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Fig S1: Subgroup analysis RR of food allergy after OIT (only LRB and URB studies) (random-effects model)

[image: ]Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.000; χ2 = 10.882, df = 11 (P<0.453); I2 =0%;
Test for overall effect: Z = -8.451 (P<0.0001)



































Fig S2: Subgroup analysis RR of food allergy after SLIT (only LRB and URB studies) (random-effects model)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.547; χ2 = 4.623, df = 2 (P<0.099); I2 =57%;
Test for overall effect: Z = -1.998 (P<0.046)

































Fig S3: Sensitivity analysis RR of food allergy after OIT or SLIT (diagnosis of food allergy confirmed by DBPCFC) (random-effects model)

[image: ]

Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.773; χ2 = 55.513, df = 21 (P<0.0001); I2 =62%;
Test for overall effect: Z = -6.480 (P<0.0001)




























Fig S4: Risk ratios (RR) of persisting food allergy as assessed by DBPCFC in OIT or SLIT v. controls (Children’s studies)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.617; χ2 = 51.024, df = 20 (P<0.0001); I2 =61%;
Test for overall effect: Z = -6.773 (P<0.0001)



























Fig S5: Risk ratios (RR) of persisting food allergy as assessed by DBPCFC in SLIT v. controls (Adult studies) (random-effects model)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.063; χ2 = 1.104, df = 1 (P<0.293); I2 =9%;
Test for overall effect: Z = -1.283 (P<0.200)



































Fig S6: Risk ratios (RR) of persisting food allergy as assessed by DBPCFC in OIT v. controls (Mixed population studies)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.000; χ2 = 0.110, df = 2 (P<0.946); I2 =0%;
Test for overall effect: Z = -4.042 (P<0.0001)





































Fig S7: Risk ratios (RR) of persisting food allergy as assessed by DBPCFC in OIT or SLIT v. controls (AIT protocol: Conventional)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.530; χ2 = 32.445, df = 19 (P<0.028); I2 =41%;
Test for overall effect: Z = -7.363 (P<0.0001)






















Fig S8: Risk ratios (RR) of persisting food allergy as assessed by DBPCFC in OIT or SLIT v. controls (AIT protocol: Rush) (random-effects model)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.395; χ2 = 15.479, df = 6 (P<0.017); I2 =61%;
Test for overall effect: Z = -3.174 (P<0.002)































Fig S9: RR of CMA as assessed by DBPCFC in OIT vs. controls (random-effects model)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.647; χ2 = 22.521, df = 12 (P<0.032); I2 =47%;
Test for overall effect: Z = -5.672 (P<0.0001)































Fig S10: RR of HE allergy as assessed by DBPCFC in OIT vs. controls (random-effects model)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.642; χ2 = 29.618, df = 10 (P<0.001); I2 =66%;
Test for overall effect: Z = -4.182 (P<0.0001)
































Fig S11: RR of peanut allergy as assessed by DBPCFC in OIT/SLIT vs. controls (random-effects model)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.166; χ2 = 3.405, df = 3 (P<0.333); I2 =12%;
Test for overall effect: Z = -4.154 (P<0.0001)



































Fig S12: Sensitivity analysis RR of food allergy after OIT (only RCTs) (random-effects model) 


[image: ]
Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.608; χ2 = 42.676, df = 16 (P<0.0001); I2 =62%;
Test for overall effect: Z = -5.760 (P<0.0001) 































Fig S13: Sensitivity analysis RR of food allergy after SLIT (only RCTs) (random-effects model)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.317; χ2 = 4.931, df = 3 (P<0.177); I2 =39%;
Test for overall effect: Z = -2.548 (P<0.0001)



































Fig S14: Safety data – absence of systemic reactions during OIT for food allergy (random-effects model)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.000; χ2 = 1.761, df = 4 (P<0.780); I2 =0%;
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.542 (P<0.011)




































Fig S15: Safety data – absence of systemic reactions during SLIT for food allergy (random-effects model)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.000; χ2 = 0.013, df = 1 (P<0.908); I2 =0%;
Test for overall effect: Z = -0.271 (P<0.786)



































Fig S16: Safety data – absence of systemic reactions during OIT or SLIT for food allergy (only LRB and URB studies)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.001; χ2 = 4.235, df = 4 (P<0.375); I2 =5%;
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.713 (P<0.087)

































Fig S17: Safety data – absence of systemic reactions during OIT for food allergy (only LRB and URB studies) (random-effects model)



[image: ]


Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.000; χ2 = 1.691, df = 3 (P<0.639); I2 =0%;
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.341 (P<0.019)

































Fig S18: Safety data – absence of systemic reactions during OIT for CMA (random-effects model)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.000; χ2 = 0.369, df = 2 (P<0.831); I2 =0%;
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.402 (P<0.016)



































Fig S19: Safety data – absence of systemic reactions during OIT for food allergy. RR, risk ratio (Children’s studies)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.000; χ2 = 1.761, df = 4 (P<0.780); I2 =0%;
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.549 (P<0.011)


































Fig S20: Safety data – absence of systemic reactions during SLIT for food allergy. RR, risk ratio (Adults studies)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.000; χ2 = 0.013, df = 1 (P<0.908); I2 =0%;
Test for overall effect: Z = -0.271 (P<0.786)


































Fig S21: Sensitivity analysis. Safety data – absence of local reactions during OIT for food allergy (random-effects model)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.181; χ2 = 43.261, df = 6 (P<0.0001); I2 =86%;
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.952 (P<0.0001)

































Fig S22: Safety data – absence of local reactions during OIT for food allergy (only LRB and URB studies) (random-effects model)



[image: ]


Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.441; χ2 = 32.816, df = 4 (P<0.0001); I2 =88%;
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.918 (P<0.004)
































Fig S23: Safety data – absence of local reactions during OIT for food allergy (only RCTs) (random-effects model)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.166; χ2 = 39.390, df = 6 (P<0.0001); I2 =85%;
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.832 (P<0.0001)































Fig S24: Safety data – absence of local reactions during OIT for CMA (random-effects model)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.230; χ2 = 7.886, df = 3 (P<0.048); I2 =62%;
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.990 (P<0.0001)

































Fig S25: Safety data – absence of local reactions during OIT for CMA (only RCTs) (random-effects model)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.319; χ2 = 6.552, df = 2 (P<0.038); I2 =69%;
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.966 (P<0.003)



































Fig S26: Safety data – absence of local reactions during OIT for HEA (random-effects model)



[image: ]



Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.085; χ2 = 16.513, df = 3 (P<0.001); I2 =81%;
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.432 (P<0.015)
































Fig S27: Safety data – absence of local reactions during OIT for food allergy. RR, risk ratio (AIT protocol: Conventional)
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Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.370; χ2 = 28.715, df = 5 (P<0.0001); I2 =82%;
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.256 (P<0.001)































Fig S28: Safety data – absence of local reactions during OIT for food allergy. RR, risk ratio (AIT protocol: Rush) (random-effects model)



[image: ]


[bookmark: _GoBack]Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.921; χ2 = 15.657, df = 1 (P<0.0001); I2 =94%;
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.146 (P<0.252)
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Study name Statistics for each study Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper 

ratio limit limit
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Caminiti 2009 0.183 0.013 2.528

Caminiti 2015 0.011 0.000 1.952
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Fuentes-Aparicio 20130.236 0.122 0.458
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Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Enrique 2005 0.218 0.030 1.588 1 / 11 5 / 12 8.84

Fernandez-Rivas 2009 0.695 0.295 1.641 5 / 19 14 / 37 21.41

Longo 2008 0.043 0.003 0.706 0 / 30 11 / 30 5.20

Martinez-Botas 2015 0.064 0.004 0.933 0 / 7 25 / 25 5.53

Martorell 2011 0.259 0.134 0.501 7 / 30 27 / 30 24.71

Morisset 2007b 0.692 0.468 1.023 18 / 39 34 / 51 28.89

Patriarca 1998 0.055 0.004 0.826 0 / 10 12 / 14 5.42

0.325 0.162 0.650 31 / 146 128 / 199
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Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Caminiti 2009 0.183 0.013 2.528 0 / 3 7 / 10 5.76

Garcia-Ara 2013 0.057 0.009 0.388 1 / 19 33 / 36 8.81

Lee 2013 0.045 0.003 0.688 0 / 12 14 / 16 5.45

Longo 2008 0.043 0.003 0.706 0 / 30 11 / 30 5.27

Mansouri 2007 0.041 0.003 0.619 0 / 13 18 / 20 5.45

Martinez-Botas 2015 0.064 0.004 0.933 0 / 7 25 / 25 5.57

Martorell 2011 0.259 0.134 0.501 7 / 30 27 / 30 18.50

Paino 2010 0.048 0.003 0.746 0 / 15 10 / 15 5.37

Patriarca 1998 0.055 0.004 0.826 0 / 10 12 / 14 5.47

Patriarca 2003 0.039 0.003 0.597 0 / 16 45 / 59 5.42

Patriarca 2007 0.054 0.004 0.806 0 / 10 36 / 42 5.49

Skripak 2008 0.070 0.005 1.031 0 / 7 12 / 13 5.56

Staden 2007 0.722 0.347 1.504 7 / 21 12 / 26 17.87

0.119 0.057 0.249 15 / 193 262 / 336
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Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Burks 2012 0.057 0.004 0.884 0 / 15 22 / 40 5.11

Caminiti 2015 0.011 0.000 1.952 0 / 14 16 / 17 1.72

Dello Lacono 2013 1.000 0.022 45.635 1 / 10 1 / 10 2.99

Escudero 2015 0.035 0.005 0.238 1 / 31 28 / 30 8.23

Fuentes-Aparicio 2013 0.236 0.122 0.458 7 / 32 37 / 40 17.57

Meglio 2013 0.250 0.070 0.897 2 / 10 8 / 10 12.44

Morisset 2007b 0.692 0.468 1.023 18 / 39 34 / 51 19.48

Patriarca 1998 0.055 0.004 0.826 0 / 10 12 / 14 5.18

Patriarca 2003 0.039 0.003 0.597 0 / 16 45 / 59 5.13

Patriarca 2007 0.054 0.004 0.806 0 / 10 36 / 42 5.19

Staden 2007 0.722 0.347 1.504 7 / 21 12 / 26 16.97
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Enrique 2005 0.218 0.030 1.588 1 / 11 5 / 12 15.60

Fernandez-Rivas 2009 0.695 0.295 1.641 5 / 19 14 / 37 41.16
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Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Caminiti 2015


1.200


0.939


1.534


14 / 14


14 / 17


20.92


Lee 2013


1.127


0.900


1.412


12 / 12


14 / 16


24.86


Mansouri 2007


1.227


0.961


1.568


13 / 13


16 / 20


21.02


Paino 2010


1.240


0.943


1.631


15 / 15


12 / 15


16.84


Varshney 2011


0.993


0.753


1.312


8 / 9


17 / 19


16.36


1.157


1.034


1.295


62 / 63


73 / 87


0.5


1


2


Favours experimental


Favours control




Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Caminiti 2015 1.200 0.939 1.534 14 / 14 14 / 17 20.92

Lee 2013 1.127 0.900 1.412 12 / 12 14 / 16 24.86

Mansouri 2007 1.227 0.961 1.568 13 / 13 16 / 20 21.02

Paino 2010 1.240 0.943 1.631 15 / 15 12 / 15 16.84

Varshney 2011 0.993 0.753 1.312 8 / 9 17 / 19 16.36

1.157 1.034 1.295 62 / 63 73 / 87

0.5 1 2

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Enrigue 2005


0.992


0.770


1.277


10 / 11


11 / 12


33.98


Fernandez-Rivas 2009


0.974


0.812


1.167


17 / 19


34 / 37


66.02


0.980


0.845


1.135


27 / 30


45 / 49


0.5


1


2


Favours experimental


Favours control




Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Enrigue 2005 0.992 0.770 1.277 10 / 11 11 / 12 33.98

Fernandez-Rivas 2009 0.974 0.812 1.167 17 / 19 34 / 37 66.02

0.980 0.845 1.135 27 / 30 45 / 49

0.5 1 2

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Caminiti 2015


1.200


0.939


1.534


14 / 14


14 / 17


18.64


Fernandez-Rivas 2009


0.974


0.812


1.167


17 / 19


34 / 37


32.71


Mansouri 2007


1.227


0.961


1.568


13 / 13


16 / 20


18.73


Paino 2010


1.240


0.943


1.631


15 / 15


12 / 15


15.16


Varshney 2011


0.993


0.753


1.312


8 / 9


17 / 19


14.75


1.100


0.986


1.227


67 / 70


93 / 108


0.5


1


2


Favours experimental


Favours control




Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Caminiti 2015 1.200 0.939 1.534 14 / 14 14 / 17 18.64

Fernandez-Rivas 2009 0.974 0.812 1.167 17 / 19 34 / 37 32.71

Mansouri 2007 1.227 0.961 1.568 13 / 13 16 / 20 18.73

Paino 2010 1.240 0.943 1.631 15 / 15 12 / 15 15.16

Varshney 2011 0.993 0.753 1.312 8 / 9 17 / 19 14.75

1.100 0.986 1.227 67 / 70 93 / 108

0.5 1 2

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Caminiti 2015


1.200


0.939


1.534


14 / 14


14 / 17


27.84


Mansouri 2007


1.227


0.961


1.568


13 / 13


16 / 20


27.97


Paino 2010


1.240


0.943


1.631


15 / 15


12 / 15


22.41


Varshney 2011


0.993


0.753


1.312


8 / 9


17 / 19


21.78


1.167


1.026


1.329


50 / 51


59 / 71


0.5


1


2


Favours experimental


Favours control




Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Caminiti 2015 1.200 0.939 1.534 14 / 14 14 / 17 27.84

Mansouri 2007 1.227 0.961 1.568 13 / 13 16 / 20 27.97

Paino 2010 1.240 0.943 1.631 15 / 15 12 / 15 22.41

Varshney 2011 0.993 0.753 1.312 8 / 9 17 / 19 21.78

1.167 1.026 1.329 50 / 51 59 / 71

0.5 1 2

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Lee 2013


1.127


0.900


1.412


12 / 12


14 / 16


39.64


Mansouri 2007


1.227


0.961


1.568


13 / 13


16 / 20


33.52


Paino 2010


1.240


0.943


1.631


15 / 15


12 / 15


26.85


1.190


1.033


1.371


40 / 40


42 / 51


0.5


1


2


Favours experimental


Favours control




Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Lee 2013 1.127 0.900 1.412 12 / 12 14 / 16 39.64

Mansouri 2007 1.227 0.961 1.568 13 / 13 16 / 20 33.52

Paino 2010 1.240 0.943 1.631 15 / 15 12 / 15 26.85

1.190 1.033 1.371 40 / 40 42 / 51

0.5 1 2

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Caminiti 2015


1.200


0.939


1.534


14 / 14


14 / 17


20.92


Lee 2013


1.127


0.900


1.412


12 / 12


14 / 16


24.86


Mansouri 2007


1.227


0.961


1.568


13 / 13


16 / 20


21.02


Paino 2010


1.240


0.943


1.631


15 / 15


12 / 15


16.84


Varshney 2011


0.993


0.753


1.312


8 / 9


17 / 19


16.36


1.157


1.034


1.295


62 / 63


73 / 87


0.5


1


2


Favours experimental


Favours control




Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Caminiti 2015 1.200 0.939 1.534 14 / 14 14 / 17 20.92

Lee 2013 1.127 0.900 1.412 12 / 12 14 / 16 24.86

Mansouri 2007 1.227 0.961 1.568 13 / 13 16 / 20 21.02

Paino 2010 1.240 0.943 1.631 15 / 15 12 / 15 16.84

Varshney 2011 0.993 0.753 1.312 8 / 9 17 / 19 16.36

1.157 1.034 1.295 62 / 63 73 / 87

0.5 1 2

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Enrigue 2005


0.992


0.770


1.277


10 / 11


11 / 12


33.98


Fernandez-Rivas 2009


0.974


0.812


1.167


17 / 19


34 / 37


66.02


0.980


0.845


1.135


27 / 30


45 / 49


0.5


1


2


Favours experimental


Favours control




Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Enrigue 2005 0.992 0.770 1.277 10 / 11 11 / 12 33.98

Fernandez-Rivas 2009 0.974 0.812 1.167 17 / 19 34 / 37 66.02

0.980 0.845 1.135 27 / 30 45 / 49

0.5 1 2

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Burks 2012


3.556


1.897


6.665


12 / 15


9 / 40


13.02


Caminiti 2015


1.123


0.912


1.382


14 / 14


15 / 17


19.22


Mansouri 2007


4.500


1.972


10.270


13 / 13


4 / 20


10.31


Martorell 2011


4.692


2.366


9.308


30 / 30


6 / 30


12.19


Meglio 2013


3.000


1.251


7.194


10 / 10


3 / 10


9.72


Morisset 2007b


1.154


1.027


1.297


39 / 39


44 / 51


20.02


Paino 2010


1.824


1.141


2.914


15 / 15


8 / 15


15.51


2.138


1.466


3.116


133 / 136


89 / 183


0.1


0.2


0.5


1


2


5


10


Favours experimental


Favours control




Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Burks 2012 3.556 1.897 6.665 12 / 15 9 / 40 13.02

Caminiti 2015 1.123 0.912 1.382 14 / 14 15 / 17 19.22

Mansouri 2007 4.500 1.972 10.270 13 / 13 4 / 20 10.31

Martorell 2011 4.692 2.366 9.308 30 / 30 6 / 30 12.19

Meglio 2013 3.000 1.251 7.194 10 / 10 3 / 10 9.72

Morisset 2007b 1.154 1.027 1.297 39 / 39 44 / 51 20.02

Paino 2010 1.824 1.141 2.914 15 / 15 8 / 15 15.51

2.138 1.466 3.116 133 / 136 89 / 183

0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5 10

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Burks 2012


3.556


1.897


6.665


12 / 15


9 / 40


19.46


Caminiti 2015


1.123


0.912


1.382


14 / 14


15 / 17


23.39


Mansouri 2007


4.500


1.972


10.270


13 / 13


4 / 20


17.12


Martorell 2011


4.692


2.366


9.308


30 / 30


6 / 30


18.79


Paino 2010


1.824


1.141


2.914


15 / 15


8 / 15


21.24


2.584


1.366


4.890


84 / 87


42 / 122


0.1
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1


2


5


10


Favours experimental


Favours control




Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Burks 2012 3.556 1.897 6.665 12 / 15 9 / 40 19.46

Caminiti 2015 1.123 0.912 1.382 14 / 14 15 / 17 23.39

Mansouri 2007 4.500 1.972 10.270 13 / 13 4 / 20 17.12

Martorell 2011 4.692 2.366 9.308 30 / 30 6 / 30 18.79

Paino 2010 1.824 1.141 2.914 15 / 15 8 / 15 21.24

2.584 1.366 4.890 84 / 87 42 / 122

0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5 10

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Burks 2012


3.556


1.897


6.665


12 / 15


9 / 40


13.52


Caminiti 2015


1.123


0.912


1.382


14 / 14


15 / 17


20.48


Lee 2013


6.000


1.576


22.844


9 / 12


2 / 16


5.76


Martorell 2011


4.692


2.366


9.308


30 / 30


6 / 30


12.61


Meglio 2013


3.000


1.251


7.194


10 / 10


3 / 10


9.95


Morisset 2007b


1.154


1.027


1.297


39 / 39


44 / 51


21.41


Paino 2010


1.824


1.141


2.914


15 / 15


8 / 15


16.27


2.077


1.429


3.019


129 / 135


87 / 179


0.1


0.2


0.5


1


2


5


10


Favours experimental


Favours control




Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Burks 2012 3.556 1.897 6.665 12 / 15 9 / 40 13.52

Caminiti 2015 1.123 0.912 1.382 14 / 14 15 / 17 20.48

Lee 2013 6.000 1.576 22.844 9 / 12 2 / 16 5.76

Martorell 2011 4.692 2.366 9.308 30 / 30 6 / 30 12.61

Meglio 2013 3.000 1.251 7.194 10 / 10 3 / 10 9.95

Morisset 2007b 1.154 1.027 1.297 39 / 39 44 / 51 21.41

Paino 2010 1.824 1.141 2.914 15 / 15 8 / 15 16.27

2.077 1.429 3.019 129 / 135 87 / 179

0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5 10

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Lee 2013


6.000


1.576


22.844


9 / 12


2 / 16


14.08


Mansouri 2007


4.500


1.972


10.270


13 / 13


4 / 20


24.04


Martorell 2011


4.692


2.366


9.308


30 / 30


6 / 30


27.80


Paino 2010


1.824


1.141


2.914


15 / 15


8 / 15


34.09


3.484


1.887


6.434


67 / 70


20 / 81


0.1


0.2


0.5


1


2


5


10


Favours experimental


Favours control




Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Lee 2013 6.000 1.576 22.844 9 / 12 2 / 16 14.08

Mansouri 2007 4.500 1.972 10.270 13 / 13 4 / 20 24.04

Martorell 2011 4.692 2.366 9.308 30 / 30 6 / 30 27.80

Paino 2010 1.824 1.141 2.914 15 / 15 8 / 15 34.09

3.484 1.887 6.434 67 / 70 20 / 81

0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5 10

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Lee 2013


6.000


1.576


22.844


9 / 12


2 / 16


20.57


Martorell 2011


4.692


2.366


9.308


30 / 30


6 / 30


36.56


Paino 2010


1.824


1.141


2.914


15 / 15


8 / 15


42.87


3.291


1.498


7.233


54 / 57


16 / 61


0.1


0.2


0.5


1


2


5


10


Favours experimental


Favours control




Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Lee 2013 6.000 1.576 22.844 9 / 12 2 / 16 20.57

Martorell 2011 4.692 2.366 9.308 30 / 30 6 / 30 36.56

Paino 2010 1.824 1.141 2.914 15 / 15 8 / 15 42.87

3.291 1.498 7.233 54 / 57 16 / 61

0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5 10

Favours experimental Favours control


image26.emf
Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Burks 2012


3.556


1.897


6.665


12 / 15


9 / 40


17.46


Caminiti 2015


1.123


0.912


1.382


14 / 14


15 / 17


34.02


Meglio 2013


3.000


1.251


7.194


10 / 10


3 / 10


11.55


Morisset 2007b


1.154


1.027


1.297


39 / 39


44 / 51


36.97


1.554


1.089


2.216


75 / 78


71 / 118
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Favours control




Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Burks 2012 3.556 1.897 6.665 12 / 15 9 / 40 17.46

Caminiti 2015 1.123 0.912 1.382 14 / 14 15 / 17 34.02

Meglio 2013 3.000 1.251 7.194 10 / 10 3 / 10 11.55

Morisset 2007b 1.154 1.027 1.297 39 / 39 44 / 51 36.97

1.554 1.089 2.216 75 / 78 71 / 118

0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5 10

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Burks 2012


3.556


1.897


6.665


12 / 15


9 / 40


17.83


Caminiti 2015


1.123


0.912


1.382


14 / 14


15 / 17


22.11


Lee 2013


6.000


1.576


22.844


9 / 12


2 / 16


10.10


Mansouri 2007


4.500


1.972


10.270


13 / 13


4 / 20


15.41


Meglio 2013


3.000


1.251


7.194


10 / 10


3 / 10


14.82


Paino 2010


1.824


1.141


2.914


15 / 15


8 / 15


19.74


2.575


1.457


4.550


73 / 79


41 / 118


0.1
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5


10


Favours experimental


Favours control




Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Burks 2012 3.556 1.897 6.665 12 / 15 9 / 40 17.83

Caminiti 2015 1.123 0.912 1.382 14 / 14 15 / 17 22.11

Lee 2013 6.000 1.576 22.844 9 / 12 2 / 16 10.10

Mansouri 2007 4.500 1.972 10.270 13 / 13 4 / 20 15.41

Meglio 2013 3.000 1.251 7.194 10 / 10 3 / 10 14.82

Paino 2010 1.824 1.141 2.914 15 / 15 8 / 15 19.74

2.575 1.457 4.550 73 / 79 41 / 118

0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5 10

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Martorell 2011


4.692


2.366


9.308


30 / 30


6 / 30


46.99


Morisset 2007b


1.154


1.027


1.297


39 / 39


44 / 51


53.01


2.231


0.566


8.797


69 / 69


50 / 81


0.1
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0.5
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5


10


Favours experimental


Favours control




Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Martorell 2011 4.692 2.366 9.308 30 / 30 6 / 30 46.99

Morisset 2007b 1.154 1.027 1.297 39 / 39 44 / 51 53.01

2.231 0.566 8.797 69 / 69 50 / 81

0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5 10

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Burks 2012


0.057


0.004


0.884


0 / 15


22 / 40


2.23


Caminiti 2015


0.011


0.000


1.952


0 / 14


16 / 17


0.62


Fuentes-Aparicio 2013


0.236


0.122


0.458


7 / 32


37 / 40


38.33


Garcia-Ara 2013


0.057


0.009


0.388


1 / 19


33 / 36


4.59


Longo 2008


0.043


0.003


0.706


0 / 30


11 / 30


2.15


Mansouri 2007


0.041


0.003


0.619


0 / 13


18 / 20


2.25


Martinez-Botas 2015


0.064


0.004


0.933


0 / 7


25 / 25


2.32


Martorell 2011


0.259


0.134


0.501


7 / 30


27 / 30


38.47


Paino 2010


0.048


0.003


0.746


0 / 15


10 / 15


2.21


Patriarca 2003


0.039


0.003


0.597


0 / 16


45 / 59


2.24


Skripak 2008


0.070


0.005


1.031


0 / 7


12 / 13


2.31


Varshney 2011


0.061


0.004


0.910


0 / 9


16 / 19


2.28


0.171


0.114


0.258


15 / 207


272 / 344


0.01


0.1


1


10


100


Favours experimental


Favours control




Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Burks 2012 0.057 0.004 0.884 0 / 15 22 / 40 2.23

Caminiti 2015 0.011 0.000 1.952 0 / 14 16 / 17 0.62

Fuentes-Aparicio 2013 0.236 0.122 0.458 7 / 32 37 / 40 38.33

Garcia-Ara 2013 0.057 0.009 0.388 1 / 19 33 / 36 4.59

Longo 2008 0.043 0.003 0.706 0 / 30 11 / 30 2.15

Mansouri 2007 0.041 0.003 0.619 0 / 13 18 / 20 2.25

Martinez-Botas 2015 0.064 0.004 0.933 0 / 7 25 / 25 2.32

Martorell 2011 0.259 0.134 0.501 7 / 30 27 / 30 38.47

Paino 2010 0.048 0.003 0.746 0 / 15 10 / 15 2.21

Patriarca 2003 0.039 0.003 0.597 0 / 16 45 / 59 2.24

Skripak 2008 0.070 0.005 1.031 0 / 7 12 / 13 2.31

Varshney 2011 0.061 0.004 0.910 0 / 9 16 / 19 2.28

0.171 0.114 0.258 15 / 207 272 / 344

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Fernandez-Rivas 2009


0.695


0.295


1.641


5 / 19


14 / 37


46.04


Fleischer 2013


0.214


0.073


0.632


3 / 20


14 / 20


39.93


Kim 2011


0.065


0.004


0.957


0 / 7


11 / 11


14.03


0.312


0.099


0.978


8 / 46


39 / 68


0.01


0.1


1


10


100


Favours experimental


Favours control




Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Fernandez-Rivas 2009 0.695 0.295 1.641 5 / 19 14 / 37 46.04

Fleischer 2013 0.214 0.073 0.632 3 / 20 14 / 20 39.93

Kim 2011 0.065 0.004 0.957 0 / 7 11 / 11 14.03

0.312 0.099 0.978 8 / 46 39 / 68

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Anagnostou 2014


0.017


0.001


0.277


0 / 46


24 / 39


3.06


Caminiti 2009


0.183


0.013


2.528


0 / 3


7 / 10


3.30


Caminiti 2015


0.011


0.000


1.952


0 / 14


16 / 17


1.08


Dello Lacono 2013


1.000


0.022


45.635


1 / 10


1 / 10


1.85


Enrique 2005


0.218


0.030


1.588


1 / 11


5 / 12


4.70


Escudero 2015


0.035


0.005


0.238


1 / 31


28 / 30


4.85


Fernandez-Rivas 2009


0.695


0.295


1.641


5 / 19


14 / 37


8.77


Garcia-Ara 2013


0.057


0.009


0.388


1 / 19


33 / 36


4.91


Lee 2013


0.045


0.003


0.688


0 / 12


14 / 16


3.12


Longo 2008


0.043


0.003


0.706


0 / 30


11 / 30


3.02


Mansouri 2007


0.041


0.003


0.619


0 / 13


18 / 20


3.12


Martinez-Botas 2015


0.064


0.004


0.933


0 / 7


25 / 25


3.19


Martorell 2011


0.259


0.134


0.501


7 / 30


27 / 30


9.54


Meglio 2013


0.250


0.070


0.897


2 / 10


8 / 10


7.06


Morisset 2007b


0.692


0.468


1.023


18 / 39


34 / 51


10.41


Paino 2010


0.048


0.003


0.746


0 / 15


10 / 15


3.08


Patriarca 1998


0.055


0.004


0.826


0 / 10


12 / 14


3.14


Patriarca 2003


0.039


0.003


0.597


0 / 16


45 / 59


3.11


Patriarca 2007


0.054


0.004


0.806


0 / 10


36 / 42


3.15


Skripak 2008


0.070


0.005


1.031


0 / 7


12 / 13


3.18


Staden 2007


0.722


0.347


1.504


7 / 21


12 / 26


9.26


Syed 2014


0.028


0.002


0.433


0 / 20


20 / 23


3.09


0.152


0.086


0.269


43 / 393


412 / 565
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Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Anagnostou 2014 0.017 0.001 0.277 0 / 46 24 / 39 3.06

Caminiti 2009 0.183 0.013 2.528 0 / 3 7 / 10 3.30

Caminiti 2015 0.011 0.000 1.952 0 / 14 16 / 17 1.08

Dello Lacono 2013 1.000 0.022 45.635 1 / 10 1 / 10 1.85

Enrique 2005 0.218 0.030 1.588 1 / 11 5 / 12 4.70

Escudero 2015 0.035 0.005 0.238 1 / 31 28 / 30 4.85

Fernandez-Rivas 2009 0.695 0.295 1.641 5 / 19 14 / 37 8.77

Garcia-Ara 2013 0.057 0.009 0.388 1 / 19 33 / 36 4.91

Lee 2013 0.045 0.003 0.688 0 / 12 14 / 16 3.12

Longo 2008 0.043 0.003 0.706 0 / 30 11 / 30 3.02

Mansouri 2007 0.041 0.003 0.619 0 / 13 18 / 20 3.12

Martinez-Botas 2015 0.064 0.004 0.933 0 / 7 25 / 25 3.19

Martorell 2011 0.259 0.134 0.501 7 / 30 27 / 30 9.54

Meglio 2013 0.250 0.070 0.897 2 / 10 8 / 10 7.06

Morisset 2007b 0.692 0.468 1.023 18 / 39 34 / 51 10.41

Paino 2010 0.048 0.003 0.746 0 / 15 10 / 15 3.08

Patriarca 1998 0.055 0.004 0.826 0 / 10 12 / 14 3.14

Patriarca 2003 0.039 0.003 0.597 0 / 16 45 / 59 3.11

Patriarca 2007 0.054 0.004 0.806 0 / 10 36 / 42 3.15

Skripak 2008 0.070 0.005 1.031 0 / 7 12 / 13 3.18

Staden 2007 0.722 0.347 1.504 7 / 21 12 / 26 9.26

Syed 2014 0.028 0.002 0.433 0 / 20 20 / 23 3.09

0.152 0.086 0.269 43 / 393 412 / 565

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Anagnostou 2014


0.017


0.001


0.277


0 / 46


24 / 39


2.82


Burks 2012


0.057


0.004


0.884


0 / 15


22 / 40


2.86


Caminiti 2009


0.183


0.013


2.528


0 / 3


7 / 10


3.06


Caminiti 2015


0.011


0.000


1.952


0 / 14


16 / 17


0.96


Dello Lacono 2013


1.000


0.022


45.635


1 / 10


1 / 10


1.67


Escudero 2015


0.035


0.005


0.238


1 / 31


28 / 30


4.64


Fleischer 2013


0.214


0.073


0.632


3 / 20


14 / 20


7.99


Fuentes-Aparicio 2013


0.236


0.122


0.458


7 / 32


37 / 40


10.08


Garcia-Ara 2013


0.057


0.009


0.388


1 / 19


33 / 36


4.70


Kim 2011


0.065


0.004


0.957


0 / 7


11 / 11


2.95


Lee 2013


0.045


0.003


0.688


0 / 12


14 / 16


2.89


Longo 2008


0.043


0.003


0.706


0 / 30


11 / 30


2.79


Mansouri 2007


0.041


0.003


0.619


0 / 13


18 / 20


2.89


Martinez-Botas 2015


0.064


0.004


0.933


0 / 7


25 / 25


2.95


Martorell 2011


0.259


0.134


0.501


7 / 30


27 / 30


10.08


Meglio 2013


0.250


0.070


0.897


2 / 10


8 / 10


7.07


Morisset 2007b


0.692


0.468


1.023


18 / 39


34 / 51


11.21


Paino 2010


0.048


0.003


0.746


0 / 15


10 / 15


2.85


Patriarca 1998


0.055


0.004


0.826


0 / 10


12 / 14


2.90


Skripak 2008


0.070


0.005


1.031


0 / 7


12 / 13


2.94


Staden 2007


0.722


0.347


1.504


7 / 21


12 / 26


9.72


0.159


0.094


0.271


47 / 391


376 / 503
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Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Anagnostou 2014 0.017 0.001 0.277 0 / 46 24 / 39 2.82

Burks 2012 0.057 0.004 0.884 0 / 15 22 / 40 2.86

Caminiti 2009 0.183 0.013 2.528 0 / 3 7 / 10 3.06

Caminiti 2015 0.011 0.000 1.952 0 / 14 16 / 17 0.96

Dello Lacono 2013 1.000 0.022 45.635 1 / 10 1 / 10 1.67

Escudero 2015 0.035 0.005 0.238 1 / 31 28 / 30 4.64

Fleischer 2013 0.214 0.073 0.632 3 / 20 14 / 20 7.99

Fuentes-Aparicio 2013 0.236 0.122 0.458 7 / 32 37 / 40 10.08

Garcia-Ara 2013 0.057 0.009 0.388 1 / 19 33 / 36 4.70

Kim 2011 0.065 0.004 0.957 0 / 7 11 / 11 2.95

Lee 2013 0.045 0.003 0.688 0 / 12 14 / 16 2.89

Longo 2008 0.043 0.003 0.706 0 / 30 11 / 30 2.79

Mansouri 2007 0.041 0.003 0.619 0 / 13 18 / 20 2.89

Martinez-Botas 2015 0.064 0.004 0.933 0 / 7 25 / 25 2.95

Martorell 2011 0.259 0.134 0.501 7 / 30 27 / 30 10.08

Meglio 2013 0.250 0.070 0.897 2 / 10 8 / 10 7.07

Morisset 2007b 0.692 0.468 1.023 18 / 39 34 / 51 11.21

Paino 2010 0.048 0.003 0.746 0 / 15 10 / 15 2.85

Patriarca 1998 0.055 0.004 0.826 0 / 10 12 / 14 2.90

Skripak 2008 0.070 0.005 1.031 0 / 7 12 / 13 2.94

Staden 2007 0.722 0.347 1.504 7 / 21 12 / 26 9.72

0.159 0.094 0.271 47 / 391 376 / 503

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Enrique 2005


0.218


0.030


1.588


1 / 11


5 / 12


18.97


Fernandez-Rivas 2009


0.695


0.295


1.641


5 / 19


14 / 37


81.03


0.558


0.229


1.360


6 / 30


19 / 49
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Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Enrique 2005 0.218 0.030 1.588 1 / 11 5 / 12 18.97

Fernandez-Rivas 2009 0.695 0.295 1.641 5 / 19 14 / 37 81.03

0.558 0.229 1.360 6 / 30 19 / 49

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Favours experimental Favours control
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Study name


Statistics for each study


Events / Total


Risk ratio and 95% CI


Risk 


Lower 


Upper 


Relative 


ratio


limit


limit


Control


Experimental


weight


Patriarca 2003


0.039


0.003


0.597


0 / 16


45 / 59


33.21


Patriarca 2007


0.054


0.004


0.806


0 / 10


36 / 42


33.79


Syed 2014


0.028


0.002


0.433


0 / 20


20 / 23


32.99


0.039


0.008


0.188


0 / 46


101 / 124
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Study name Statistics for each study Events / Total Risk ratio and 95% CI

Risk  Lower  Upper  Relative 

ratio limit limit Control Experimental weight

Patriarca 2003 0.039 0.003 0.597 0 / 16 45 / 59 33.21

Patriarca 2007 0.054 0.004 0.806 0 / 10 36 / 42 33.79

Syed 2014 0.028 0.002 0.433 0 / 20 20 / 23 32.99

0.039 0.008 0.188 0 / 46 101 / 124

0.01 0.1 1 10 100
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