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Relative risk meta-analysis plot (random effects)

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.5 1 2 3 5 10

India - south, 2006 2.16 (0.61, 7.71)

India - Kashmiri, 2008 0.20 (0.00, 1.74)

India - Hyderabad, 2010 3.06 (0.28, infinity)

India - Hyderabad, 2010 7.00 (0.79, infinity)

India - south, 2011 0.96 (0.10, 9.15)

India - Lucknow, 2015 1.34 (0.64, 2.78)

Taiwan - multiple towns, 2004 1.13 (0.51, 2.45)

Taiwan - Taipei, 2006 1.09 (0.64, 1.85)

Taiwan - multiple towns, 2007 1.39 (0.67, 2.81)

Taiwan - north, 2008 1.15 (0.74, 1.79)

Taiwan - Taichung, 2014 0.59 (0.47, 0.74)

Japan - Nagoya, 2008 1.15 (0.90, 1.47)

Japan - Nagano, 2009 0.96 (0.73, 1.26)

US - Irvine, California, 2003 0.49 (0.20, 1.19)

US - Hawaii, Los Angeles, 2004 0.98 (0.81, 1.19)

US - New York, 2005 1.27 (1.04, 1.54)

US - nationwide, 2007 0.95 (0.69, 1.32)

US - Erie & Niagara Counties, 2009 0.99 (0.80, 1.21)

US - New York, 2009 1.03 (0.87, 1.22)

US - nationwide, 2009 1.51 (1.06, 2.15)

US - nationwide, 2010 1.22 (1.02, 1.45)

Spain - Valencia, 2007 1.35 (0.81, 2.26)

Spain - Canary Islands, 2009 0.83 (0.50, 1.35)

Austria - Graz, 2003 0.99 (0.72, 1.36)

Austria - Perth, 2004 0.89 (0.57, 1.39)

Austria - Graz, 2008 1.55 (0.77, 3.11)

Poland - Warsaw, Lodz, 2007 0.87 (0.72, 1.05)

Poland - Szczecin, 2008 1.74 (1.02, 3.01)

combined [random] 1.05 (0.95, 1.16)

relative risk (95% confidence interval)


