HA vs CS
Frihagen et al. 2007
Parker et al. 2002
Roden et al. 2003
Fixed effects model
Random effects model
Heterogeneity: 2 =49 %, t2=0.5,X?2(2)=3.89, p =0.143

THA vs CS
Johansson et al. 2000
Jonsson et al. 1996
Fixed effects model
Random effects model
Heterogeneity: 2=0%, t2=0.0, X2 (1) =0.27, p =0.603

HA vs DHS
Davison et al. 2001
Ravikumar et al. 2000
van Vugt et al. 1993
Fixed effects model
Random effects model
Heterogeneity: 2=0%, t2=0.0,X2(2)=1.24,p =0.539

THA vs DHS
Ravikumar et al. 2000

THA vs HA
Blomfeldt et al. 2007
Chammout et al. 2019
HEALTH 2019
Parker et al. 2019
Ravikumar et al. 2000
Schleicher et al. 2003
Sharma et al. 2016
Fixed effects model
Random effects model
Heterogeneity: 2=0%,t2=0.0, X2(6)=2.92,p =0.818

NETWORK META-ANALYSIS
Fixed effects model
CS
DHS
HA
THA
Random effects model
CS
DHS
HA
THA
Heterogeneity: 2=0%,t2=0.0, X2(9)=6.63,p =0.676
Consistency: X2(3)=1.75,p=0.626

Events / Patients

71110
11 /229
1/47
19/ 386
19/ 386

1/50
1/25
2175
2175

1/187
7191
222
10/ 300
10/ 300

3/89

3/60
3/60
26 /718
2152
3/89
0/54
1/40
38 /1073
38 /1073

14 / 466
6 /205
61/1674
40 /1148

14 / 466
6 /205
61/1674
40 /1148

Events / Patients

71112
3/226
3/53
13/391
13/391

1/50
0/25
1/75
1/75

1/93
5/91
0/21
6 /205
6 /205

5/91

2 /60
3/60
221723
2153
7191
1/52
2 /40
39/1079
39/1079

OR (95% Cl)

1.02(0.35; 3.01)
3.75(1.03; 13.63)
0.36 (0.04; 3.61)
1.46 (0.67; 3.18)
1.37(0.43; 4.41)
1.00 (0.06 ; 16.44)
3.12 (0.12; 80.40)
1.62 (0.19; 13.55)
1.62 (0.19 ; 13.55)
0.49 (0.03; 8.00)
1.43(0.38; 5.43)
5.24 (0.24 : 115.95)
1.43(0.47; 4.38)
1.43(0.47; 4.38)
0.60 (0.08: 4.38)
1.53(0.25; 9.48)
1.00(0.19; 5.17)
1.20 (0.67; 2.13)
1.02(0.14; 7.53)
0.42 (0.08; 2.29)
0.31(0.01; 7.91)
0.49 (0.04: 5.60)
1.03(0.64; 1.65)
1.03(0.64; 1.65)

0.68(0.29;1.56)
0.86 (0.31;2.43)
1.00(0.64;1.57)
1.00 ( Reference )

0.68 (0.29; 1.56)
0.86(0.31;2.43)
1.00(0.64;1.57)
1.00 ( Reference )
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