYETION
uetalh Tov TOALUOPPIGUOV Kal TG otepaviaiag vocou (Li et al. 2013; Xu et al. 2010). O
Niu &0e1ée ot peTo-avaAiven tov O0tt 0 ToAvUopPIcudc A1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI
ovoyetifeton pe tov kivouvo euedaviong vréptaong (Niu and Qi 2010; Wang 1997).
Emutiéov o Ding otn peta-avdivon tov £0e1ée OTL VTAPYEL OTOTIGTIKA OTUOVTIKN
ocvoyétion petald tov moivuopeispov A1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI kot g dwopntikng
vepporabelog (Ding et al. 2011).

Enreion o vrodoyéag tomov 1 tng ayyeloteveivng 2 sumiéketon ota, 1o Proynukd
uovoratia mov eumiékovian to, yovidle AGT katr ACE kot eneidn ot HETO-avIAVGES TV
yovidiov autdv £3e1Eay cvoyétion pe T XpOovia VEQPIKN OVETOPKELY TEAMKOU GTAOIOV
odnynonkaue otny vedbeon 6t 0 AGTR1 Oa etvor mopdyovtog Kvohvou yio Ty EUPAvion
NG vOGoL. Avtn v vtoBeoT cuviyopel To Yeyovdg 6Tt ToArOl vepporabeic mapovsialovy
otapaviaio. voco, vréptacn 1 maoyovv omd OwPntn kot pe Pdon OAM TO TUPOUTOVE
TPUY LU TOTOW GUE UETO-AVAAVGT).
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ZOUQ®VA UE TIG YVDOELS LOG 1) TOPOVOH UETA-OVOALGOT) Elval 1 TPMOTN 7OV SlEPELVE
TN GLGYETION TOL TOAVUOPPIGHOL A1166C ToL VIodoYEa TVmOL 1 1Tng ayysloteveivng 2
(AGTR1) pe ™ Xpovia Neppwny Avendpkelo (CKD), ™ Negpikn Avemdpreia Telkov
Ytadiov (ESRD), v IgA veppomdbeio (IgAN) kot TV KLGTEOOLPNTNPIKY| TOAVOPOUNGN
(VUR) xoB®¢ kol tn ocvcsyétion tov moivuopeicpod A1332G tov vmodoyéa tomov 2
QYYELOTEVGIVIG 2 LE TNV KVGTEOOLPNTNPIKN TAAVOPOUNOT).

YUYKEKPEVO, GUUTEPIANQONGAV 8 LEAETEC Y10 UETO-OVAALGOT YIX TOV EAEYYO TNG
ovoyéTiong uetalh tov morvpopeiopod A1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI1 ko g Xpoviag
Negpkng Avembpkelag. Amd 1 upeta-avaivon o0& Ppébnke oTATICTIKO OMUAVTIKN
ovoyéTion uetach tov moAvpopPiopuod Al1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI1 xon g Xpoviag
Negpkng Avemdpkelag mopdho mov Ppebnke uUn OTATIOTIKE GNUOVTIKY] ETEPOYEVELQ
(I’<50%). Emionc, dev PpeOKe GTOTIGTIKG GNUOVTIKO GOGALO STULOGIEVONC HE ToV ENeYyO
tov Begg, tov Egger kot ™ pébodo peta~-morvopouncne. To eawvopevo tov Ilpwtéa doev
elvol ELPAVEG KAl OTIC TPELG CLYKPIGELC.

IMa tov €heyyo g cvoyétiong petald tov moAivpopeiopov A1166C tov yovidiov
AGTRI1 Kot TG VEQPPIKNG aVERAPKELNG TEAKOD 6Tadiov ypnotuoromonkay 17 pehéteg yiu
ueta-avoivor. Tao oamoteléoparta Ociyvouy OTL O0gv LRAPYEL OTOTICTIKO ONUOVTIKY|
ocvoyétion petald tov morvpopeiopuod A1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI1 xar ¢ Neepkng
Averdprelog teEMKoD otadiov. Avtd mBavov vo ogelreton oty Vmapén oTATICTIKA
onuavtikie etepoyévewng (I5>50%). Emione, dev PpeOnKe GTOTIGTIKG GTUOVIIKO GOOANQ
dnuoocicvong pe tov Eeyyo tov Begg, tov Egger kot ™ uébodo g peta-maivdpdunong.
To @owvopevo tov Ilpwtéa eivon gugavég otig ovykpioelg C versus A kot CC versus
AA+AC mov onuoaivel OTL TPOWEC EKTIUNGELS UIOG UEAETNG UmOpel va emnpéacav T
GUVOMKT] EKTIUNOT] TOL GTOTEAECUATOC.

IMa tov éreyyo ¢ cvoyétiong uetaéb Tov moAvpopPiouod A1166C tov yovidiov
AGTR1 ko1 ¢ veppordbelog IgA ocuykotaréybnkay S peAéteg ot peta-ovéivorn. Ta
AmOTEAEGUOTO OElyvOoUV OTL O&V VAAPYEL OTATICTIKG CNUAVTIKY] GLGYETION UETAED TOL
morvpopeiopod A1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI kot g IgA veppomdbelag mapoAo oL
Bpednke mdopwvy etepoyévewn (IP<25%). Emiong, Oc PpeéONKe GTATIGTIKG GNUAVIKO
oc@UAo Onuoocicvong upe tov €Aeyyo tov Begg, tov Egger xoau tn upébodo peta-
TAAMVOPOUNGTC.
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To goawopevo Ipwtéa eivan eppaveg otig cvykpioelg AA versus CC+AC ko C versus A
OV GNUAIVEL OTL 1] U CTUTICTIKO CNUOVTIKT] CUGYETION UIOPEL VoL Elval DITEPEKTIUNUEVT.
X1 peta-ovéAvon yoo Tov EAEYYO TNG SLOYETIONG UETOED  TOL TOAVUOPPIGHUOV
A1166C 100 fyovidiov AGTR1 Kot 1TNng KLGTEOOLPNTNPIKNG  TOAVOPOUNGONG
ocoumeptAngdnoay 3 peiétec. To amoteréoparta Oeiyvouv OTL OEV VTAPYEL GTUTICTIKG,
onuavtikn cvoyétion petald tov moivpopeicpov A1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI kot g
KvoeteoovpnTnpikng moAwvopounong (VUR) mopdho mov Ppébnie wikpn etepoyévela
(I’<25%). Emionc, Sev PPEONKe GTOTIGTIKG GNUOVTIKO GOUMLO STHOGIEVONC HE TOV EAEYYO
tov Begg, tov Egger ka1 tn pné6odo g HeTa-moAvopounong.
To gowvopevo Ilpwtéa Ntav epupovég otn ovykplon C versus A oL ONUAivel OTL 1 un
OTATIOTIKA CNUOVTIKT] CUGYETION UTOPEL VO ETVOIL VITEPEKTIUTLEW.

2TM UETA-OVAADLOT) Y10 TOV EAEYYO TNG OULGYETIONG METOED TOV TOALUOPPIGHUOV
A1332G tov yovidiov AGTR2 xou ¢ kvoteoovpnmpikng moiwvopounons (VUR)
ypnowonombnkay 3 uperéteg. To omoteAécpata delyvovy OTL 0&V VAAPYEL OTOTICTIKA
ONUAVTIKY LGYETION HeTalld amd Tov moAvpopPiopuod A1332G tov yovidiov AGTR2 kot
G kvoeteoovpnTpPikng moAvopounone (VUR) mapdro mov Ppébnke pikpn etepoyévela
(I’<50%). Exiong, dev PpEONKe GTATIOTIKG, GTUAVIIKO GOOALN STHOGIEVONC LE TOV EAEYYO
tov Begg, tov Egger ka1 tn né6odo g UeTa-moAvopounong.

To @owvouevo Ipotéa NTav eUPavég ot cLYKpPIoN TV aAAnAdpopenv G versus A wov
onuaivel OTL T U GTATICTIKG OTUAVTIKT] GUCYETICT WTOPEL VO, Vol VTEPOKTIUNUEVT.

Eriong eréylope 1n ovoyétion touv morvpopeiopon A1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI1
UE TNV EUPAVIOT| VTEPTUCNC G€ VEQPOMUOEIS, OTIC 3 UEAETEG TOV GLUTEPIANQONGAV YU
ueta-ovoivorn. Ta amoteléouato Ociyvouv 6Tl 0V LAAPYEL OTOTIGTIKA ONUAVTIKY|
ovoyETion UeTaEL Tov ToAvpopPiopod A1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI1 kot v eugdvion
VIEPTOOT|G GTOVG TAGKOVTIEC OO ¥POVIOL VEQPIKT] OVETGPKELN 1 VEQPIKT] OVETAPKELY TEAMKOD
otodiov.

SOUTEPACHATIKA, TO, GOTEAEGUATO, OO TN UETA-UVAALGOT 08V OTOOEIKVOOLY Kapia
OTOTIOTIKA ONUAVTIKY] GLGYETION UETAEL TOL ToAvpopeiopoy Al1166C tov yovidiov
AGTR1 pe t1¢ acBévereg CKD, ESRD, IgA, VUR oAAd olte KOl TOU TOAVLOPPICUOD
A1332G tov yovidiov AGTR2 pe v acbéveia VUR.

Ye mpdoatr peta-avaivon yio To yovidlto AGT osiybnke Oetikny cvoyétion pdvo
v Toug Kowkdoovg mAn6uouois e T VEQPIKN OVETAPKELD TEMKOD GTAOI0V, EVD Y10 TOVG
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Actdteg Ko Tovg Appikovoig apvntikn (Zhou, 2013). BéBata amotereital omd 16 peréreg
Kol ypetdleTon meEPLocOTEPN £pevva Yoo vo, dlevkpiviotel 1 cvoyétion. O Zhou ot peta-
avdivon ywo 1o yoviolo ACE £d8e1&e Betikn) GuoYETION UE TN VEPPIKY OVETGPKELN TEAMKOV
otadiov (ESRD) kon amoteieital amd 34 peréteg (Zhou & Qin, 2012). EmmwAéov, o Zhou
ot ueta-ovéivon yia To ACE pe v ypovio veQpikn avemdpKelo, TEMKOV 6tadiov oty
IgA veppondbelo emiong £6e1ée Betikn cuoyétion kot omoteieitan amd 13 peréteg (Zhou &
Liang, 2012). H mapovoa. peta-avaivon yio tov AGTRI1 dev €6eiée BetTikn cuoyétion pe
veepik avemdpkela, TeAkod otadiov (ESRD) mov omoteheitoan amd 17 peréteg, pkpdg
aplBude peretdv oe olbykplon povo pe t petoa-ovéivon tov ACE mov ékave o Zhou
ypnoonotdvrag 34 peréteg ( Zhou & Qin, 2012).

O Li ot peta-avdivon ywoo tov moivpopeicpud A1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI1
€oe1ée OeTikn cLoYETION UE TN oTEQPOVINiN VOGO ypnouomolwvtog 22 peiéteg ( Li et al,
2013) eve> o Xu ot peTa-avaAvLoN Yo T oTEQAVIOio VOGO £081Ee  aOUVOUT GLGYETION e
UEYUAN ETEPOYEVELD, KOl GOAAUN ONUOGIELONG, UE TOV TOAVUOPPIGUO, ¥PNCILOTOIDOVTAS 53
ueréteg (Xu et al. 2010). O Niu ot peta-avaiveon yio Tov moAvpopeioud A1166C tov
yovidiov AGTRI1 édeiée oTOTIOTIKO  ONUOVTIKY]  GULGYETION UE TNV LAEPTOACN
ypnowonowwvrag 22 peiéteg (Niu & Qi, 2010). EmumAéov o Ding ot peta-avdiven yu
Tov moAvpopPlopd A1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI &6e1ée Betikn cuoyétion pe v SofnTikn
veppordbelo, ypnoiponoidvrog 34 peiéteg (Ding et al. 2011). Z1ig peto-avaAbGeElg ¢
Tapovcug epyosiog dev amodeiydnke Betikn cvoyétion petaéy tov AGTR1 (A1166C) ko
Tov veppikdv voowv, CKD kot ESRD mov amotehovvrol amd 8 pehéteg kol 17 peréreg
avtictowyo. BéPora o peréteg eivon AMyotepeg amd auvtég TV PeETa-avaAbeemy Tov Li, tov
Niu kot Tov Ding yo T1g ac0éveleg oTapaviaio vOco, vTEPTAOT] Kot 010N TIKY VE@pOTAdein
avtictowo. E&aipeon amoteAel n peta-avaivon tov Xu yuo Tn oTEQAVIaio VOGO TTov dgv
£0MGE GTATIOTIKG oNUAVTIKG amoteAéspata (Xu et al. 2010).

To yeyovog 0t1 611 01KN HoG HeETa-avdAven Ogv amodeiydnke cvoyétion tov AGTRI1
(A1166C) pe xapia veppikn voco (CKD, ESRD, IgA, VUR) anoteiel dvrwg mapddoso.
Ene10n] Okeg o1 peta-avaivoelg amoteAobviol amd Alyeg oyetikd ueiéteg (8, 17, 5, 3)
avtioTowyo, Qaivetal 0Tl TEPIGGATEPES LEAETEC OMAUTOVVTOL Y1 TV AmOOEIEN GLGYETIONG 1)
un. e autn TV Katevbuven odnyovuacte amd To yeyovog ott o Li Bprike cvoyétion tov
A1166C tov AGTR1 pe ™ otegaviaio vOGo ypnoiomoidvtog 22 peéteg evd o Xu £deiée
aduvaun cvoyétion ypnoonodvtoag 53 peiétec. Iapdiinio o Niu €06eiée oTaTioTIKG
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OTUOVTIKY] GUGYETION WE LTEPTOOT) XPNOUOTOIOVTUG 22 peréteg Kot o Ding otatiotikd
OTUOVTIKN] GUGYETION UE TN OPNTIKY VEPPOTAOEIN PN GILOTOIDOVTAG 34 HEAETEC.

Encio o oapBudc tov HEAETOV OTIC UETA-OVOADGEIS HOC &ivol  pKpog
TPUYUOTOTOM GONE Evov EAeYYO obuemva pe T pébodo Barrowman et al. 2003 pe v
omoia VToAOYIGOUE TOV aPIOUO EMITPOSHET®Y aTdU®V oL Ypedlovial Yo va amodetydel
OTATIOTIKA CNUAVTIKTY cuoyETion 1 oy pe Tig vocoug CKD, ESRD, IgA, VUR. Bpébnie o1t
o peto-avédiven tov AGTRI(A1166C) pe CKD o610 ouvvemikpatéc HOVIEAO
KANPOVOUIKOTNTAS, Ypellovtal 4 @opéC MupPOUmAvVed OTOUO, OTN METO-UVAALGY TOL
AGTR1(A1166C) pe ESRD 3 o¢opéc mopambve 4Topd, OTN HETU-OVOAVGCT]) TOL
AGTR1(A1166C) pe IgA 316 @opég mopamdve dropa, ot peta-avoivon tov AGTRI1
(A1166C) pe VUR 48 ¢opéc mopamdve GTopo kot ot peta-avaiven tov AGTR2
(A1332G) pe VUR 599 @opéc mapamdve GToua.

YOUTEPACHATIKA, TEPIGGOTEPEC UEAETEG YpetdleTan va, O1e&ayBolv 610 pHEAAOV YiaTi
0 HKPOG apOUOG HEAETMV VTOOEIKVVEL OTL 1] UETA-AVAALGT OV UTOpPEl VoL aviyveDGEL Uid,
UIKPY] 0AML OTOTICTIKA CNUOVTIKY GLOYETION OUOole. UE QT Tov Ppébnke yioo Tov 1010
TOAVUOPPIoUO UE GAAEC acBéveleg kaBMS Kal Y10 GAAOVG TOALUOPPICUOVG UE TNV 1010
actéveln. EmmAéov, mpoteiveTal vo TPOyUOTOTOI00VIOL UEAETEG LYIOV-000EVOV e 1010

TPOTOKOAL Y10, TN Seaymyn aKPPBESTEP®Y CUUTEPACUATOV.
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ATIOPPI®OEIXEX MEAETEX

NMoAuvpopeiopdég A1166C AGTR1 kau CKD n ESRD

A/A PMID YEAR COUNTRY REJECTION
REASON
1 22903660 2012 Canada review
2 22876375 2012 Seattle Other disease genes
3 22479508 2012 Taiwan mice
4 22328542 2012 Japan rats
S5 22302208 2012 Spain rats
6 22252391 2012 Japan mice
7 22244726 2012 France review
8 22228401 2012 Germany review
9 22173253 2011 Singapore ACE gene
10 22056374 2011 Taiwan Cell culture
11 21903317 2011 Germany Other gene
polymorphism
12 21881310 2011 Japan review
13 21659766 2011 China review
14 21640098 2011 Netherlands Biochemical data
15 21629994 2011 Japan review
16 21424374 2011 Japan Istological data
17 21423692 2011 Japan rats
18 21332339 2011 Turkey Other genes
19 21188549 2010 China mouse
20 21030904 2010 Los Angeles AGTRI1 Abs
21 20966500 2010 Poland review
22 20593491 2010 Hong Kong Cell culture
23 20301501 2001 Seattle Other genes
25 20301424 2002 Seattle Other gene
polymorphisms
26 20301386 2001 Seattle Other gene
27 20191369 2010 Germany Biochemical data
28 20142565 2010 USA mice
29 19959718 2009 UK Other gene
polymorphisms
30 19954723 2009 Taiwan
31 19781541 2009 Serbia mRNA tissue data
32 19681973 2009 Germany No controls
33 19520069 2009 India No controls
34 19293592 2009 Japan ACE gene
polymorphism
35 19288324 2009 Turkey No controls
36 19142023 2009 Korea ACE gene
polymorphism
37 19110485 2008 Rome Other disease
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38 19014923 2008 Spain diabetes

39 20804105 2008 Serbia Other gene

40 18927221 2008? Japan Cell culture

41 18551059 2008 Switzerland transplant

42 18550651 2008 Italy ACE gene
polymorphism

43 18536822 2008 Singapore ACE gene
polymorphism

44 18446054 2008 Korea Other gene

45 18402547 2008 China rats

46 18049108 2007 Minneapolis No controls

47 17988266 2007 Italy IgA nephropathy

48 17969487 2007 Japan ACE gene
polymorphism

49 17921131 2007 Turkey Other disease

50 17601378 2007 Singapore ACE gene
polymorphism

51 17596525 2007 USA mice

52 17497182 2007 Netherlands No data

53 17493931 2007 USA cells

54 17229913 2007 Japan mice

55 17162429 2006 Thailand Meta-analysis-ACE
gene polymorphism

56 16477235 2006 USA No controls

57 16378772 2005 USA review

58 16362156 2005 Japan Other gene

59 16336578 2005 Italy review

60 16312263 2005 Japan ACE gene
polymorphism

61 16105049 2005 USA No controls

62 16037294 2005 Germany Cell culture

63 15946912 2005 Germany Diabetic
nephropathy

64 15934435 2005 Brazil Lupus nephropathy

65 15879175 2005 USA Other disease gene

66 15677307 2005 Canada Biochemical data

67 15648013 2005 Germany No polymorphisms

68 15560676 2004 Sweden cells

69 15500123 2004 Japan review

70 15485400 2004 Denmark Biochemical data

71 15353577 2004 Germany No controls

72 15013293 2004 Turkey Peak Panel-
Reactive antibody
Response

73 14569094 2003 Denmark Diabetic
nephropathy

74 14566465 2003 Germany review
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67 12898858 2002 Lublin

68 12728975 2003 Taiwan Diabetic
nephropathy

69 12682618 2003 Italy review

70 12675870 2003 China Other genes

71 12661921 2002 Japan rats

72 12621781 2002 Poland

73 12476891 2002 Poland Diabetic
nephropathy

74 12410850 2002 USA Means of therapy

75 12224046 2002 Australia review

76 11967814 2000 California rats

77 11865575 2001 Poland

78 11566953 2001 Mexico rats

79 11459212 2001 USA review

80 11274226 2001 Japan rats

81 11115074 2000 Germany rats

82 10972533 2000 France sheep

83 10339618 1999 USA mice

84 10048500 1998 Italy review

85 8989734 1996 USA No genotypes

Mivexeg 6.1: pehétec wOL 08 sopAEPANQOINGAY 6TI PETA-AVELVGY YLK TOV TOLVPOPPLopno A1166C Tov
vyovidiov AGTR1 ko CKD.

Holvpopeionoéc A1166C AGTRI ko IgA

A/A PMID YEAR COUNTRY REJECTION
REASON

1 22173253 2011 Singapore ACE gene
polymorphism

2 21974877 2011 Hong Kong Cell culture

3 20966500 2010 Poland Other disease

4 20685825 2010 Japan Biochemical
data

5 19443277 2009 Hong Kong cells

6 19194560 2009 Korea Other gene
polymorphisms

7 19037561 2008 Malaysia ACE gene
polymorphism

8 18536822 2008 Singapore Means of
therapy

17995524 2007 Korea review

10 17988266 2007 Italy Other gene
polymorphisms

11 17601378 2007 Singapore ACE gene
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polymorphism

12 17390743 2007 Japan Other disease
genes

13 17162429 2006 Thailand ACE gene
polymorphism

14 16362156 2005 Japan Other gene

15 16108768 2005 UK Other disease

16 15930094 2005 Hong Kong Cell culture

17 15500123 2004 Japan review

18 15458433 2004 Hong Kong Cell culture

19 15156527 2004 USA Means of
therapy

20 14684698 2003 Poland ACE gene
polymorphism

21 12911556 2003 Japan Means of
therapy

22 12885793 2003 Japan Other genes

23 12787405 2003 Italy Biochemical
data

24 10511770 1999 Thailand

25 9146976 1997 Germany review

26 8821846 1996 USA No controls

Mivekeg 6.2: pehétec wOL 08 sOPUAEPLANQOINGAY 6TI PETA-AVELVGY YU TOV TOAVPOPPLIono A1166C Tov

vovidiov AGTRI1 ko IgA.

Hoivpopeoniéc AGTR1 ) AGTR2 ke VUR
A/A PMID YEAR COUNTRY REJECTION
REASON

1 20149750 India 2010 Other disease

2 20032120 USA 2010 mice

3 19959718 UK 2010 Other gene
polymorphism

4 19288324 Turkey 2009 No controls

5 17497182 Netherlands 2007 No data

6 16109085 Turkey 2005 Other disease

7 14764974 Korea 2004

8 12746796 Italy 2003 review

9 11085999 USA 2000 mouse

IMivaxag 6.3: pehéreg mov de sopmepifeOneay 6 pete-ovaloen yio, worlopopeiopovs AGTRI 1

AGTR2 kxan VUR.
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AIEZEATQI'H META-ANAAYXHX

[TIOAYMOPOIZMOX Al1166C TOY I'ONIAIOY AGTRI1 ITA
AXOENEIX TIOY BPIXKONTAI XTO TEAIKO XTAAIO,ESRD.

o ta gArnAOuopoa Tov yovidiov C versus A

Ynoloyiloopse To odds ratio
» generate oral=log((c1*a0)/(al*c0))

Avtika0ieTtovpe to odds ratio 6g mepinTon wov o petafintic ivar avtég givar 0

* replace
oral=log(((0.5+c1)*(0.5+a0))/((0.5+a1)*(0.5+c0)))
if c1==0]a0==0]a1==0|c0==0

Ynoloyiloops to standard error
» generate stdor=sqrt(1/al+1/c1+1/a0+1/c0)

Avtika0etovpe to standard error ¢g epinT®oN OV 01 PETUPMTEG EIvAL AVTEG
givan 0
* replace

stdor=sqrt(1/(a1+0.5)+1/(c1+0.5)+1/(a0+0.5)+1/(c0+0.5))
if c1==0[a1==0[a0==0|c0==0

Merg-avaivon

e metan cl c0 al a0 , or random sortby(year) label(namevar=author,yearvar=year)

x1ab(0.1,1,3)
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Study | OR [95% conf. Intervall % weight
Frimat L (2000) | 0.8086 0.553 1.175 8.31
Filler G (2001) | 1.130 0.733 1.743 7.65
Losito A (2002) | 1.287 0.921 1.799 8.80
Buraczynska M (2002) | 1.460 1.129 1.887 9.69
Basset el-EA (2002) | 1.048 0.781 1.407 9.27
col1 E (2003) | 0.693 0.464 1.037 8.01
Papp F (2003) | 1.040 0.659 1.642 7.39
Lau YK (2004) | 0.574 0.122 2.693 1.60
Liu KP (2004) | 1.352 0.286 6.394 1.58
Tabel v (2005) | 0.855 0.316 2.314 3.21
ayed Kh (2006) | 0.822 0.475 1.422 6.41
Buraczynska M (2006) | 1.812 1.505 2.182 10.40
Huang HD (2010) | 0.618 0.225 1.697 3.14
zsom M (2011) | 0.909 0.641 1.289 8.63
Elshamaa MF (2011) | 3.036 1.663 5.540 5.89
D+L pooled OR | 1.117 0.904 1.379 100.00

Heterogeneity chi-squared = 49.65 (d.f. = 14) p = 0.000

I-squared (variation in OR attributable to heterogeneity) = 71.8%

Estimate of between-study variance Tau-squared = 0.1023

Test of OR=1 : z= 1.03 p = 0,305

Mivexoeg 6.4:Ta oxoTeléiopaTO TOV APOKVITTOVY U0 TNV EKTELEGY E£VTOAG metan Yo Td GAANAOpOpPOU.

C versus A, ESRD.

Study

Frimat L (2000)
Filler G (2001)
Losito A (2002)

Buraczynska M (2002)

Basset el-EA (2002)
Coll E (2003)

Papp F (2003)
Lau YK (2004)

Liu KP (2004)
Tabel Y (2005)
Ayed Kh (2006)

Buraczynska M (2006)

Huang HD (2010)
Zsom M (2011)

Elshamaa MF (2011)

Overall

Odds ratio

(95% CI)

0.81 (0.55,1.18)
1.13(0.73,1.74)
1.29 (0.92, 1.80)
1.46 (1.13, 1.89)
1.05(0.78, 1.41)
0.69 (0.46, 1.04)
1.04 (0.66, 1.64)
0.57 (0.12,2.69)
1.35(0.29, 6.39)
0.86(0.32,2.31)
0.82(0.48,1.42)
1.81 (1.50, 2.18)
0.62(0.22,1.70)
0.91 (0.64,1.29)
3.04 (1.66,5.54)
1.12(0.90, 1.38)

Odds ratio

% Weight

8.3
7.7
8.8
9.7
9.3
8.0
7.4
1.6
1.6
3.2
6.4
10.4
3.1
8.6
5.9
100.0

Ewéva6.1: To forest plot yia v petd-avaivon tov ariniopépeoy C versus A, ESRD.
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Merg-avaiven o¢ Tpog Ty v

e metan oral stdor, eform random by(race)
label(namevar=author, yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

Study | ES [95% Conf. Interval] % Weight
_____________________ hm o m oo e e e e el ____
African
Ayed Kh (2006) | 0.822 0.475 1.422 5.83
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.822 0.475 1.422 5.83
_____________________ m o m oo e e e e el
Asian
Liu KP (2004) | 1.352 0.286 6.394 1.40
Lau YK (2004) | 0.574 0.122 2.693 1.42
Huang HD (2010) | 0.618 0.225 1.697 2.81
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.727 0.346 1.527 5.63
_____________________ m o m oo e e e e el
Caucasian
Gumprecht J (2000) | 0.933 0.693 1.257 8.51
Filler G (2001) | 1.130 0.733 1.743 7.00
Basset el-EA (2002) | 1.048 0.781 1.407 8.54
Losito A (2002) | 1.287 0.921 1.799 8.09
Buraczynska M (2002) | 1.460 1.129 1.887 8.94
Co11 E (2003) | 0.693 0.464 1.037 7.34
Papp F (2003) | 1.040 0.659 1.642 6.75
Tabel Y (2005) | 0.855 0.316 2.314 2.87
Buraczynska M (2006) | 1.812 1.505 2.182 9.63
Zsom M (2011) | 0.909 0.641 1.289 7.93
Frimat L (2000) | 0.806 0.553 1.175 7.62
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 1.085 0.885 1.331 83.21
_____________________ m o m oo o e e e de oo
other
Elshamaa MF (2011) | 3.036 1.663 5.540 5.33
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 3.036 1.663 5.540 5.33
_____________________ m o m oo e e e el
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 1.101 0.903 1.342 100.00
_____________________ m o m oo e e e el

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared** Tau-squared
IAfrican 0.00 0 . % 0.0000
Asian 0.80 2 0.670 0.0% 0.0000
Caucasian 39.57 10 0.000 74.7% 0.0823
other 0.00 0 . % 0.0000
overall 53.06 15 0.000 71.7% 0.0968
Overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
12.69 3 0.005

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

Significance test(s) of ES=1

IAfrican z= 0.70 p = 0.484
IAsian z= 0.84 p = 0.399
Caucasian z= 0.79 p = 0.432
other z= 3.62 p = 0.000
overall z= 0.95 p = 0.341

Mivexeg 6.5:To amoTELEGNATE TOV APOKVATOVY A0 TNV EKTELEGT] TN G EVTOANC Metan ue S1uyOPLeRo

e QUME T To griniopopea C versus A, ESRD.
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Effect size

Study (95% Cl) % Weight
African :
Ayed Kh (2006) . 0.82(0.48, 1.42) 5.8
Subtotal —_— 0.82(0.48, 1.42) 5.8
|
Asian :
Liu KP (2004) TR 1.35 (0.29, 6.39) 14
Lau YK (2004) - 0.57 (0.12, 2.69) 14
Huang HD (2010) » ; 0.62(0.22,1.70) 258
Subtotal —_— 0.73(0.35, 1.53) 5.6
|
|
Caucasian |
Gumprecht J (2000) : 0.93(0.69, 1.26) 85
Filler G (2001) 1.13(0.73,1.74) 7.0
Basset el-EA (2002) 1.05(0.78, 1.41) 85
Losito A (2002) 74‘—.— 1.29(0.92, 1.80) 8.1
Buraczynska M (2002) —l— 1.46(1.13, 1.89) 8.9
Coll E (2003) —B— | 0.69 ( 0.46, 1.04) 7.3
Papp F (2003) —,— 1.04 (0.66, 1.64) 6.7
Tabel Y (2005) - 0.86 (0.32,2.31) 2.9
Buraczynska M (2006) I - 1.81(1.50, 2.18) 9.6
Zsom M (2011) —.4— 0.91(0.64, 1.29) 79
Frimat L (2000) —.—+ 0.81(0.55,1.18) 76
Subtotal —_te 1.09(0.88, 1.33) 832
|
other :
Elshamaa MF (2011) 1 — W 3.04(1.66,554) 5.3
Subtotal ' —_————— . 3.04(1.66,554) 5.3
|
|
Overall e 1.10 (0.90, 1.34) 100.0
l l
1 1 3
Effect size

Ewéva6.2: To forest plot yia tnv perd-avaivon keta euia yo ta arinidpopeoe C versus A, ESRD,

' tovc yovotumove CC versus AA+AC

Ynoloyiloops o odds ratio, 67ov noll To GOporcpa TV aa, ac TOV VYOV KAl TOV
acOsvav.

e generate odcc=log((cc1*noll0)/(ccO*noll1))
Avtika0iwetovpue 1o odds ratio g mepimTmon mov o1 peTafintic eivar avtig givar 0
e replace
odcc=log(((0.5+cc1)*(0.5+noll0))/((0.5+cc0)*(0.5+noll1)))
if cc1==0|noll0==0|ccO==0|noll 1==0

Ynoloyiloops to standard error

e generate stdcc=sqrt(1/ccl+1/noll1+1/ccO+1/noll0)

Avtika0etovpe to standard error ¢g epinT®oN OV 01 PETUPMTEG EIvAL AVTEG
givan 0
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e replace

stdcc=sqrt(1/(cc1+0.5)+1/(noll1+0.5)+1/(cc0+0.5)+1/(noll0+0.5))

if cc1==0|noll0==0|ccO0==0Jnoll 1==0

Merg-avaivon

e metan ccl ccO nolll noll0, or random sortby(year)

label(namevar=author,yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

Study | OR [95% Cont. Interval] % wWeight
_____________________ A m oo e e e
Frimat L (2000) 0.275 0.066 1.138 6.38
Filler G (2001) 1.936 0.687 5.457 8.65
Losito A (2002) 1.230 0.580 2.610 10.69
Buraczynska M (2002) 2.471 1.168 5.228 10.71
Basset el-EA (2002) 0.667 0.337 1.319 11.21
co11 E (2003) 0.551 0.185 1.639 8.29
Papp F (2003) 1.758 0.457 6.757 6.77
[rabel v (2005) 0.699 0.040 12.342 2.34
Jayed kh (2006) 0.622 0.143 2.704 6.14
Buraczynska M (2006) 3.631 2.093 6.298 12.17
zZsom M (2011) 0.995 0.395 2.503 9.44
Elshamaa MF (2011) 3.667 1.033 13.018 7.21
Lau YK (2004) (Excluded)

Huang HD (2010) (Excluded)
D+L pooled OR | 1.283 0.794 2.074 100.00

_____________________ e

Heterogeneity chi-squared = 30.64 (d.f. = 11) p = 0.001
I-squared (variation in OR attributable to heterogeneity) = 64.1%
Estimate of between-study variance Tau-squared = 0.4134

Test of OR=1 : z= 1.02 p = 0.308

Mivexoeg 6.6: Ta awoTELEGRATA TOV APOKVITTOVY U0 TV EKTELEGT E£VTOAIC metan Yid TOVS YOVOTUTOVS

CC versus AA+AC, ESRD.
Odds ratio
Study (95% CI)
Frimat L (2000) L] : 0.27 (0.07, 1.14)
Filler G (2001) - 1.94 (0.69, 5.46)
Losito A (2002) + 1.23(0.58, 2.61)
Buraczynska M (2002) —— 2.47 (1.17,5.23)
Basset el-EA (2002) 1— 0.67 (0.34, 1.32)
Coll E (2003) B ] 0.55 ( 0.19, 1.64)
Papp F (2003) N 1.76 ( 0.46, 6.76)
Tabel Y (2005) " 0.70 ( 0.04, 12.34)
Ayed Kh (2006) m 0.62 (0.14,2.70)
Buraczynska M (2006) - I 3.63 (2.09, 6.30)
Zsom M (2011) + 0.99 ( 0.40, 2.50)
Elshamaa MF (2011) B 3.67 ( 1.03, 13.02)
Lau YK (2004) (Excluded)
Huang HD (2010) (Excluded)
Overall B 1.28 (0.79, 2.07)
[ [
1 1 3
Odds ratio

% Weight

6.4
8.7
10.7
10.7
11.2
8.3
6.8
23
6.1
12.2
9.4
7.2

100.0

Ewéva6. 3: To forest plot 1o v pera-avaivon tov yovotinov CC versus AA + AC,ESRD.
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Merg-avaiven o¢ Tpog Ty v

® metan odcc stdcc,eform random by(race)

label(namevar=author,yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

African
laAyed Kh (2006)
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES
Asian
Huang HD (2010)
Lau YK (2004)
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES
Caucasian
Buraczynska M (2006)
col1 E (2003)
Papp F (2003)
Losito A (2002)
Buraczynska M (2002)
Basset el-EA (2002)
Filler ¢ (2001)
Frimat L (2000)
zsom M (2011)
Tabel Y (2005)
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES
other
Elshamaa MF (2011)
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES

overall

IAfrican
lAsian
Caucasian
other
overall

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

_____________________ gy

conf. Interval] % Weight

143 2.704 5.85

143 2.704 5.85

050 129.697 1.24

057 149.530 1.24

168 43.951 2.48

093 6.298 12.15

185 1.639 8.03

457 6.757 6.48

580 2.610 10.54

168 5.228 10.57

337 1.319 11.10

687 5.457 8.40

066 1.138 6.09

395 2.503 9.22

040 12.342 2.17

734 2.081 84.75

033 13.018 6.92

033 13.018 6.92

831 2.077 100.00
statistic P I-squared**  Tau-squared
IAfrican 0.00
lAsian 0.00
Caucasian 27.32
other 0.00
overall 30.80

zZ=
zZ=
zZ=
zZ=
zZ=

Significance test(s) of ES=1

0.63
0.70

[y
WowHO

freedom

. % 0.0000
0.962 0.0% 0.0000
0.001 67.1% 0.4267

. % 0.0000
0.004 57.8% 0.3704

Overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
3.48 3

0.323

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

Mivexeg 6.7: T0 0T0TELEGUOTA TOV TPOKVTTOVY G0 TNV EKTELEGT] TI|G EVTOAIC Metan pe Nuy®PLouod g
ouM¢ ToV Yovotummv CC versus AA + AC, ESRD.
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Effect size

Study (95% Cl) % Weight
African :
Ayed Kh (2006) » : 0.62(0.14,2.70) 5.9
Subtotal —_— 0.62(0.14,2.70) 5.9
)
Asian :
Huang HD (2010) : 2.54 (0.05, 129.70) 12
Lau YK (2004) : 2.91(0.06, 149.53) 12
Subtotal —_—— 2.72(0.17, 43.95) 25
|
Caucasian i
Buraczynska M (2006) D —— 3.63(2.09, 6.30) 121
Coll E (2003) —B— 0.55(0.19, 1.64) 8.0
Papp F (2003) — . 1.76 ( 0.46, 6.76) 6.5
Losito A (2002) —.— 1.23(0.58, 2.61) 105
Buraczynska M (2002) + 247 (1.17,5.23) 10.6
Basset el-EA (2002) 4ﬁ 0.67 (0.34, 1.32) 1141
Filler G (2001) B 1.94 ( 0.69, 5.46) 8.4
Frimat L (2000) ] | 0.27 (0.07,1.14) 6.1
Zsom M (2011) + 0.99 ( 0.40, 2.50) 92
Tabel Y (2005) ] : 0.70 (0.04, 12.34) 22
Subtotal —_—— 1.24(0.73, 2.08) 84.7
|
other .
Elshamaa MF (2011) — 3.67 (1.03,13.02) 6.9
Subtotal —_— 3.67 (1.03,13.02) 6.9
|
Overall e 1.31(0.83, 2.08) 100.0
l l

Effect size

Ewéve 6.4: To forest plot o tnv peta-ovaiven kotd euia Yo tovg yovotomovg CC versus AA + AC,
ESRD.

' tovc yovotomove CCHAC versus AA
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Ynohoyilovpe To odds ratio, 67wov noss 1o G0powspa TOV cc, ac TOV a6OsvAOV KoL TOV
VYLDV,

e generate odaa=log((noss1*aa0)/(nossO*aal))
[ ]

Avtika0iwetovpue 1o odds ratio g mepimTmon mov o1 petafintéig sivar autig eivar 0

o replace odaa=log(((0.5+noss1)*(0.5+aa0))/((0.5+noss0)*(0.5+aal))) if
noss 1==0[aa0==0|noss0==0]aal==0

YnohoyiCovpe o standard error
e generate stdaa=sqrt(1/aal+1/noss1+1/aa0+1/noss0)
Avr.ucaﬁwroﬁus 70 standard error cg wepinTMon mov o peTaPfintic sivar autig eivar 0
o replace stdaa=sqrt(1/(aal+0.5)+1/(noss1+0.5)+1/(aa0+0.5)+1/(noss0+0.5)) if
noss 1==0[aa0==0|noss0==0]aal==0

Mera-avaivon

e metan nossl nossO aal aa0 , or random sortby(year)
label(namevar=author,yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

Study | R [95% Conf. Interval] % Weight

Frimat L (2000) 0.914 0.573 1.458 8.22
Filler 6 (2001) 1,000 0.574 1,741 7.21
Losito A (2002) 1.426 0,924 2,201 8.63
Buraczynska M (2002) | 1.465 1.072 2.003 10.16
Basset el-EA (2002) 1.212 0.836 1,758 9.41
Lee KB (2003) 1,709 0.4% 5,918 2.66
o1l E (2003) 0.625 0.372 1,050 7.61
Papp F (2003) 0,966 0.547 1,708 7.05
Lau YK (2004) 0.560 0.116 2,704 1.80
[rabel v (2005) 0,991 0.316 3,106 3.02
Jayed Kh (2006) 0,825 0.425 1,603 6.08
Buraczynska M (2006) | 1.87% 1,493 2.35% 11.15
Huang HD (2010) 0,595 0.210 1,691 3.46
Zsom M (2011) 0.861 0,556 1,335 8.58
F1shamaa MF (2011) 3,818 1.724 8,455 4,97
D+L pooled OR | 1,150 0.915 1.44 100.00

Heterogeneity chi-squared = 38.42 (d.f. = 14) p = 0.000

I-squared (variation in OR attributable to heterogeneity) = 63.6%

Estimate of between-study variance Tau-squared = 0.1078

Test of OR=l : z= 1,20 p = 0.230

Mivokeg 6.8: Ta awoTEliGRATA TOV APOKVITTOVY U0 TV EKTELEGT EVIOAE metan Yo TOVS YOVOTUTOVS
AA versus CC+AC, ESRD.
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Study

Frimat L (2000)
Filler G (2001)

Odds ratio

(95% CI)

0.91 (0.57,1.46)
1.00 (0.57,1.74)
1.43(0.92, 2.20)
1.46 (1.07, 2.00)
1.21(0.84,1.76)
1.71 (0.49,5.92)
0.62(0.37,1.05)
0.97 (0.55,1.71)
0.56 (0.12,2.70)
0.99 (0.32,3.11)
0.83(0.42, 1.60)
1.88 (1.49, 2.36)
0.60(0.21,1.69)
0.86 (0.56, 1.33)
3.82(1.72,8.45)
1.15(0.92, 1.44)

Losito A (2002) I
Buraczynska M (2002) l
Basset el-EA (2002) . B
Lee KB (2003) o
Coll E (2003) ——
Papp F (2003) —*—
Lau YK (2004) = :
Tabel Y (2005) ﬁ 3
Ayed Kh (2006) .
Buraczynska M (2006) l
Huang HD (2010) m :
Zsom M (2011) —
Elshamaa MF (2011)
Overall O
[
1 1
Odds ratio

Mera-avaivon o¢ tpog TV QM|

e metan odaa stdaa,eform random by(race) label(namevar=author, yearvar=year)

x1ab(0.1,1,3)

% Weight

8.2
7.2
8.6
10.2
9.4
27
7.6
71
1.8
3.0
6.1
1.2
35
8.6
5.0
100.0

Ewkovab. 5: To forest plot yLa tnv pet@-avdiuvon twv yovotunwy AA versus AC + CC,ESRD.
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Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P
IAfrican 0.00 0 .
lAsian 1.93 2 0.381
Caucasian 26.14 9 0.002
other 0.00 0 .
overall 38.42 14 0.000

0.016

Significance test(s) of ES=1

IAfrican z= 0.57 p = 0.571
lAsian z= 0.51 p = 0.613
Caucasian z= 1.08 p = 0.279
other z= 3.30 p = 0.001
overall z= 1.20 p = 0.230

I-squared**

%
0.0%
65.6%

%
63.6%

Ooverall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :
10.36 3

Study | ES [95% Conf. Interval] % Weight
_____________________ S
African
lAyed Kh (2006) 0.825 0.425 1.603 6.08
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES 0.825 0.425 1.603 6.08
_____________________ o o o o .
Asian
Huang HD (2010) 0.595 0.210 1.691 3.46
Lau YK (2004) 0.560 0.116 2.704 1.80
Lee KB (2003) 1.709 0.494 5.918 2.66
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES 0.832 0.408 1.697 7.91
_____________________ o o o o .
Caucasian
Buraczynska M (2006) 1.875 1.493 2.356 11.15
coll E (2003) 0.625 0.372 1.050 7.61
Papp F (2003) 0.966 0.547 1.705 7.05
Losito A (2002) 1.426 0.924 2.201 8.63
Buraczynska M (2002) 1.465 1.072 2.003 10.16
Basset el-EA (2002) 1.212 0.836 1.758 9.41
Filler G (2001) 1.000 0.574 1.741 7.21
Frimat L (2000) 0.914 0.573 1.458 8.22
zZsom M (2011) 0.861 0.556 1.335 8.58
Tabel Y (2005) 0.991 0.316 3.106 3.02
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES 1.138 0.900 1.438 81.04
_____________________ o o o o .
other
Elshamaa MF (2011) 3.818 1.724 8.455 4,97
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES 3.818 1.724 8.455 4,97
_____________________ o o o o .
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 1.150 0.915 1.444 100.00
_____________________ o o oo .

Tau-squared

0.0000
0.0000
0.0851
0.0000
0.1078

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

Mivexeg 6.9: Ta amwoTeliGRATA TOV TPOKVITTOVY GT0 TNV EKTELEGT] TNG EVTOM|G Mmetan KaTd guin Yia
100¢ YovoTumovg AA versus AC + CC, ESRD.
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Effect size
Study (95% Cl) % Weight
African :
Ayed Kh (2006) —h 0.83 (0.42, 1.60) 6.1
Subtotal — 0.83 (0.42, 1.60) 6.1
|
Asian :
Huang HD (2010) = ! 0.60 (0.21, 1.69) 35
Lau YK (2004) - ! 0.56 (0.12, 2.70) 1.8
Lee KB (2003) : ] 1.71(0.49, 5.92) 27
Subtotal —_— 0.83 (0.41, 1.70) 7.9
|
Caucasian :
Buraczynska M (2006) A 1.88 ( 1.49, 2.36) 1.2
Coll E (2003) — B 0.62(0.37, 1.05) 7.6
Papp F (2003) —— 0.97 (0.55, 1.71) 71
Losito A (2002) —+ 1.43 (0.92, 2.20) 8.6
Buraczynska M (2002) - 1.46 (1.07, 2.00) 10.2
Basset el-EA (2002) —1— 1.21(0.84,1.76) 9.4
Filler G (2001) . 1.00 ( 0.57, 1.74) 7.2
Frimat L (2000) : 0.91 (057, 1.46) 8.2
Zsom M (2011) : 0.86 (056, 1.33) 8.6
Tabel Y (2005) ; 0.99 (032, 3.11) 3.0
Subtotal =T 1.14(0.90, 1.44) 81.0
|
other :

Elshamaa MF (2011) | ] 3.82(1.72, 8.45) 5.0
Subtotal ! —_——— 382(172,8.45) 5.0
|
Overall e 1.15(0.92, 1.44) 100.0

l l

A 1 3
Effect size

Ewéva 6.6: To forest plot 7o T peta-avaiven kKotl Quia Yo Tovg yovotomovg AA versus AC + CC,
ESRD.
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EAEI'X0OX XYXTHMATIKOY XPAAMATOX AHMOZZIEYXHY 1w
ESRD

o ta gArnAOuopoa Tov yovidiov C versus A

e metabias oral stdor, gr(b)

Begg's Test
adj. Kendall's score (P-Q) = -8
std. Dev. of Score = 22.21
Number of Studies = 16
z = -0.36
Pr>|z| = 0.719
z = 0.32 (continuity corrected)
Pr > |z| = 0.753 (continuity corrected)

Nivakaog 6.10:Ta aroteAéopata and Tov EAeyyo tou Begg yio ta aAAnAopopda C versus A,ESRD.

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

2 —
1 B o]
o]
© (s}
Q
© B o ©
5 0 Q : o o
1
2
\ I \ T \
0 2 4 6 8
s.e. of: oral

Ewéve 6.7:To forest plot a6 tov £heyyo Tov Begg nia ta ariniopopoo C versus A,ESRD.
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metabias oral stdor, gr(e)

SEff | Coef, Std Bt Bt [BEcorf Interval]

ARG IGLOSE 284 000 R LB6SOM
L W LM 00 -STGE 30505

Nivakog 6.11: Ta amoteAéopoto oo tov EAeyxo tou Egger yuo ta aAAnAdpopda C versus A,ESRD.

standardized effect

Egger's publication bias plot

10 1

[
5

precision

10

Ewéva6. 8: To forest plot a6 tov £heyyo Tov Egger wa to ariniépopea C versus A, ESRD.
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e metareg oral stdor, level(95) wsse(stdor)

eta-analysis regression

No of studies = 16
tauA2 method reml
tauA2 estimate = ,0862

Successive values of tauA2 differ by less than 10A-4 :convergence achieved

coef. std. Err.

2z P>|z| [95% conf. Interval]

stdor | -.7140635 .7370972
_cons .2530346  .1869473

-0.97 0.333  -2,158747  .7306204
1.35 0.176  -.1133755  .6194446

Mivexeg 6.12: Ta awoTehéSRATO PE TOV £LEYYO TNG NETATAILVOPOUN NG 110 TO driniopopoa C versus A,

ESRD.

' tove yovotvumove CC versus AA+AC

e metabias odcc stdcc, gr(b)

Begg's Test
adj. Kendall's Score (P-Q)
std. Dev. of Score
Number of Studies

z
Pr > |z|
z

Pr > |z|

-3
18.27
14

0.870
0.11 (continuity corrected)
0.913 (continuity corrected)

Nivakog 6.13: Ta amoteAégpLoto oo Tov EAeyXo Tou Begg yia toug yovotumoug CC versus. AA+AC, ESRD.
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Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

P
47
27
(o] =]
o 8
6] ° ©
19} o
3 0+ °
e} o o
Q
o]
-2 —
4 —
1 ] ] I I
0 5 1 1.5 2

s.e. of: odcc

Ewéve 6.9:To forest plot amd tov £heyyo Tov Begg ua tovg yovoTumovg CC versus AA+AC, ESRD.

e metabias odcc stdcc, gr(e)

Egger's test

Std_Eff Coef. Std. Err. t Pt [95% Conf. Interval]
slope | 8012126 .4687007 171 0.113  -.2200182 1.822443
bias | -.8753386 .9291556  -0.94 0.365  -2.809795  1.149117

Mivexeg 6.14: Ta ewotehéopata amd Tov £heyyo Tov Egger o tovg yovotumovg CC versus
AA+AC,ESRD.
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Egger's publication bias plot

standardized effect
(e}
\

I
2

precision

Ewéve 6.10; To forest plot ard tov £heyyo Tov Egger yia tovg yovéotumovg CC versus AA+AC, ESRD.

e metareg odcc stdcc, level(95) wsse(stdcc)

Iteration 1: tauAZ =0

Iteration 2: tauA2 = .41623077
Iteration 3: tauA2 = .36613778
Iteration 4: tauA2 = .36801497

Meta-analysis regression

Successive values of tauA2 differ by less than 10A-4

No of studies
tauA2 method
tauA2 estimate

:convergence ach

= 14
reml
= .3679

ieved

coef. std. Err. z P>|z| [95% conf. Intervall]
stdcc -.3057925 .7504435 -0.41 0.684 -1.776635 1.16505
_cons .4399873 .4705809 0.93 0.350 -.4823344 1.362309

Mivexeg 6.15: To ox0TELEGNUOTO NE TOV ELEYYO TG NETUATALIVOPOUNGNS Y10 TOVS YoviTuTovs CC versus

AA+AC, ESRD.
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T tove yovotumovg CCHAC versus AA

EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo tou Begg

e metabias odaa stdaa,

gr (b)

Begg's Test
adj. Kendall's score (P-Q)
std. Dev. of Score
Number of Studies

z
Pr > |z|

z
Pr > |z|

0.79 (continuity corrected)
0.428 (continuity corrected)

Mivexeg 6.16 : Ta awotehéopota omd Tov £heyyo Tov Begg yia Tovg yovétvmovg CC+AC versus

AA,ESRD.
Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
2 —
1 —
e
S
'8 0 o o i o
© o
-1
-2
[ \ \ \
0 4 .6 .8
s.e. of: odaa

Ewéve 6.11: To forest plot ard Tov £heyyo Tov Begg yia tovg yovétvnovg CCHAC versus AA,ESRD.
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EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo tou Egger

e metabias odaa stdaa, gr(e)

[Egger s test

Std_gff Coef. std. Err. t P>t [95% Conf. Interval]

slope .5974844 2073556 2.88 0.013 .1495198 1.045449
bias -1.604223  .8679164 -1.85 0.087 -3.479242 .2707966

Mivexeg 6.17: Ta axotehéopata amd ™ pédodo tov Egger yia tovg yovotumovg CCHAC versus AA,

ESRD.
Egger's publication bias plot
5 —
o]
5
L )
“(]_) o]
© o
[
N
'E 0 )
[ o ©
e je] o
c o
©
@ °
-5
[ [ \
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precision

Ewéve 6.12:To forest plot a6 ™ uéodo tov Egger yia tovg yovotomovg CC+HAC versus AA, ESRD.
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EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo Tng petd-naALvdpdunong

e metareg odaa stdaa,

level (95)

wsse (stdss)

Meta-analysis regression

No of studies =

tauA2 method

15
renl
tauA? estimate = 0931

Successive values of taus2 differ by Tess than 104-4 :convergence achieved

Coef. Std. Err. P>|z| [95% Conf, Interval]
stdaa | -.7490384 7977858  -0.94 0.348  -2.31267  .814593
_cons 345395 2426129 142 0,155  -.1301176 8200077

Mivoxoeg 6.18: Ta owotehéoHUTA PE TOV £LEYYO TG NETU-TAIIVOPOUN61E 110 TOVS YovoTLTOoVS CCHAC

versus AA.,

AGOPOIXTIKH META-ANAAYXH

To ta oAinAduopoa C versus A

e metacum oral stdor,

eform

eff(r)gr xlab(0.5,1,1.5)

id(author)

Cumulative random-effects meta-analysis of 16 studies (exponential form)

Cumulative

rial estimate
umprecht 1 0.933
Frimat L 0.882
Filler G 0.933
Basset el-EA 0.969
Buraczynska M 1.071
Losito A 1.106
ol11 E 1.041
Papp F 1.044
Liu KP 1.048
Lau YK 1.042
abel v 1.039
Buraczynska M 1.098
yed Kh 1.077
Huang HD 1.059
som M 1.046
E1shamaa MF 1.101

95%

Lower

CO00O000000O0O0OO00O00

.693
.699
.759
.819
.867
.923
.857
.876
.886
.884
.889
.890
.879
.866
.866
.903

CI

Upper
.257
.114
.146
.147
.322
.324
.265
.243
.240
.228
.216
.354
.319
.294
.264
.342

RRRRRBEBRERBRRERRRERBRBRRE

-0

R
OCO0O0O0O000O0OROO0OR

z

.455
.051
.664
.366
.634
.089
.406
.478
.550
.492
.484
.873
.716
.557
.470
.952

P value

OCCO0O0000000O0O0000

.649
.293
.507
.714
.526
.276
.684
.633
.583
.623
.629
.383
.474
.578
.638
.341
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Mivexag 6.19:

Gumprecht J
Frimat L

Filler G

Losito A
Basset el-EA
Buraczynska M
Coll E

Papp F

Lau YK

Liu KP

Tabel Y

Ayed Kh
Buraczynska M
Huang HD
Zsom M

Elshamaa MF

Ta amoteléopato oxd TNV £vToi] metacum Yo to oriiniopopea C versus A,ESRD.

1.5

Ewéva 6.13:To forest plot Tng afporeTikng petd-avaiveng pe Ty vroi] metacum Yio 1o GAANALONOPQA

C versus A 100 yovidiov AGTR1, 6zov oral to log(odds ratio), ESRD.

¢ metatrend oral stdor
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Cumulative ES (log-scale)

Tests for detecting trends in cumulative meta-analysis

Number of studies: 16

'"First vs. Subsequent' method

Effect Size (ES) P-value [95% cConf.
First study 0.9333 0.649 0.6933
Subsequent studies 1.1167 0.305 0.9044
IAT1 Studies 1.1009 0.341 0.9033

Ho: ES(first) = ES(subsequent)

-0.964
0.335

z-value
P-value

Generalized Least Squares (GLS) Regression-based test

Coef. std. Err. P-value [95% Conf.
Including all studies 0.00919 0.00384 0.017 0.00166
Excluding first study 0.00702 0.00479 0.143 -0.00237

Interval]
1.2565
1.3788

Interval] rho
0.01672 0.502
0.01642 0.354

Nivokog6.20:Ta AnoTEAECLATO TIOL TIPOKUTITOUV Ao tnv evtoAn metatrend yiot ta aAAnASpopda

Cversus A, ESRD.

Including firststudy - ———- Excluding first study
4
2 1 T T 17T T _
0 —
. | R R S A | R

-2 1 €
-4

\ \ \ \

0 5 10 15

Rank of the studies

Cumulative meta-analysis plot
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Ewkova6. 14:To forest plot Tng aBpoloTikig LeTd-avAdAuong Pe tnv evioA] metatrend yiot ta aAAnASpopda

tou C versus A yovidiou AGTR1,ESRD.

T tove yovotvmove CC versus AA+AC

e metacum odcc stdcc,
eform

eff(r)gr xlab(0.5,1,1.5) id(author)

cumulative random-effects meta-analysis of 14 studies (exponential form)

Basset el-EA
coll E

Papp F

Lau YK

Tabel Y

layed Kh
Buraczynska M
Huang HD
Zsam M
E1shamaa MF

cumulative
Trial estimate
Frimat L 0.275
Filler G 0.777
Losito A 0.990
Buraczynska M 1.308

PRREREREPREL
WNNN o
RESERR8SSE

OCOO00000000000

831

CI

upper
1.138
5.246
2.529
2.780
2.152

11
HOOO0000000000
N
ul
N

P value

©O000000000000

075
796
983
485
750
980
801
737
751
858
470
424
416
242

Mivexeg 6.21: To axoteréopoto amxd Ty evror] metacum yia Tovg yovétomovg CC versus AA+AC,

Frimat L

Filler G

Buraczynska M

Losito A

Basset el-EA

Papp F

CollE

Lau YK

Tabel Y

Ayed Kh

Buraczynska M

Huang HD

Elshamaa MF

Zsom M

497
497
I I \
5 1 1.5
odcc
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Ewéva6.15:To forest plot Tnc a0potoTIKNG HETA-AVALVGNC HE TV EVTOA] metacum Yid TOVS YOVOTUTOVG
CC versus AA+AC tov yovidiov AGTR1, émov odce to log(odds ratio), ESRD.

o metatrend odcc stdcc

[Tests for detecting trends in cumuTative meta-analysis

Number of studies: 14

'First vs. Subsequent' method

Effect size (ES) P-value [95% conf. Interval]
First study 0.2747 0.075 0.0663 1.1385
Ssubsequent studies 1.4623 0.089 0.9439 2.2654
IAT1 studies 1.3141 0.242 0.8313 2.0774

Ho: ES(first) = ES(subsequent)

-2.203
0.028

z-value
P-value

Generalized Least Squares (GLS) Regression-based test

coef. std. Err. P-value [95% conf. Interval] rho
Including all studies  0.04597 0.01170 0.000 0.02303 0.06890 0.078
Excluding first study 0.01452 0.00742 0.050 -0.00002 0.02906 -0.131

Mivexeg 6.22: Ta amoteréopate 7oV TPOKVATOVY U6 TNV £vioi] metatrend yia Tovg yovotvmovg CC

versus AA+AC tov yovisiov AGTR1, éov odcc to log(odds ratio), ESRD.
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——— Including firststudy ~  ————— Excluding first study

2 —
)
S
@ 0~
o
kE
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=
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>
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[ [ \
0 5 10

] Rank of the stud_ies
Cumulative meta-analysis plot

15

Ewdva 6.16:To forest plot g abdporsTikiig pet@-avarvong pue Tnv evrorl] metatrend yio Tovg

yovétumovg CC versus AA+AC 1ov yovidiov AGTR1,ESRD.

T tove yovotumove CCHAC versus AA

o metacum odaa stdaa, eff(r)gr xlab(0.5,1,1.5)

id(author) eform

Cumulative random-effects meta-analysis of 15 studies (exponential form)
cumulative 95% cI
Trial estimate Lower Upper z P value
Frimat L 0.914 0.573 1.458 -0.378 0.705
Filler G 0.949 0.664 1.356 -0.289 0.772
Losito A 1.117 0.843 1.481 0.772 0.440
t el-EA 1.151 0.922 1.436 1.242 0.214
Buraczynska M 1.247 1.041 1.495 2.397 0.017
Papp F 1.219 1.026 1.448 2.249 0.025
coll E 1.098 0.882 1.367 0.839 0.401
Lee KB 1.115 0.905 1.373 1.024 0.306
Lau YK 1.104 0.900 1.354 0.951 0.341
Tabel Y 1.108 0.916 1.340 1.056 0.291
Buraczynska M 1.177 0.933 1.484 1.378 0.168
ved Kh 1.148 0.917 1.437 1.204 0.229
Huang HD 1.119 0.894 1.400 0.981 0.327
E1shamaa MF 1.182 0.932 1.499 1.379 0.168
Zsom M 1.150 0.915 1.444 1.201 0.230

Mivexeg 6.23: To aroTeLEGNOTO TOV TPOKVATOVY G0 TV £VTOL] Metacum Y TOVG YOVOTUTOVS

CC+AC versus AA, ESRD.
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Frimat L

Filler G

Basset el-EA
Losito A
Buraczynska M
Papp F

Coll E

Lee KB

Lau YK

Tabel Y

Ayed Kh
Buraczynska M
Huang HD
Zsom M

Elshamaa MF

odaa

Ewéva6. 17; To forest plot Tng a0poroTiki ¢ ueTd-avadivenc pue TNy EvIoA] metacum Yo TOVG
yovotvrovg CC+AC versus AA tov yovidiov AGTRI1,6mov 0dAA 7o log(odds ratio),ESRD

o metatrend odaa stdaa
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[Tests Tor detecting trends 1n cumuTative meta-analysis

Number of studies: 15

'First vs. Subsequent' method

Effect size (ES) P-value [95% conf. Interval]
First study 0.9138 0.705 0.5727 1.4581
Ssubsequent studies 1.1729 0.194 0.9221 1.4919
IAT1 studies 1.1499 0.230 0.9155 1.4444

Ho: ES(first) = ES(subsequent)
z-value = -0.931
P-value = 0.352

Generalized Least Squares (GLS) Regression-based test

coef. std. Err. P-value [95% conf. Interval] rho
Including all studies -0.00169 0.00614 0.783 -0.01372 0.01034 0.526
Excluding first study -0.00920 0.00518 0.076 -0.01935 0.00095 0.355

Mivexoeg 6.24: To ox0TELEGNOTO TOV TPOKVTTOVY 00 TNV £vToL] metatrend Yo TOVS YOVOTLTOVG
CCHAC versus AA tov yovidiov AGTR1,6mov 0dAA 10 log(odds ratio),ESRD.

Including firststudy ————- Excluding first study
5
oy L
3 T e q
%] — - - —
4 T )
2 4
g 0
® 1 4 1
= £ - = - L
K
= 1
g
]
(@)
-5 1
\ \ \ \
0 5 10 15

] Rank of the stud_ies
Cumulative meta-analysis plot

Ewéva6. 18:To forest plot Tng afporeTikig petd-avaiveng pe Ty £vrorn] metatrend Yo Tovg
yovotvrovg CC+AC versus AA tov yovioiov AGTR1,ESRD.

ADPAIPETIKH META-ANAAYXH
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o ta orAinAduopoa C versus A

e metaninf oral stdor,random eform label (namevar=author)

Study onritted | Estimate [95% Conf. Interval]
+

Huang HD | 1.1195813 91656297  1.367568L
Lau YK | 1.1111945 90996152  1.3569288
Liu KP | 1.0970732 80693218 1.3418738
Zsom M | 1.11839% 90754104 1.3782405
Buraczynska M | 1.047879 88268191  1.2439932
Tabel Y | 1.1087855 90549064  1.3577228
oIl E | 1.1449091L 94000945  1.3931383
Papp F | 1.1040976 .8951937 1.3617516
Losito A | 1.0835582 .8737753 1.3437073
Buraczynska M |  1.0688846 86065799  1.32748%4
Basset el-EA | 1.1034259 .8893159 1.3600845
Filler G | 1.0971088 88830423  1.354995

Frimat L | 1.1303108 92209327  1.3855458
Gumprecht J | 1.1166676 90437633  1.3787917
Elshamaa MF | 1.0464605 8660506 1.2644522
Ayed kKh | 1.1208408 91350514  1.3752348
Lee KB | 1.1009293 90327334 1.3418365

+
Conbined | 1.1009292 90327337 1.3418365

Mivexeg 6.25: Ta axotehéopaTa WOV TPOKVTTOVY 06 TNY £vToi] metaninf yia ta ariniopopea C

versus A, ESRD.

Huang HD

Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted

| Lower CI Limit

O Estimate

O

| Upper CI Limit

Lau YK \ ®)
Liu KP \ d
Zsom M \ @)
Buraczynska M
Tabel Y \ O
Coll E ©) \
Papp F \ D |
Losito A | | o
Buraczynska M 0 \
Basset el-EA \ D \
Filler G \ g \
Frimat L \ O \
Gumprecht J | 8] \
Elshamaa MF || O
Ayed Kh O \
Lee KB

0.86 0.90 1.34 139

Ewéva 6.19:To forest plot Tng aQuipeTikic petd-avaiveng pe v evroi] metaninf yia o aliniopopea
C versus A 100 yovidiov AGTR1, ESRD.
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T tove yovotvmove CC versus AA+AC

e metaninf odcc stdcc,random eform label(namevar=author)

Study onritted | Estimate [95% Conf. Interval]
+

Buraczynska M | 1.1475356 7700457 1.7100776
Tabel Y | 1.3306098 83143747  2.12%715
oIl E | 1.4214811 89093733  2.2679582
Papp F | 1.2825048 78684521  2.0903966
Losito A | 1.3142605 7869969 2.1947742
Buraczynska M | 1.2160007 73850048  2.0022433
Basset el-EA | 1.4452189 91060686  2.2936985
Filler G | 1.2619807 76776797  2.0743184
Frimat L | 1.4622676 04387847  2.265362

Elshamaa MF | 1.2176877 75776041 1.9567709
Ayed kh | 1.3760309 85622966  2.2113938
Huang HD | 1.300289%4 81362921 2.078038

Lau YK | 1.2981489 81254935  2.0739548
Lee KB | 1.314144 83133304  2.0773559
Gumprecht J | 1.314144 83133304  2.0773559
Zsom M | 1.3456887 81836331  2.2128048
Liu kP | 1.314144 83133304  2.0773559

+
Combined | 1.314144 83133304  2.0773558

Mivexeg 6.26: Ta oxotehéopATA TOV TPOKVTTOVY 00 TNV £vTo] metaninf yia Tovg yovoTumovg CC
versus AA+AC,ESRD.

Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted
| Lower CI Limit O Estimate | Upper CI Limit

Buraczynska M | | @) \
Tabel Y ©] \

Coll E 0 \

Papp F | | O

Losito A | | \

Buraczynska M ! \

Basset el-EA \ O \

Filler G | | O

Frimat L O

Elshamaa MF || @]

Ayed Kh \ @] \

Huang HD \ ®

Lau YK \ O

Lee KB

Gumprecht J

Zsom M 0 \

Liu KP

0.740.83 1.31 2.08 229
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Ewkovab. 20: To forest plot Tng adalpeTkig HETA-0VAAUONG LE TRV eVTOAN metainf yLa Toug yovotumoug

CC versus AA+AC tou yovidiou AGTR1,ESRD.

T tove yovotvove CCHAC versus AA

metaninf odaa stdaa,random eform label(namevar=author)

Study omitted | Estimate [95% conf. Interval]
___________________ o oo o e e e e e
Buraczynska M | 1.1475356 7700457 1.7100776
Tabel Y | 1.3306098 .83143747 2.1294715
coll E | 1.4214811 .89093733 2.2679582
Papp F | 1.2825048 78684521  2.0903966
Losito A | 1.3142605 7869969 2.1947742
Buraczynska M | 1.2160007 73850048 2.0022433
Basset el-EA | 1.4452189 91060686 2.2936985
Filler G | 1.2619807 76776797 2.0743184
Frimat L | 1.4622676 94387847 2.265362
Elshamaa MF | 1.2176877 75776041  1.9567709
Ayed Kh | 1.3760309 .85622966 2.2113938
Huang HD | 1.3002894 81362921  2.078038
Lau YK | 1.2981489 .81254935 2.0739548
Lee KB | 1.314144 .83133304 2.0773559
Gumprecht J | 1.314144 .83133304 2.0773559
Zsom M | 1.3456887 81836331  2.2128048
Liu KP | 1.314144 .83133304 2.0773559
___________________ o oo e e e
Combined | 1.314144 83133304 2.0773558

Mivexeg 6.27: To 0x0TeLEGNOTO TOV TPOKVTTOVY 0T0 TV £vToL1] metaninf yia Tovg yovéTvmovg CCHAC

versus AA, ESRD.
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Buraczynska M
Tabel Y

Coll E

Papp F

Losito A
Buraczynska M
Basset el-EA
Filler G

Frimat L
Elshamaa MF
Ayed Kh
Huang HD

Lau YK

Lee KB
Gumprecht J
Zsom M

Liu KP

Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted

| Lower CI Limit

O Estimate

O

| Upper CI Limit
\

0.86 0.92

1.44 1.51

Ewévao6. 21:To forest plot Tng a@uipeTikig petd-avaiveng pe v evroi] metainf yia Tovg yovétvmovg
cct+ac versus aa tov yovioiov AGTR1,ESRD.

Meta-avaivoen peletov mov Ppickovrar oe woopponiac HWE,

ESRD.

Ta o gAAnAOLOpOa TOoL Yovidiov C versus A
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Meta-avaivon
e metan cl cO0 al a0 , or random sortby(year)
label (namevar=author, yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

Odds ratio
Study (95% Cl) % Weight
Frimat L (2000) —— 0.81(0.55, 1.18) 8.4
Filler G (2001) — B 1.13(0.73, 1.74) 7.8
Losito A (2002) = B 1.29 (0.92, 1.80) 8.9
Buraczynska M (2002) I 1.46 (1.13,1.89) 9.8
Basset el-EA (2002) 1.05(0.78, 1.41) 9.4
Coll E (2003) 3 0.69 ( 0.46, 1.04) 8.1
Papp F (2003) 1.04 (0.66, 1.64) 75
Lau YK (2004) = 3 0.57 (0.12, 2.69) 1.7
Tabel Y (2005) - 0.86 (0.32, 2.31) 3.3
Ayed Kh (2008) —— 0.82(0.48, 1.42) 6.5
Buraczynska M (2006) | L 3 1.81 ( 1.50, 2.18) 10.5
Huang HD (2010) m 0.62 (0.22, 1.70) 3.2
Zsom M (2011) —- 0.91 ( 0.64, 1.29) 8.8
Elshamaa MF (2011) . W 304(166,554) 6.0
Overall e 1.11 (0.90, 1.38) 100.0
I I
1 1 3
Odds ratio

Ewdvu6.22:forest plot a6 ™ peto-avaiven tov arinriopopooy C versus A,ESRD.

Mera-avaivon Katd @uin

e metan oral stdor, eform random by(race)
label(namevar=author, yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)
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Effect size

Study (95% Cl) % Weight

African :
Ayed Kh (2006) —m——— 0.82(0.48,1.42) 6.5
Subtotal —_——— 0.82( 0.48,1.42) 6.5

|

Asian :
Huang HD (2010) » : 0.62(0.22,1.70) 3.2
Lau YK (2004) ] : 0.57 (0.12, 2.69) 17
Subtotal D e SE— ST 0.60 ( 0.26, 1.41) 4.9

|

|

Caucasian i
Buraczynska M (2006) ! l 1.81(1.50,2.18) 105
Coll E (2003) —m— 0.69 ( 0.46, 1.04) 8.1
Papp F (2003) 1.04 ( 0.66, 1.64) 7.5
Losito A (2002) : 1.29(0.92, 1.80) 8.9
Buraczynska M (2002) —l— 1.46 (1.13,1.89) 9.8
Basset el-EA (2002) 1.05(0.78, 1.41) 9.4
Filler G (2001) — 1.13(0.73,1.74) 7.8
Frimat L (2000) —B—— 0.81(0.55,1.18) 8.4
Zsom M (2011) —.% 0.91(0.64,1.29) 8.8
Tabel Y (2005) " 0.86 (0.32, 2.31) 3.3
Subtotal —— 1.10(0.89, 1.37) 82,5

|

other .
Elshamaa MF (2011) ! W 3.04(166,554) 6.0
Subtotal ! ———— 3.04(1.66,5.54) 6.0

|
Overall S 1.11(0.90, 1.38) 100.0

l l
1 1 3
Effect size

Ewévu6.23:To forest plot amd ™ peta-ovaiven Katd Quiic TV ariniopopooy C versus A,ESRD.

T tove yovotvmove CC versus AA+AC
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e metan ccl ccO nolll noll0, or random sortby(year)
label(namevar=author,yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

Study
Frimat L (2000)

Filler G (2001)
Losito A (2002)
Buraczynska M (2002)
Basset el-EA (2002)
Coll E (2003)
Papp F (2003)
Tabel Y (2005)

Ayed Kh (2006)

Buraczynska M (2008)

Zsom M (2011)

Elshamaa MF (2011)

Lau YK (2004)

Huang HD (2010)
Overall

Ewdvu6.24: To forest plot a6 ™ peto-avaiven tov yovotinov CC versus AA+AC, ESRD.

e metan odcc stdcc,eform random by (race)

label (namevar=author, yearvar=year)

xlab(0.1,1,3)

Odds ratio
(95% Cl) % Weight
; 0.27 (0.07, 1.14) 6.4
] 1.94 ( 0.69, 5.46) 8.7
+ 1.23(0.58, 2.61) 10.7
—— 2.47 (1.17, 5.23) 10.7
1— 0.67 (0.34, 1.32) 11.2
B : 0.55(0.19, 1.64) 8.3
N 1.76 ( 0.46, 6.76) 6.8
| 0.70 ( 0.04, 12.34) 2.3
] 0.62 ( 0.14, 2.70) 6.1
3.63 (2.09, 6.30) 12.2
e R 0.99 ( 0.40, 2.50) 9.4
3.67 (1.03, 13.02) 7.2
(Excluded)
(Excluded)
—_ 1.28 (0.79, 2.07) 100.0
1
Odds ratio
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Effect size
Study (95% Cl) % Weight
African :
Ayed Kh (2006) » : 0.62(0.14,2.70) 5.9
Subtotal —— 0.62(0.14,2.70) 5.9
i
Asian :
Huang HD (2010) : 2.54 (0.05, 129.70) 12
Lau YK (2004) : 2.91(0.06, 149.53) 12
Subtotal -_- 2.72(0.17, 43.95) 25
|
Caucasian i
Buraczynska M (2006) D —— 3.63(2.09, 6.30) 121
Coll E (2003) —B— 0.55(0.19, 1.64) 8.0
Papp F (2003) — 1.76 ( 0.48, 6.76) 65
Losito A (2002) —.— 1.23(0.58, 2.61) 105
Buraczynska M (2002) + 247 (1.17,5.23) 10.6
Basset el-EA (2002) 4ﬁ 0.67 (0.34, 1.32) 1141
Filler G (2001) B 1.94 ( 0.69, 5.46) 8.4
|
Frimat L (2000) ] | 0.27 (0.07,1.14) 6.1
Zsom M (2011) + 0.99 ( 0.40, 2.50) 92
Tabel Y (2005) - : 0.70 (0.04, 12.34) 22
Subtotal —_—— 1.24(0.73, 2.08) 84.7
|
other .
Elshamaa MF (2011) — 3.67 (1.03,13.02) 6.9
Subtotal —_— 3.67 (1.03,13.02) 6.9
|
|
Overall e 1.31(0.83, 2.08) 100.0
l l

Effect size

Ewkévu6.25;to forest plot a6 Ty extéheon Thg EvTOAIC metan pe SLayOPIGHS TS QLIS TOY
yovotvrmv CC versus AA + AC, ESRD.

T tove yovotumove CCHAC versus AA
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Mera-avaivon

e metan nossl nossO aal aalO ,

label (namevar=author, yearvar=year)

Study

Frimat L (2000)

Filler G (2001)

Losito A (2002)
Buraczynska M (2002)
Basset el-EA (2002)
Lee KB (2003)

Coll E (2003)

Papp F (2003)

Lau YK (2004)
Tabel Y (2005)
Ayed Kh (20086)
Buraczynska M (2006)
Huang HD (2010)
Zsom M (2011)
Elshamaa MF (2011)
Overall

xlab(0.1,1,3)

Odds ratio

(95% Cl) % Weight

: 0.91 (0.57, 1.46) 8.2

1.00 ( 0.57, 1.74) 7.2

e = 1.43 (0.92, 2.20) 8.6

B 1.46 (1.07, 2.00) 10.2

—r 1.21(0.84, 1.76) 9.4

- n 1.71 (0.49, 5.92) 2.7
—— 0.62 ( 0.37, 1.05) 7.6
+ 0.97 (0.55, 1.71) 7.1

= 0.56 ( 0.12, 2.70) 1.8

‘ : 0.99 (0.32, 3.11) 3.0
—[— 0.83 ( 0.42, 1.60) 6.1
IR 1.88 ( 1.49, 2.36) 11.2

] 3 0.60 (0.21, 1.69) 35

— B 0.86 (0.56, 1.33) 8.6
3.82 (1.72, 8.45) 5.0

S 1.15(0.92, 1.44) 100.0

l
A 1
Odds ratio

or random sortby(year)

Ew6vu6.26:To forest plot 1o v pet@-ovaivon tov yovotimov AA versus AC + CC,ESRD.
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Mera-avaiven og pog T v
e metan odaa stdaa,eform random by (race)
label (namevar=author, yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

Effect size

Study (95% Cl) % Weight

African :
Ayed Kh (2006) —h 0.83 (0.42, 1.60) 6.1
Subtotal —_— 0.83 (0.42, 1.60) 6.1

|

Asian :
Huang HD (2010) = ! 0.60 (0.21, 1.69) 35
Lau YK (2004) - ! 0.56 (0.12, 2.70) 1.8
Lee KB (2003) : ] 1.71(0.49, 5.92) 27
Subtotal —_— 0.83 (0.41, 1.70) 7.9

|

Caucasian :
Buraczynska M (2006) A 1.88 ( 1.49, 2.36) 1.2
Coll E (2003) — B 0.62 (0.37, 1.05) 7.6
Papp F (2003) + 0.97 (0.55,1.71) 7.1
Losito A (2002) + 1.43 (0.92, 2.20) 8.6
Buraczynska M (2002) J—.— 1.46 (1.07, 2.00) 102
Basset el-EA (2002) —1— 1.21(0.84, 1.76) 9.4
Filler G (2001) ; 1.00 ( 0.57, 1.74) 7.2
Frimat L (2000) : 0.91 (057, 1.46) 8.2
Zsom M (2011) : 0.86 (056, 1.33) 8.6
Tabel Y (2005) ; 0.99 (032, 3.11) 3.0
Subtotal - 1.14(0.90, 1.44) 81.0

|

other :

Elshamaa MF (2011) | ] 3.82(1.72, 8.45) 5.0
Subtotal ! ————— 382(172,8.45) 5.0
|
Overall S 1.15(0.92, 1.44) 100.0

l l

Effect size

Ewévu6.27:To forest plot Yo T peta-ovaiven kKatd euin Tov yovotirov AA versus AC + CC,
ESRD.
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AIIOTEAEEMATA AIIO THN IZOPPOIIA HWE I'TA TH XPONIA NE®PIKH ANEIIAPKEIA
TEAIKOY ETAAIOY(ESRD)

genhwi 78 67 S genhwi 51436
Genotype | Observed Expected
""""" mi o s | Genotype | Observed  Expected
Aa | 67 57.24 | 51 5 56
aa J|r 5 9.88 Aa | 43 39.88
""""""""""""""""""""" 6 7.56
total | 150 15000 aal oo & 756
total | 100 100.00
Allele | Observed Frequency std. Err.
------------ ettt ittt Allele | Observed Frequency std. Err
Al 223 0.7433 0.020 e e
a | 77 0.2567 0.0230 Al 145 0.7250 0.0303
............ e el a | 55 0.2750 0.0303
total 300 1.0000  mmmmmmom——e- oo oo
otal | total | 200 1.0000
Estinated disequilibrium coefficient (0) = -0.0325 Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = -0.0156
Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium Test: s o ;
., .. Pearsonchi2 (1) =  4.365 Pr=0.0367 e raon chi2 (1) = " 0.614 pro 0.4332
likelihood-ratio chi2 (1) =  4.822 Pr= 0.0281 Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1) =  0.633 Pr= 0.4261

Exact significance prob

0.0523 Exact significance prob 0.6154
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genhwi 10020 0

Genotype | Observed Expected
____________ I
AA | 100 100.83
Aa | 20 18.33
aa | 0o 0.83
____________ o oo e el
total | 120 120.00
Allele | oObserved Frequency std. Err
____________ o o e e
A 220 0.9167 0.0170
a | 20 0.0833 0.0170
____________ o oo e e el
total | 240 1.0000
Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = -0.0069

Hardy-weinberg Equilibrium Test:
Pearson chi2 (1) 0.992 Pr= 0.3193
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1) Pr=

Exact significance prob 1.0000
genhwi 322 182 16
Genotype | Observed Expected
____________ ool
AA | 322 328.02
Aa | 182 169.97
aa | 16 22.02
____________ oo o
total | 520 520.00
Allele | oObserved Frequency std. Err
____________ oo oo ____
Al 826 0.7942 0.0121
a | 214 0.2058 0.0121
____________ oo oo e ____
total | 1040 1.0000
Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = -0.0116

Hardy-weinberg Equilibrium Test:
Pearson chi2 (1) 2.607 pr= 0.1064
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1) 2.763 pPr= 0.0965
Exact significance prob 0.1388

11ele | observed

genhwi 176 97 14

oObserved

175.61
97.78
13.61

ted disequilibrium coefficient (D) =

Neinberg Equilibrium Test:

Pearson chi2 (1)
hood-ratio chi2 (1)
significance prob

Genotype

Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) =

Hardy-weinberg Equilibrium Test:
Pearson chi2 (1
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1)
Exact significance prob

Expected

0.018 Pr= 0.8927
0.018 pr= 0.8929

genhwi 158 93 9

160.85
87.31
11.85

—_— ——+ —

-0.0110

0.2930
0.2813
0.3581



genhwi 29 18 3

Genotype | Observed Expected
____________ P
AA | 29 28.88
Aa | 18 18.24
aa | 3 2.88
____________ e
total | 50 50.00
Allele | Observed Frequency std. Err
____________ e S T
A 76 0.7600 0.0430
a | 24 0.2400 0.0430
____________ o
total | 100 1.0000

Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) =

Hardy-weinberg Equilibrium Test:
Pearson chi2 (1)
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1)
Exact significance prob

genhwi 100 88 12

Genotype | Observed Expected
____________ e
AA | 100 103.68
Aa | 88 80.64
aa | 12 15.68
____________ e
total | 200 200.00
Allele | observed Frequency
____________ e
A 288 0.7200
a | 112 0.2800
____________ e
total | 400 1.0000

Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) =

Hardy-wWeinberg Equilibrium Test:

Pearson chi2 (1)
likeTihood-ratio chi2 (1)
Exact significance prob

0.0024

0.009 Pr= 0.9259
0.009 Pr= 0.9261

1.0000

std. Err.

-0.0184

1.666 Pr= 0.1968
1.725 pr=0.1891
0.2243

genhwi 471 403 86

Genotype | Observed Expected
____________ ol C
AA | 471 471.10
Aa | 403 402.80
aa | 86 86.10
____________ e
total | 960 960.00
Allele | Observed Frequency std. Err
____________ L
A 1345 0.7005 0.0105
a | 575 0.2995 0.0105
____________ o
total | 1920 1.0000
Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = -0.0001
Hardy-weinberg Equilibrium Test:
Pearson chi2z (1) = 0.000 pPr= 0.9877
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1) = 0.000 Pr= 0.9877
Exact significance prob = 1.0000
genhwi 48 18 4
Genotype | Observed Expected
____________ +_____________________________
AA | 48 46.41
Aa | 18 21.17
aa | 4 2.41
____________ +_____________________________
total | 70 70.00
Allele | observed Frequency std. Err.
____________ +______________________________________
Al 114 0.8143 0.0352
a | 26 0.1857 0.0352
____________ +______________________________________
total | 140 1,0000
Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = 0.0227

Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium Test:

Pearson chi2 (1)
1ikelihood-ratio chi2 (1)
Exact significance prob

1.571 pr= 0.2101
1.422 pr=0.2331
0.2307
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Genhwi 54 66 11

Genotype | Observed Expected

____________ oo

AA | 54 57.78

Aa | 66 58.44

aa | 11 14.78

____________ oo

total | 131 131.00
Allele | observed Frequency std. Err
____________ oo e
Al 174 0.6641 0.0272
a | 88 0.3359 0.0272
____________ oo

total | 262 1.0000

Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = -0.0288

Hardy-weinberg Equilibrium Test:

Pearson chi2 (1) 2.190 Pr= 0.1389
TikeTihood-ratio chi2 (1) 2.251 Pr= 0.1335
Exact significance prob 0.1728

Genhwi 84 10 0

Genotype | Observed Expected
____________ +_____________________________
AA | 84 84.27
Aa | 10 9.47
aa | 0 0.27
____________ +_____________________________
total | 94 94.00
Allele | observed Frequency std. Err
____________ +______________________________________
A 178 0.9468 0.0159
a | 10 0.0532 0.0159
____________ +______________________________________
total | 188 1.0000

Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = -0.0028

Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium Test:

Pearson chi2 (1) 0.297 Pr= 0.5860
1ikeTihood-ratio chi2 (1) Pr=
Exact significance prob

1.0000
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Genhwi 94 110

Genotype | Observed Expected

____________ +_____________________________

AA | 9% 94.29

Aa | 11 10.42

aa | 0 0.29

____________ +_____________________________

total | 105 105.00
Allele | Observed Frequency Std. Err.
____________ +______________________________________
Al 199 0.9476 0.0149
a | 11 0.0524 0.0149
____________ +______________________________________

total | 210 1.0000

Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = -0.0027

Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium Test:

Pearson chi2 (1)
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1)
Exact significance prob

0.321 pr= 0.5711
Pr=

1.0000

Genhwi 101 63 17

Genotype | Observed Expected
____________ +_____________________________
AA | 101 97.00
Aa | 63 71.01
aa | 17 13.00
____________ +_____________________________
total | 181 181.00
Allele | observed Frequency std. Err.
____________ +______________________________________
Al 265 0.7320 0.0246
a | 97 0.2680 0.0246
____________ +______________________________________
total | 362 1.0000

Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = 0.0221

Hardy-wWeinberg Equilibrium Test:

Pearson chi2 (1)
1ikelihood-ratio chi2 (1)
Exact significance prob

2.302 pr= 0.1292
2.226 pr= 0.1357
0.1313
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Genhwi 91 64 14

Genotype | Observed Expected
____________ +_____________________________
AA | 91 89.52
Aa | 64 66.96
aa | 14 12.52
____________ +_____________________________
total | 169 169.00
Allele | oObserved Frequency std. Err
____________ +______________________________________
A | 246 0.7278 0.0247
a | 92 0.2722 0.0247
____________ +______________________________________
total | 338 1.0000
Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = 0.0088

Hardy-weinberg Equilibrium Test:
Pearson chi2 (1) 0.330 Pr= 0.5657
TikeTlihood-ratio chi2 (1) 0.325 Pr= 0.5685
Exact significance prob 0.5624
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[TIOAYMOPOIZMOX Al1166C TOY I'ONIAIOY AGTRI1 ITA
AXOENEIX ME XPONIA NEOPIKH ANEITAPKEIA,CKD

T'o ta aAinAduopoa Tov yovidiov C versus A

Ynohoyilovope To odds ratio
e generate oral=log((C1*A0)/(A1*C0)

Avtika0iwetovpue 1o odds ratio g mepimTmon mov o1 peTafintic eivar avtig givar 0
e replace

oral=log(((0.5+c1)*(0.5+a0))/((0.5+al)*(0.5+c0)))
if c1==0/a0==0]|a1==0|c0==0

Ynohoyilovpe To standard error

e generate stdor=sqrt(1/al+1/c1+1/a0+1/c0)

AvtikaOiwstovpe 1o standard error o€ mepinTmon mov o1 peTafintic sivar avtig eivar 0
e replace

stdor=sqrt(1/(a1+0.5)+1/(c1+0.5)+1/(a0+0.5)+1/(c0+0.5))
if c1==0|a1==0[a0==0|c0==0

Mera-avaivon

e metan cl cO0 al a0 , or random sortby(year)
label (namevar=author, yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)
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Study | OR  [95% Conf. Interval] % Welgnt

Lau YK (2004) | 0.755 0.281  2.030 8.8
Liu KP (2004) | 1.705 0.686  4.239 10.01
Peruzzi L (2005) | 1.050 0.568  1.941 16.36
Huang HD (2010) | 0.857 0.407 1.805 13.10
Zson M (2011) | 0.802 0.501  1.284 20.93
Elshamaa MF (2011) | 2.631 1.358  5.097 15.08
su sL (2012) | 1.245 0.656  2.363 15.63
D+L pooled OR | 1.162 0.826  1.635 100.00

Heterogeneity chi-squared = 10.41 (d.f. = 6) p = 0.108
I-squared (variation in OR attributable to heterogeneity) = 42.4%
Estimate of between-study variance Tau-squared = 0.0874

Test of OR=1: 2= 0.86 p = 0.388
Mivoxeg 6.28: Ta axoTehéSHATA TOV TPOKVTTOVY 0O TNV EKTELEGT] £VTOM|G metan Yia Td drinidopopoa
C versus A, CKD.

Odds ratio
Study (95% Cl) % Weight
Lau YK (2004) B 076 (0.28,2.03) 8.9
Liu KP (2004) N | 171 (0.69,424) 10.0

Peruzzi L (2005) 1.05(0.57,1.94) 164

Huang HD (2010) 0.86 (0.41,1.81) 13.1

Zsom M (2011) 0.80 (0.50,1.28) 20.9

Elshamaa MF (2011) + 263 (1.36,510) 15.1
Su SL (2012) * 1.25(0.66,2.36) 15.6

Overall — 1.16 (0.83,1.64) 100.0

A 1 3
Odds ratio

Ewéva 6.28:; To forest plot yia v petd-avaiven tov ariniopdpeov C versus A, CKD.
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Mera-avaiven og pog T v

e metan oral stdor, eform random by(race)
label(namevar=author, yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

Significance test(s) of ES=1

Asian z= 0.47
Caucasian z= 0.63
other z= 2.87
Overall z= 0.86

Overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
2

0.019

study | ES [95% Conf. Interval] % Weight
_____________________ o o m o oo e e o lo___.
Asian
Su sL (2012) | 1.245 0.656 2.363 15.63
Huang HD (2010) | 0.857 0.407 1.805 13.10
Lau YK (2004) | 0.755 0.281 2.030 8.88
Liu KP (2004) | 1.705 0.686 4.239 10.01
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 1.099 0.742 1.629 47 .62
_____________________ USSP SP PRI
Caucasian
Zsom M (2011) | 0.802 0.501 1.284 20.94
Peruzzi L (2005) | 1.050 0.568 1.941 16.36
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.886 0.610 1.287 37.30
_____________________ PRSPPI
other
Elshamaa MF (2011) | 2.631 1.358 5.097 15.08
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 2.631 1.358 5.097 15.08
_____________________ USRI IP ORI
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 1.162 0.826 1.635 100.00
_____________________ OSSP p RPN
Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-squared** Tau-squared
Asian 2.02 3 0.568 0.0% 0.0000
Caucasian 0.47 1 0.494 0.0% 0.0000
other 0.00 o] . % 0.0000
overall 10.41 6 0.109 42.3% 0.0873

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

Mivexeg 6.29: Ta ow0TELEGUATE TOV TPOKVTTOVY (IO TV EKTELEGT] EVIOANG Metan pue S1uyOPLGNo

QUMS 1o Ta arinidpopoa C versus A, CKD.
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Effect size
Study (95% Cl) % Weight
Asian !
Su SL (2012) s 1.25 (0.66, 2.36) 15.6
Huang HD (2010) B 0.86(0.41,1.81) 13.1
Lau YK (2004) | 0.76 (0.28, 2.03) 89
Liu KP (2004) —l 171 (0.69, 4.24) 10.0
Subtotal e 1.10(0.74, 1.63) 476
Caucasian
Zsom M (2011) e = 0.80 ( 0.50, 1.28) 20.9
Peruzzi L (2005) + 1.05(0.57, 1.94) 16.4
Subtotal —_— 0.89(0.61,1.29) 373
other
Elshamaa MF (2011) . —Jl——— 263(1.36,5.10) 15.1
Subtotal | ——————— 263(1.36,5.10) 15.1
Overall —_—— 1.16 (0.83, 1.64) 100.0
l l
1 1 3
Effect size

Ewéve 6.29: To forest plot yia v per@-avaiven kota Quii Yo ta arinidpopea C versus A,CKD.

T tove yovotvmove CC versus AA+AC

Ynoloyiloops o odds ratio, 67ov noll To GOporcpa TV aa, ac TOV VYOV KAl TOV
acOsvav.
e generate odcc=log((cc1*noll0)/(ccO*noll1))

Avtika0iwetovpue 1o odds ratio g mepimTmon mov o1 peTafintic eivar avtig givar 0
e replace odcc=log(((0.5+cc1)*(0.5+noll0))/((0.5+¢cc0)*(0.5+noll1))) if
cc1==0|nol10==0|cc0==0|noll 1==0

Ynoloyiloops to standard error
e generate stdcc=sqrt(1/ccl+1/noll1+1/ccO+1/noll0)

Avtika0etovpe to standard error ¢g epinT®oN OV 01 PETUPMTEG EIvAL AVTEG

givan 0

e replace stdcc=sqrt(1/(cc1+0.5)+1/(noll 1+0.5)+1/(cc0+0.5)+1/(noll0+0.5)) if
cc1==0|nol10==0|cc0==0|noll 1==0
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Merg-avaivon
e metan ccl ccO nolll noll0, or random sortby(year)
label(namevar=author,yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

Study | R [95% Conf. Interval] % Weight

Lau YK (2004) | 3.316 0.133  82.487 5.96
Peruzzi L (2005) | 0.468 0.110 1.987 29.18
Zsom M (2011) | 0.810 0.221 2.970 36.04
Elshamaa MF (2011) | 2.357 0.550  10.09% 28.82
Huang HD (2010) | (Excluded)

Su SL (2012) | (Excluded)

D+ pooled OR | 1.021 0.466 2.240 100.00

Heterogeneity chi-squared = 3.03 (d.f. = 3) p = 0.387
I-squared (variation in OR attributable to heterogeneity) = 0.9%
Estimate of between-study variance Tau-squared = 0.0064

Test of R=1 : z= 0.05 p = 0.958

Mivexeg 6.30: Ta oxoTehéSRHATA TOV TPOKVTTOVY U0 TNV EKTELEGT] EVTOM]C Metan Yid TOVS YOVOTLTOUG
CC versus AA+AC,CKD.

Odds ratio
Study (95% CI) % Weight
Lau YK (2004) 3 | 3.32(0.13,8249) 6.0
Peruzzi L (2005)—l§7 047 (0.11,199) 29.2
Zsom M (2011) . 0.81(0.22,297) 36.0
Elshamaa MF (2011) . 2.36 (0.55,10.10) 28.38
Huang HD (2010) (Excluded)
Su SL (2012) (Excluded)
Overall > 1.02 (0.47,2.24) 100.0
[ [
A 1 3
Odds ratio

Ewéve 6.30: To forest plot yie tqv peto-avaiven tov yovotinov CC versus AA + AC,CKD.
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Merg-avaiven og Tpog Ty v

e metan odcc stdcc,eform random by (race)

label (namevar=author, yearvar=year)

xlab(0.1,1,3)

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

Significance test(s) of ES=1

lAsian z= 0.76 p = 0.447
Caucasian z= 0.92 p = 0.356
other z= 1.16 p = 0.248
overall z= 0.15 p = 0.881

statistic freedom P I-squared**
lAsian 0.11 2 0.947 0.0%
Caucasian 0.31 1 0.580 0.0%
other 0.00 0 . %
overall 3.16 5 0.675 0.0%
Ooverall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :
2.74 2 0.254

Study | ES [95% Conf. Interval] % Weight
_____________________ s
Asian
Su sL (2012) 1.996 0.039 101.155 3.67
Huang HD (2010) 1.443 0.028 73.454 3.66
Lau YK (2004) 3.316 0.133 82.487 5.47
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES 2.260 0.276 18.482 12.79
_____________________ o o o o .
Caucasian
Zsom M (2011) 0.810 0.221 2.970 33.48
Peruzzi L (2005) 0.468 0.110 1.987 27.03
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES 0.634 0.241 1.667 60.51
_____________________ o o o o .
other
Elshamaa MF (2011) 2.357 0.550 10.096 26.70
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES 2.357 0.550 10.096 26.70
_____________________ o o o o .
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 1.059 0.500 2.246 100.00
_____________________ o o o o .

Tau-squared

0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000

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

yovotvmovg CC versus AA + AC, CKD.

Mivexeg 6.31: Ta awoTehéSHATA TOV TPOKVTTOVY GO TNV EVTOM] metan P MAYOPLERO QUG Y10 TOVG
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Effect size
Study (95% Cl) % Weight
Asian !
Su SL (2012) Fom 2.00 (0.04, 101.15) 3.7
Huang HD (2018} . 1.44 (0.03, 73.45) 3.7
Lau YK (2004) = 3.32(0.13, 82.49) 55
Subtotal —_— 2.26 (0.28, 18.48) 12.8
Caucasian
Zsom M (2011) —R 0.81(0.22,2.97) 335
Peruzzi L (2005) B 0.47 (0.11, 1.99) 27.0
Subtotal —_— 0.63(0.24, 1.67) 60.5
other
Elshamaa MF (2011) B 2.36 (0.55, 10.10) 26.7
Subtotal —_—— 2.36 (0.55, 10.10) 26.7
Overall —_— 1.06 ( 0.50, 2.25) 100.0
\ \
1 3
Effect size

Ewéve 6.31:To forest plot yia Tnv petd-avaiven katd ¢guvin yua tovg yovétvmovg CC versus AA + AC,
CKD.

T tove yovotumove CCHAC versus AA

Ynohoyilovpe To odds ratio, 67wov noss 1o G0powspa TOV cc, ac TOV a6OsvAOV KoL TOV
VYLDV

e Jgenerate odaa=log((nossl*aal)/ (nossO0*aal))

AvtikaOiwstovpue 1o odds ratio g mepimTmon mov o1 petafintic sivar avtég ivan 0.
e replace
odaa=log (((0.5+nossl)* (0.5+aa0))/ ((0.5+noss0) * (0.5+aal))
) 1f nossl==0|aa0==0|noss0==0|aal==

YnohoyiCovpe o standard error

e generate stdaa=sqgrt(l/aal+l/nossl+1/aal0+1/noss0)
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AvtikaOistovpe 1o standard error o€ mePinTOON OV 01 pETAPANTES sivar AVTES ivar
0.

e replace
stdaa=sqrt (1/ (aal+0.5)+1/ (nossl+0.5)+1/ (aa0+0.5)+1/ (noss
0+0.5)) if nossl==0]aa0==0|noss0==0|aal==

Meta-avaivon

e metan nossl noss0O aal aa0 , or random sortby(year)
label (namevar=author, yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

Study I OR [95% Conf. Interval] % weight

Lau YK (2004) | 0.630 0.219 1.814 7.99
Peruzzi L (2005) | 1.379 0.628 3.029 12.09
Hsu cc (2006) | 1.206 0.856 1.698 25.09
Huang HD (2010) | 0.845 0.388 1.839 12.28
zsom M (2011) | 0.743 0.417 1.324 17.13
Elshamaa MF (2011) | 3.636 1.515 8.729 10.50
su sL (2012) | 1.262 0.652 2.442 14.92
D+L pooled OR | 1.159 0.823 1.632 100.00

Heterogeneity chi-squared = 11.03 (d.f. = 6) p = 0.087
I-squared (variation in OR attributable to heterogeneity) = 45.6%
Estimate of between-study variance Tau-squared = 0.0912

Test of OR=1 : z= 0.84 p = 0.399
Mivexeg 6.32: To om0TELEGNOTE TOV TPOKVTTOVY U0 TV EKTELEGT] TG EVTOLNC Metan Yid TOVG
yovotvmovg CC+AC versus AA, CKD.

Odds ratio
Study (95% CI) % Weight

Lau YK (2004) 063(0.22,181) 8.0

Peruzzi L (2005) 1.38 (0.63,3.03) 12.1

Hsu CC (2006) 1.21 (0.86,1.70)  25.1
Huang HD (2010) 0.85(0.39,1.84) 12.3

Zsom M (2011) 0.74 (0.42,1.32) 171

Elshamaa MF (2011) B 364 (1.51,873) 105
Su SL (2012) | 1.26 (0.65,2.44) 149
Overall | 1.16 (0.82,1.63) 100.0
[ [
1 1 3
Odds ratio
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Ewéva 6.32:To forest plot yia Tn peta-avaivon tTov yovotunmwv CCHAC versus AA,CKD.

Meta-avaivoen g Tpog TNV QUAY

e metan odaa stdaa,eform random by (race)

label (namevar=author, yearvar=year)

xlab(0.1,1,3)

IAfrican
lAsian
Caucasian
other
overall

zZ=
zZ=
zZ=
zZ=
zZ=

Significance test(s) of ES=1

1.07
0.14

overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :
8.12

0.044

Study | ES [95% Conf. Interval] % Weight
_____________________ s
African
Hsu cC (2006) 1.206 856 1.698 25.09
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES 1.206 0.856 1.698 25.09
_____________________ o o o o .
Asian
Su sL (2012) 1.262 0.652 2.442 14.92
Huang HD (2010) 0.845 0.388 1.839 12.28
Lau YK (2004) 0.630 0.219 1.814 7.99
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES 0.968 0.614 1.525 35.19
_____________________ o o o o .
Caucasian
Zsom M (2011) 0.743 0.417 1.324 17.13
Peruzzi L (2005) 1.379 0.628 3.029 12.09
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES 0.953 0.526 1.727 29.22
_____________________ o o o .
other
Elshamaa MF (2011) 3.636 1.515 8.729 10.50
Sub-total
D+L pooled ES 3.636 1.515 8.729 10.50
_____________________ o o o .
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 1.159 0.823 1.632 100.00
_____________________ o o o e .
Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-squared**  Tau-squared
IAfrican 0.00 0 . % 0.0000
lAsian 1.37 2 0.504 0.0% 0.0000
Caucasian 1.54 1 0.215 35.1% 0.0671
other 0.00 0 . % 0.0000
overall 11.03 6 0.087 45.6% 0.0912

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

Mivexeg 6.33: Ta awoTehéSHATA OV TPOKVTTOVY GO TNV EVTOM] metan P NAYOPLERO QUG Y10 TOVG
yovotvmovg CC+AC versus AA, CKD.

183




Effect size
Study (95% CI)
African !

Hsu CC (2006) 'R 1.21 (0.86, 1.70)
Subtotal —_— 1.21 (0.86, 1.70)
Asian |

Su SL (2012) SN E— 1.26 (0.65, 2.44)

Huang HD (2010) o 0.85 (0.39, 1.84)

Lau YK (2004) u ! 0.63(0.22, 1.81)
Subtotal —_— 0.97 (0.61, 1.52)
Caucasian 3

Zsom M (2011) — B 0.74(0.42, 1.32)

Peruzzi L (2005) . 1.38 (0.63, 3.03)
Subtotal —_— 0.95(0.53,1.73)
other 3

Elshamaa MF (2011) ! ] 3.64(1.51,8.73)
Subtotal | —————— 364(1.51,8.73)
Overall —_rT— 1.16 (0.82, 1.63)

l l

Effect size

% Weight

251
251

149
123

8.0
35.2

171
121
29.2

105
105

100.0

Ewéve 6.33:To forest plot yia Tnv petd-avaiven katd guvin yua tovg yovotvmovg CCHAC versus AA,

CKD.

EAEI'XOX LYXTHMATIKOY XOAAMATOX AHMOXIEYXHX

T'o ta gAAnAduop@a Tov yovidiov C versu

s A

EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo tou Begg
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e metabias oral stdor, gr(b)

Begg's Test
adj. kendall's Soore (P-Q) = 3
Std. Dev. of Sre = 6.66
Nurber of Studies = 7
z = 045
Pr> |zl = 0.652
z = 0.30 (continuity corrected)
Pr> |z| = 0.764 (continuity corrected)

Mivekoeg 6.34:Ta anoteiéopata amd Tov £heyyo tov Begg na ta ariniopopoo C versus A,CKD

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

14 o
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s.e. of: oral

Ewévo 6.34:To forest plot ue tov £heyyo tov Begg o ta aiiniépopeo C versus A,CKD.

EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo tou Egger
e metabias oral stdor, gr(e)

Egger's test

Std_Eff Coef. std. Err. t P>|t| [95% Conf. Interval]
slope -.3153159 .7828385 -0.40 0.704 -2.327666 1.697035
bias 1.330367 2.314036 0.57 0.590 -4.618052 7.278786

Mivexeg 6.35: Ta awotehéopata omd Tov Eheyyo Tov Egger 1o ta aiinidpopea C versus A,CKD.
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Egger's publication bias plot
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sta n%a@ze d effect

0 - 5 o -
-5 —
\ \ ] \
0 1 2 3
precision

Ewdva 6.35:forest plot ue tov £heyyo tov Egger o 1a aiiniopopoo C versus A,CKD

EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo Tng petd-naALvdpdunong
e metareg oral stdor, level (95) wsse(stdor)

Meta-analysis regression No of studies = 7
tauA2 method reml
tauA2 estimate = .1165

Ssuccessive values of tauA2 differ by less than 10A-4 :convergence achieved

Coef. std. Err. z P>|z]| [95% conf. Interval]
stdor .635097  2.319799 0.27 0.784 -3.911626 5.18182
_cons -.067461 .826466 -0.08 0.935 -1.687305 1.552383

Nivakog 6.36:To AITOTEAECLATA YLOL TOV EAEYXO TNG ETEPOYEVELAG ILE TOV EAEYXO TNG LETA-TIAAWVSPOLNONG.

T tove yovotvmove CC versus AA+AC

EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo tou Begg
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e metabias odcc stdcc, gr(b)

Begg's Test
adj. Kendall's Score (P-Q) = 1
std. Dev. of Score = 5.32
Number of Studies = 6
z = 019
Pr> |zl = 0.851
z = 0.00 (continuity corrected)
Pr> |z] = 1.000 (continuity corrected)

Mivexeg 6.37: Ta arnoteléonata and Tov £heyyo tov Begg via tovg yovotumovg CC versus
AA+AC,CKD.

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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Ewdva 6.36:To forest plot pe tov £heyyo Tov Begg 1ia tovg yovétvmovg CC versus AA+AC,CKD.

EAeyxog Tnv pédodo tou Egger

e metabias odcc stdcc, gr(e)

Egger's test

std_eff coef, std. Err. Tt Pt [95% conf. Interval]

slope | -.5576578 7548352  -0.74 Q.50  -2.653416  1.538101
bias .7188988 803396  0.88 0.42  -1.512241  2.950039
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Mivexeg 6.38: Ta aroteréopato omd Tov £heyyo Tov Egger nia tovg
yovétumovg CC versus AA+AC,CKD.

Egger's publication bias plot
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Ewéva 6.37:To forest plot pe tov £heyyo Tov Egger o tovg yovétvmovg CC versus AA+AC,CKD.

EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo Tng petd-naALvdpdunong

e metareg odcc stdcc, level (95) wsse(stdcc)

Meta-analysis regression No of studies = 6
tauA2 method reml
tauA2 estimate =

successive values of tauA2 differ by less than 10A-4 :convergence achieved

coef. std. Err. z P>|z| [95% conf. Interval]
stdcc .7188989  .9905962 0.73 0.468 -1.222634 2.660432
_cons -.5576578  .9304885 -0.60 0.549 -2.381382 1.266066
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Mivexoeg 6.39: Ta 0w0TELEGUATA Y10 TOV EAEYYO0 TG ETEPOYEVELUG LE TOV ELEYYO TNG NETH —TAIVOPOUN GNG

e, Tovg yovotumovg CC versus AA+AC,CKD.

T tove yovotumove CCHAC versus AA

EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo tou Begg

e metabias odaa stdaa, gr(b)

Begg's Test
adj. Kendall's score (P-Q) = 3
std. Dev. of Score =  6.66
Number of Studies = 7
z = 0.45
Pr> |z| = 0.652
z = 0.30 (continuity corrected)
Pr > |z| = 0.764 (continuity corrected)

Mivoxoeg 6.40: Ta axotehéopata omd Tov Eheyyo Tov Begg 1ia tovg yovéturovg CC +AC versus

AA,CKD.
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odaa

Ewdva 6.38:To forest plot pe tov £heyyo Tov Begg yia tovg yovétvmovg CC+AC versus AA,CKD.

EAeyxog Tnv pédodo tou Egger

e metabias

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

odaa stdaa,

s.e. of: odaa

Eoger s test

St £ff

Coef, St B,

toplY

(955 conf, Interval]

JO069 AT
JAOT 15075

02 0.4
010 0.9%

L1089 L.30883)
709 4081303

Mivokeg 6.41: Ta axotehéopata amd Tov Eheyyo Tov Egger 1o tovg yovotumovg CC +AC versus

AA,CKD.
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Egger's publication bias plot

standardized effect
(e}
\

precision

Ewéva 6.39:To forest plot pe tov £heyyo Tov Egger o tovg yovétumovg CCHAC versus AA,CKD.

EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo Tng petd-naALvdpdunong

e metareg odaa stdaa, level (95) wsse(stdaa)

Meta-analysis regression No of studies = 7
tauA2 method reml
tauA2 estimate = ,1388

Successive values of tauA2 differ by less than 10A-4 :convergence achieved

Coef. std. Err. z P>|z| [95% Conf. Interval]
stdaa .3185796  1.766998 0.18 0.857 -3.144673 3.781832
_cons .0421691 .6309 0.07 0.947 -1.194372 1.27871

Mivoxog 6.42: Ta oT0TELEGUATA Y10 TOV EAEYYO0 TG ETEPOYEVELUG LE TOV ELEYYO TG NETH —TAIVOPOUN GNG
o, Tovg yovotumovg CCHAC versus AA,CKD.
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AGOPOIXTIKH META-ANAAYXH

To ta oAinAduopoa C versus A

e metacum oral stdor, eff(r)gr xlab(0.5,1,1.5) id(author) eform

Cumulative random-effects meta-analysis of 7 studies (exponential form)
CumuTative 95% CI
Trial estimate Lower Upper z P value
Liu KP 1.705 0.686 4.239 1.149 0.251
Lau YK 1.162 0.524 2.578 0.369 0.712
Peruzzi L 1.105 0.703 1.737 0.432 0.666
Huang HD 1.032 0.701 1.519 0.158 0.874
Zsom M 0.932 0.691 1.257 -0.462 0.644
Elshamaa MF 1.152 0.766 1.735 0.680 0.497
Su SL 1.162 0.826 1.635 0.863 0.388

Mivoxoeg 6.43: Ta owotehéopata amd Ty evroin metacum yia to griniopopoo C versus A,CKD.

LiuKP O

Lau YK

Peruzzi L —

Huang HD —

Zsom M —|

Elshamaa MF —|

SuSL —

\
5 1 1.5
oral

Ewéva 6.40:To forest plot Tng afporeTikng petd-avaiveng pe Ty £vroi] metacum Yio 1o GAANALOPNOPQA
100 Yovidiov AGTRI1, 6zov oral to log(odds ratio),CKD.
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e metatrend oral stdor

Tests for detecting trends in cumulative meta-analysis

Number of studies: 7

'First vs. Subsequent' method

Effect size (ES) P-value [95% conf. Interval]
First study 1.7052 0.251 0.6860 4.2388
subsequent studies 1.1142 0.569 0.7679 1.6166
A11 studies 1.1622 0.388 0.8260 1.6351

Ho: ES(first) = ES(subsequent)

0.848
0.397

z-value
P-value

Generalized Least Squares (GLS) Regression-based test

coef. std. Err. P-value [95% conf. Interval]
Including all studies -0.00818 0.03053 0.789 -0.06802 0.05167
Excluding first study 0.05789 0.01843 0.002 0.02176  0.09402

0.104
-0.299

Mivokog 6.44: Ta owoTELEGUATA TOV TPOKVTTOVY 00 TNV £vToi] metatrend Yo ta ariniopopea C

versus A,CKD.
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——— Including firststudy ~  ————— Excluding first study

5
P, LI . % )
= TP

o 1

0 2 4 6 8
Rank of the studies

Cumulative meta-analysis plot

Ewéve 6.41:To forest plot Tng afporeTikig petd-avaiveng pe v evror metatrend o to
arinropopoea C versus A tov yovisiov AGTR1,CKD.

T tove yovotvmove CC versus AA+AC

e metacum odcc stdcc, eff(r)gr xlab(0.5,1,1.5) id(author)
eform
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CumuTlative random-effects meta-analysis of 6 studies (exponential form)
Cumulative 95% CI
Trial estimate Lower Upper z P value
Lau YK 3.316 0.133 82.487 0.731 0.465
Peruzzi L 0.720 0.147 3.533 -0.404 0.686
Huang HD 0.705 0.202 2.462 -0.547 0.584
Zsom M 0.754 0.306 1.856 -0.614 0.539
E1shamaa MF 1.034 0.481 2.224 0.086 0.932
Su SL 1.059 0.500 2.246 0.150 0.881

Mivoxoeg 6.45: Ta ow0TELECUATA TOV TPOKVTTOVY U0 TNV EKTELEGT] TNG EVTOM|C Metacum Yid TOVG
vyovotvmovg CC versus AA+AC, CKD.

Lau YK —| O

Peruzzi L —

Huang HD —

Elshamaa MF —|

Zsom M —|

SuSL

odcc

Ewéva 6.42:To forest plot Tng afporoTikng petd-avaiveng pe Ty vioi] metacum Y 700G YOVOTUROUS
CC versus AA+AC tov yovidiov AGTR1, émov odcc to log(odds ratio),CKD.

e metatrend odcc stdcc
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Tests for detecting trends in cumulative meta-analysis

Number of studies: 6

'"First vs. Subsequent' method

Effect Size (ES) P-value [95% conf. Interval]
First study 3.3158 0.465 0.1333 82.4922
Subsequent studies 0.9916 0.983 0.4577 2.1482
IA11 studies 1.0593 0.881 0.4996 2.2462

Ho: ES(first) = ES(subsequent)

0.716
0.474

z-value
P-value

Generalized Least Squares (GLS) Regression-based test

Coef. std. Err. P-value [95% Conf. Interval] rho
Including all studies 0.03936 0.05846 0.501 -0.07522 0.15395 -0.241
Excluding first study 0.17853 0.05307 0.001 0.07451 0.28255 -0.133

Mivoxoeg 6.46: Ta ow0TELEGUATE TOV TPOKVTTOVY GO TNV EKTELEST] TNG £VTOAMS metatrend yia TOVg
yovotvmovg CC versus AA+AC,CKD.

——— Including firststudy ~  ————— Excluding first study
4 —
oy
[
[&]
e
g 27
2 : -
[
=
K
g 0
]
(@)
2 - £ -

] Rank of the stud_ies
Cumulative meta-analysis plot

Ewkova 6.43:To forest plot Tng aBpoloTikig LeTA-avAdAuong He TV evioAl metatrend yLo Toug yovoTtumoug
CC versus AA+AC tou yovidiou AGTR1,CKD.
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T tove yovotumove CCHAC versus AA

e metacum odaa stdaa, eff(r)gr xlab(0.5,1,1.5) id(author)

CumuTlative random-effects meta-analysis of 7 studies (exponential form)

Cumulative 95% CI
rial estimate Lower Upper z P value
Lau YK 0.630 0.219 1.814 -0.856 0.392
Peruzzi L 1.013 0.478 2.144 0.032 0.974
Hsu cc 1.167 0.863 1.576 1.003 0.316
Huang HD 1.119 0.845 1.481 0.783 0.434
som M 1.035 0.804 1.332 0.264 0.792
El1shamaa MF 1.145 0.760 1.724 0.648 0.517
Su_SL 1.159 0.823 1.632 0.844 0.399

Mivoxoeg 6.47:Ta ow0TELECUATA TOV TPOKVTTOVY U0 TV EKTELEGT] TNG EVTOLNG Metacum Yid TOVG
yovotvmovg CC+AC versus AA,CKD.

Lau YK — @]

Peruzzi L —

Hsu CC —|

Huang HD —

Zsom M —|

Elshamaa MF —|

SuSL —

odaa

Ewkova 6.44: To forest plot tn¢g c@pOLOTLKAG LETA-avAAUON G KE TV EVTOAN] metacum yLa TOUG YOVOTUTIOUG
CC+AC versus AA tou yovibiou AGTR1, omou odaa 1o log{odds ratio),CKD.
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¢ metatrend odaa stdaa

Tests for detecting trends in cumulative meta-analysis

Number of studies: 7

'"First vs. Subsequent' method

Effect Size (ES) P-value [95% conf. Interval]
First study 0.6300 0.392 0.2188 1.8138
Subsequent studies 1.2223 0.272 0.8542 1.7489
IA11 studies 1.1589 0.399 0.8228 1.6323

Ho: ES(first) = ES(subsequent)

-1.163
0.245

z-value
P-value

Generalized Least Squares (GLS) Regression-based test

Coef. std. Err. P-value [95% Conf. Interval] rho
Including all studies 0.01697 0.02160 0.432 -0.02537 0.05930 0.004
Excluding first study -0.00907 0.01940 0.640 -0.04710 0.02895 0.020

Mivoxoeg 6.48: Ta 0w0TELEGUATA TOV TPOKVTTOVY GO TNV EKTELEST] TNG £VTOAMS metatrend yia ToVg
yovotvmovg CC+AC versus AA,CKD.

——— Including firststudy ~  ————— Excluding first study
1 —
oy
[
? 0 -
o
2
N
w
[
2 -
K
g 17
]
(@)
2 -

I I I I I
0 2 4 6 8
Rank of the studies

Cumulative meta-analysis plot
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Ewéva 6.45:To forest plot Tng afporeTikig petd-avaiveng pe Ty £vrorn] metatrend yia Tovg
vyovotvmovg CC+AC versus AA tov yovidiov AGTRI.

ADPAIPETIKH META-ANAAYXH

o ta orAinAduopoa C versus A

metaninf oral stdor,random eform label (namevar=author)

ufoitted | Ethae  [9% @rf. Tend]
ZmM | 180 SUEB 18869
Reruzi L | LoBB eSS 1AW
EdmaM | BSO7 A 15EY
us | 11598 3 17359
HUC | 12 298 1653
Herg D | 12088 1.8YBHA
LK | 12978 S8El 1790
LuKP | 117 OB  166R
@b | 1LPI2 299 1653

Mivokoeg 6.49: To or0TELEGNOTO TOV TPOKVTTOVY 00 TNV EKTELEGT THG £VTOLC metaninf yia Ta

arinropopoo C versus A,CKD.
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Zsom M

Peruzzi L

Elshamaa MF

Su SL

Hsu CC

Huang HD

Lau YK

Liu KP

Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted
| Lower CI Limit

O Estimate | Upper CI Limit

0.75 0.83

1.16 1.64

1.86

Ewéva 6.46:To forest plot Tng a@uipeTikic petd-avaiveng pe v evroi] metaninf yia o aliniopopea
100 Yovidiov AGTR1,CKD.

T tove yovotvmove CC versus AA+AC

metaninf odcc stdcc,random eform label (namevar=author)

Stucy omitted | Estimate [95% conf. Interval]
Zsom M | 1.2122089 8234782 3.0464535
Peruzzi L | 1.4335666 (59469432 3.4557467
Elshamaa MF | .79162353 .32905865  1.9044259
Su SL | 1.0340565 (48081198  2.2238898
Hsu C€C | 1.0592977 (49957681  2.2461243
Huang HD | 1.046935 (48681641  2.2515118
Lau YK | .99162668 45774463 2,1481924
Liu Kp | 1.0592977 49957681 2.2461243
Combined | 1.0592977 49957681  2.2461242

"Mivaxag 6.50: Ta oxoTeléSUETA TOV TPOKVTTOVY 0O TNV EKTELEST TI|G £VTOAC metaninf yid ToVG
yovotvrovg CC versus AA+AC,CKD
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Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted
| Lower CI Limit O Estimate | Upper CI Limit

Zsom M \ O \

Peruzzi L @]

Elshamaa MF O

Su SL @

Hsu CC

Huang HD

Lau YK | O

Liu KP

0.330.50 1.06 225 3.46

Ewkova 6.47:To forest plot tng adatpetikig LeTd-ovdAuong e Thv evioAr] metainf yla toug yovoturnoug CC
versus AA+AC tou yovidiou AGTR1,CKD.

T tove yovotumove CCHAC versus AA

metaninf odaa stdaa,random eform label (namevar=author)

|

+
Zsom M | 1.2697581 .881199 1,82965
Peruzzi L | 1.1330343 .76401043  1,6803001
Elshamaa MF | 1.0611538 .83822036  1,3433785
Su SL | 1.1449636 .76044178  1.7239213
Hsu CC | 1.1532288 .7262584 1,8312168
Huang HD | 1.2147334 .82562214  1,7872305
Lau YK | 1.2222691 85419959 1,7489375
Liu KP | 1.158935 .82284075  1.632309

+

|

Mivexoeg 6.51: To ox0TELEGNOTO TOV TPOKVTTOVY 00 TV EKTELEGT TH|G £VTOLN G metaninf yia Tovg
yovotvmovg CC+AC versus AA,CKD.
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Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted
| Lower CI Limit

Zsom M

Peruzzi L \

Elshamaa MF

SusSL | |

Hsu CC

Huang HD

Lau YK

Liu KP

O Estimate

| Upper CI Limit

0.73 0.82

1.63

1.83

Ewéve 6.48:To forest plot g apupetikii¢ petd-avaioeng pe Ty evroin metainf yia Tovg yovétvmovg
CCHAC versus AA Ttov yovidioo AGTR1,CKD.

CKD HWE
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o ta gArnAOuopoa Tov yovidiov C versus A

Meta-avaivon

e metan cl cO0 al a0 , or random sortby(year)
label (namevar=author, yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

Odds ratio
Study (95% CI) % Weight

Lau YK (2004) 0.76 (0.28,2.03) 10.2

Peruzzi L (2005) 1.05(0.57,1.94)  18.1

Huang HD (2010) 0.86 (0.41,1.81) 147

Zsom M (2011) 0.80 (0.50, 1.28) 22.8

Elshamaa MF (2011) +2.63(1.36, 510) 16.8
Su SL (2012) % 1.25(0.66,2.36) 17.4

Overall R 1.11(0.77,1.62) 100.0

A 1 3
Odds ratio

Ewévu6.49:To forest plot amd ™) peto-ovaiven Katd Quiéc TV ariniopopoov C versus A,CKD.

Meta-avaivon g pog T v

e metan oral stdor, eform random by(race)
label(namevar=author, yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)
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Effect size
Study (95% ClI)
Asian !
Su SL (2012) 7,7 1.25 ( 0.66, 2.36)
Huang HD (2010) B 0.86 (0.41, 1.81)
Lau YK (2004) B 0.76 ( 0.28, 2.03)
Subtotal —_ 0.99 ( 0.64, 1.54)
Caucasian
Zsom M (2011) B 0.80 ( 0.50, 1.28)
Peruzzi L (2005) — 1.05 ( 0.57, 1.94)
Subtotal —_— 0.89 (0.61, 1.29)
other
Elshamaa MF (2011) - —Jl——— 263(1.36,5.10)
Subtotal | ——————— 263(1.36,5.10)
Overall —_— 1.11(0.77, 1.62)
l
N
Effect size

% Weight

17.4
14.7
10.2
42.3

22.8
18.1
40.9

16.8
16.8

100.0

Ewéva6.50: To forest plot amd ™ peta-ovaiven TV giiniopopooy katd euiic C versus A,CKD.
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T tove yovotvmove CC versus AA+AC

Meta-avaivon
e metan ccl ccO nolll noll0, or random sortby(year)
label(namevar=author,yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

Odds ratio
Study (95% Cl) % Weight
Lau YK (2004) | L 3.32(0.13,82.49) 6.0
Peruzzi L (2005j—l 047 (0.11,1.99) 292
Zsom M (2011) . 0.81(0.22,2.97) 36.0
Elshamaa MF (2011) . 2.36 (0.55,10.10) 28.8

Huang HD (2010) (Excluded)

Su SL (2012) (Excluded)
Overall > 1.02 (0.47,2.24) 100.0

\ \

A 1 3
Odds ratio

Ewévu6.51:To forest plot and ™ peta-avariven tov yovorirmov CC versus AA + AC, CKD.

Meta-avaivon g pog T v
e metan odcc stdcc,eform random by (race)
label (namevar=author, yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)
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Effect size
Study (95% Cl) % Weight
Asian !
Su SL (2012) . 2.00 (0.04, 101.15) 3.7
Huang HD (2018} . 1.44 (0.03, 73.45) 37
Lau YK (2004) = 3.32(0.13, 82.49) 55
Subtotal _— 2.26 (0.28, 18.48) 12.8
Caucasian
Zsom M (2011) —— 0.81(0.22,2.97) 335
Peruzzi L (2005) | 0.47 (0.11, 1.99) 27.0
Subtotal —_— 0.63(0.24, 1.67) 60.5
other
Elshamaa MF (2011) B 2.36 (0.55, 10.10) 26.7
Subtotal —_— 2.36 (0.55, 10.10) 26.7
Overall —_ 1.06 ( 0.50, 2.25) 100.0
\
3
Effect size

Ewévu6.52:To forest plot amd ™ petd-ovarven katd uin yia Tovg yovotvmovg CC versus AA +

AC,CKD.

Meta-avaivon

e metan nossl nossO0 aal aaO0
label (namevar=author, yearvar=year)

4

xlab(0.1,1,3)

or random sortby(year)
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Odds ratio

Study (95% Cl) % Weight

Lau YK (2004) 0.63 (0.22, 1.81)

Peruzzi L (2005) 1.38 (0.63, 3.03)

Huang HD (2010) 0.85 (0.39, 1.84)

Zsom M (2011) 0.74 (0.42, 1.32)

Elshamaa MF (2011) . 3.64 (1.51,8.73)
Su SL (2012) l 1.26 (0.65, 2.44)
Overall > 1.15(0.73, 1.83)
I I
1 1 3
Odds ratio

Ewéve 6.53: To forest plot yia ™ peta-avariven tov yovotonwv CCHAC versus AA,CKD.

Meta-avaivon g pog T v

e metan odaa stdaa,eform random by (race)
label (namevar=author, yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

11.9

16.5

16.6

211

14.8

19.2

100.0
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Study

Asian
Su SL (2012)
Huang HD (2010)
Lau YK (2004)
Subtotal

Caucasian
Zsom M (2011)
Peruzzi L (2005)
Subtotal

other

Elshamaa MF (2011)

Subtotal

Overall

Effect size
(95% ClI)

1.26
0.85
0.63
0.97

0.65, 2.44
0.39, 1.84
0.22,1.81
0.61,1.52

o~ o~~~

)
)
)
)

0.74 (0.42, 1.32)
1.38 (0.63, 3.03)
0.95 (0.53, 1.73)

3.64 (1.51,8.73)
3.64 (1.51,8.73)

1.15(0.73, 1.83)

Effect size

% Weight

19.2
16.6
11.9
477

211
16.5
37.5

14.8
14.8

100.0

Ewévu6.54:To forest plot Yo v pet@-ovaiven katd ¢uing yid 1oug yovotomovg CCHAC versus
AA,CKD.
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AITIOTEAEXMATA AITIO THN IZOPPOIITA HWE I'TA TH XPONIA
NE®PIKH ANEITAPKEIA(CKD)

Genhwi 244 26 0
Genotype | Observed
____________ e
AA | 244
Aa | 26
aa | 0
____________ e
total | 270
Allele | Observed
____________ e
Al 514
a | 26
____________ e
total | 540

Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) =

Expected

-0.0023

Hardy-weinberg Equilibrium Test:

Pearson chi2 (1)
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1)
Exact significance prob

genhwi 100 88

Genotype

Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) =

1

—_— —— —

—_— ——+ —

2
Observed
100
88
12
200
Observed
288
112
400

0.691 Pr= 0.4059
Pr=

1.0000

Expected

103.68
80.64
15.68

-0.0184

Hardy-weinberg Equilibrium Test:

pPearson chi2 (1)
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1)
Exact significance prob

1.666
1.725

Pr= 0.1968
Pr= 0.1891
0.2243
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Genhwi 48 18 4

Genotype | Observed Expected

____________ S

AA | 48 46.41

Aa | 18 21.17

aa | 4 2.41

____________ U NS

total | 70 70.00
Allele | Observed Frequency std. Err
____________ o oL _l_
A 114 0.8143 0.0352
a | 26 0.1857 0.0352
____________ U

total | 140 1.0000

Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = 0.0227

Hardy-weinberg Equilibrium Test:
pPearson chi2 (1) 1.571 Pr= 0.2101
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1) 1.422 Pr= 0.2331

Exact significance prob 0.2307
genhwi 100 20 0
Genotype | Observed Expected
____________ U
AA | 100 100.83
Aa | 20 18.33
aa | 0 0.83
____________ S
total | 120 120.00
Allele | Observed Frequency std. Err
____________ o oL _l_
Al 220 0.9167 0.0170
a | 20 0.0833 0.0170
____________ P
total | 240 1.0000
Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = -0.0069

Hardy-weinberg Equilibrium Test:
pPearson chi2 (1) 0.992 Pr= 0.3193
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1) . Pr=
Exact significance prob

1.0000
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Genhwi 28 16 6

Genotype | Observed Expected

____________ S

AA | 28 25.92

Aa | 16 20.16

aa | 6 3.92

____________ o e

total | 50 50.00
Allele | Observed Frequency std. Err
____________ e
A 72 0.7200 0.0493
a | 28 0.2800 0.0493
____________ e

total | 100 1.0000

Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = 0.0416

Hardy-weinberg Equilibrium Test:
Pearson chi2 (1) 2.129 pPr= 0.1445
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1) 2.035 pPr= 0.1537

Exact significance prob 0.1619
genhwi 84100
Genotype | Observed Expected
____________ U
AA | 84 84.27
Aa | 10 9.47
aa | 0 0.27
____________ S
total | 94 94.00
Allele | Observed Frequency std. Err
____________ o oL _l_
Al 178 0.9468 0.0159
a | 10 0.0532 0.0159
____________ P
total | 188 1.0000
Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = -0.0028

Hardy-weinberg Equilibrium Test:
Pearson chi2 (1) 0.297 Pr= 0.5860
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1) Pr=
Exact significance prob

1.0000
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IHHOAYMOP®IEMOX A1166C TOY TI'ONIAIOY ATRI1 KAI
IgA

o ta gArnAOuopoa Tov yovidiov C versus A

Ynoloyiloops to odds ratio

e generate oral=log((cl*a0)/(al*cO0))

AvtikaOiwstovpue 1o odds ratio 6g mepinTo mov o1 petafintic eivar avtég givar 0.

e replace
oral=log (((0.5+cl)* (0.5+a0))/ ((0.54+al)* (0.5+c0))) if
cl==0]a0==0]al==0]c0==0

Yno,oyiloops to standard error
e generate stdor=sqgrt(l/al+1/cl+1/a0+1/c0)

Avtika0eTovpe to standard error ¢g epinT®oN OV 01 PETUPMTES Elval AVTES
givan 0
e replace
stdor=sqrt (1/(al+0.5)+1/(cl14+0.5)+1/ (a0+0.5)+1/ (c0+0.5))
if ¢cl1==0]al==0]a0==0|c0==0

Merg-avaivon
e metan cl cO0 al a0 , or random sortby(year)
label (namevar=author, yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

Study | OR [95% conf. Intervall % weight
_____________________ oo ool _______
Pei Y (1997) | 1.220 0.822 1.812 18.25
Frimat L (2000) | 0.963 0.782 1.186 65.58
Maruyama K (2001) | 1.108 0.572 2.149 6.50
Lau YK (2004) | 0.706 0.281 1.774 3.35
Huang HD (2010) | 0.770 0.393 1.507 6.31
_____________________ oo oo ________
D+L pooled OR | 0.990 0.836 1.172 100.00
_____________________ oo oo oo _______

Heterogeneity chi-squared = 2.31 (d.f. = 4) p = 0.678

I-squared (variation in OR attributable to heterogeneity) = 0.0%
Estimate of between-study variance Tau-squared = 0.0000

Test of OR=1 : z= 0.11 p = 0.909

Nivakag6.52: Ta anmoTeAEé0HATA TIOU NPOKUNTOUV ond TNV €KTEAeon Tng €VIOAAQ
metan yia ta adAnidpopea C versus A,IgA.
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Odds ratio

Study (95% Cl) % Weight
Pei Y (1997) — 1.22(0.82,1.81) 183
Frimat L (2000) . 0.96 (0.78,1.19) 656
Maruyama K (2001) . 1.11(0.57,2.15) 6.5
Lau YK (2004) - 071(0.28,1.77) 3.4
Huang HD (2010) - 077 (0.39,151) 6.3
Overall | 0.99 (0.84,1.17) 100.0

I I

1 1 3

Odds ratio

Ewdve 6.55:To forest plot mov wpokvrTel 0mwd ™ peto-avaiven Tov arinidpopeov C versus A,
IgA.

Metd-avaAiven o Tpog TV QLAN

e metan oral stdor, eform random by (race)
label (namevar=author, yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)
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Asian 0.84 2 0.657

Caucasian 1.08 1 0.299

overall 2.31 4 0.678

overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
1 0.529

significance test(s) of ES=1

Asian z= 0.62 p = 0.534
Caucasian z= 0.19 p = 0.852
overall z= 0.11 p = 0.909

study | ES [95% Conf. Interval] % Weight

_____________________ o m oo oLl
Asian

Maruyama K (2001) | 1.108 0.572 2.149 6
Lau YK (2004) | 0.706 0.281 1.774 3
Huang HD (2010) | 0.770 0.393 1.507 6

Sub-total |

D+L pooled ES | 0.875 0.575 1.332 16
_____________________ Sy PSR EPEP

Caucasian

Frimat L (2000) | 0.963 0.782 1.186 65
Pei Y (1997) | 1.220 0.822 1.812 18

Sub-total |

D+L pooled ES | 1.019 0.836 1.242 33
_____________________ ORI EPEP
overall |

D+L pooled ES | 0.9%90 0.836 1.172 100
_____________________ USSP EPEP
Test(s) of heterogeneity:

Heterogeneity degrees of
statistic freedom P I-squared**

Tau-squared

0.0000
0.0020
0.0000

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

Mivexoeg 6.53: Ta aw0TELEGUATA TOV TPOKVTTOVY U0 TNY UETUE-AVALVGY HE SLEYOPIGUO QUAIS, TOV

arinropopoov C versus AIgA,
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Effect size
Study (95% CI) % Weight
Asian |
Maruyama K (2001) = 1.11(0.57, 2.15) 6.5
Lau YK (2004) = 0.71(0.28,1.77) 3.4
Huang HD (2010) = 0.77 ( 0.39, 1.51) 6.3
Subtotal —_ 0.88(0.58,1.33) 162
Caucasian |
Frimat L (2000) l 0.96 (0.78, 1.19) 65.6
Pei Y (1997) 7{7 1.22(0.82, 1.81) 18.3
Subtotal 1.02 (0.84, 1.24) 83.8
Overall | 0.99(0.84,1.17) 100.0
I I
1 1 3
Effect size

Ewévu6.56:To forest plot mov wPoxvATEL A6 TH PETA-AVAIVGN UE LY OPLEGUS QUGS TOV ghin

rMopopoov C versus A, IgA,

T tove yovotvmove CC versus AA+AC

Ynoloyiloops o odds ratio, 67ov noll To GOporcpa TV aa, ac TOV VYOV KAl TOV
acOsvav.
e generate odcc=log((ccl*noll0)/(ccO*nolll))

AvtikaOistovpus 1o odds ratio g mepimTmon mov o1 petafintic eivar avtég givar 0.
e replace
odcc=log (((0.5+ccl)* (0.5+n0l10) )/ ((0.5+cc0)*(0.5+no0lll))
) 1if ccl==0|noll0==0|cc0==0|nolll==
Ynoloyiloops to standard error

e generate stdcc=sqgrt(l1/ccl+1/nolll+1/cc0+1/noll0)

AvtikaOiwstovpe 1o standard error g mepintTOON TOL 01 peTAPANTEG sivar GVTEG
givan 0.
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e replace

stdece=sqgrt (1/(ccl+0.5)+1/ (nolll+0.5)+1/ (cc0+0.5)+1/ (noll10+0
.5)) 1f ccl==0]noll0==0|cc0==0|nolll==

Merg-avaivon

e metan ccl ccO nolll noll0 , or random sortby(year)
label (namevar=author, yearvar=year)

study | OR [95% conf. Interval] % weight

_____________________ oo
Pei Y (1997) | 1.114 0.429 2.893 20.41
Frimat L (2000) | 0.887 0.544 1.446 77.78
Lau YK (2004) | 2.413 0.097 59.909 1.80
Maruyama K (2001) | (Excluded)
Huang HD (2010) | (Excluded)
_____________________ o
D+L pooled OR | 0.946 0.615 1.456 100.00
_____________________ oo

Heterogeneity chi-squared = 0.51 (d.f. = 2) p = 0.777

I-squared (variation in OR attributable to heterogeneity) = 0.0%

Estimate of between-study variance Tau-squared = 0.0000

Test of OR=1 : z= 0.25 p = 0.802

Nivakag6.54: Ta anoteléopata MOU NMPOKUNToUv amnd Tnv €KTEAson tng £VIOAAQ

metan yta Toug yovéturnioug CC versus AA+AC,IgA.

Study

Pei Y (1997)

Frimat L (2000)

Odds ratio
(95% CI) % Weight

1.11(0.43,2.89) 204

0.89(0.54,145) 77.8

Lau YK (20045
Maruyama K (2001)
Huang HD (2010)

Overall

2.41(010,59.91) 18
(Excluded)
(Excluded)

0.95(0.61,1.46) 100.0

Ewéva6.57:To forest plot amd ™ peta-avariven tov yovétoroy CC versus AA+AC, IgA.,

1 3
Odds ratio

xlab(0.1,1,3)
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Merg-avaiven og Tpog Ty v

e metan odcc stdcc,eform random by (race)
label (namevar=author, yearvar=year)

xlab(0.1,1,3)

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P
Asian 0.17 2 0.916
Caucasian 0.17 1 0.677
overall 0.51 4 0.973
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
1 0.689

significance test(s) of ES=1

Asian z= 0.34 p =0.733
Caucasian z= 0.33 p = 0.745
overall z= 0.25 p = 0.803

I-squared**

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

Study | ES [95% Conf. Interval] % Weight
_____________________ m o m oo oLl
Asian
Maruyama K (2001) | 1.042 0.020 53.038 1.17
Lau YK (2004) | 2.413 0.097 59.909 1.76
Huang HD (2010) | 0.923 0.018 46.900 1.18
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 1.442 0.176 11.788 4.11
_____________________ T Uy P NI EPEP
Caucasian
Frimat L (2000) | 0.887 0.544 1.446 75.96
Pei Y (1997) | 1.114 0.429 2.893 19.93
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.930 0.602 1.437 95.89
_____________________ LUy EPEP
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 0.947 0.619 1.450 100.00
_____________________ T PRSPy

Tau-squared

0.0000
0.0000
0.0000

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

Mivexeg 6.55: To amoteléonaTd IOV APOKVATOVY G0 TN peTa-avaiven Tov yovotoamy CC versus

AA+AC, IgA.
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Effect size

Study (95% CI) % Weight
Asian |

Maruyama K (2001} 1.04 (0.02, 53.04) 1.2

Lau YK (2004) 2.41(0.10, 59.91) 1.8

Huang HD (2046} f 0.92 (0.02, 46.90) 1.2
Subtotal <> 1.44(0.18, 11.79) 41
Caucasian

Frimat L (2000) 0.89 (0.54, 1.45) 76.0

Pei Y (1997) 1.11(0.43, 2.89) 19.9
Subtotal 0.93 (0.60, 1.44) 959
Overall 0.95(0.62, 1.45) 100.0

I ‘ I
A 1
Effect size

Ewévu6.58:To forest plot mov wPOoKVATEL A6 TH PETA-AVALVGN UE SO PLEGUO QUG TOV YOVOTUTOV
CC versus AA+AC,IgA.

T tove yovotumove CCHAC versus AA

Ynohoyilovpe To odds ratio, 67wov noss 1o G0powspa TOV cc, ac TOV a6OsvAOV KoL TOV
VYLDV
e Jgenerate odaa=log((nossl*aal)/ (nossO0*aal))

Avtika0iwetovpue 1o odds ratio g mepimTmon mov o1 peTafintic eivar avtig givar 0
e replace
odaa=log (((0.5+nossl)* (0.5+aa0))/ ((0.5+noss0) * (0.5+aal))
) 1f nossl==0]aal0==0|noss0==0]aal==

Ynohoyilovpue to standard error
e generate stdaa=sqgrt(l/aal+l/nossl+1/aal0+1/noss0)

Avtika0istovpe 1o standard error o€ mepinTMon oV 01 peTafANTiG eival aVTEG eivar
0.

e replace
stdaa=sqrt (1/ (aal+0.5)+1/ (nossl+0.5)+1/ (aa0+0.5)+1/ (noss
0+0.5)) if nossl==0]aa0==0|noss0==0|aal==
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Meta-avaivon

e metan nossl noss0O aal aa0 , or random sortby(year)
label (namevar=author, yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

Study | OR [95% Conf. Interval] % weight
_____________________ o o ol _______
Pei Y (1997) | 1.335 0.812 2.195 17.55
Frimat L (2000) | 0.977 0.747 1.278 60.21
Maruyama K (2001) | 1.123 0.556 2.267 8.80
Lau YK (2004) | 0.611 0.231 1.615 4.59
Huang HD (2010) | 0.752 0.373 1.515 8.85
_____________________ o o o ___
D+L pooled OR | 0.999 0.811 1.231 100.00
_____________________ o o oo ___

Heterogeneity chi-squared = 3.05 (d.f. = 4) p = 0.550

I-squared (variation in OR attributable to heterogeneity) = 0.0%
Estimate of between-study variance Tau-squared = 0.0000

Test of OR=1 : z= 0.01 p = 0.994

Mivexeg 6.56: Ta aw0TEAEGROTO TOV TPOKVTTOVY U0 TNV EKTELEGT] TG EVTOAIS Metan Yid TOVG
yovétumovg AA versus CCHAC, IgA.

Odds ratio

Study (95% CI) % Weight
Pei Y (1997) ——  133(081,2200 175
Frimat L (2000) 0.98 (0.75,128) 60.2
Maruyama K (2001) 112 (056,227) 8.8
Lau YK (2004) = 0.61(0.23,161) 46
Huang HD (2010) | 0.75(0.37,152) 89
Overall 1.00 (0.81,1.23) 100.0

I I

1 1 3

Odds ratio

Ewdvu6.59; To forest plot amwd ™ peto-avaiven 1ov yovotonomv AA versus CCHAC,IgA.
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Meta-avaivoen g Tpog TNV QUAY

e metan odaa stdaa,eform random by (race)
xlab(0.1,1,3)

label (namevar=author, yearvar=year)

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P
Asian 1.16 2 0.559
Caucasian 1.17 1 0.280
overall 3.05 4 0.550

0.397

significance test(s) of ES=1

Asian z= 0.75 p = 0.453
Caucasian z= 0.43 p = 0.664
overall z= 0.01 p = 0.994

I-squared**

0.0%
14.4%
0.0%

Overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :
1

Study | ES [95% Conf. Interval] % Weight
_____________________ m o m oo oLl
Asian
Maruyama K (2001) | 1.123 0.556 2.267 8.80
Lau YK (2004) | 0.611 0.231 1.615 4.59
Huang HD (2010) | 0.752 0.373 1.515 8.85
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.844 0.543 1.313 22.24
_____________________ Uy EPIP
Caucasian
Frimat L (2000) | 0.977 0.747 1.278 60.21
Pei Y (1997) | 1.335 0.812 2.195 17.55
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 1.062 0.811 1.390 77.76
_____________________ LUy SR IR EPEP
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 0.999 0.811 1.231 100.00
_____________________ USSP EPEP

Tau-squared

0.0000
0.0070
0.0000

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

Mivekeg 6.57: To om0TELEGNOTE TOV TPOKVTTOVY U0 TV EKTELEGT] TG EVTOLNC metan P NAOPLoNo
QUM|S Y10, TOVG YovoTUOUG AA versus CCHAC, IgA.
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Study

Asian
Maruyama K (2001)
Lau YK (2004)
Huang HD (2010)
Subtotal

Caucasian
Frimat L (2000)
Pei Y (1997)

Subtotal

Overall

Effect size
(95% CI)

1.12 (0.56, 2.27)
0.61 (0.23, 1.61)
0.75 (0.37, 1.52)
0.84 (0.54, 1.31)

0.98 (0.75, 1.28)
1.33 (0.81, 2.20)
1.06 (0.81, 1.39)

1.00 (0.81, 1.23)

1
Effect size

% Weight

8.8
46
8.9
222

60.2
17.5
77.8

100.0

Ewéva6.60:To forest plot amd ™ peta-ovarven tov yovotOinovAA versus CC+AC, ps oo piopd

Quing, IgA.

EAETI'XOX LYYXTHMATIKOY XOPAAMATOX AHMOXIEYXHX

T'o ta aAinAduopoa Tov yovidiov C versus A

EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo tou Begg

e metabias oral stdor, gr(b)

Begg's Test

adj. Kendall's Score (P-Q)
std. Dev. of Score

Number of Studies

z

Pr > |z]|

z

Pr > |z]|

-4
4.08
5
-0.98
0.327
0.73 (continuity corrected)
0.462 (continuity corrected)

Mivexoeg 6.58: Ta amotehéopata amd Tov Eheyyo Tov Begg o to arinidpopoa C versus AIgA.
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Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

oral
o
|

s.e. of: oral

Ewdvu6.61:To forest plot a6 tov £heyyo Tov Begg yia to arinropopea C versus AIgA,

EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo tou Egger
e metabias oral stdor, gr(e)

Egger's test

std_eff coef, std. Err. t Pt [95% conf. Intervall

slope 0347924 .1459519 0.24 0.827  -.4296916  .4992764
bias | -.2687988 .7578648  -0.35 0.746  -2.680663  2.143065

Nivakag 6.59:Ta amotesdéocpata and tov €Aeyxo Tou Egger yia ta arAniépopoa
C versus A, IgA.
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Egger's publication bias plot
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E.k6va6.62:To forest plot and tov éAeyxo tou Egger yia ta oAAnAidpopoa C
versus A,IgA.

EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo Tng petd-naALvdpdunong

e metareg oral stdor, level (95) wsse(stdor)

Iteration 1: tauA2 = 0

Meta-analysis regression No of studies = 5
tauA2 method reml
tauA2 estimate =

Successive values of tauA2 differ by less than 10A-4 :convergence achieved

Ccoef. std. Err. z P>|z]| [95% conf. Interval]
stdor -.2687987 .8808292 -0.31 0.760 -1.995192 1.457595
_cons .0347924 .1696327 0.21 0.837 -.2976817 .3672664

Mivexeg 6.60: Ta owotehéopata amd Tov £heyyo TG eTEPOYEVELUS HE T NEB0OO TG peTamaivopopnonc,

IgA.

T tove yovotvmove CC versus AA+AC

EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo tou Begg
e metabias odcc stdcc, gr(b)

Begg's Test
adj. Kendall's Score (P-Q) = 2
std. Dev. of Score = 4.08
Number of Studies = 5
z = 0.49
Pr > |z| = 0.624
z = 0.24 (continuity corrected)
Pr > |z| = 0.806 (continuity corrected)
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Mivexeg 6.61: To amoteléopoto amd Tov £heyyo Tov Begg o tovg yovotumovg CC versus AA+AC, IgA.

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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Ewévu6.63: To forest plot amd Tov £heyyo Tov Begg 1 tovg yovétomovg CC versus AA+AC, IgA.

EAeyxog Tnv pédodo tou Egger
e metabias odcc stdcc, gr(e)

Egger's test
Std Eff Coef. std. Err. t P>|t| [95% conf. Interval]
slope | -.1648281 .1034316 -1.59 0.209  -.4939937 .1643376
bias .3050343  .2128192 1.43 0.247 -.3722514 .98232

mivakag 6.62: To armoteréopoto amd Tov £heyyo Tov Egger yio 1ou¢ yovoTumovg CC versus AA+AC,IgA.
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Egger's publication bias plot
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Ewévu6.64:To forest plot amd Tov éheyyo Tov Egger yia tovg yovétumovg CC versus AA+AC,IgA.

EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo Tng petd-naALvdpdunong

e metareg odcc stdcc, level (95) wsse(stdcc)

Tteration 1: tauA2 = 0

Meta-analysis regression No of studies = 5
tauA2 method reml
tauA? estimate = 0

Successive values of taur2 differ by less than 10A-4 :convergence achieved

coef. std. Err. z P>|z| [95% Conf. Interval]
stdcc .3050343  .6712306 0.45 0.650 -1.010553 1.620622
_cons -.164828  .3262228 -0.51 0.613 -.8042129 .4745568

Mivoxeg 6.63: Ta owoTeLESHATA 00 TOV £LEYYO ETEPOYEVELUG NE HETURAMYIPONNGT] Y10 TOVS YOVOTLTOVG
CC versus AA+AC, IgA.

T tove yovotumove CCHAC versus AA

EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo tou Begg
e metabias odaa stdaa, gr(b)
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Begg's Test
adj. Kendall's Score (P-Q) = -4
std. Dev. of Score = 4.08
Number of Studies = 5
z = -0.98
Pr > |z]| = 0.327
z = 0.73 (continuity corrected)
Pr > |z| = 0.462 (continuity corrected)

Mivoxoeg 6.64: Ta owotehéopata amd Tov £heyyo Tov Begg yia Tovg yovotumovg AA versus CCHAC,IgA.

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

odaa
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|
s]

s.e. of: odaa

Ewdvu6.65: To forest plot as6 Tov £heyyo Tov Begg yia Tovg yovétumovg AA versus +AC,IgA.,

EAeyxog Tnv pédodo tou Egger
e metabias odaa stdaa, gr(e)

Egger’s test

Std Eff Coef. std. Err. t P>|t| [95% conf. Interval]

slope 1032296 .2317425 0.45 0.686 -.6342784  .8407377
bias | -.4883854 .9749268 -0.50 0.651 -3.591038  2.614267

nivakag 6.65: To amoteréopoto amd Tov £heyyo Tov Egger yio toug yovotumovg AA versus CCHAC, IgA.
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Egger's publication bias plot
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Ewévu6.66:To forest plot amd Tov £heyyo Tov Egger ia Tovg yovétumovg AA versus CCHAC, IgA.

EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo Tng petd-naALvdpdunong

e metareg odaa stdaa, level (95) wsse(stdaa)

Tteration I: tauA2 =0

Meta-analysis regression No of studies = 5
tauAr2 method reml
tauA2 estimate =

Successive values of tauA2 differ by less than 10A-4 :convergence achieved

Coef. std. Err. z P>|z| [95% conf. Interval]
stdaa -.4883854 1.006615 -0.49 0.628 -2.461314 1.484544
_cons .1032296  .2392748 0.43 0.666 -.3657404 .5721997

Mivexec6.66:Ta amoteléonata amd TOV £heYy0 TS ETEPOYEVELUG ME HETATALLYOPOUT O Y10 TOVG

yovotvmovg AA versus CC+AC, IgA.
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AGOPOIXTIKH META-ANAAYXH

To ta oAinAduopoa C versus A

e metacum oral stdor, eff(r)gr xlab(0.5,1,1.5) id(author) eform

CumuTative random-effects meta-analysis of 5 studies (exponential form)

Cumulative 95% CI
rial estimate Lower Upper z P value
Pei Y 1.220 0.822 1.812 0.988  0.323
Frimat L 1.019  0.836 1.242 0.187  0.852
aruyama K 1,021  0.855 1.219 0.225  0.822
Lau YK 1,007 0.846 1.199 0.081  0.936
Huang HD 0.990 0.836 1.172 -0.114  0.909

Mivexec6.67: To oxoteléopnoTo amxd TV d0PoLeTIKN peTu-avaiven TOV ahinidpopemyv C versus A, IgA,

PeiY — 0
Frimat L —
Maruyama K —
Lau YK
Huang HD — - 5 0@
[ I I
5 1 1.5
oral

Ewévu6.67: To forest plot a6 v afporstiki] pera-avaiven tTov arinidpopeov C versus A, IgA,
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e metatrend oral stdor

[Tests for detecting trends in cumuTative meta-analysis

Number of studies: 5

'First vs. Subsequent' method

Effect size (ES) P-value [95% conf. Interval]
First study 1.2204 0.323 0.8221 1.8118
subsequent studies 0.9451 0.553 0.7841 1.1391
IA11 studies 0.9902 0.909 0.8364 1.1723

Ho: ES(first) = ES(subsequent)

1.147
0.252

z-value
P-value

Generalized Least Squares (GLS) Regression-based test

coef. std. Err. P-value [95% conf. Interval] rho
Including all studies -0.02370 0.00890 0.008 -0.04114 -0.00626 -0.351
Excluding first study -0.00798 0.00289 0.006 -0.01364 -0.00231 -0.362

Mivekec6.68: Ta owotehéopnata a6 TNV 00POLGTIKI] HETA-AVALVGT] NE TNV EKTELEGT] THG EVTOMIG
metatrend o ta aiiniopopoea C versus A, IgA,

——Including first study = ————— Excluding first study

Cumulative ES (log-scale)

1 2 3 4 5
Rank of the studies

Cumulative meta-analysis plot

Ewkévu6.68:To forest plot amd Tnv adporetiky peta-avaiven o ta ariniopopoeo C versus A, IgA,

T tove yovotvmove CC versus AA+AC
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e metacum odcc stdcc, eff(r)gr xlab(0.5,1,1.5) id(author)
eform

CumuTative random-effects meta-analysis of 5 studies (exponential form)
Cumulative 95% CI
Trial estimate Lower Upper z P value
Pei Y 1.114 0.429 2.893 0.222 0.824
Frimat L 0.930 0.602 1.437 -0.326 0.745
Maruyama K 0.932 0.605 1.435 -0.321 0.748
Lau YK 0.947 0.617 1.454 -0.247 0.805
Huang HD 0.947 0.619 1.450 -0.250 0.803

Mivexec6.69:Ta aroteiéiopata amd TV 6 porsTiki peta-avaiven Tov yovotirov CC versus AA+AC,

Frimat L —|

Maruyama K —

Lau YK -

Huang HD

I T
5 1 15
odcc

Ewéva6.69: To forest plot amd v afporetixy peto-avaiven Tov yovotinov CC versus AA+AC pe v
EKTéhEoN TH|G £VTOLC metacum, IgA,

e metatrend odcc stdcc

230



[Tests Tor detecting trends 1n cumuTative meta-analysis

Number of studies: 5

'First vs. Subsequent' method

Effect size (ES) P-value [95% conf. Interval]
First study 1.1143 0.824 0.4292 2.8932
Ssubsequent studies 0.9096 0.697 0.5651 1.4643
IAT1 studies 0.9472 0.803 0.6186 1.4502

Ho: ES(first) = ES(subsequent)

0.373
0.709

z-value
P-value

Generalized Least Squares (GLS) Regression-based test

coef. std. Err. P-value [95% conf. Interval] rho
Including all studies -0.00792 0.01141 0.488 -0.03029 0.01445 -0.244
Excluding first study 0.01140 0.00065 0.000 0.01012 0.01268 -0.807

Mivexec6.70: Ta amotehéopata amd Ty extéheon ¢ evror)c metatrend yio tovg yovotorovg CC
versus AA+AC, IgA.

Including first study = ————- Excluding first study
(dT
T 5
3
>
Le)
%]
L 0
2 I U 5 —— — = —
©
>
g
o -5
1
I I I \ \
1 2 3 4 5

] Rank of the studies
Cumulative meta-analysis plot

Ewéva6.70:to forest plot armd Tnv extéheon g evrorric metatrend yio Tovg yovéotomovg CC versus
AA+AC, IgA
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T tove yovotumove CCHAC versus AA

e metacum odaa stdaa, eff(r)gr xlab(0.5,1,1.5) id(author)

eform
Cumulative random-effects meta-analysis of 5 studies (exponential form)
Cumulative 95% CI
Trial estimate Lower Upper z P value
Pei Y 1.335 0.812 2.195 1.138 0.255
Frimat L 1.062 0.811 1.390 0.434 0.664
Maruyama K 1.056 0.844 1.321 0.476 0.634
Lau YK 1.027 0.826 1.278 0.241 0.810
Huang HD 0.999 0.811 1.231 -0.007 0.994

Mivexec6.71: Ta amoteléopata amd TNV EKTELEST TG EVTOAS metacum Yid Tovg YovoTumovg CCHAC
versus AA, IgA,

PeiY — ]
FrimatL —
Maruyama K —
Lau YK
Huang HD —|
I I I
5 1 1.5
odaa

Ewéva6.71: To forest plot a6 Tnv ektéheon TG evrorc metacum yia Tovg yovoTvmovg CC+AC versus
AA, IgA.
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¢ metatrend odaa stdaa

Tests for detecting trends in cumulative meta-analysis

Number of studies: 5

'"First vs. Subsequent' method

Effect Size (ES) P-value [95% conf. Interval]
First study 1.3348 0.255 0.8117 2.1951
Subsequent studies 0.9395 0.594 0.7469 1.1818
IA11 studies 0.9992 0.994 0.8113 1.2307

Ho: ES(first) = ES(subsequent)

1.257
0.209

z-value
P-value

Generalized Least Squares (GLS) Regression-based test

Coef. std. Err. P-value [95% Conf. Interval]
Including all studies -0.03866 0.01087 0.000 -0.05996 -0.01736
Excluding first study -0.01682 0.00431 0.000 -0.02527 -0.00837

Mivexec6.72: Ta awotehéopata amd TV ektéheon g evrori)g metatrend yio tovg yovéotvrovg CCHAC

versus AA, IgA,
Including firststudy = @ ————— Excluding first study

1 —
©
8

D 5
o
Lo
[75]
i
[
=
=

2 0
>
(&)

-5

1 2 3
. Rank of the stud_ies
Cumulative meta-analysis plot

Ewévu6.72: To forest plot amd v ektéheon Tng evioiig metatrend
AAIgA,

o, Tovg yovéotomovg CCHAC versus
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ADPAIPETIKH META-ANAAYXH

o ta orAinAduopoa C versus A

metaninf oral stdor,random eform label (namevar=author)

Study omitted | Estimate [95% conf. Interval]
___________________ o e e e e e e e e
Frimat L | 1.0439745 .78295255 1.3920164
Maruyama K | .98251438 .8251307 1.1699171
Lau YK | 1.0019529 .8438701 1.1896496
Huang HD | 1.0072135 .846021 1.1991179
Pei Y | . 94509816 .78414136 1.1390938
___________________ o e e e e e e
Combined | . 99024265 83643322 1.1723357

Mivexec6.73: Ta owotehéopaTa 00 TNV GQUIPETIKY NETA-AVALVGN TOV olinlopopeov C versus A, IgA.

Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted

| Lower CI Limit O Estimate | Upper CI Limit
Frimat L )
Maruyama K O

Lau YK @]

Huang HD o
PeiY | ]
|
0.78 0.84 0.99 117 1.39

Ewéva6.73: to forest plot amd v a@arpeTikn peta-avaiven 1ov ariniopopeov C versus A, IgA.,
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T tove yovotvmove CC versus AA+AC

metaninf odcc stdcc,random eform label (namevar=author)

Study omitted | Estimate [95% conf. Intervall]
___________________ oo o e e e e e
Frimat L | 1.1644534 .48845479  2.7760024

Maruyama K | .94609803 .61635625 1.452247

Lau YK | .93144584 .60603958 1.4315754

Huang HD | .94745767 .61724019 1.4543382

Pei Y | .90961766 .56506592 1.4642614
___________________ oo o o e e e e e
Combined | 94717073 61861508 1.4502272

Mivexec6.74: Ta amoteléopnata amd TNV GQUIPETIKN HETO-0vELlvon TOVY YovoTintev CC versus AA+AC,

IgA.

Meta-analysis estimates, given nhamed study is omitted

| Lower CI Limit O Estimate | Upper CI Limit
Frimat L ]
Maruyama K
Lau YK q
Huang HD
PeiY | | © I
1
0.490.62 0.95 1.45 2.78

Ewéva6.74: to forest plot ard v a@arpeTiki] peta-avaiven Tov yovotvamv CC versus AA+AC,IgA.
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T tove yovotumove CCHAC versus AA

metaninf odaa stdaa,random eform label (namevar=author)

|
+
Frimat L |
Maruyama K |
Lau YK |
Huang HD |
Pei Y |

+

|

1.0332594
.98805064
1.0231811
1.0271621
.93951601

.74260128
.79438317
.82663494
.82577449
.74688733

1.4376827
1.2289335
1.2664593
1.2776636
1.1818253

Mivexec6.75: Ta axotehéopata omd TV aQupeTiKny petd-avaiven 1ov yovotomov CCHAC versus AA,

IgA.

Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted

| Lower CI Limit O Estimate | Upper CI Limit
Frimat L ©]
Maruyama K G]

Lau YK O

Huang HD O
Pei Y |l 0
\
0.74 0.81 1.00 1.23

1.44

Ewdvu6.75: To forest plot a6 v agorpetikn peto-avarven tov yovotimov CCHAC versus AA, IgA .
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Anoterléopata oo TV 1eopponia HWE ya tnv vepponaOeia
IgA

Genhwi 80 190

Genotype | observed Expected
____________ o o el
AA | 80 80.91
Aa | 19 17.18
aa | 0 0.91
____________ o oo el
total | 99 99.00
Allele | observed Frequency std. Err
____________ o o o ___
A 179 0.9040 0.0198
a | 19 0.0960 0.0198
____________ o o .
total | 198 1.0000
Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = -0.0092

Hardy-weinberg Equilibrium Test:
pearson chi2 (1) 1.115 Pr= 0.2909
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1) . Pr=

Exact significance prob 0.5955
genhwi 84 10 0
Genotype | Observed Expected
____________ A,
AA | 84 84.27
Aa | 10 9.47
aa | 0 0.27
____________ o o el
total | 94 94.00
Allele | Observed Frequency std. Err
____________ o o o ______
A | 178 0.9468 0.0159
a | 10 0.0532 0.0159
____________ o o .
total | 188 1.0000
Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = -0.0028

Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium Test:
pearson chi2 (1) 0.297 pPr= 0.5860
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1) . Pr=

Exact significance prob 1.0060
genhwi 100 20 0
Genotype | Observed Expected
____________ o e e e
AA | 100 100.83
Aa | 20 18.33
aa | 0 0.83
____________ o o e e
total | 120 120.00
Allele | Observed Frequency std. Err
____________ e e e e Il
A 220 0.9167 0.0170
a | 20 0.0833 0.0170
____________ e e e e
total | 240 1.0000
Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = -0.0069

Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium Test:
pearson chi2 (1) 0.992 Pr= 0.3193
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1) . Pr= .
Exact significance prob 1.0000
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genhwi 471 403 86

Genotype | Observed Expected
____________ o e e e
AA | 471 471.10
Aa | 403 402.80
aa | 86 86.10
____________ o e e e
total | 960 960.00
Allele | Observed Frequency std. Err
____________ e e e e Il
A 1345 0.7005 0.0105
a | 575 0.2995 0.0105
____________ e o e e e
total | 1920 1.0000
Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = -0.0001

Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium Test:
pearson chi2 (1) 0.000 pr= 0.9877
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1) 0.000 pr= 0.9877

Exact significance prob 1.0000
genhwi 56 37 7
Genotype | Observed Expected
____________ o e e el
AA | 56 55.50
Aa | 37 38.00
aa | 7 6.50
____________ o e e e
total | 100 100.00
Allele | Observed Frequency std. Err
____________ e e e e e e
A 149 0.7450 0.0312
a | 51 0.2550 0.0312
____________ o e e e
total | 200 1.0000
Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = 0.0050

Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium Test:
Pearson chi2 (1) 0.069 Pr= 0.7934
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1) 0.068 Pr= 0.7945
Exact significance prob 0.7939
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Hoivpoperopnioc A1166C tov yovidiov AGTRI ko
Kvoteoovpntnpikn Haoiwvépounon(VUR)

I'o ta g onopea Tov yovidiov C versus A

Meta-avaivon

metan cl c0 al a0, or random sortby(year) label(namevar=author,yearvar=year)
xlab(0.1,1,3)

Study | OR  [95% Conf. Interval] % Weight
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
Hohenfellner K (1999 | 0.604 0.233  1.567 20.17
Haszon I (2002) | 1.089 0.645 1.839 55.65
Liu KP (2004) | 1.628 0.687 3.856 24.17
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

|
+

Heterogeneity chi-squared = 2,29 (d.f. =2) p = 0.318
I-squared (variation in OR attributable to heterogeneity) = 12.8%
Estimate of between-study variance Tau-squared = 0.0224

Test of OR=1 : z= 0.28 p = 0.780

Mivexec6.76: To om0TELEGNOTO ATO TV eKTEAEST THG EVTOANS metan Yo To aliniopopoa C versus A
100 Yyovidiov ATR1, VUR.
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Study

Hohenfellner K (1999)

Haszon | (2002)

Liu KP (2004)

Overall

Odds ratio

(95% Cl) % Weight

0.60(0.23,1.57) 20.2

1.09 (0.65,1.84) 557

163 (0.69,3.86) 242

1.07 (0.68,1.67) 100.0

1
Odds ratio

Ewéva6.76:To forest plot mov wpokdrTal até TV peta-ovaiven Tov aiinidpopeoy C versus A,VUR.
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metan oral stdor, eform random by(race) label(namevar=author,yearvar=year)
xlab(0.1,1,3)

Study | ES [95% Conf. Interval] % Weight
_____________________ hm o m oo e e e e el ____
Asian
Liu KP (2004) | 1.628 0.687 3.856 24.17
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 1.628 0.687 3.856 24.17
_____________________ hm o m oo o e e e e de oo
Caucasian
Hohenfellner K (1999 | 0.604 0.233 1.567 20.17
Haszon I (2002) | 1.089 0.645 1.839 55.65
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.933 0.562 1.551 75.83
_____________________ m o m oo e e e el
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 1.066 0.681 1.668 100.00
_____________________ m o m oo e e e e e de el

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared** Tau-squared
Asian 0.00 0 . % 0.0000
Caucasian 1.13 1 0.288 11.3% 0.0196
overall 2.29 2 0.318 12.8% 0.0224
Overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups
1 0.280

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

Significance test(s) of ES=1

IAsian z= 1.11 p = 0.268
Caucasian z= 0.27 p = 0.790
overall z= 0.28 p = 0.780

arning: overall (or subgroup) effect size not fully represented graphically.
Consider using x1abel()

Mivexec6.77:170 0T0TELEGUOTA TOV TPOKVTTOVY U0 TNV EKTELEGT] PLETU-UVIIVGNG e OLUY®PLERO QUG
o, ta ariniépopoa C versus A,VUR.

241



Effect size

Study (95% Cl) % Weight
Asian ‘
Liu KP (2004) N | 163 (0.69,3.86) 24.2
Subtotal e 163(0.69,3.86) 242
Caucasian ‘
Hohenfellner K (1999) o 0.60 (0.23,1.57) 202
Haszon | (2002) + 1.09 (0.65,1.84) 55.7
Subtotal —_— 0.93 (0.56,1.55) 75.8
Overall —_ 1.07 (0.68, 1.67) 100.0

I I

1 3

1
Effect size

Ewéva6.77: 1o forest plot wov mpokOTTEL 06 TNV EKTELEGT] TG NETU-UVALVGNG NE SLAYOPLGNO QUG
o Ta ariniépopoa C versus A, VUR.

I'ia Tove yovoTumove CC versus AA+AC

_metan ccl cc0 nolll noll0, or random sortby(year)
label(namevar=author,yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

sy T ® [T, Teva]  %vedt
Hrenfeller K (1999 | 0.0 005 2.075 .38
HemI QD) | 0XB 000 4.8 oY)
Lpold® | 012 007 121 10.00

Heterageity dii-sqered= 0.0 d.f. =D p=0.78
Iqaed (variation in R attritueble © heteragpreity) = 0.0%
Estimate of between-study variance Tausquared = 0.0000

Testof REL: = 1B p=0.0A

Mivexac6.78: To amoteléopnoto amd TV ekTéheon TS VIO c metan Yo Tovg yovotvmovg CC versus
AA+AC,VUR.
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Odds ratio

Study (95% Cl) % Weight

Hohenfellner K (1999)

0.10 (0.00,2.07) 504

Haszon | (2002) 0.20 (0.01,4.29) 496

Overall <>> 0.14 (0.02,1.22) 100.0
[
1

1 3
Odds ratio

Ewéva6.78: to forest plot amd v extéheon ¢ evrori ¢ metan Yo Tovg yovoTumovg CC versus
AA+AC,VUR.

metan odcc stdcc,eform random by(race)
label(namevar=author,yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

Study | ES [95% conf. Interval] % Weight
_____________________ e
Caucasian
Hohenfellner K (1999 | 0.100 0.005 2.075 50.38
Haszon I (2002) | 0.203 0.010 4,288 49.62
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.142 0.017 1.221 100.00
_____________________ o e o e
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 0.142 0.017 1.221 100.00
_____________________ o e e e e

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared**  Tau-squared
Caucasian 0.10 1 0.749 0.0% 0.0000
overall 0.10 1 0.749 0.0% 0.0000

Ooverall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :
0.00 0 .
** T-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

Significance test(s) of ES=1

Caucasian z= 1.78 p
overall z= 1.78 p

Mivekag6.79: T om0TELEGNOTO U0 TV EKTELEG THG EVIOANC metan e S OPIGHG QUANS Y1X TOVG
yovotvrovg CC versus AA+AC,VUR.
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Effect size
Study (95% CI) % Weight

Caucasian

Hohenfellner 76(1@99)—.
Haszon | (2002) .

Subtotal

0.10 (0.00,2.07) 50.4

0.20(0.01,4.29) 496

~ 0.14 (0.02,1.22) 100.0

Overall B 0.14 (0.02,1.22) 100.0

A 1 3
Effect size

Ewéva6.79: to forest plot amd Tv extéheon TG EvTOLNS metan ue SayOPsHd QUANG YLd TOVg
yovotvrovg CC versus AA+AC,VUR.

I'a Tovc yovoTumove CCHAC versus AA

metan noss1 noss0 aal aa0 , or random sortby(year)
label(namevar=author,yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)
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OR  [95% Conf. Interval] % Weight

|
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
Hohenfellner K (1999 | 0.825 0.244 2.785 21.12
Haszon I (2002) | 1.251 0.667 2.349 78.88
_____________________ +___________________________________________________
D+L pooled OR | 1.146 0.655 2.005 100.00
_____________________ +___________________________________________________

Heterogeneity chi-squared = 0.36 (d.f. = 1) p = 0.551
I-squared (variation in OR attributable to heterogeneity) = 0.0%
Estimate of between-study variance Tau-squared = 0.0000

Test of OR=1 : z= 0.48 p = 0.633

Mivokeg6.80: T or0TELEGNETE TOV TPOKVTTOVY OO TNV EKTELEGT TG EVTOLNC Metan Yid TOVG
yovotvmovg AA versus CC+AC, VUR.

Odds ratio

Study (95% Cl) % Weight

Hohenfellner K (1999) 0.82(0.24,2.79) 211

Haszon | (2002) 1.25(0.67,2.35) 78.9

Overall > 1.15 (0.66,2.00) 100.0

A 1 3
Odds ratio

Ewéva6.80: to forest plot mov apoxvaTel amd TNV exkTéheon TG EVTOME metan Yo TOVS YOvOTUTOUS AA
versus CC+AC,VUR.
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metan odaa stdaa,eform random by(race) label(namevar=author,yearvar=year)

xlab(0.1,1,3)
Study | ES [95% conf. Interval] % Weight
_____________________ e e e .
Caucasian

Hohenfellner K (1999 | 0.825 0.244 2.785 21.12
Haszon I (2002) | 1.251 0.667 2.349 78.88
Sub-total |

D+L pooled ES | 1.146 0.655 2.005 100.00
_____________________ e o e
overall |

D+L pooled ES | 1.146 0.655 2.005 100.00
_____________________ o o o e e e

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared**  Tau-squared
Caucasian 0.36 1 0.551 0.0% 0.0000
overall 0.36 1 0.551 0.0% 0.0000

overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :
0.00 0 .
** T-squared: the variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity)

Significance test(s) of ES=1

Caucasian z= 0.48 p = 0.633
overall z= 0.48 p 0.633

Mivokeg6.81: T am0TELEGNOTO TOV TPOKVATOVY U0 TV EKTELEGT TN G EVTOLIG metan pe MayOPLons

QUMS e Tovg YovoTumovg AA versus CC+AC,VUR.
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Study

Caucasian

Hohenfeliner K (1999) B

Haszon | (2002)

»

Effect size
(95% CI) % Weight

0.82(0.24,279) 211
1.25(0.67,2.35) 78.9

1.15(0.66,2.00) 100.0

1.15(0.66,2.00) 100.0

Subtotal
Overall _
I
A 1
Effect size

Ewéva6.81: to forest plot mov apokvaTEl 070 TV EKTELEGT TG EVTOAC metan ue S1aymPLepd QUG

Yo, Tovg yovéotumovg AA versus CC+AC,VUR.
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EAEI'XOX LYXTHMATIKOY XOAAMATOX AHMOXIEYXHX

o ta gArnAOuopoa Tov yovidiov C versus A

metabias oral stdor, gr(b)

Tests for Publication Bias

Begg's Test

adj. Kendall's score (P-Q) = -1
std. Dev. of Score = 1.91
Number of Studies = 3
z = -0.52
Pr > |z| = 0.602
z = 0.00 (continuity corrected)
Pr > |z| = 1.000 (continuity corrected)

Mivokag6.82:1a omwoTeléiopOTA TOV TPOKVTTOVY U6 TOV £heyyo Tov Begg na ta ahiniopopoea C versus
A,VUR.

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

oral
(e}
\

s.e. of: oral

Ewéva6.82:1o forest plot wov poxvmtel amd Tov £heyyo Tov Begg via to ariniopopea C versus
A,VUR.
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metabias oral stdor, gr(e)

Egger's test

std_eff coef. std. Err. T P>t [95% conf. Interval]
sTope .31526  1.139182 0.28 0.828 -14.15942 14.78994
bias -.7176625  3.181405 -0.23 0.859 -41.14124 39.70592

Mivekeg6.83:10 omoTeLéGHATA TOV TPOKVTTOVY 60 TOV £heyyo Tov Egger Mo to ariniopopea C versus
A,VUR.

Egger's publication bias plot

40
20
5
Q
@
©
g 0 ] ) °
°
©
e
c
8
(2]
-20
-40
[ [ [ [ [
0 1 2 3 4
precision

Ewéva6.83:1o forest plot mov mpoxdrtear amd tov £heyyo tov Egger ia ta ariniopopoo C versus
A,VUR.

metareg oral stdor, level(95) wsse(stdor)
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Meta-analysis regression No of studies = 3
tauA2 method reml
tauA2 estimate = ,1798

successive values of tauA?2 differ by less than 10A-4 :convergence achieved

coef. std. Err. z P>z [95% conf. Interval]
stdor -.9972939 3.385442 -0.29 0.768 -7.632639 5.638051
_cons .4233809 1.316731 0.32 0.748 -2.157364 3.004126

Mivokag6.84:10 0m0TELECPATA TOV TPOKVTTOVY U0 TOV £heYY0 TALIVOPOUNONG Y10 TA UAlnropopa C
versus A,VUR.

AGOPOIXTIKH META-ANAAYXH

To ta oAinAduopoa C versus A

e metacum oral stdor, eff(r)gr xlab(0.5,1,1.5) id(author) eform

Cumulative random-effects meta-analysis of 3 studies (exponential form)

Cumulative 95% CI
Trial estimate  Lower Upper z P value
Hohenfellner K 0.604 0.233 1.567 -1.036  0.300
Haszon I 0.933 0.562 1.551 -0.266  0.790
Liu KP 1.066  0.681 1.668 0.279  0.780

Mivekec6.85:10 0m0TELEGHOTA TOV TPOKVTTOVY G0 TV EKTELEGT] TNG EVTOM|G metacum Yid Td,
arinropopoa C versus A,VUR,
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Hohenfellner K —| (@]

Haszon | —|

Liu KP —|

oral

Ewéva6.84:1o forest plot mov mwpokdmTal amd TV ekTéELEGT TG EVTOM|G Metacum Yo Td aiiniopopoa C
versus A,VUR.

e metatrend oral stdor

Tests for detecting trends in cumulative meta-analysis

Number of studies: 3

'"First vs. Subsequent' method

Effect Size (ES) P-value [95% conf. Interval]
First study 0.6044 0.300 0.2330 1.5675
Subsequent studies 1.2138 0.396 0.7757 1.8992
IA11 studies 1.0658 0.780 0.6811 1.6680

Ho: ES(first) = ES(subsequent)

-1.298
0.194

z-value
P-value

Generalized Least Squares (GLS) Regression-based test

Coef. std. Err. P-value [95% Conf. Interval] rho
Including all studies 0.24874 0.02542 0.000 0.19892 0.29856 -0.733
Excluding first study  0.00000 0.00000 . 0.00000 0.00000 0.000

Mivoxkec6.86: To GTOTELEGNETE TOV TPOKVTTOVY U0 TNV EKTELEST] TNG £VTOM|G metatrend Y To
arinropopoa C versus A,VUR,
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Including first study ~ ————— Excluding first study

Cumulative ES (log-scale)

-1.5

] \ \ \ I
1 15 2 25 3

] Rank of the studies
Cumulative meta-analysis plot

Ewkéva6.85: to forest plot wov wpokdmTal w6 TV eKTELEST TG EVTOAG Metacum Yid TU GAANAOUOPPU,
C versus A,VUR.

T tove yovéoturove CC versus AA+AC
e metacum odcc stdcc, eff(r)gr xlab(0.5,1,1.5) id(author)
eform

Cumulative random-effects meta-analysis of 2 studies (exponential form)

Cumulative 95% CI
Trial estimate Lower Upper z P value
Hohenfellner K 0.100 0.005 2.075 -1.488 0.137
Haszon I 0.142 0.017 1.221 -1.778 0.075

Mivokag6.87: To 0TOTELEGNOTO TOV TPOKVTTOVY OO TV EKTELEGT] THG EVTOLG metacum Vi TOVG
yovotvrovg CC versus AA+AC,VUR.
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Hohenfeliner K —| e}

Haszon | —|

odcc

Ewéva6.86: to forest plot wov wpokvTTaL 06 TNV EKTELEGT THG EVTOM|G Metacum Yid TOVS YOVOTLUROUG
CC versus AA+AC,VUR.

e metatrend odcc stdcc

insufficient observations

T tove yovotumove CCHAC versus AA

e metacum odaa stdaa, eff(r)gr xlab(0.5,1,1.5) id(author)
eform

Cumulative random-effects meta-analysis of 2 studies (exponential form)

cumulative 95% CI
Trial estimate Lower Upper z P value
Hohenfellner kK 0.825 0.244 2.785 -0.310 0.757
Haszon I 1.146 0.655 2.005 0.478 0.633

Mivokag6.88: To am0TELEGNOTE OV TPOKVTTOVY (O TNV EKTELEGT] TNG EVTOM|G metacum Yid TOVG
yovotvmovg CC versus AA+AC, VUR.
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Hohenfeliner K —| o

Haszon |

] T
.é 1 1.5

odaa

Ewévu6.87: to forest plot wov wpokVTTEL 06 TNV EKTELEGT TH|G EVTOAG Metacum Yid TOVS YOVOTLUROUG
AA versus CC+AC, VUR.

¢ metatrend odaa stdaa

insufficient observations
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ADPAIPETIKH META-ANAAYXH
TN to ariniduopea C versus A

metaninf oral stdor,random eform label (namevar=author)

'study omitted | Estimate  [95% conf. Intervall
___________________ poowimate DR ent Mtemel
Hohenfellner K |  1.2137945 .77575028  1.8991896
Haszon T | 1.0135243 138422471  2.6735177
Liu KP | .93336344 .56171423  1.5509084
___________________ et ANt ottt A
Combined | 1.0658463 68108322  1.6679728

TVOKEC6.89: To ATOTELEGNATA TOV APOKVATOVY GTé TNV eKTELEGT TG £vTOA ¢ metaninf yia Ta

arinropopoa C versus A, VUR,

Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted

| Lower CI Limit OEstimate | Upper CI Limit
Hohenfellner K | [¢] |
Haszon | ]
Liu KP | (o] |
]
0.38 0.68 1.07 1.67 2.67

Ewéva6.88: to forest plot wov wpokdmtal amd Ty extédheon g evrorjg metaninf yia Ta ariiniopopoa C
versus A, VUR.

T toue yovortumove CC versus AA+AC
metaninf odcc stdcc,random eform label (namevar=author)

Study omitted | Estimate [95% conf. Interval]
___________________ o e e e e e e e e
Hohenfellner K | .20258066 .00956966 4.2884421
Haszon I | . 10030395 .00484956 2.0745959
Liu KP | .14216487 .01655641 1.2207267
___________________ o e e e e e e e
Combined | 14216487 01655641 1.2207268

Mivekeg6.90: To ar0TELEGNOTO TOV TPOKVTTOVY 0O TNV EKTELEGT TNG EVTOM|S metaninf yia Tovg

yovotvmovg CC versus AA+AC ,VUR.
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Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted

| Lower CI Limit

Hohenfellner K o]

Haszon | |9

Liu KP

O Estimate

| Upper CI Limit

0.0214

Ewkéva6.89:1o forest plot mov mwpoxdmTal amd Ty ektédhesn g evroig metaninf yia Ta aiiniopopoa C

versus A,VUR.

T tove yovotumove CCHAC versus AA

metaninf odaa stdaa,random eform label (namevar=author)

Study omitted | Estimate
___________________ +

Hohenfellner K | 1.2514706

Haszon I | . 82499999

Liu KP | 1.1460418
___________________ +

Combined | 1.1460418

.66681206
.24437392
.65518904

2.3487556
2.7851787
2.0046303

Mivokeg6.91:10 0w0TELEGHATA TOV TPOKVTTOVY U0 TNV EKTELEGT] TG £VTOM|S metaninf Yia Tovg

yovotvmovg AA versus CC+AC ,VUR.
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Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted

| Lower CI Limit O Estimate | Upper CI Limit
Liu KP
Hohenfellner K O
Haszon | o] \
\
0.24 0.66 1.15 2.00 279

Ewéva6.90:to forest plot mov mpoxdrteal amd v ektéhesn ™¢ evToi¢ metaninf yia ToVg YOvOTUTOVG
AA versus CC+AC,VUR.
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Ta anoteréopata amd v woopponiac HWE ywa v
Kvoeteoovpn TPkl Taivopounon(VUR)

genhwi 9 7 3

Genotype

Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) =

—_— —— —

observed

Expected

8.22

8.55

2.22

19.00

Frequency std. Err
0.6579 0.0837
0.3421 0.0837
1.0000

0.0409

Hardy-weinberg Equilibrium Test:

Pearson chi2 (1)
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1)

0.626 Pr= 0.4288
0.616 Pr= 0.4326

Exact significance prob 0.6069
genhwi 46 32 2
Genotype | Observed Expected
____________ o o el
AA | 46 48.05
Aa | 32 27.90
aa | 2 4.05
____________ o oo el
total | 80 80.00
Allele | Observed Frequency std. Err
____________ o o e ___
A 124 0.7750 0.0305
a | 36 0.2250 0.0305
____________ o o .
total | 160 1.0000
Estimated disequilibrium coefficient (D) = -0.0256

Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium Test:

Pearson chi2 (1)
Tikelihood-ratio chi2 (1)
Exact significance prob

1.728 pr= 0.1887
1.941 pr= 0.1635
0.3329
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HOAYMOPO®IEMOX A1332G TOY I'ONIAIOY AGTR2 KAI
KYXTEOOYPHTHPIKH TAAINAPOMHXH(VUR)

I'a To gAAAON0pEa TOL YOVIoiov G versus A

Meta-avaivon

metan logOR stdor, eform random label(namevar=author,yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

Study | ES [95% Conf. Interval] % wWeight

_____________________ m oo e e
oneda A2 (2002) | 1.246 0.903 1.719 43.51

oneda Al (2002) | 0.619 0.363 1.055 30.16
Rigoli L (2004) | 1.479 0.616 3.550 16.55
Hohenfellner K (1999 | 1.025 0.300 3.500 9.77
_____________________ UL UPUP
D+L pooled ES | 1.018 0.668 1.551 100.00
_____________________ LS pEppEEpIUOUIUEpEPUPRUP

Heterogeneity chi-squared = 5.44 (d.f. = 3) p = 0.143

I-squared (variation in ES attributable to heterogeneity) = 44.8%

Estimate of between-study variance Tau-squared = 0.0790

Test of ES=1 : z= 0.08 p = 0.933

Mivekeg6.92: Ta amotehéopata omxd TV peTa-avaiven Ty arinidpopoeov G versus A,VUR.
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Effect size
Study (95% CI) % Weight
Yoneda A2 (2002) 1.25(0.90,1.72) 435

Yoneda A1 (2002) I 0.62 (0.36, 1.05)  30.2
Rigoli L (2004) .

148 (0.62,3.55) 16.5

Hohenfellner K (1999) . 1.02 (0.30, 3.50) 9.8
Overall > 1.02 (0.67, 1.55) 100.0
I I
A 1 3
Effect size

Ewévu6.91: To forest plot a6 T peto-avarvon tov arinriépopooy G versus A,VUR.

Meta-avaivon g pog T v

metan logOR stdor, eform random by(race) label(namevar=author,yearvar=year)
x1ab(0.1,1,3)

Study | ES [95% Conf. Intervall] % Weight
_____________________ o o e e e
Caucasian
Rigoli L (2004) | 1.479 0.616 3.550 16.55
Ivoneda Al (2002) | 0.619 0.363 1.055 30.16
Ivoneda A2 (2002) | 1.246 0.903 1.719 43.51
Hohenfellner K (1999 | 1.025 0.300 3.500 9.77
Sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 1.018 0.668 1.551 100.00
_____________________ o o e e e
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 1.018 0.668 1.551 100.00
_____________________ o o e e e e

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared**  Tau-squared
Caucasian 5.44 3 0.143 44.8% 0.0790
overall 5.44 3 0.143 44.8% 0.0790

overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :

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

Significance test(s) of Es=1

Caucasian z= 0.08 p
overall z= 0.08 p
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Mivokag6.93: peto-avaiven pe Iayopiopd Quing Tov drinidépopeov G versus A Tov yovidiov

ATR2,VUR.

Study

Caucasian
Rigoli L (2004)
Yoneda A1 (2002)

Yoneda A2 (2002)

Hohenfellner K (1999)

Subtotal

Overall

»

m
—

m
=

g

Effect size
(95% CI)

1.48 (0.62, 3.55)
0.62 (0.36, 1.05)
1.25 (0.90, 1.72)
1.02 (0.30, 3.50)
1.02 (0.67, 1.55)

1.02 (0.67, 1.55)

Ewkéva6.92:1o forest plot mov mpokdmTel a6 T NETU-GVELVGN PE HLUYOPIGUO QUG TOV
arinropopoov G versus A,VUR.

1
Effect size

% Weight

16.5
30.2
43.5

9.8

100.0

100.0

EAEI'XOX LYXTHMATIKOY XOAAMATOX AHMOXIEYXHX

o ta gArnAOuopoa Tov yovidiov C versus A

metabias oral stdor, gr(b)
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[rests for pPubTication Bias

Begg's Test

adj. Kendall's score (P-Q) = -2
std. Dev. of Score = 2.94
Number of Studies = 4
z = -0.68
Pr > |z| = 0.497
z = 0.34 (continuity corrected)
Pr > |z| = 0.734 (continuity corrected)

Mivokag6.94: T0 om0TELEGNOTO TOV TPOKVTTOVY 00 TOV £heYY0 TOV Begg 1o to aiinhdpopoa G
versus A, VUR.

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

logOR

s.e. of: logOR

Ewéva6.93: 10 forest plot amd tov £heyyo tov Begg via ta arinidpopoa G versus A,VUR.

metabias oral stdor, gr(e)

Egger's test

std_eff coef. std. Err. T P>t [95% conf. Interval]
sTope .1693264 .4704585 0.36 0.753 -1.854893 2.193546
bias -.4534489 1.793339 -0.25 0.824 -8.169564 7.262667

Mivakag6.95: T amoTELEGNOTO TOV TPOKVTTOUY 00 TOV £heyyo Tov Egger o ta arinidpopoa G
versus A,VUR.
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Egger's publication bias plot

standardized effect
o
|

5

-10

precision

Ewéva6.94: to forest plot and tov £heyyo tov Egger o ta aiinropopoa G versus A,VUR,

metareg oral stdor, level(95) wsse(stdor)

Meta-analysis regression No of studies = 4
tauAr2 method reml
tauA2 estimate = ,1517

Successive values of tauA2 differ by less than 10A-4 :convergence achieved

Coef. std. Err. z P>|z| [95% conf. Interval]
stdor .1892237 1.66027 0.11 0.909 -3.064846 3.443293
_cons -.0405984  .5756339 -0.07 0.944 -1.16882 1.087623

Mivokag6.96: To amOTELEGUATA TOV APOKVATOVY U0 TOV £1EYY0 TN HETURUMYOIPOUN GG VL0 TO,
ariniopopoo G versus A,VUR,

AGOPOIXTIKH META-ANAAYXH

To ta oAinAduopoa C versus A

e metacum oral stdor, eff(r)gr xlab(0.5,1,1.5) id(author) eform

Cumulative random-effects meta-analysis of 4 studies (exponential form)

cumulative 95% CI
Trial estimate Lower Upper z P value
Hohenfellner K 1.025 0.300 3.500 0.039 0.969
voneda A2 1.230 0.901 1.680 1.304 0.192
Yoneda Al 0.935 0.553 1.582 -0.249 0.803
Rigoli L 1.018 0.668 1.551 0.085 0.933

Mivokag6.97: To an0TELEGUATA TOV APOKVATOUVY 6 TNV £vTOM] metacum Yid 1o giiniopopoo G
versus A, VUR.

263




Hohenfellner K — O
Yoneda A2 —| _ 55—
Yoneda A1 —
Rigoli L —
I I T
5 1 1.5
logOR

Ewéva6.95: 10 forest plot mov ApokvaTel 0wd TNV £vToil] metacum yio To ahinriépopoo G versus A,

VUR.

e metatrend oral stdor

Tests for detecting trends in cumulative meta-analysis

Number of studies: 4

'"First vs. Subsequent' method

Effect Size (ES) P-value [95% conf. Interval]
First study 1.0247 0.969 0.3000 3.5002
Subsequent studies 1.0166 0.950 0.6084 1.6985
IA11 studies 1.0183 0.933 0.6685 1.5513

Ho: ES(first) = ES(subsequent)

0.012
0.991

z-value
P-value

Generalized Least Squares (GLS) Regression-based test

Coef. std. Err. P-value [95% Conf. Interval] rho
Including all studies -0.09763 0.01746 0.000 -0.13185 -0.06342 -0.687
Excluding first study -0.11992 0.03099 0.000 -0.18066 -0.05918 -0.580

Mivekeg6.98: To amoTELEGNATA TOV APOKVATOVY dtd TNV evroin] metatrend Yo to aiinidopopoa G

versus A,VUR.
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—— Including first study ~  ————— Excluding first study

Cumulative ES (log-scale)

. Rank of the stud_ies
Cumulative meta-analysis plot

Ewéva 6.96: 10 forest plot 1ov APOKVATEL A6 TOV £heYY0 OLUYPOVIKIG TAGNS YU TO. drlniopopoa G
versus A 1ov yovidiov ATR2,VUR.

ADPAIPETIKH META-ANAAYXH
TN to aAAnAOuopea. G versus A

metaninf oral stdor,random eform label (namevar=author)

study omitted | Estimate [95% conf. 1Interval]
___________________ o o o _______
Yoneda A2 | . 87499774 .49541926 1.5454001
Yoneda Al | 1.2559814 .93650943 1.6844351
Rigoli L | .93536693 .5530526 1.5819676
Hohenfellner K | 1.0165522 .60841668 1.6984714
___________________ o o .
combined | 1.018331 66848126 1.5512747

Mivekeg 6.99: 10 amoteléopnaTa w0V TPOKVTTOVY dté TNV £vioi metaninf yia To ariniopopoa G
versus A,VUR.
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Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted

| Lower CI Limit O Estimate | Upper CI Limit
Yoneda A2 @] \
Yoneda A1
Rigoli L O
Hohenfellner K q \
\
0.50 0.67 1.02 1.55

1.70

Ewéva 6.97: 1o forest plot wov wpokvnTel amdé TV evroi metaninf yio ta aiiniépopoa G versus A,

VUR.
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Ynéptaon ko ve@pondOeia

T tove yovotumove CCHAC versus AA

Ynohoyilovpe To odds ratio, 67wov noss 1o G0powspa TOV cc, ac TOV a6OsvAOV KoL TOV
VYLDV
e Jgenerate odaa=log((nossl*aal)/ (nossO0*aal))

Avtika0iwetovpue 1o odds ratio g mepimTmon mov o1 peTafintic eivar avtig givar 0
e replace
odaa=log (((0.5+nossl)* (0.5+aa0))/ ((0.5+noss0) * (0.5+aal))
) 1f nossl==0|aa0==0|noss0==0|aal==

YnohoyiCovpe o standard error
e generate stdaa=sqgrt(l/aal+l/nossl+1/aal0+1/noss0)

Avtika0istovpe 1o standard error o€ mepinTMon oV 01 peTafANTiG eival aVTEG eivar
0.

e replace
stdaa=sqrt (1/ (aal+0.5)+1/ (nossl+0.5)+1/ (aa0+0.5)+1/ (noss
0+0.5)) if nossl==0]aa0==0|noss0==0|aal==

Meta-avaivon

metan nossl noss0O aal aa0 , or random sortby(year)
label (namevar=author, yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)

Study | OR [95% conf. Intervall % weight
_____________________ oo ol _____
Buraczynska M (2002) | 1.111 0.730 1.691 75.64
Lee KB (2003) | 0.655 0.197 2.182 9.22
Elshamaa MF (2011) | 0.690 0.270 1.764 15.15
_____________________ oo o _____
D+L pooled OR | 0.985 0.683 1.419 100.00
_____________________ oo o __

Heterogeneity chi-squared = 1.31 (d.f. = 2) p = 0.520

I-squared (variation in OR attributable to heterogeneity) = 0.0%
Estimate of between-study variance Tau-squared = 0.0000

Test of OR=1 : z= 0.08 p = 0.934

Mivekag 6.100; 10 owoTeléSROTA 00 TV ERTELEGY TIG METU-AVAIVGIGS VL0 TOVS YOVOTUTOVS AA versus
CC+AC, hypertension.
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Odds ratio

Study (95% Cl) % Weight

Buraczynska M (2002) 1.11(0.73,169) 756

Lee KB (2003) 0.66 (0.20,2.18) 9.2
Elshamaa MF (2011) . 069 (0.27,1.76) 151
Overall < 0.98(0.68,1.42) 100.0
I I
A 1 3
Odds ratio

Ewéva6.98: to forest plot amd Ty extéheon TG HETU-AVEIVGS VL0 TOVS YOVOTUTOVS AA versus
CC+AC, hypertension.

Merg-avaiven og Tpog Ty v

metan odaa stdaa,eform random by (race)
label (namevar=author, yearvar=year) xlab(0.1,1,3)
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study | ES [95% conf. Interval] % weight

_____________________ o oo e ol _______
Asian
Lee KB (2003) | 0.655 0.197 2.182 9.22
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.655 0.197 2.182 9.22
_____________________ o oo o .
Caucasian
Buraczynska M (2002) | 1.111 0.730 1.691 75.64
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 1.111 0.730 1.691 75.64
_____________________ o o oo
other
Elshamaa MF (2011) | 0.690 0.270 1.764 15.15
sub-total |
D+L pooled ES | 0.690 0.270 1.764 15.15
_____________________ o oo o e .
overall |
D+L pooled ES | 0.985 0.683 1.419 100.00
_____________________ o oo .

Test(s) of heterogeneity:
Heterogeneity degrees of

statistic freedom P I-squared** Tau-squared
lAsian 0.00 0 % 0.0000
Caucasian 0.00 0 % 0.0000
other 0.00 0 . % 0.0000
overall 1.31 2 0.520 0.0% 0.0000
overall Test for heterogeneity between sub-groups :
2 0.520

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

significance test(s) of ES=1

lAsian z= 0.69 p = 0.491
caucasian z= 0.49 p = 0.623
other z= 0.77 p =0.438
overall z= 0.08 p = 0.934

yovétomovg AA versus CC+AC,hypertension.

Mivekeg6.101: ta amwoTeliopaTa b TNV EKTELEGT] TG NETA-UVAIVGNG NE DLUYMPIGUO QLIS V10 TOVS
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Effect size
Study (95% CI) % Weight
Asian 1
Lee KB (2003) ] 0.66 ( 0.20,2.18) 9.2
Subtotal €> 0.66 ( 0.20,2.18) 9.2
Caucasian
Buraczynska M (2002) + 1.11 (0.73, 1.69) 75.6
Subtotal <> 1.11 (0.73, 1.69) 75.6
other |
Elshamaa MF (2011) L 0.69 (0.27,1.76) 15.1
Subtotal <> 0.69 (0.27,1.76) 15.1
Overall <> 0.98 (0.68,1.42) 100.0
I I
1 3
Effect size

Ewéva6.99: to forest plot amd Ty extéheon TG HETU-UVAIVGNG 1E NUYOPLERO VIS Y10 TOVS
yovétomovg AA versus CC+AC,hypertension.

T tove yovotumove CCHAC versus AA

EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo tou Begg
metabias odaa stdaa, gr (b)

Tests for Publication Bias

Begg's Test

adj. Kendall's Score (P-Q) = -1
std. Dev. of Score = 1.91
Number of Studies = 3
z = -0.52
Pr > |z| = 0.602
z = 0.00 (continuity corrected)
Pr > |z| = 1.000 (continuity corrected)

Mivokeg6.102: Ta am0TELEGPATA TOV APOKVATOVY G760 TOV £heYyo Tov Begg yia tov¢ YovoTUmTOUS AA
versus CC+AC, hypertension.
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Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

odaa
(e)
\

s.e. of: odaa

Ewéva6.100: to forest plot mov mpoxdrTeal amd Tov £heyyo Tov Begg yio tov¢ yovoTumoug AA versus
CC+AC, hypertension.

EAeyxog Tnv pédodo tou Egger
metabias odaa stdaa, gr(e)

Egger's test

std_eff coef. std. Err. T P>t [95% conf. Interval]
sTope .4234476 .0865423 4.89 0.128 -.6761761 1.523071
bias -1.507371 .2681054 -5.62 0.112 -4.913973 1.899232

Mivokaeg6.103: ta amoTeléopaTa OV TPOKVTTOVY a6 TOV £heyyo 10V Egger yia Tovg yovoTumovg AA
versus CC+AC, hypertension.
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Egger's publication bias plot

-2 -

standardized effect

-4 -

6 |

precision

Ewéva6.101: 1o forest plot wov wpokvnTal 0m6 Tov £heyyo 100 Egger yiu Tovg yovoTUTOUS AA Versus
CC+AC, hypertension.

EAeyxog pe tnv pédodo Tng petd-naALvdpdunong

e metareg odaa stdaa, level (95) wsse(stdaa)

Tteration I: tauA2 =0

Meta-analysis regression No of studies = 3
tauA2 method reml
tauA2 estimate =

Successive values of tauA2 differ by less than 10A-4 :convergence achieved

Coef. std. Err. z P>|z| [95% conf. Interval]
stdaa -1.507371 1.337803 -1.13 0.260 -4.129416 1.114675
_cons .4234477 .431832 0.98 0.327 -.4229274 1.269823

Mivokeg6.104: Ta am0TELEGUATA OV TPOKVTTOVY U0 TOV ELEYYO TNG NETATAIVOPOUN GG VLU TOVS
yovétomovg AA versus CC+AC, hypertension.
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