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— Study Relative risk Relative risk
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Study ID RR (5% CI) Weight (%)
Meyer (2000) < o 1.14(0.93, 1.39) .39
Liu (2004) — T 0.97 (0.82, 1.16) 8.58
Hodge (2004) . 0.85(0.59 1.22) 1.96
Montonen (2005} - : 0.69(0.51, 0.92) 297
Bazzano (2008) . 0.90 {0.80, 1.00) 20.74
Villegas (2008) — 0.94(0.76, 1.16) 5.77
Cooper (2012) _'.__ 0.89(0.78, 1.04) 10.50
Kurotani (2013) M - 0.94(0.71, 1.26) 3.14
Kurotani (2013 F ‘I + LO4{0.73, 1.48) 2or
Muraki (2013) NHS - 0.82{0.72, 0.92) 1718
Muraki (2013) NHS If e 0.92(0.78, 1.08) .75
Muraki (2013) HPFS . 0.99(0.82, 1.19) 7.45
Mursu (2014) = 0.98{0.75, 1.29) 1.51
Overall (I-squared = 11.2%, P=0.333) Q O.97 (087, 0.96) 10000
i
I : ]
.51 | 1.96
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