s BB . _ _ g BB

lll!n

X ZDHT
® AXDITEIE BEICRESNIWC DD RERAEL T REGDOHEEEESED
fEITITETY

COPIEETTESLI L

Bl Stata (2 A XM DT — R EFETET D oot 1
2 AR HTD T R ettt ettt ae b 3
BU3 T H LR BF T Pttt ettt 4
%1 4 7 7 Il 7 A R i T ettt 5
Bl 5 F v X% metaesize A7 2 F TRTE T D vt 9
% 6 R A R T ettt ettt ettt b et sbeneas 11
B7 IHELY X U tb7% metaesize AN Y R TEITE T D 15
51 8 A R Al ettt et ettt et e e te et e et e te et e teeteeaeeteeateereennas 16
%19 INTIL TN B ettt 17
BUTI0 7 7 2 FIL T Y B ottt 18

7 — & DA

® T AXDMIIHELNREVIBERELIEEL CStatalCX T —X%&2EEL £,
meta set ¥ meta esize & D meta AV RAFHL T,

& UNENHNIE, XXDHTDBIET meta update I~ > RAEEL, IHIRTEEHT S
CENTEET, FfllEmata data & TS 2T Ly,

Bl Stata (CA XD DOT —XEZHKRET D
0 NEDHFNEFEDIQICKIFTHEDT —XEAF L, EEDIQICOVWTERLZE
T, FTeDAT Y REANLTCT—&%2KX 70— RK L, REERERLET,

. use https://www.stata-press.com/data/rl6/pupiliq
. describe studylbl stdmdiff se weekl
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storage  display value

variable name  type format label variable label

studylbl str2e6  ¥%26s Study label

stdmdiff double X9.8g Standardized
difference in means

se double X18.8g Standard error of
stdmdiff

weekl byte ¥o.eg catweekl Prior

teacher-student
contact » 1 week

® T Xty MMIlE MERE stdndiff &, ZOEEBREse NEENTLES, Iho
% meta set TIEE L. & HIZFHKRA 7 3 > D studylabel [ [studylbl]. eslabel
IZ [std. Mean Diff.| Z AL £9,

. meta set stdmdiff se, studylabel(studylbl) eslabel(Std. Mean Diff.)

Meta-analysis setting information

Study information

Mo. of studies: 19
Study label: studylbl
Study size: HN/A
Effect size
Type: Generic
Label: 5td. Mean Diff.
Variable: stdmdiff
Precision
Std. Err.: se
CI: [_meta cil, meta ciu]
CI level: o95%

Model and method

Model:
Method:

ZDAZDHICIE, K=19 OFFze (%R ID. shES.

Random-effects
REML

DAERRE) DEENTLET,

® [Method: REML| |ZZEE T /L (randam-effects model) "EAHAEN TS Z & & Ekk
LET, BHTZ2ET/NIE metaa~v >y FOA S a v TEBET LI ENTEET,
® meta I¥ > NI, _meta_cil GHEEDEBEXEOR/IME) & meta_ciu GHEED

2
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EBEXEORKB) BEDYRT LEHEFEEKL £,

B2 AZ2poY<l—

® nmeta summarize YV F&EFE->THI 1 OMITAHEE L. 2EOBWEEAHTFLE L
£,

meta summarize

Effect-size label: Std. Mean Diff.
Effect size: stdmdiff
Std. Err.: se
Study label: studylbl

Meta-analysis summary Number of studies = 19
Random-effects model Heterogeneity:

Method: REML tau?2 = @.8133

I2 (%) = 41.84

H2 = 1.72

Effect Size: Std. Mean Diff.

Study Effect Size [95% Conf. Interval] ¥ Weight
Rosenthal et al., 1974 a.a3a -8.215 B.275 .74
Conn et al., 19638 a.12a -8.168 a.488 6.68
Jose & Cody, 1971 -8.148 -8.467 Ba.187 5.71
Pellegrini & Hicks, 1972 1.188 @.449 1.911 1.69
Pellegrini & Hicks, 1972 8,268 -8.463 B.983 1.72
Evans & Rosenthal, 1969 -B.B68 -8.262 @.142 9.86
Fielder et al., 1971 -8.828 -8.,222 B.152 0. 86
Claiborn, 1969 -@.328 -8.751 B8.111 3.97
Kester, 1969 a.27a -8.851 B8.591 5.84
Maxwell, 1978 @.8aa a. 388 1.292 3.26
Carter, 1978 a.548 -8.852 1.132 2.42
Flowers, 1966 a.la8 -8.257 B8.617 3.89
Keshock, 1978 -8.828 -8.588 @.548 2.61
Henrikson, 1978 a.238 -8.338 a.798 2.59
Fine, 1972 -8.188 -8.492 B.132 6.85%
Grieger, 1978 -8 . 868 -8.387 B.267 5.71
Rosenthal & Jacobson, 1968 8.308 8.828 @.572 G.99
Fleming & Anttonen, 1971 e.a7a8 -8.114 @.254 9,64
Ginsburg, 1978 -@.a7a -8.411 B8.271 5.43

theta a.884 -8.818 B.185
Test of theta = 8: z = 1.62 Prob > |z| = ©.1852
Test of homogeneity: @ = chi2(18) = 35.83 Prob > Q = B.8@74

o AU <Y —(Cld. BB (heterogeneity). SR & 2RO ES A &N

3
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® SROHEEO (theta) &, BEMROMEEDOMEFHTY, 1 TOHEE 0.084
3. 95%E8XME [-0.018,0.185] OEBHHEANTT,

& EEMUMEH,:0=0FPEN0105272DT, EODMES LERNOHEDHEEDHE
BEIXIZIF0TY,

® Ol Hyb,=0,0,=00BFEKHERY T,

® 175 0DQ#HEEIL3583 T, PMEA 00074 T, ML, [HAELEDREICEES
MW WD IR ERAL X7,

o EEMILI2 CHHERTZIFT, REMOREI? =4184H DT, WHEEOHTOEE
HED A2 WD RRDERIZL Db D ERY £,

o MEEOEEMIE, RENBRAZDMZTOBNCAIERET Z20ELNHY £7,

B3 Z7HL 7OV k

® AXDMOWERIL, —MIC7+L R M7Ay FCRRLET, UToa<> FT. Al
2DMERI LT LA NTA Y EFERLET,

& TUxLXNTOv I ELDOHTOHREEZRS ICHRTE, MAERBRDMREL £
DL LWDOBUMENH N ERLZENTEET,

. meta forestplot

. meta forestplot

Effect-size label: 5Std. Mean Diff.
Effect size: stdmdiff
std. Err.: se
Study label: studylbl

5P LightStone” #zse7 1 Ab—> TTTITEIT
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Std. Mean Diff.  weight
Study with 95% Cl (%)

Rosenthal et al., 1974
Conn et al., 1968

Jose & Cody, 1971
Pellegrini & Hicks, 1972
Pellegrini & Hicks, 1972

- = 0.03[ -0.21, 0.27] 7.74
—— 0.12[ -0.17, 0.41] 6.60
—— -0.14[ -0.47, 0.19] 5.71
— = 118 045,191 1.69
—_— 0.26[ -0.46, 0.98] 1.72
Evans & Rosenthal, 1969 - -0.06 [ -0.26, 0.14] 9.06
Fielder et al., 1971 4= -0.02[ -0.22, 0.18] 9.06
Claiborn, 1969 —_—l -0.32[ -0.75, 0.11] 3.97
Kester, 1969 —— 0.27[ -0.05, 0.59] 5.84
Maxwell, 1970 —a— 0.80[ 0.31, 1.29] 3.26
Carter, 1970 —a— 0.54[ -0.05, 1.13] 2.42
Flowers, 1966 — 0.18[ -0.26, 0.62] 3.89
Keshock, 1970 —a— -0.02[ -0.59, 0.55] 2.61
Henrikson, 1970 —a— 0.23[ -0.34, 0.80] 2.59
Fine, 1972 —— -0.18 [ -0.49, 0.13] 6.05
Grieger, 1970 —— -0.06 [ -0.39, 0.27] 5.71
Rosenthal & Jacobson, 1968 — 0.30[ 0.08, 0.57] 6.99
Fleming & Anttonen, 1971 4 - 0.07[ -0.11, 0.25] 9.64
Ginsburg, 1970 —m— -0.07 [ -0.41, 0.27] 5.43
L 4

Overall 0.08 [ -0.02, 0.18]
Heterogeneity: 12 = 0.02, 12 = 41.84%, H2=1.72
Test ofei = ej: Q(18) = 35.83, p = 0.01

Testof 0=0:z=1.62, p=0.11

Random-effects REML model

o P2 0ERITRENET, SORMDO 7Oy MMINRET, ZDKRKE & Weight 12/
LEd, BRT BB EEXEZRLTVWET, 2EOHEEILHROGTT, ®DIEIF
N BREEXEEZRLTWET,

o ZofITIE, WCONDHEDMNBRENEHEDHEE L. KELEL->TWLT, 95%(E
EXMHI@ER > TOWARWHAREDL Y T, LA > T EL OHFTICEEELNH S &0
ZET,

B4 BT LTI — T A RS

0 T ZFTORIETIZ ZEDHENEEDIQICKITTHZE I OLWTONLTEE LT,
Raudenbush(1984) (%, 7/~ UF VR (LEIBEC DI 2= —avaERb &
VAT RADODMENEL D) HEVNE LI,
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@ SIEHE. INETTOREERNET, COT—XIZIE, weekl E WO THEAH VY . 5
Etiﬁ@&%g%%bfbih1@%£Uﬁv%%3£1:7—737%ﬁéﬁw
—THESEMIIL—T 1 BEULTO I — T EEEM I —TE LET,

study author year nexper ncontrol stdmdiff weeks catweek weekl
1 rRosenthal et al. 1974 77 339 .83 2 2 weeks > 1 week
2 2 Conn et al. 1968 58 138 .12 21 > 2 weeks > 1 week
3 3 Jose & Cody 1971 72 72 -.14 19 > 2 weeks | > 1 week
4 4 Pellegrini & Hicks 1972 11 22 1.18 < 1 week <= 1 week
5 5 Pellegrini & Hicks 1972 11 22 .26 < 1 week <= 1 week
& & Evans & Rosenthal 1969 129 342 -.86 3 » 2 weeks > 1 week
7 7 Fielder et al. 1571 118 636 -.82 17 » 2 weeks > 1 week
8 g Claiborn 1969 26 99 -.32 24 | » 2 weeks > 1 wmeek
9 9 Kester 1969 75 74 .27 8 < 1week <= 1 week

0 BT E ZD2DODTIL— T TA XD %47 E 9, Raudenbush O Ew Tl
BEM N —TTHRDPRE LAY, SERIIL—TTHRANNE {BDIETTT,
® THNIAVYRFERTLT, weekl T —T D LIcX ZiaiTLE S,

. meta summarize, subgroup(weekl)
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Effect-size label:
Effect size:

std. Err.:

Study label:

Std. Mean Diff.
stdmdiff

ze

studylbl

— STata

g BB

Subgroup meta-analysis summary Mumber of studies = 19
Random-effects model
Method: REML
Group: weekl
Effect Size: Std. Mean Diff.
Study Effect Size [95% Conf. Interwval] % Weight
Group: <= 1 week
Pellegrini & Hicks, 1972 1.188 @.449 1.911 1.69
Pellegrini & Hicks, 1972 @.268 -@.463 B8.983 1.72
Kester, 1969 a.278 -8.851 8.591 5.84
Maxwell, 197@ @.oee @.383 1.292 3.26
Carter, 197@ @.548 -@.@52 1.132 2.42
Flowers, 1966 @.188 -@.257 8.617 3.89
Keshock, 1978 -@.e2e -8.586 8.546 2.61
Rosenthal & Jacobson, 1968 8.388 @.828 @8.572 6.99
theta 8.373 @.189 8.557
Group: > 1 week
Rosenthal et al., 1974 a.a3e -8.215 8.275 7.74
Conn et al., 1968 @.128 -8.168 a.483 6.66
Jose & Cody, 1971 -@. 148 -@.467 a.187 5.71
Evans & Rosenthal, 1969 -9.0608 -9.262 @.142 9,86
Fielder et al., 1971 -@.e2e -@.222 8.182 9.86
Claiborn, 1969 -@.328 -8.751 a8.111 3.97
Henrikson, 1978 @.238 -@.338 a8.798 2.59
Fine, 1972 -@.188 -8.492 @.132 6.85
Grieger, 1978 -8.808 -8.387 8.267 5.71
Fleming & Anttonen, 1971 8.878 -8.114 8.254 9.64
Ginsburg, 1978 -@g.ave -8.411 8.271 5.43
theta -8.821 -8.182 8.859
Overall
theta @.884 -g.@18 @.185
Heterogeneity summary
Group df Q P>0Q tauz ¥ I2 H2
<= 1 week 7 11.26 8.138 @.815 22.48 1.29
* 1 week 1@ G.48 B.788 a.eaa a.88 1.86
Overall 18 35.83 @.eay @.a8l19 41.84 1.72

Test of group differences: Q b = chi2(1) = 14.77

7

Prob > Q_b = B.080

10T



& JIIN—TENITEHEAREM I IIL— T TIISREEND 0.373(95% 23X E[0.189, 0.557])
EHESIN MAMICERGERICAY £9, — A, @EMIIIL— 7 TIFHMEE1$-0.021
(95%EFEX[-0.102,0.059]) T, S%BEEAKETO EEbhOAWERICAY £9, 5
EDAI2=5—2avOBELN, ERORBICHELZSZTWEENZET,

o JII—TRTOEZSHEREOREMIE. JIL—TDFT RN TIESChR>T0ET,
SROMER TIEI? = 41.84TI A BB IL— T O TILI? = 2240TT, @RI IL
— 7Tl REUDLHY FE A

¢ 177 0Qlt. VIL—THE0EEBEEL TCWET, Q=14.77. P{E = 0.00072D T,
SEM IV =T EEEM LT ONBREICEDNH DI EERLTWET,

® TUALRFTOVIFTCLMRELHERLE,
. meta forestplot, subgroup(weekl)

Effect-size label: Std. Mean Diff.
Effect size: stdmdiff
Std. Err.: se
Study label: studylbl
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Std. Mean Diff. Weight

Study with 95% Cl (%)
<=1 week

Pellegrini & Hicks, 1972 ——a— 1.18[ 045, 1.91] 1.69
Pellegrini & Hicks, 1972 —_—. 0.26[ -0.46, 0.98] 1.72
Kester, 1969 —— 0.27[ -0.05, 0.59] 5.84
Maxwell, 1970 —a— 0.80[ 0.31, 1.29] 3.26
Carter, 1970 —— 0.54[ -0.05, 1.13] 2.42
Flowers, 1966 —— 0.18[ -0.26, 0.62] 3.89
Keshock, 1970 —— -0.02[ -0.59, 0.55] 2.61
Rosenthal & Jacobson, 1968 ——- 0.30[ 0.03, 0.57] 6.99
Heterogeneity: 12 = 0.02, 12 = 22.40%, H2 = 1.29 ‘ 0.37[ 0.19, 0.56]
Testof § = GJ: Q(7)=11.20,p=0.13

> 1 week

Rosenthal et al., 1974 - 0.03[ -0.21, 0.27] 7.74
Conn et al., 1968 —— 0.12[ -0.17, 0.41] 6.60
Jose & Cody, 1971 — -0.14[ -0.47, 0.19] 5.71
Evans & Rosenthal, 1969 e B -0.06 [ -0.26, 0.14] 9.06
Fielder et al., 1971 E B -0.02[ -0.22, 0.18] 9.06
Claiborn, 1969 — -0.32[ -0.75, 0.11] 3.97
Henrikson, 1970 —_— 0.23[ -0.34, 0.80] 2.59
Fine, 1972 —— -0.18[ -0.49, 0.13] 6.05
Grieger, 1970 —— -0.06 [ -0.39, 0.27] 5.71
Fleming & Anttonen, 1971 . B 0.07[ -0.11, 0.25] 9.64
Ginsburg, 1970 —— -0.07 [ -0.41, 0.27] 5.43
Heterogeneity: 12 = 0.00, I2 = 0.00%, H2 = 1.00 0 -0.02[ -0.10, 0.06]

Test on = GJ: Q(10)=6.40,p =0.78

Overall X3 0.08[ -0.02, 0.18]

Heterogeneity: 12 = 0.02, 12 = 41.84%, H2 = 1.72
Testof § = 9}: Q(18) = 35.83, p=0.01

Test of group differences: Qb(1) =14.77,p =0.00
A0 ;

Random-effects REML model

@ .= —2aVvBILL->TT—REDITEHIET, BEMIIL—TTIIRFICHE
EOEBUNNS Y, EEUEGFHAT AN TEE LT,

® /L. T RENIDZIEITL S TH Y TN D AR >TLES 2D, TNHH7k
DT > TLEDRBEMENH B T & ITFRELTL T,

BI5  F v XA metaesize A~ NTHET 5

0 [HEEARKFELA-BEICHTAI M7 M+ —+ (MEEREE) OFEIZCDONTD
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. describe

. use https://www.stata-press.com/data/rl6/strepto, clear

Contains data from https://www.stata-press.com/data/rl6/strepto.dta

obs: 33 Effect of streptokinase after a myccardial
infarction
vars: 7 14 May 2819 18:24
(_dta has notes)
storage display wvalue
variable name  type format label variable label
study strl2 ¥12s Study name
year int Xlae.eg Publication year
ndeadt int ¥le.eg MNumber of deaths in treatment group
nsurvt int Xo.eg HMumber of survivors in treatment group
ndeadc int Hle.eg Number of deaths in control group
nsurve int #9.eg Mumber of survivors in control group
studyplus strl3  ¥13s Study label for cumulative MA
Sorted by:

® X9 metadvV FNEFERATI-OOERFELET, ZOT—Xtvy MIIE BHE
IZ ndeadt GAEEFDILTHD). nsurvt CAEFEEEDEFL) . ndeadc (I O —ILEFD
FETH). nsurve (D> PO—LULBOEEH) 0T —ahHYET, COT—XIE. T
DL DIC29T2HTRT ZENTEET,

T T
B EE ndeadt nsurvt
Oy bO—IJLEE ndeadc nsurvc

(ndeadt
nsurvt

)' (ndeadC)
" \nsurvc

® lauetal(1992)lx, MBEDKEZE L TH Y RUAMERTEDZD TR EEZ L
Too A ZDFTIE. &y XbERHE LTHRWET,
® Stata Tld, meta esize A~ FTHHF v AL ZHABE L TAZHMEFEITI L&
MTEET, meta esize AV FICH v XL ZFHET 24 D0EHAEEEL, #1 &
BRI studylabel & 7> a v &2 AL T,

. meta esize ndeadt nsurvt ndeadc nsurvc, studylabel(studyplus) common

<> LightStone” #stauF1 A=
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Meta-analysis setting information

Study information

Mo. of studies:
Study label:
Study size:
Summary data:

Effect size

Type:

Label:

Variable:
Zero-cells adj.:

Precision

Std. Err.:
CI:
CI lewvel:

Model and method

Model:
Method:

33

studyplus

_meta_studysize

ndeadt nsurvt ndeadc nsurvc

lnoratio

Log Odds-Ratio
_meta_es

8.5, only®

_meta_se
[ meta cil,
a5%

_meta_ciu)

Common-effect
Mantel-Haenszel

® BOMEANIMICERINTNT, WA v XkzEHRBBLE L TWET,
esize()A 7> avEMFRATZE. WHY XUk, U R T E Peto DA v Xtbia &
ZMREBE L THEET DI ENTEET,

® meta update OV FEGEATLE, MREOBELZMEICEETHIEATEET,

Ble  R|IEA XA

® lLauetal(1992)i2. REABEBEIN/IHARBHELT —2A2FERAL T A LT FEF—
TONRIZOWTDORBEA XM ZITWE LTz, COMRTEONIAEZBRLT
HET,

® cumulative(year)# /> a v AFEHLTC74 LR Oy bEERLET, 2OF
TavaERFERTEE WNBF v X TRBCF Yy T I 7% T 52 EATE
x9,

® lauetal(1992)D 727 ERUEL S BT T 7129 5728012, crop(e.5 .)F 7> a v %
BELES, COF TV a v FEEKEOTREZ Y7L, 05U Tox v Xib%
HEIZ L £,

. meta forestplot, cumulative(year) or crop(0.5 .)

11
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Effect-size label: Log Odds-Ratio
Effect size: _meta_es
Std. Err.: _meta_se
Study label: studyplus

Odds Ratio
Study with 95% CI P-value year
Fletcher 016[ 0.01, 1.73] 0131 1959
+Dewar 035[ 010, 1.14] 0081 1963
+European 1 - 095[ 051, 1.76] 0874 1969
+European 2 - 070[ 052 095 0023 191
+Heikinheimo ——— 078[ 059, 102] 0072 19711
+ltalian —_— 081[ 062, 1.04] 0097 19711
+Australian 1 —— 030[ 063, 1.00] 0054 1973
+Franfurt 2 — 074[ 059, 092] 0007 1973
+NHLBI SMIT —_— 077[ 062 095 0015 1974
+Frank » 077[ 062 095 0016 1975
+Valere —— 078[ 063, 096] 0020 1975
+Klein . 0.79[ 064, 097] 0027 1976
+UK-Collab — 081[ 067, 098] 0029 1976
+Austrian — 076[ 064, 091] 0002 1977
+Australian 2 — 075[ 0.64, 0.89] 0001 1977
+Lasierra — 0.75[ 063, 088] 0001 1977
+MN Ger Collab — 0.80[ 068, 093] 0004 1977
+Witchitz — 0.80[ 068, 093] 0004 1977
+European 3 — 078[ 067, 091] 0001 1979
+SAM — 079[ 069, 091] 0001 1936
+GIS5H1 —— 080[ 073, 087] 0000 1986
+QOlson —— 080[ 073, 087] 0000 1986
+Baroffio —— 080[ 073, 087] 0000 1986
+Schreiber —— 079 073, 0.87] 0000 1986
+Cribier —— 080[ 073, 087] 0000 1986
+Sainsous — 079 073, 0.67] 0000 1986
+Durand —— 0.79[ 073, 086] 0000 1987
+White —— 079[ 072, 0.85] 0000 1987
+Bassand —— 079[ 072, 0.86] 0000 1987
+Vlay —— 078[ 072, 086] 0000 1988
+Kennedy —— 078[ 072, 085] 0000 1938
+515-2 —— 077[ 072, 082] 0000 1938
+Wisenberg —— 076[ 072, 0.82] 0000 1988

172

1

Common-effect Mantel-Haenszel model

12
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@ ZO7FLANTAY NI 1DHDOMHR, 1 DHDOHTRE 2 DHDMFT, 1 ~32D
OG- & REL/-HEES EBERMEAEZ 70y bLET, @4 OHEROEIZ O Y
PNzt A,

® Study O+ DELFIE. TOMEADITICIHA SN/ 2B L £, 2HEDOHERDE)
REXRET D PBEBLRRINET,

® (x4 DED+European 2 &7 v XLDOHEEN 0.7. 95%ERXAY0.52, 0.95].
PEN 0023 TY, LA >T, E4DDMTREMET 5. A LT X —E%E
S3INHBHLT TR ANT, 23%FTDF v XEABEWZ EAhh Y £9,

® nmeta summarize OV FZ(ES & ZOEREZRFEATHNIT AL TEET,

. meta summarize, cumulative(year) or

13
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Effect-size label: Log Odds-Ratio
Effect size: _meta_es
Std. Err.: _meta_se
Study label: studyplus

Cumulative meta-analysis summary Number of studies = 33
Common-effect model

Method: Mantel-Haenszel

Order variable: year

Study 0dds Ratio [95% Conf. Interval] P-wvalue year
Fletcher @.159 @.a815 1.732 @.131 1555
+hewar @.345 @.la4 1.141 @.8sl 1963
+European 1 8.952 8.514 1.768 a.874 1969
+European 2 a.782 8.517 8.951 @.823 1971
+Heikinheimo a8.776 @.589 1.823 a.a72 1971
+Italian @. 886 a.624 1.a48 a.a97 1971
+Australian 1 @.796 @.632 1. @64 @.a854 1973
+Franfurt 2 a.748 @.594 @.921 a.ea7 1973
+NHLET SMIT 8.765 8.616 @.958 @.815 1974
+Frank a.778 @.623 @.953 a.el6 1575
+Valere a8.781 8.635 8.962 a.828 1975
+Klein a.792 a.644 a.974 @.e27 1976
+HUK-Collab @.889 a.678 @.979 @.829 1976
+Austrian @.762 a.641 @.986 a.ea2 1977
+Australian 2 @8.751 8.636 @.887 a. a8l 1977
+Lasierra @.746 @.632 @.881 a.ea1 1977
+N Ger Collab a.7a7 @.683 @.938 a.aad 1977
Hiitchitz a.7a7 @.683 @.928 @, aad 1977
+Eurapean 3 @.781 @.673 @. 986 @. el 15759
+I5AM 8.793 8.698 @.91e a.ea81 1986
+GI55I-1 a.881 8.734 a.874 8. 68 1986
+01san a. 868 8.733 @.873 a.aaa 1986
+Baroffio @.796 a.738 @.869 a. aaa 1986
+5chreiber @.795 @.729 @.867 a. aaa 1986
+Cribier @.795 @.729 @.868 a. aaa 1986
+5ainsous a.794 @.728 8.866 a.aaa 1986
+Durand @8.793 a.727 8.865 @, aaa 1987
+ihite @.787 a.721 @.858 . e 1987
+Bassand 8.785 8.721 8.856 8. 68 1987
+Vlay 8.785 a.728 @.856 a.aaa 1988
+Kennedy 8.783 a.718 8.853 a.aaa 1988
+I5I5-2 8.766 a.718 @.817 a. aaa 1988
+HiWisenberg 8.765 a.717 @.816 a. aaa 1988
14
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@ HTTIL—TARNTTIE MRENKRELERDZGEIC. ARETIL—TICHITTE
BUZmBALE LT BOBREEDL DS, 2207V — T %D 2 ERKIENH
2 ElE. A REREITVET,

BT I X7 tb A& meta esize A~ > R TEHET %

0 ERICHTEBCCTIVFryOpRIZIOVWTDOT—XEy hEAFLET,

. use https://www.stata-press.com/data/ril6/bcg, clear

. describe studylbl npost nnegt nposc nnegc latitude

storage display value
variable name  type format label variable label
studylbl str27  %27s Study label
npost int #9.8g Mumber of TB positive cases in treated group
nnegt long ¥0.eg Number of TB negative cases in treated group
nposc int #9.eg Number of TB positive cases in control group
nnegc long #o.8g Mumber of TB negative cases in control group
latitude byte ¥o.0g Absolute latitude of the study location (in

degrees)

o flbnT—xERMUEAT, EEEBEDOAI (BCG 70 F @R, et A
(BCG 77 F £5E8f). BZEBHEOANE (2> bo—LE), BRED A (2~
bO—LE) AANSNTLET,

® nmetaesize IVY FEFEVET, ZOBITIE. VRIZEAMHEEL L TEDNTLE

T, Ay XL EARRIC, XXM TIEIHHMY RO EEE L £,

® T UFINIFRETIEA Y ZLHMWHESIND DT, esize(lnrratio)d 7> 3 v & FEH

L£d,

. meta esize npost nnegt nposc nnegc , esize(lnrratio) studylabel(studylbl)
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https://www.stata-press.com/data/r16/bcg

s BRRRRRR

Meta-analysis setting information

Study information

MNo. of studies:
Study label:
Study size:
Summary data:

Effect size

Type:

Label:

Variable:
Zero-cells adj.:

Precisian

std. Err.:
CI:
CI lewvel:

Model and method

Madel:
Methaod:

o 13 DWFRT—2HHY.

TWEd,

B8 A X[ElF

13
studylbl
_meta_studysize

npost nnegt nposc nnegc

lnrratio
Log Risk-Ratio

_meta_es

Mone; no zero cells

_meta_se

[_meta_cil,
a95%

_meta_ciu]

Random-effects
REML

- sTata.,

T7HNMEEDT VA LI 7 27 MEEETANERIN

® Berkery (1995)(4. IRE/N U 7 ) TOHFEN BCC OMEEIF T T B EHEB L £ L7,
Z LT BENI T TOBRRIIREICRET 5 LE LT, 22T REZFALT
A ZEFHEITU, Berkery M & REFL £,

& X7 RBEDOFHIEZ e LLT. FHANLEEBMNTLEAZRTELH latitude_c &
ERR L £ 9, F391d 33.46 ETLTze TAUADT F TR0 LN/ Vv DORA JL—
P ORBEICEELET,

. summarize latitude, meanonly

. generate double latitude_c = latitude - r(mean)

"Mean-centered latitude"

. label variable latitude_c

& ZHODEREEIT-o7-%. latitude_c ITA ZXEFL T,

. meta regress latitude_c
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LS| e e - S1ata .

s BRRRRRR

Effect-size label: Log Risk-Ratic
Effect size: meta es
Std. Err.: _meta_se

Random-effects meta-regression Number of obs = 13
Method: REML Residual heterogeneity:

tau2 = .B87635

I2 (¥) = 68.39

H2 = 3.16

R-squared (%) = 75.83

Wald chi2{1) = 16.36

Prob > chi2 = 8. e0a1

_meta_es Coef. Std. Err. z Px|z| [95% Conf. Interval]

latitude c -.8291817 .BE71953 -4.84  @.008 -.8432843 -.8149991

_cons -. 72232684 . 1878535 -6.71 @.888 -.9333174 -.5113234

Test of residual homogeneity: Q res = chi2{11) = 38.73 Prob > Q_res = 8.8812

® latitude_c DEIFHEL-0.0291 T, fBEN 1 EIEZ 5 T &I X7 kAt 0.0291
BHA/NS BB ERZRLTWED, DFY . VO FVIEESHITIEDNRENH D & LR
9,

0 MEMOEZEIZLZDBUIRETCIHIT 2 ENTELE T HERBEDEE D 75.63%
. H£Z S latitude ¢ TmBATCTE X,

& [ZDfEN L, KN DONEDK) BUNEEMRICLZ2H DT, tMOHALEETHHAINS D
DTHDZENDIY T, B D3R2%ET > TILOEEHICEZHDTT,

® Q. res 33073 C. D P{&EIL0.0012 DT, BEUNRLE WD IBERGITET X
NEJF, INE. REOREUNH DI EE2RET IPOEEFELET A,

B9 N7 Tay b

o AXEIBIERT IHEZEN D 25EG. MRELHEEDOEFRZATILT O Y b TH
RHZENTEET,

@ THROIATY RERTL, WHU AV EBREDFHN, S DERH (latitude_c) DF
RENZLTOY MZLET,

. estat bubbleplot
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Bubble plot
LO_ -
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Mean-centered latitude

95% CI o Studies
Linear prediction

Weights: Inverse-variance

o NT7NTOv I MREBEHZEDEZLLIEANTYT, QIR ZRL. IR
EOEREABVWIEIERTVRIZAY £9, 74 v FEBEDLFREINET,

& XWHURIHIIBENS L BHBNS A2/, SBERRITIE BCG 77T D%
ErmWEWVWR ET,

o il WSO DHIRIIEED SEHNANT WD, RADDETT,

B0 77>z 7Aay bk

® 7y x)70y b (Lightand Pillemer 1984) |3, SR OIEE (IZHELBERE) I
LT, AREEOMREEZ 7Oy FLET,

® HRNATROL S, HEIIFETHEZENRRTRI Z2/1NA T REZRANET,
NNRIBIIRICE 234 T 2D WE . 7Aay MIEERROERIRIZAY £9,

& BEWHERNHAD S T/NRERAENT — XD 0HRRS N TS & RN A 7 AN
C. 77 rxL7ay bOIERTRCRY £9, £/, IROBICEEELH 25650
BT,

® EXTOA FERAEE (NSAIDS) OHRIZOWTDOT —XEy bEAFL, 77V
70y FEERRL £9,

. use https://www.stata-press.com/data/rl6/nsaids, clear

. describe

18

<> LightStone’ #za#F1bAM=> TTITITITT




s BB

Contains data from https://www.stata-press.com/data/rl6/nsaids.dta

obs: 37 Effectiveness of nonsteroidal
anti-inflammatory drugs
Vars: 5 24 Apr 2818 17:@89

(_dta has notes)

storage display wvalue
variable name  type format label wvariable label
study byte #3.0g Study ID
nstreat byte #s.eg Number of successes in the treatment arm
nftreat byte X9.eg Number of failures in the treatment arm
nscontrol byte %8.0g Number of successes in the control arm
nfcontrol byte #o.8g Number of failures in the control arm

sorted by:

® FBALIENT ZRBEMENH > 78 (NSAIDS B 58, BEMEN LD > 728
(NSAIDS B 58). REIRN S >7<38 (3> FA— LB, REMRL D > 7o
(A FE—LE) OT—2NEENTVHET,

® X3 BI5- 0B 7 LEMKIC meta esize AW R TT—XDEAAEELET, T 7
A REREDA v Atk EFARALE T,

® ADODEHEIIEETH2ANLYIC, ERIEATIHETE £9, meta esize A7 FIC

BET 2IBEERLUIEETERY X DA TWEIHBEDH, OB EFE D
ZENTEET,

. meta esize nstreat-nfcontrol

Meta-analysis setting information

study information
No. of studies: 37
Study label: Generic
Study size: meta studysize
Summary data: nstreat nftreat nscontrel nfcontrol

Effect size
Type: lnoratio
Label: Log Odds-Ratio
Variable: _meta_es
Zero-cells adj.: 8.5, only@

Precision
Sstd. Err.: _meta_se

CI: [_meta_cil, meta_ciu]
CI level: 95%

Model and method
Model: Random-effects
Method: REML
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~SsTata,

ST T IN R lllln

® 37 DHMIRT—4hEaFEFNTWET, £/, T 74N FERECDT VX LT 7 7 MHEE
ETFILNEHINTWHET,

® meta funnelplot A~ FT, 7r7rx/L/0Oy FEERLET,

. meta funnelplot

Funnel plot
O —
°
o : o T P
L0 [ ] % : [ ] o ..
2 % &8
) °
2 eo® ©
©
e ¢ ° ¢
8~
n
°
0 | °
-~ °
°
T T T T T
-2 0 2 4 6
Log odds-ratio
Pseudo 95% CI e Studies

Estimated 6
v

77Ty bTIE BEBEO/NSBMEN T T 7O LEFIC, BEREDOKNER
MEATHICTAY hENFET,

R DR LRI, é%@ﬁ%#bﬁiéﬂt%ﬂ@k%é(:@@@FAiﬁﬁﬁvf
tb) ©9, BERED/NIBHEIEHTWGEOMMATREEENR o, BERENKEL
AL Oﬂfﬁmﬁ#6ﬁm7uv#%Ebét%zbﬂiTo

COBITIE. ETICT Oy bHABHY FHA BELREDNKE WA v A0 |
WIAEARE SN T AW SR ENE T,

i
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