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o5 135 W@ 58 : BCG Rt 13 WiBEHL AL

B %

0 F% BCG AR R4k F G A E ey A4 O £k RR 895k 5450
0 JZAEAH 4de 13 3k 2x2 & A 34840 R 4T

=
O $442x2 & H—HRREHENR—FA

1.1 BCG RArmM B RECR ik

1948 4%, M FAGFEILAH LA T NFETEAG . — R SCR A B B3E R i C e RN T =248,
YR BCG, 4R Bacillus Calmette-Guérin.,

BCG [ ARG BT DA AR . S RGP NARGE R KA 28, SRS HENEA SR, R
GEATFIATALSY. . BCG 2 48iE 1Y . AR AR — A e RS E — IR, 1EE” R IR 1 A%
FRE. SFEIEMWEEZEIERN, RGN, L2,

XENHI GEPER RIS AI, {H BCG TE 23K LR FOR GBI . YRR T U AR, EE W)
PRV LTI, B RE R — W ST AL BRI T A5 1 58 & T0R0 ME5e . [F—Fhigdy, RIEoE
UL, SR EIRZEHS .

HT AR ARG T E” AR M RUE, SeE =R AR g B iR

o Aronson 1948 7£ 3 [E 13 JL#E 262 N\ HL& B BCG #EE5#% K9 WS AR 1 600
o Hart & Sutherland 1977 Y3 [ 26,465 A\ H % F BCG & %955 XEFEAK T 76%0.
o TPT Madras 1980 ¥F EEEEGHE 176,782 N\ H %3 BCG JL P52 & TC3K -

SRR KRB AT, PUTEEAZE, EEREL T R 5. WA AE H i3] Aronson X fi
W3, 2153)"BCG 2 M EHEA SRR 4518 Hi%8] TPT Madras Al i, £153"BCG AMEAFHE) ™ Z5IE.
I R BRI S HRIE 3. BRI "BCG FEAERB A FNG”, WA BTG A SEF 7S ilclE — i, A9
X2 meta 53HF (HSCHENT TTOHT S IL BT

T 1990 ], Colditz F[FJ 4 13 Tl 19481980 4E[HIFE T FL 4 b 5¢ MU BCG BEHLXT R0 BE 3 i — 1y
ICEEHRLE, KA JAMA | [1]. X% 5 K gt Viechtbauer 27 5 1) metafor 40, #5754 dat.bcg, M meta
IIMTECF I SIAREREAS , H 24 THLge 2 S Uk ris. [B1U20 M2y BLAY mtcars. AR 154 1581 X — 6y Bodt -
fg—3 ] —F meta 43 A7 AL PRIX R — 3 Bcd . B 10 AL ATA 45870 8 L.

1.2 —Wi BCG RS BePushity: 2x2 &

FEI0 BCG il In ity d e —AF {8 — R AREL B2, —2H9T BCG (mi4bspdl), —4URFTdT
BRGA (RFEEL) o« BRLAE R ARI N Z

BRI 58 B A AL DA RART AREIE—5K 2 17 2 S/ NAS , ATk Fx 2x2 3. DA Aronson 1948 i I 5[]
TFILEGTONB, 451262 N, IREF—AFZERZ JGRIGREEPEE 1.1,



1.3 A4k RR 892 L5+ 5

#¢ 1.1: Aronson 1948 BCG iRI& 1Y 2x2 3%

JiRSewi ¥ | ok ki | X —dlavit

17 BCG (Jbpp4l) a=4 AN b=119 N | a+b=123 A

4T BCG (W He4) c=11 A d=128 N | c+d=139 A

X KR TR A RN A LALGRET o =4, BEEXTHAEH T ¥ BCG X kW% T4
A4, A EAEARIET b =119, BEZ Y BCG BRI TH 1194, A TFAIAKRNET c =11,
EEZ BT BCG UMM Z A 114 A MAlaRIE T d =128, HEUE B BCG Bk Wi % 7 128
o BADIB—H R HA B AEC: AP a+b =123, XTHRY c+d = 139, N R IE 52 X T e it 4= 30 262
Ao

Fft 2B XK ER? ARSI meta A7V, AT EEAGX YA ECE IR 13 TRFSSERE 13 5k
XHFERY 2x2 . metafor G N E ) dat.bcg FEPUBELF tpos. tneg. cpos. cneg IKIRFINFE 1.1 B a. b, c. d. 4
FEsea T AT a/b/c/d # I 2] X 5K A .

PR R WRAREE R AR INRIE N . b, oo d ONEFE R L, IRIESERER IR T X BRI 1
BDEER . X2 meta AT REHRF ST B fe /N R

1.3 AL RR e S5

FHE T 2x2 FRPUNECT, BARBCG BKARA ™7
I B CE R B AR B 38 (ny” SR, @A 20 AR I N A% 41 N LE il . Aronson 1948

i
\\ \f\_ a _ 4 _
ITT BCG W N EHRHR = ek T 3.25%,
§ e C 11 -
%+ BCG [N EHiH = ik i 7.91%.

177 BCG W 2RI B BATIR . R A7 T T B RERABL TR AR - 3.25% + 7.91% = 0.41.

XA 0.41 gAML (risk ratio, fA7FR RR). ERIGK S L2 #11 BCG AR MU ST 34T BCG 11
NI 0.41 £, HIRHFEAK 1 59%.

A SE ANt WA S Bl TP RR: 100 MZAREY A S A5, 100 SARIZHE AR T AR 12
BRI N B W —AIZHII AR 5+ 1 =5 . RR XA KSR .

1.1 (AR EE RR)

2t —3 iR 2x2 & (dok 1.1), RI&E LA

_a/(a+b)

c/(c+d)
b oo RATREE R A FHAS, at+bRATEME AR, c RABEL L A FHYAS, c+d AR
MEAH. T af(a+b) RAIRZMEHEARE, 58 c/(c+d) RAMBAMMYERFE ., ZF oA LRP RSk,

&

RR [EEHIN EG = 40 259 | JURAMI GE RN 5 /INT 1| RS (R, T O (it
W KT | R E R TN AUR . Aronson 1948 SHi RR = 0.41, FEAEMRIPIK , BCG 7L AR AL K7 KUk
FEAR S R 41%.




1.4 13 HFL Y 2% —F HETT

L4 13 D5 & R — T

& BRI EA R IHIEHE— RR. 13 T 25 R U i 1 4 B2 AR B R, Sk 1.2,
46 1.2: 13 5 BCG B FLR SR 5 RR (FR 4B MRS B HEP )

4 i Ay HE BCG #l%wiliase  MIRHUE#IE% RR
5 Frimodt-Moller 1973 13° 33/5,069 47/5,808 0.80
8 TPT Madras 1980  13° 505 /88,391 499 /88,391 1.01
11 Comstock et al 1974  18° 186 /50,634 141/27,338 0.71
7 Vandiviere et al 1973 19° 8/2,545 10/629 0.20
9 Coetzee & Berjak 1968  27° 29/17,499 45/7,277  0.63
12 Comstock & Webster 1969  33° 572,498 3/2341 1.56
13 Comstock et al 1976 33° 271716913 29/17,854 0.98
3 Rosenthal et al 1960  42° 3/231 11/220 0.26
10 Rosenthal et al 1961  42° 17/1,716 65/1,665 0.25
1 Aronson 1948  44° 4/123 11/139 041
6 Stein & Aronson 1953 44° 180/1,541 372/1,451 0.46
4 Hart & Sutherland 1977 52° 62/13,598 248 /12,867 0.24
2 Ferguson & Simes 1949  55° 6 /306 29/303 020

13 T4 RR T AR AR 0.20 (BRPRAP, Aok MU HE B ISR 1 20% ) Bl 1.56 (KL hn WUk ) 5 AR o
X §1.1FEBIAY” EBERESe TG AT R E SR .

HE s A L1, TR, Z0a2 BCG ARk, e A KR A, Hia AR K
LI EARACRM AL I . R MRE k.

13 BCG iR EHR (REEMERSHEF)

® A e BCGH

Ferguson & Simes (1949, 55°) o @
Hart & Sutherland (1977, 52°) [
Stein & Aronson (1953, 44°) { @
Aronson (1948, 44°) o L
Rosenthal et al (1961, 42°) ® @
Rosenthal et al (1960, 42°) [ @
Comstock et al (1976, 33°)
Comstock & Webster (1969, 33°)

Coetzee & Berjak (1968, 27°)

L
{
(]
Vandiviere et al (1973, 19°) oo
Comstock et al (1974, 18°) o
TPT Madras (1980, 13°) o
Frimodt-Moller et al (1973, 13°) ( J

0 100 200

EREBE (BTN
Pl 1.1: 13 3 BCG iXIAE 4L B ZE AR (T N). TEMRE BRI AL, Z0MM S LT IGTE s 25l
Z2 B



1.5 AP 451 42 13 K 2x2 & A a4k

HMXRE S, RS ARoRm e £ 12 4275, Ll (IREEREREE) RR T 1
BT 1, R (EehEtEh) RR H5ELE 0.20-0.50 2 ). BCG {EAREMITILT-HM, 1Em2h B R AUR
B3 XMHEARIE, 8T BN N AR 75% MPTTER 2. XD X MR

LS Fbamadb: 4813 5K 2x2 AT

13 BIFFFEH RR BN, IR AL R 458 . S E ey &7 Jrikod: 8 13 5K 2x2 it i
BTk R, 52— SRR A 357,347 £ 2 uE T g 2x2 K7, AR RR. 4RI 1.3,

A L3 AbEATF: 13 5K 2x2 FXF WA TAH IS 2 1) g 2x2 K7

Ko v | BERB | i

1Y BCG (13 Jij[ 51) 1,065 | 189,999 | 191,064

#47 BCG (13 Biij[51) 1,510 | 164,773 | 166,283

% §1.3 19 RR & SUA XK :

1,065/191,064  0.557%
RRjjz = =

1,510/166,283  0.908%

Fifk BCG I ABREEAZ NIRRT 39%, Z58M 2R . XA HBFTE 2x2 REZA” & H )5k
n#rFE A I (naive pooling) .

1 0.61 XA B L RgAME, MBI AEREAR S b 13 BT A K1 TPT Madras —Tilgf 176,782 A,
H/MHJ Aronson 4262 A, ZEH 670 £5. T 2x2 FAMEC KRS, TPT Madras —HigETT#R TR — PRI . &
A EFF RR JLFHHX — W58 e o

i 1.2: TPT Madras 45 RR /2 1.01 (JUFJERL) , (HIA 12 WA 8 TG TRy 55 (RR
< 0.5). FREAFHE TPT Madras —Iiif” JoRUE"S" MBI BARCE, G509 8 R Jr ). Hofd 12 55
PR BRI SRR T .

5 PR R TSR R AR A AR B e R R, B A meta MR L TEL—E
F24 45 TPT Madras —IUhAT 1, fl0BEBE ST 40 12 T, BUAPEAI I, ARINELE IR $RE R w5,
AT A 12 TE5- 2. %25 4 FHE VR4 .

= 0.61.

1.6 A 55iti 505 LItk

P HLER | BT R AT AR 1 13 TR 13 5k 2x2 2%, B3kRAE—1> RR, 13 I RR B 0.20
2 1.56, FNRGIFGTURPITE - FAFE] 0.61 HEEAME. JEEeE ik LA MR 2P,

2 BESREEGIT ALY, P 13 T RCT 25 A EBRSCHR A BIE R 1. XARAZN PRISMA, 24T A
AGLARITTE . 5 3 R EECT, I RR ZAMG LA AN & (OR. XUK:2E. Hedges’ g) iFiskE. %
4 FERRANR G IR, SIA WO, 4505 2= EIBOMBGEAE T ks B 4 5. {3 BCG £ B il
Pl PUIBESERE s T 86% MIRLEE, Z5BIMRBIEN 5. &4 S FRIA 13 TUFEARIA—FE, 5IA
BEBLBOSEERY . 55 6 TA” BEFEASRA—FE” AR RALIL Q. 17, 72 =BT, MbkisWi. 5 7 2R
A EREMPRE 75% MIBFIEIRIZE R, X2 BCG Bl A A KB . 26 8 TFEE: 13 WO e 4y, ik
A PIEGORRAE R (RAft) . 58 9 BRI RESE R IE M (S Br) . 55 10 B
IPEMEFEILE, A—mIRKIEHRE%% (GRADE).,



1.6 28 F 5 57k

BASZ -8B+ 1k HREMBRTELEN—DRERE, SARLIR—PREEIAN L. H5E
15, VR Y REEREHIUH BCG fE BRI R 2D AHMIKAZ KESR . ZOEREZ .



45 2 71 PRISMA 5 RGL5ib e

0 FE% 1 A0 13 57 RCT 2 34t 247 /B A FR O 2 AMASR S jfik 5 Cohen’s k —Z b B &

SHREE I Rl 1 72 ## Cochrane RoB 2 ARG 3%, 4407
0 %4 PICO AERALFTZ A M5 % 4 AT R E AT

55 1 7548 13 1 BCG IR 8T —FHI, T RANVERFENESLE S, EEd T4 M a5 b
X 13 RIS 6 2 M A BRSOk e Lk R ? AR 13 0, A2 30 e S T He—ANIFSE I A I )RR
R, 2R3 HERFIsRG?

XEEREIARNE S, AT S G E Y b . AR YR 2S5, T2 meta 4041 S F 52 10
WAGE SRR . e, SR R, TR PRISMA 5%,

1990 R ZHIHI PTG £587, 202 narrative review . VEFRYE B SR EEEmpkdes T ARE #F509F
W, PRETRHER AT SRRV I, REEES AR EHE 2 HA. 1993 4 57K Cochrane FME N H-1f 5
St Eh LR IR AR AR, 1999 4 QUOROM FEEA I, 2009 44 f@ >k PRISMA FEHY, 2020 4 Page % A\
J A PRISMA 2020 iR [3]. 4 RAEMAE K& R meta AR50, TR BRI F—3K PRISMA R o

2.1 PRISMA 2020 55Ul Brigife

PRISMA {4 FR+2 Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses, W SCH RN RGL L84
5 meta pATIERE . EANR RIS, TR —MiEE RS — KR, e T EMREGIRTE
ZARTEEWLE(E B . PRISMA 2020 fEE AN I RE R4 B PU AN B B, BRI BEA A BRI ET-ie 5k

7 X 2.1 (PRISMA 2020 DU Bt i)

B BRI R R A & B 09 0T, HEN RS, BEHRAR TN ILE. &
Fe b 3T A% BT B AT AT A A 3, B FUEA NS HERR AR R BOR A H) 0 . AN R R AN T
HEMEEZEM (meta 547) 9T ES . BANBRKT HHRR A AiTE E PRISMA RAZE 2. %

XS AR E R R 2 2 ML PRISMA e &, TRIRG— A E e} By REmREiIdsE, Mhed
BB ARG . A B dat.beg 2 Colditz 1994 (JAMA 271(9):698-702) Jiii%k5E ¥ 13 3 BCG vs no-BCG
BEHLA IS . Colditz 1994 £52 | MEDLINE 19661992 i - i it SCHUGE M AN 5T, SN 14 T, H
W13 T E A 52 2x2 AR 3E A metafor £ dat.bcg. Colditz 1994 & 3T PRISMA ARSI 2 B, JE 3R
i PRISMA #1544 B Ber HAR IC 128

R {1, PRISMA2020 #2{t T PRISMA 2020 #lyu ) mfe B4l TR, & H T E 52 B R G4 )5 42
ARBRE . FHEXBAAEAE CSV Btk . i dat.bcg AN EL SRS (AN 13 WifkgR), Ty
BRSO AF, AR 2.1 BEETEME ORGSR, R P B B SR A R

library (PRISMA2020)
3| # 3L\ PRISMA2020 E F CSV FEAR
csv_path <- system.file("extdata", "PRISMA.csv", package = "PRISMA2020")

5 prisma_df <- read.csv(csv_path)

 £ill_n <- function(df, key, val) {



2.1 PRISMA 2020 5 v & 742

df$n['is.na(df$data) & df$data == key] <- val; df

# PENBREER A, ReEFEo DWBRIBEAN

prisma_df <- fill_n(prisma_df, "database_results", "'n = ?7")
prisma_df <- fill_n(prisma_df, "duplicates", Dm = §0Y
prisma_df <- fill_n(prisma_df, "records_screened", "'n = 7")
prisma_df <- fill_n(prisma_df, "records_excluded", "'n = ?")
prisma_df <- fill_n(prisma_df, "dbr_sought_reports", U@ 5 R0)
prisma_df <- fill _n(prisma_df, "dbr_assessed", "'n = 7")

# dat.bcg ASELFEL: Colditz 1994 44N\ 13 T RCT
prisma_df <- fill_n(prisma_df, "new_studies", "13")

prisma_df <- fill_n(prisma_df, "total_studies", "13")

prisma_obj <- PRISMA_data(prisma_df)
plot <- PRISMA_flowdiagram(prisma_obj,
previous = FALSE, other = FALSE,
detail_databases = TRUE, fontsize = 10)
PRISMA_save(plot, filename = "figure/chap02_prisma_flow.pdf",
filetype = "PDF", overwrite = TRUE)



2.2 PICO ERR 545 & X i

Identification

Screening

Included

Identification of new studies via databases and registers

Records identified from:
Database 1 (n = NA)
Database 2 (n = NA)

Registers (n = 0)

Records removed before screening:
Records marked as ineligible by automation
tools (n = 0)

Records removed for other reasons (n = 0)

Records screened
(n =NA)

Records excluded
(n =NA)

:

Reports sought for retrieval
(n=NA)

Reports not retrieved
(n=0)

l

Reports assessed for eligibility
(n=NA)

Reports excluded:
Reason 1 (n = NA)
Reason 2 (n = NA)

New studies included in review
(n=13)

Reports of new included studies
(n=13)

[¥l 2.1: PRISMA 2020 i 2 AR . 445 dat.beg 1) 13 il iz

WA n = 13 4E; BB n

M5 EAF, A E O RGBSR IHE A B . A& i R 43 PRISMA2020 T4 i, 44 € Page et al. 2021
[3] B AR A o

PRISMA iR EI N EA PIZ . =2l SN A~ P BA % [R) R A 2R S i e o i 3 — ke O
B, WAZAERERIL MR ANITIIN R WERMIREIRERER, WA BOC R B 228
WIRS: AR AR 0 — IR LR S AL B T BERRY . HLini s A AT 3 AT TS (ER B Bogi A 5000 2%
o, RREHRRRE 99%, MASRHERTREL ™, BB KRR RN ER .

2.2 PICO HERR LR Xk is

T SR A FLAE TR E) -5 VR BIFE LA e S0, AR Je B A B 5iE%E . "BCG A R0 X Fh
FEIZ PR BR BRI B R e IR T2 S R S5 F ALt i PICO HEZR, JERFSE MRS Y A4 12



2.3 jhikiRAEl Cohen’s K

X 2.2 (PICO HEZR)

P = Population, B 47 A#%; I=Intervention, 23F1&4a4-FFi; C = Comparator, 38 %&4; O = Outcome, %
SHY s Ry . AEAT meta 4709 BFI IR FAARR S0 A PICO Bi& #, AEEmib & XG5 MAHERATE. &

PICO Wy 4FAbRT A s 5oRAT Iy o ARERIRSS AUt FRARNZ AR VG, R S5 ik s ul” s, i, A
¥ 50 Heo AR, RS A RE AR L. PICO w2 fEAF 5T 1A LR Ak 1] 68 B 326 B R A R I AR
BCG XA BAF5E MR PICO 5 HiR QI

#¢ 2.1: BCG meta Z3#f7Hy PICO 1H7E
31 Hikm%e

Po HARARE A, JCiGshthgitomsl, fmEIL. JLE. HOFESMA
L 7 HeZ BCG R Hi A

C: XfH AHEREEE R R

O: 4if5 FERIB RIS S, A IS5 A% S i A%

PICO AT 2 5, 2 )0~ B R B e (R 28 Ol . — iR R 2 20 7 55 7] 3] 5 AN ]
B, AW TmBAH A5 « BCG X AT HiE SCHk L S 1E"BCG”, .5 1 "Bacillus Calmette-Guérin™., ” R/
Y BT . 854%95% B tuberculosis”, 7 TB”, “pulmonary tuberculosis”. “Mycobacterium tuberculosis”.,
XL (] SR ] OR A, F5H AND R [RIZ4EEEIEAL Rk, 158]—> PubMed 2R 4HTE

((BCG OR "Bacillus Calmette-Guerin" [MeSH])
AND (tuberculosis OR "Mycobacterium tuberculosis"[MeSH] OR TB)
AND (random* OR "controlled clinical trial"[Publication Typel))

i) (MeSH] #7ic#7~ PubMed ff) Medical Subject Headings @i 2R, X HIFAM RENGH, BN
PubMed = 2848 5] 3] JH ) [5]— MeSH ] F . random* H [ 2238 B4, B[] VLA randomized . randomised
randomization 4522 FpASIE .

%] BCG iy kgzk. WA ) PubMed — MR, FrR B w2 95 Gk, It dEsaiBm e fiR &
FEMI IR AR . Cochrane Handbook i 3¢ 2 /06 R =14k /F : PubMed. Embase. Cochrane CENTRAL ., EZIAff
SR NAMCSCHRIB S : B AR NS % SOk Fad—il, $05 | Hab X SERF 5 1 I 808 ek ok . X SEp R
PE TR 2.1 TR HAIH B n =7 HEFR B AT

&k XL F & meta P RE HHRIRZ—. FIEKE: BT HA T EFIRE (B4R RCT), XTIk
HTiEE (Wt R3EE), LRR—AHIEE, RAFINNEXRA LT EiLRE. EPFRLT AT TR
ATRRAAMYTE, ZEBREHAKR. DE5ERA B —RARINNEILEEE RANNIL L],
el T 10:1 8 F Bk R T — Aoy BT AT R e R 4 REZF R TS, L
BRI KRR . BBREGEREA T R ZAE R RIEE L, BRAGENBREAES .

Q

2.3 kit Cohen’s k

PG BRI LA SULT AR REIER, SR A KK GHdkb B 55 R0 A R HERR I . BN
R —AITEE — AR BT A, HEBR AP FIARE XSS Ro5mR , EOLbr fg t
ABRHE . Cochrane HEF NI : P HFTEE WX AT, MHPIHEER, B = ANEGE st

Wg.



2.4 #3E32HLY Cochrane RoB 2

PIN NMSEFT A2 S5 S — DB MR R - AT TR R 2R 2 — 207 Bk R pdstn e Mg 8ok, il
Y8 Py, ST PIAFIWSE AR AIC R AR VAR B P A7 — DL R BRI - RIBEMANSE 2T 2), difEis
B A MBI —E.
ZEAELAGI 1. 100 fRfie SCHL, PRI 5 A B N2 IR A R 2.2 BT SR I .
A& 2.2: PIALH R GIXF 100 fi i i€ SR A A B 52 L3
BA#A Bk &k

A GyA 25 5 30
A HERR 3 67 70
ok 28 72 100

WMEE—FCR P, = (25+67)/100 = 0.92, B RARFE U (HAFHE TR AEE SR 20 IR A TN KR
30%, B P¥IGNFE 28% , i AMSIHEFTZ) (BAAHT), ” BB A BERLAR 2 0.30 % 0.28 = 0.084,
P CEHERR” PIBEALER S 0.70 x 0.72 = 0.504, fBSAMIRL & P, = 0.084 4 0.504 = 0.588. Wif2ui, R
WP RRET, il T MAFA BRI, WA KLY 59% BT8R -—BCHWr. 0.92 Bgs—2
RANPIX 0.59 AT, FINIWARE 2

E X 2.3 (Cohen’s k)

Cohen’s k AIefBR—B FlehZ G —HHE T
Po - Pe
R = 1_ Pe o
HF P, AL H MR AT AR agie R & Sinkeges) (ME—28F), P &AL THR &%
NER I HGBAME—HE. k=1 AFHE—H, =0 kT —F8KFFR FLMEMN, k<0 RF

ﬁ \;f: ‘:‘g .
AR &

1 2.2 PR £ = (0.92—0.588) /(1 — 0.588) = 0.332/0.412 = 0.806. 0.806 £ Landis & Koch 1977
HyH R T LT ek —30.

k5 P, fEARMIBRAA S LTI HBE—A P, = 0.92 fit EARBAZ: BAET 70% (a = 66,b =
4,¢c = 4,d = 26) , P, = 0.70> + 0.30> = 0.58, x = (0.92 — 0.58)/(1 — 0.58) = 0.81, 5 0.806 $%ifr. &
— R IR, MAFEEHRAG 5% (a = 1,b = 4,¢ = 4,d = 91) , P. = 0.05% + 0.95% = 0.905,
k= (0.92—-0.905)/(1 —0.905) = 0.158, PKF|” 227 —4. [FFER) P, = 0.92, AR ZECCIASR N AEEA 2
AN, 7 BT WEEE R 0.905 PIRA—2, IEREATRT G £ LT HZE . Xiise Feinstein & Cicchetti 1990 fiy44
) kappa #£187: EER—EUR IR EIRE = 3

Landis-Koch 475 X Al bsdfE (B0 ): k< 0.40 —5iE2%, 0.40-0.60 H14%, 0.60-0.80 B, > 0.80 JLF-5¢
% (JESCHE—4E < 0.40 4145 K slight 5 fair PiRY, ABEL—1Y) . RELHAMIFEN B—RZK £ > 0.60,
T WL AHEBRAREAS B BT, SREFE . £ > 0.80 2 KZH Cochrane ZEA 2451 HARE.

2.4 ¥Pie Ity Cochrane RoB 2

RETEIN . MBS ERE TR G, N — 2 MmO AR R GE A B 7 . X —1) meta 7347
KUl , BABERIARIHFAEAS R . AR50 B R R B 22 . BERLAE D5, BTN ) . e GHRE 2k
WA FEBUX — P AR BRI AL B, By 5 0 e B Bt ] o

BRI A1, B0 B R VPR . R RCT, ST Rt n] AR BENLALF 512 v
At A H I E? BIARWE . BEIERITIL? KUTHBIZ D7 Hiim 32 245 Rf A 28T Cochrane 1
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2.4 #3E32HLY Cochrane RoB 2

2019 4 % T 45— URK R TR, BESCHK Risk of Bias 2, i RoB 2, LRI LT Ao 4 BIVFEA
E X 2.4 (Cochrane RoB 2 F A ik)

RoB 2 323X 304 1518 RUFe 37 i BNk 23k 0 REAUIL IS AR AR A% . 2T TR T TR0 10 & R 15 . SR K 45 B 3B R 1%
= BN B A . AFM g RIRERT . BABIFE AL (low)., A 232t (some concerns). & R[4
(high), & & %54 RS A E R [4]. &

A AN AT 40 BEVUAL BRI A 2 7 50 A2 5 20 Be B U A= 1) O BEATL 7 510 m 285 i A5 2 A1 XL
W, He ABE H AR 22 v XU, R R oe s e — SRR g N R —2H o X T30 T T 7 v 25 e
MEZ 55 SRR EE, BEAEMNTIREBFE /] BENIRYT AR NN 2 MU LR A, XA /N ]
P TG YA R ORGSR AR 2 RO S R DR, KRR 20% HJE R 5 A FRAR S R T E R
M. SR ESENENEANSTEE. MEFESE 8 mEER A 07T S B e T
FEL R, REME U B TG RIS 5 .

%] BCG 13 Wi RCT., M55 1 &% 1.2 a[PLES], 13 WaFsEP 8 I (27 random 5/D & alternate SEPx
fy random /) JE TARMERIHILEEFS, 2 T2 alternate (FZARBEMIFAEIAL), 3 Wi/2 systematic (FHEFhAR
SR Ay EC, AR HIRE ) o JEPISEER S RIGARIEERE T HERAAL”, /By =Un B Hiill, 4% RoB 2 J& 47 2640
PREC U X BEIREIX 13 WS R XU AN 2], 56 5 RTINS 25 9 Sl o Mrfi 2 nl 21 5%
AL,

RoB 2 & 5 % bR A 24 B R & AT 4891 X 230, AR T4 "low” 31’ some concerns” T %,
X AP BRIEFASAF F) RoB AATed AR 44, 2 LB & KI5, EARBIER BN IREG —Fa)”
A LR ZATFR” 09IRYE AU AZIR G| A b L L 5o B AR ik ik, B R A8 33 AR & K7 bl wg B
T, 4 BHMBBILMAM B4 % T FH k. RoB 2 K94 —ATFARR %2 ARG FIF, T2 LTI

Q

5 2 RElX oK . BB 13 TSR R . L. SR R RARA BN AR S AT, xR
AT . AR 4 BEEFRITG, BESAENHREM—1T. T—&EhBgir4a L, L5 1 sk
RR Z M LRE HIZ0% 5 (OR. RD., log RR 5752%) iHE#E .

11



45 3 %t QO S LT FER VG

0 %432 RR B 305 i, log RR, &7 2 iks O 2 AF ik OR 5[4 %2 RD & aiE&H 4%

HagE % 3
0 ¥32 logRR 8975 2R 5> FHkzen £ O %4 H escalc() —st XA L FRAF AR
a9 F % 55 %2

81 EmAEIPTE T RR, € 13 BIRERIETER N . 5 2 JF T 13 Bl (8 290t meta 73
By, WASEEIEAN SIF-GI ARG S B A — Ry, b2 A wE AR
FO52E) . H 4 R E MU )y 22 BONAU , AR I AR

AEAL P BITEERIARERNST: log RR 57522 (55 4 EAE M), OR 5 RD 124 RR B3
(R [RIBFFEA S AN RO ) o

3.1 XEJANEGLE log RR

51 A0 RR FIESRBML, HA —AEeE DRI, 7 KM —2E” X RR = 0.5, ” XS EIfE X RR
= 2. HE FIX WA R/ESE L AR, ATAE SR AR R B 0.5 B 1 A 0.5 BUBEES, 2 B 1A I MBS, i
TEAXIFR . AR R TR0 RR Hefe i b, BR3 F 5535 W o B e R — R

FRURINE R4 RR USSR, J5O8C 1 0.5 i 2 RREFR, BUOWEURZE I In(0.5) = —0.69 Fil In(2) = +0.69,
IESSEAXR. A 1 0.25 Al 4 AXTFR, BOSEUSZAE K —1.39 F1 +1.39, WATFREE A~ LRIF—27 Al X
FAE e Eal 2 5ig .

MR EIRA AL . Gt BA 540 —PE@a T/NAZMRER (X & F R
HAE), BFERERE Famimst, BOSE GFIEROGFR. ERIES. FEeaIt. T8 E KA S,
WAITAERT R R BE EACA B

5 X 3.1 RO LE log RR)

A R P B B 2K At 4

log RR = In(RR).

AP RR ZAIZME m F Gt m g mFE 2k (LF 1FZNL). logRR=0 8 RR =1 (L), <0
BARIPAER, > 02 243, Meta 547 £ log RR XA RE E#EH, &6 Aot R T = RR
R %

M%) Aronson 1948, 58 1 =3 H RR = 0.41, BUW#5 %) log RR = In(0.41) = —0.89, % 4 ZFAIF 13 T
log RR M2 13 3 RR.

3.2 log RR 1) Jj 7%

FIHTTEL ) log RR &AM, ATl el e . XA E 18 205 57

M —ASE AT LA RPN MOy 238 M, IEmiERE 0.5, 3 10 I, /R E] 6 Ik
1 (Ef]0.6) AF RSN HERFR 4 Q7 YRR L. FEE 1000 ¥, IET HBILF—ETLE 0.48 3] 0.52 Z[A],
TREE] 0.6 MESPRBERE MY~ A2 IR = 0.57 XA, 10 Ry % 153R 05 %, 1000 1K



3.3 itk OR 52t 3 b fE bk

AT RS2 .
Ji Ze R IR SRR L 1 B A Oy 20 NIRRT RR, D7 25 BOR BT RS o X — >l Y log RR
K, GUit L 7 ZE A 302 2x2 R PUHE T 3R

5 3 3.2 (log RR ¥ Jj 2L VL)

2T FE A 584 log RR &3t §;, #F £ULAH
e 1 111
oRR — = _

i +— - :
a; a; + b; @3 c; +d;
HA i, by, ciydi T F 1 G 2x2 FAGwAET (UF 1 F4 L1). Fihdk a Ko LR 5 2 L4k
X, X ZMHHEFEH T RR meta 5 #rhy T 2IR4],

&

U Aronson 1948 fEA: a=4,b=119,c=11,d = 128,
1 1 1 1
v=7"123 + I 139~ 0.250 — 0.008 4+ 0.091 — 0.007 = 0.326.
PUAS AT A5- B8 = A/ NE E A5 0.326, 5 metafor [i] escalc () HIH SRS 45 0.3256 — L,
3 PR JuE T E P R SRR, R ISR T 10 5 AH BCG 4Lk 1 %S
o WA H 2 6, 2R, BRI TR A BN . ORI R IRA TR 2= BRI UL T
T NBSREAR AL WS/ EA AT Re gk e 2= .

3.3 Lbffilt OR S BcLbfiilt

TOYREERE T RR, A — i ROV & e b (odds ratio, f##R OR). Ff# OR 2 FiSEHRLEM (odds)
PN

HEET B MR f Wl 2FRA, B2 ANAFER&E. 100 S ANEMRR, 54 AN BN,
7 MR & 5/100 = 5% EHAEW AN B AZ B, 7 HE” 2 5/95 B AEM AGREE A I
HEA ERR, BT DMER /N SERRARET, 5/95 5 5/100 JEFHzT; 3 mnt, b 50 M A, T
{8 50/50 = 1, HE% 50%, —FHiFfashE.

OR FL2 A HEM . AREERZBA G T 100 NMIZBRI N 5 A (IZBRELIY odds = 5/95) , 100 SASZH
BN TANE R CRIEZHL odds = 1/99) . OR = (5/95)/(1/99) ~ 5.21. [a4H RR: RR = (5/100)/(1/100) = 5.
OR It RR BER—5, JREEFMARANRE, ZHAM RN 100 455 95 (T 5), AIZBAR 2B 100 4
99 (HA 1), AR gAXFRIE OR A5 RR BHHLES 1.

X 3.3 (LAfibk OR Sixf#LEf L)

*F—JiRAr ey 2x2 &, OR & AZILAEA ML :

gy _ @l

c/d  b-c’

Hdoa,bc,d & 2x2 xehmAKT (B & 1.1). sF#bfik log OR = In(OR) A AR FHMES, £
AL A

OR =

1 1 1 1
o _ + 1+ L 1
Yi 7a+b+c+d'

A% OR 0y 7% 2R WINHT B0 T ode, b logRR 7 2647 344" M Xk A R .

&

OR 5 RR fESEWAHE P L. AN p/(1 - p) = p, OR 5 RR F{H#%IT. BCG Hidls LA ZHHI I
GBI FHAET 72 ZJLLATR . BrPA OR 5 RR WA AER G . 7 datbeg b Bk :

library(metafor)

> d <- read.csv("data/bcg.csv")

13



4| # —KHWH RR 0 OR

s es_rr <- escalc(measure = "RR", ai = tpos, bi = tneg,
6 ci = cpos, di = cneg, data = d)

7 es_or <- escalc(measure = "OR", ai = tpos, bi = tneg,

8 ci = cpos, di = cneg, data = d)

0| # BAEHEEERE, Xt RR 1 OR

11 data.frame(

trial = d$trial,
author = d$author,

14 RR = round(exp(es_rr$yi), 3),
OR = round(exp(es_or$yi), 3),

16 diff_pct = round((exp(es_or$yi) - exp(es_rr$yi)) /
exp(es_rr$yi) * 100, 1)

OR % RR {7

13 TiFIE 2% OR 5 RR BWZEAE 5% PAN . TRER KEPIZ Stein & Aronson 1953 (OR = 0.384,
RR = 0.456, OR I, RR /%) 16%) i1 Ferguson & Simes 1949 (OR = 0.189, RR = 0.205, OR [, RR /%)
8%). XPHINHIFT & H . Stein & Aronson 1953 X W41 454% K ER 4] 25.6% (372/1451), AbFHLHHA
11.7% (180/1541), H{FFE” FH” E4MHRT, OR b RRIFGEFEMIEETFIHE ., H4 11 TFFss SH 580
F 19%—-6%, OR 5 RR JLP-E 4.

72 OR A3 Y RR A2 06 Rie L & ahim £ kB2 —. 4 A% OR = 0.5 FR2HER" NIER ¥, 12
(RzObRE%#%&MHﬁ%%%RRZMi$ﬁ$&g%%ﬁ0R%RR%%AQ&Jﬂ:&5%
=Bt Bag RR TR 0.7 RE K. IRANEIANFRABFISW 5 ik AR EHER, FHEBT 10% 3%
2EW EEEAT RRiLZE OR, BA KiEagie L 21& ) AT,

3.4 NEEZ% RD

RR 5 OR &R 2 HIRFRON 5, [ WU 2 JLAE™ H RN, I PR P S AR 22 o 1 55 B2 SR ek RO i, 157 47

BEHITE D2 D NI L. Xatie MR (risk difference, fijf% RD).

AREENZ BRI BT 100 M2 #ﬂiE’J}\ SAEA, 100 MAZERHA 1 AE . RD =5/100 —1/100 = 4 A~F 5
Mo %D%' EIZBREE A IZIRAE RS IEN T 4% BB KUK AR — D EERERER 1000 DAIZHE, 4 K2 H 40 EK
o5} D [ SFAL & B RE BRI §1 2 0 NI — 01 A7, 3B NNT - (number needed to treat)

Ho
EH@’%%F?& INIBE 17

X 3.4 (WF 2% RD)

RD & saEprfuy £

a C
RD—a+b—C+d—pt—pc-
b p=a/(a+b) RARMLAEE, po=c/(c+d) RABALARE, 7 £EMA

yRD _ pe(1 —py) n pe(l — pc)’
Uz Ne

14



3.5 escalc & —sEXtH

b =a+bRARAIEEEAL, ne=c+dZAFTRAYE AR, RDWIELEZ [-1,1], B1aAFHFE

AFuyEis (LpIRE 5 L), &
RD 5 RR/OR A —MRAN[E : RD RFEHFH. RR 5 OR ZHAE, FRE LRTRAE ERHR, 2700

BOWECA BELEIE FURN PR A H . RDJ2ZE(E, JEREE | —0.05 55 +0.05 ©&RAXFR, HIEGIHRIT .

I Aronson 1948 ft A RD A= : p, = 4/123 = 0.0325, p. = 11/139 = 0.0791, RD = 0.0325 — 0.0791 =
—0.0466, 2 EZEF BCG EAEEFRLEXF AR T2 4.66 A~ E 43 10 K5 KUK«

M%) BCG ¥, 13 THF5EH RD B REM —0.140 (Stein & Aronson 1953) %] 4+-0.0007 (Comstock & Webster
1969) . Stein & Aronson fitj RD & SCJ2&: 4 100 A#ERh BCG, HAREM 14 N KAL—X B4t & X FE
KT R . Hart & Sutherland 1977 [ RD &2 —0.0147 (4 100 A/ 1.47 AN &HA:458%), RR = 0.24 FHife ki
RARK, B4 22/ME 2L, R TG0 ZH FL R A R At R 1.93% . X BB [a]— TSI RR Kl
RARK. RD BERAICR/D, SRS HIEAR

RD EBE A H LA —ANWAKE R . RR AT RE L HEETEE KT, RD £465F B o9tz Rk
MM & RD 5 7 AedCR # ey ey 2R, AZZASF 325 B R FMEFT B AR A9 16 /R 3% % . BCG %48 Z 24
KA IR FIN 0.49%0 )] 25.6% 35 EA K, & RD 4l o930 F 2 A B kg s, VA AR Tl Rk
%% . Cochrane Handbook % : #5#F 557 U K BT 558 A RR 2%, OR & £ 4047, RD AR A4 Bh k4, iz
AERE 5 Z 2.

3.5 escalc Fd: s

HITEOR T escalc() 115 RR fil OR. &3 FHf) measure JUA 6 T meta 40474 O IFA RN

4¢ 3.1: escalc() ] measure ZE(5 X WAL &

measure (W ik W5

"RR" log Mz EL  —7r 245, RCT Bk

"OR" log WAL  4r3845)R, BT BREL logistic [A11=%

"RD" IR 22 TAYREESR, W IRAERRY

"PETO"  Peto OR  FEWLFHME (SR # < 5% 4L F- 5 )
"SMD" Hedges' g  EZAIZER, BRI

"MD" B HELRIG R, BRE
"COR" Pearson r FH 5% B EL meta 44T
"ZCOR"  Fisher 2 HRFRE HBREAI)

escalc O R —AEHRHE, M7 yi (RUVEAGTH) Mvi (2 Pig. XFE RS meta 4T
K2 (rma (). rma.mv()) MIARAERIA . A1 BCG #l 2 —42K55 )5, Ira &40 measure = "RR",

95 3 X HBCR . WIFRN 0 5 v £EIFEIA . 5B 4 TERAX BRSNS RGO 1
W ZENAL, 8 13 WHFR A H B —A~ 45l RR = 0.65. {H 13 MRS58 7 2T, 5 K TPT Madras
—Tk Y 41% KCE, B 4 TATT L 86%, BRI CBORIE s, SIERSER 12 = 92% L E B IEh FE
B DR X5 4 ERFERM, W25 5 ERETUEVTALR R A .
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55 4 50 Wl BOMBERL 3J5 7 L

P
0 2fRE R AR RE SR AR 0 4R ma0 5 ma.nhO MEHIFEZKE
ANA TS it
QO AT £ LT B AL ETT O & datbeg EifiE forest plot 5F Rt [P =
AR AR A ER T 2% i iTiE S

85 1 EANEAHE 13 5k 2x2 & MEE RR = 0.61, {Hg—7 17.6 J7 Af¥) TPT Madras Fh 5 4589 & i
T IO 1)« AFES| A meta SATISE—FPIE R A vE—— W@ ORikiR! (fixed-effects 5¥ equal-effects )
HRFIRE Y HRE R T AR FRE AR B R T,

4.1 Mt 2R FEA AL

BTN R A R M A - 4 2x2 FAS IS TARAN, A4 TR IR 5345 AR A& iNFL. TPT Madras —Ji
17.6 TN, NEBGE—, HELEHFERIET .

I F AR IEANE - R A RORL, RSB . SRR TSR, RS REARIIBIT A TN 56 3 %
E&drd, BIPEH log RRAGHA T2 vi, I 28U MURAGTHBORS I . BT DA™ H50R5 8 55 1E4y Bt Al
0= 1/v;, MBS 2R

A SE R AT RBE St B @O B . BERPNE” & REMMPSRART, 127 = KBifE O
s e/ U, RUE T RORR RS OREEAR. Jr22R) AE Rt . W07 22 R MU 2 ix 1 g
AR, FHEZHIIR ESAIFEER, (AXEIE KR TR RIS, AANREIFIR LR — B
FLRSE—Y]

S —F BCG #¥ig. TPT Madras § 525 vs = 0.0040, #{HEH 1/0.0040 = 250; Aronson 1948 [ 525 v; =
0.3256, F{H 1/0.3256 = 3.07. WIHFFIALE L 81:1, Hart & Sutherland 1977 ) vy = 0.0200, L H 50, =T
AHXF A FAL 2501 500 3.07, 7 fZEFEAR R F” 176 1 26.5 1 0.262 114 670:1 L BIRFIA D .

4.2 [l s BRI iR 3

Wi ZE AU A A B AT AE— ARG b s 13 5 BCG RIS A 2 R A SL92808 , W98 18] 14 25 7258
SOk AR SN -

S 4.1 (W1 ROR I 38)
K kFAARE OB EERE 0 691t 9, F £ v BT REARRRIEL

9 =0+e, g; ~ N(0,v;).

HP g 2 R BT, 0 RASRFFR AT ATRE (FIH 0, HETFIA0), e 38
HizE, RAHYEER, FE2 v W ESSH. v, 2% i AR F £ (53T 8l H%), s

X 2R BELE I PR R AT 2% B /0 B IE 57 . Hart & Sutherland 1977 fY%5[E 3218 2 F1 TPT Madras 1980 f1 E[I i
T2, AR EIRIROL . MM RIRITIRR . SRR T REATE, BCG R B " EARK
N ARMER IR A SE A . MEASETHELR, FE BIAE BB N A TR g (SN 248 mthit), 2
PR I 2 AT A Y g



4.3 475 E e AUE

4.3 @ JiZEImAeL ik

X 4.2 GBI ZAUE S BTG )
# FEBIR T, AoAtF3

b > Wil
E:iUM
ST A ERR 0 & ARG (EFEARE w; FAMEIGERR). BELBETPRARF ER ], ELIRI
v;

HA g £F i AR logRR fFt, v REF £, w; REARTELIHZHRE, &1t n 24
Var(0) = 1/, wi, * 5 95% EAZR I8 A4 0 +1.96\/1/ 5, wi.

&

It 2035 D5 ZEMASE AL TIE A 7 5 2/ s &b, e Rt RS & S TR ME R
KRS 2, et BOF & S TS 5. WHFR v =0.04 50 =0.16, W5 ZMNE 1/v 45
25 5625, FZEZE 4 AEMZE 4 5. PP HORSEER G A BUAB Ik 8 25 BN,

T 1 metafor (1) rma () pRETE BCG s E LA @RV . rma () J& metafor fA%.0 K41, S5 method
= "EE" /8 equal-effects (51E45) fixed-effects 7] ).

library(metafor)

> d <- read.csv("data/bcg.csv")

: es <- escalc(measure = "RR",

ai = tpos, bi = tneg, ci = cpos, di = cneg,
data = d)

7 fe_iv <- rma(yi, vi, data = es, method = "EE")

s print(fe_iv)

FE B0 il

IV A RO AR 28 29 TogRR = —0.4303, #RMEIRE 0.0405, 95% CI [—0.5097, —0.3509], #:45%] RR
RJE, A7 RR =0.65, 95% CI [0.60, 0.70]. MiXMFFE , BCG BIAILEZ AEIER T2 35%.
SRR Q = 152.23, HEE kK —1=12, p <0.0001, I? =92.13%. I* {OHFF LA R T
JUBIHE T B2 R8 m i, HARE— BT AR s iRt . X452 S FE BB ORI B 3%
PhoE: 13 TFFE LT T DA AN R AR — N ESEa . 12 5 72 MIE=UE RS 6 FRITF. X it
—AATES: P #id 50%, FERRLG K CLILF—Ed %, BN 408 E A,

4.3.1 IR T o A

W5 ZERELL T 22/ DT AR . 3 4.1 S datbeg 13 WIRFFEAE IV AL R ROACE, $EACE MR E]/
HEFF

17



4.4 Mantel-Haenszel /24

#6401 13 BFAERBEROY. (IV) BEAUR B

TR (4 Ry Jidive BUE (%) FiE (%)
8 TPT Madras 1980  0.0040 41.40 41.40
6 Stein & Aronson 1953  0.0069 23.75 65.15
11 Comstock et al 1974  0.0124 13.21 78.36
4 Hart & Sutherland 1977 0.0200 8.20 86.56

Frimodt-Moller et al 1973  0.0512 3.20 89.76
Coetzee & Berjak 1968  0.0564 291 92.67
13 Comstock et al 1976  0.0714 2.30 94.97
10 Rosenthal et al 1961 0.0730 2.25 97.22
2 Ferguson & Simes 1949  0.1946 0.84 98.06
Vandiviere et al 1973 0.2230 0.74 98.80
1 Aronson 1948  0.3256 0.50 99.30
3 Rosenthal et al 1960  0.4154 0.39 99.69
12 Comstock & Webster 1969  0.5325 0.31 100.00

5 PR i 4 BRI 86.56%, Fl4y O WML A THANE 13.44%. FE G455 L-F2iX U
BTN . BIAEES 1 E=RIAFSTE) log RR: TPT Madras 42 0.012 (JLF-JE%%), Stein & Aronson ;& —0.786,
Comstock 1974 2 —0.339, Hart & Sutherland J2& —1.442. £ KAXER TPT Madras &Pl B0, Hirff
171(#) Hart & Sutherland KA /N (8.2%) SMAKR. Xt/ hfh4 FE &7 RR = 0.65, FilLkH” #id%-r
B Rz .

AN AT TPT Madras /)7 JERUE S BRI 50% ARS8 FE-IV B HEF] 41% FREED . 1%
TG EA AN —— S A 12 = 92% RIW” BEASRA—HE, 55 5 RENLONAS AL A R IE T e .

4.4 Mantel-Haenszel JI#Y

W ML ROE R I R R, (F BRI SRR > (LA IR U2 3 Bl ), 1w &
A7 2R HE AL I/, B3 o PRSI JoA 1158 . Mantel & Haenszel 1959 48t 1 — AN ] KB 5 AL T
F, EEET 22 R TS S I, BT T /v AREE.

MH 43 RR RB & Y wifs/ S w; 094X, f AIEfE 2x2 it4e L b ia
> ai(c +di) /ng
Yoiciai+b:)/n;
B a;, by, cidi B F i RHR 2x2 RBWEAKT, ni=a; +bi o +di RERFRHERLE. 5FT
AiEm” £ RR =1 s RIBL TRAIZLA % A B0 F T S R e, » B AN %A 2| 09 F 1
R oy e A E T ERMAR T RBE RS .

RRyin =

&

MH fli i EAERR B 4 Sy b IV /)N, J& Cochrane Collaboration #E#£1¢) 432 meta 44T ERIA ¥4 . #E BCG
B 5 MH i :

| fe_mh <- rma.mh(measure = "RR",
ai = tpos, bi = tneg, ci = cpos, di = cneg,
data = d)

+ print(fe_mh)
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4.5 Forest plot

IV 5 MH (¥} Lk

MH &3f45 1 1@1\“{ = —0.4537, RRyp = 0.635, 95% CI [0.588, 0.686]. 5 IV #i%[¥) RRyy = 0.65
FHEG, MHASTTRERSIRAG (PRSI R ), CLILTFE S . A7 BCG il Lahiem g —2, REZ
BCG =403k 7o /2 (/P H) Comstock & Webster 1969 47 8 FlF{F) , Bl IV AU ARE A
B, MH 150 12 ~ 92%, 51V JLE—3.

T 4.1 GRIX)

RO ARR R F AR A RS R E e R FE RE 45 R IV o0 7 £ a9 B 46
A RALE , FE Bk AT A 0B R — A4 % 12 > 50%. Q #bh p < 0.05 8%, BRI A F
EHP A, FE&ta ClAR2EMT, “ibARRICAZILE L HE, S5 ERA—F: RFEX
MEF 25 Q, I? > 50% 3 Q #3 p < 0.05 3K IR MAL R . £ datbeg E I? = 92%, FE #H R 4415
Ak, THERN L AE S5 FARIEUE AR 4,

4.5 Forest plot
Forest plot J& meta 4Bt ST BUAL TR, LA IHFSEIMBEA 5 A SR Ml — b b ik

FIREE A = RTINS (B - SRR BTS2 LI (o) - 85
VA e A I P e i . (T PR LS TR ) o

19



4.6 ZAatie i (FhEMm)

Study RR [95% CI]
Aronson (1948) ' | 0.41[0.13, 1.26]
Ferguson & Simes (1949) —_— 0.20 [0.09, 0.49]
Rosenthal et al (1960) ' 0.26 [0.07, 0.92]
Hart & Sutherland (1977) —— 0.24[0.18, 0.31]
Frimodt-Moller et al (1973) »—-—a 0.80[0.52, 1.25]
Stein & Aronson (1953) i 0.46 [0.39, 0.54]
Vandiviere et al (1973) —_— 0.20 [0.08, 0.50]
TPT Madras (1980) @ 1.01[0.89, 1.14]
Coetzee & Berjak (1968) ._._. 0.63[0.39, 1.00]
Rosenthal et al (1961) —_— 0.25[0.15, 0.43]
Comstock et al (1974) —.— 0.71[0.57, 0.89]
Comstock & Webster (1969) ' > 1.56 [0.37, 6.53]
Comstock et al (1976) ._._. 0.98 [0.58, 1.66]
Fixed—effects (V) model - 0.65 [0.60, 0.70]
[ I I |
0.05 0.25 1 4

Risk Ratio (log scale)

Pl 4.1: 13 5 BCG iR @2, (IV) AL forest plot. RRIURFST SA/NSAUE BUE L, #E28 95% CI; JiGH
SR RR A1 0.65 (95% CI0.60-0.70) . #5 K758y TPT Madras 1980 Y5764 Al (RR~ 1), fieiif
J7HY) Hart & Sutherland 1977 J7¥e/N. WA R 13 AR 2O G B AT T AR B AR S, R
(KR SRR AT/

4.6 2B (GokiBL)

WA TG FAEXS LRI —4T, 2158 10 A NLMMMR . RGBT RF I ER & I AT RTE R —0
L N U G

42 R (BEE43)

Jith A3 10gRR - A3 RR(95% CI) BBV 511

FNEEI —0.488 0.61 (—) 134-2x2 FAHIHM  HRKEEAFR LS, MRS
FE-IV —0.430 0.65 (0.60,0.70) 13 WiWFseAbRl— S 1% = 92%, BRI EHM
FE-MH —0.454 0.64 (0.59,0.69) [A] FE-IV, Xt E Stk E CL w7

Wi FE AHAHEIE, {5 17 = 92% W] FE BEX 80 EABOL. 55 5 SRR AL 2ARTF” ]
AR KRR, SRR AT

20



95 5 BEHLBOMERLY 2 Al

0 72/ FE 2| RE 8942 SANGE: IR ey A 1 %4 Hartung-Knapp 8% f£/ )N BF 70 30 F 89 211k

2 Yo SR G YER
[d ¥4 DerSimonian-Laird &5 REML # 4 72 &3+ O F&i:FmRXmE (PI), e b BRI R4
7 ik vin

85 4 T FEIV B &9 RR = 0.65, {H 12 = 92% B 13 TiHF5TH ARG R — D ESR0y . A
F TRl SR MRBE, SEBFFEIRI L 22 ] — B 22550 2 Al ik, BCG Hdfie s it i
FHY MGG, FENUSO RS 1 &I 45 R 5 FE ZRER, J2 meta AT IIARIESE ) .

5.1 Bl 80w SRR

WA §; = O + i, PrABTFREEE — NS0 0. BEYLSUV AL MEIAATT - AEIRRTE
HOA—DESEY 0;, 134 0; AFRESRAIAE, e K— A7 11 Bl e .

s 3L 5.1 (BEBLEL R EER)

Gi =0; +e€i, 0;i~N(u,7), & ~ N(0,v;).
sk g 2% i RHLAY log RR 53T, 0, 2% i AHMRMAERE (BARATE —A), u 2FHAE
B (meta &I BAT). e RAHFRE, TE v 0, BIN T HFER T2, AT F £, 72 =0
AFAR AR AL A B A . \

72 BRI AT I . RIX 13 5 BCG {3045 H LSV 40 52 01,02, ..., 0130 [E]E RV X 13
ANFCERARSE (U~ 0) 5 BEHUSOVABELSGX 13 MECRAHAE, (HE SN BRIME o 4310, 501 8 e
7. BCG ¥({EH , &3 Hart & Sutherland 1977 1) ELSZRUW W HE S log RR = —1.4, FRiE i TPT Madras 1980 f¥
BRIV ATRER 0, 3 ARHA—FE. 72 SEXFASKA =R Bk, eI Cl R LIS,

5.1.1 BERLROM SRR AL
WAL RS A SR Ay 25 RO B, (E 25 S W43 - RS N IR 7 25 v RO SR IR LSR5 22 72

o 5.2 (REALW AL )

RE #28 F AR50 a9 L E A
RE 1
w; = .
g ’Ui—l-T2
L ov F i R A Gt S £ (F FE) |, 72 AR AER B S £. &34t o =
Zi szE?QZ/Zz w?Ev 7% % Var(ji) =1/ Zz szEG Y

18 72 BB - B2 R WA B R R . Heh—A>: FrARF R MACEAR L FE AU, R R R T
FEAI CIIFE 58 75—~ EABGESIRWBIFAEYY #-F". FE B4R TPT Madras — 5t 47 41%, ]
RE B R IXAS IS EGK, B 72 SEERRXH LS HIE T



5.2 DerSimonian-Laird /& i+ =

5.2 DerSimonian-Laird {f i} #

T2 NEEBEWIGE, MR AL . DerSimonian & Laird 1986 47 H T 2 Al FH Y 72 SEAL T .

E X 5.3 (DerSimonian-Laird ~2 f; i} &)

72 =max<0 Q-(k—-1)

PE ’Ziwi—Ziw?/Ziwz‘ .
EF QRFRMHEQLIE (F4F4Y) . k2. wi=1/v, A FERBTHEFERE, 5T
Q- (k—1)ZMEQME” EFEBETREAME k— 1" 0435, 2 FeINBHEL/RE log RR F 7%
RE. R Q<k—1 (FRtiBTrhibifks), 2 fbrhE,

&

1F BCG ¥a LT3 —i. Joitsh 4 A 13 TipFss IV AE w; = 1/v; &2 > w, = 609.70, F
B w? = 94,820.58, FFPA S w?/ Y w; = 94,820.58/609.70 = 155.52, DL AR 40EE S w; — S w?/ S w; =
609.70 — 155.52 = 454.18, Q DAEFH 4 =EH Q =152.23, HHEE—1=12, 4+ Q — 12 = 140.23. fLA:

140.23
p2 TV =

0¥ 140.23 S WUEEE (B S 18] BB AR BB B0, 0B 454.18 AL XA 5 )7 2] log RR 75 RUE
HUE S NP

library(metafor)

> d <- read.csv("data/bcg.csv")

; es <- escalc(measure = "RR", ai = tpos, bi = tneg,

ci = cpos, di = cneg, data = d)

# FH DL ° P EE

7w <- 1/ es$vi
sum_w  <- sum(w) # 609.70
sum_w2 <- sum(w~2) # 94820.58

denom <- sum_w - sum_w2 / sum_w # 4b4.18

Q <- rma(yi, vi, data = es, method = "EE")$QE # 152.23

> tau2 DL <- (Q - 12) / denom

cat("tau"2 (DL, F %) =", round(tau2_DL, 4), "\n")

# DerSimonian-Laird 2 fiit (EFE N Y —%)

re_dl <- rma(yi, vi, data = es, method = "DL")

' print(re_dl)

DL f&il-&5
RE-DL %1l 72, = 0.3088, # = 0.556. &7 logRR = —0.7141, Fi#fEiR 0.1787, 95% CI [—1.0644, —0.3638],
YIR RR = 0.49, 95% CI [0.35, 0.70].
5 FE-IV ) RR = 0.65 #{}t., RE-DL &7 RR fi/)y (PRAR 5% ), CL $EEEM FE A9 [0.60, 0.70] AZ L
[0.35, 0.70] XFf CT KIEAE T8 & G EEM) . FEVSNY AN R Z [BIFFAE RS, CLLAHEX P22 RN
i 7 1

DL RAAhiTH——E 25K Q MU BEAE FE BN ET & — 1, il k — 1 A8t el 0y 22 X4
HEFAT BB 0; IRIES, 2 T KMk A0 DL 7/ I (k< 20) e Bk - ik
BN 2, BEM S MAERE R, 1k L7

22



5.3 REML f&+t

5.3 REML f{#it

REML (Restricted Maximum Likelihood, FRfil i RKPIA) 3T IES R R R AM T, Bg FaeRs
B, E/MIFSRECT WAL DL 7N, Cochrane Handbook 5 metafor £0#5# REML /£ R ERA 72 fhiit & .

€ X 5.4 (REML 2 fi1)

BEABZ 0; ~ N(p,7°) 5 i | 0; ~ N(05,v;) T, REML @ i$x” 3R& p B oA FRMR” RABALFFE] 72 153+,

WX LR H BT, Wik RAEEKA, metafor ZiA{% A Fisher scoring ik . %
REML fEHAE/IMEART JCNBA S . DL fHAGTHEE k /NP Q 48 B 5 25N v] Z20% , DL At sh R

ﬁ( REML AR BEETEARGE B, XF 72 AT RS . U2 REML 3% 0; IR IEZS, DL AMBik. 555
IERSBRE R EAE kBB A R .

re_reml <- rma(yi, vi, data = es, method = "REML")

> print(re_reml)

REML %41 725, = 0.3132, 5 DL ¥ 0.3088 JL %K. &3f logRR = —0.7145, 95% CI [—1.0669, —0.3622],
RR = 0.489, 95% CI [0.34, 0.70], BCG #¥i#f |- DL 15 REML 558 )L PB4, P00 k = 13 T4 L5 Fikh
fliitam . fEENME (k=5) F, —“EHXRIF.

5.4 Hartung-Knapp %%

DL 5 REML I RFEA IES LT G CI—— o 7 24 EIE ST 22, FRIA 1.96 55 95% CI 2
Foo XAE b KIFE2E, & AWH7E . Hartung & Knapp 2001 $2 ] ¢ M EUIERS. HfE k-1, 1k CI

HK AES ARG, £—, b EitadrfiRm /1>, wRE Bk h
SEpk = \/Z i 1 %Z;SE ’

£ wlf T REAE, 0 & REAHHME. =, ERRIAA ti_1 27916 RAEH X 1.96:
Clgsy = ft £ trp—1,0.975 - SEnk.

metafor i@ it 4% test = "knha" ;2 ] HK %k,

&

HK W 2588 7 PRl @4 CLILSE . 50— (R R 7o 25 & T () Se bl B e s 22 , ik
CIL e Scbn B R AU TAE” BHE NAZA FTRUR” . 58 32T 20,075 = 1.96 8 th—1,0.075. X k = 13,
ti2,0075 = 2.179, H 1.96 KZ) 11%; k =5 W tyoors = 2.776, L 1.96 K# 42%. BFsukhisl>, HK JHEIE CI
PIATBNE, e/ MEA TR A1

re_hk <- rma(yi, vi, data = es, method = "REML", test = "knha")

> print(re_hk)
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5.5 Fjum X 18] PI

REML + HK {4k 1

HK % )5 £9F logRR = —0.7145 (fif#i145 REML 5244F), ARMEIR 0.1808 (W5 REML [ 0.1798),
95% CI [—1.1084, —0.3206], RR = 0.489, 95% CI [0.33, 0.73]. p{EJH t 57, p=0.0019 ({HiE2).,
Cochrane Handbook [ 2019 45 EMEL AL VAL ERIA M REML + HK 416, JEHAE b < 20 B, A5
S RENLRLLY, 45 R R X L

5 PilIX ) P

WAL A —A B CT B ECHERS I R PSR (G b ——BIIX ] (prediction interval , fij#% PI). CI4HiA
GIIERATRENE, PLIHAARR —TUFHFT I B SROY T RELEMF AL . fE 5 LR35 PLHE CILE 252 .

s 3L 5.6 (PN )

Ploso, = o £ tk—2,0.975 - /72 + SE(f1)2.

A o RE &M, 7° AFRNF £453F, SE(i) %/a\v“'riﬁ{ﬁéﬁﬁiﬁi% Pl CL %, B ARG 2ie

2 (ARAR B G AFEF ) Fo SE(R)? (SHHEHMTRAZN) B3RpmE—F., AREL—2H/
FHKCIagk—1: PIAXRT E £14&T —A 72 23k, % IntHout-Higgins-Tovey 2016 4435 % Jo—/~
W £ . metafor 49 predict () FHHIT 7 test = "knha" W93 £ AFH AL AR ETHE CL 5 Pl

&

Pl 5 CI fyZ5IEIG IR LB X EE, CLAEIFRIYE” £Ek BCG 1 PRV PSRRI FE 5 — 1 EAK
imlzﬁ% BCG Wi H , WIS iaE”. s Pl B, BRE A k—IHFsT 554 n] GBS H oA 2 ) 1A 1
I AR LBV

pi_hk <- predict(re_hk)

» cat("& 3 RR =", round(exp(pi_hk$pred), 3),

" 95% CI =", round(exp(pi_hk$ci.lb), 3), "to",
round (exp(pi_hk$ci.ub), 3), "\n")

s cat("95), PI = [", round(exp(pi_hk$pi.1lb), 3), ","

round (exp(pi_hk$pi.ub), 3), "I\n")

BCG Bl pi X vl

REML + HK %1473 RR = 0.489, 95% CI [0.33, 0.73], 95% PI [0.136, 1.763]. CI At 1, ” kY
BCG A PRI IXAEEBTE 5% 4513 T L. (HPIE 1, %ﬁ%ﬁﬂ%;{éﬁ%/\%ﬁiﬂatﬁﬁm BCG iR
AIREZA A RR = 0.14 (BRLRY, 0 RS RS K 14%) 3 RR = 1.76 (i), Hox BRZE KU = 76%) 1
R g5, Xt BCG e EIEMIGR(E B BCG AR, HAEANFMRXRL TR AR, 575
24 B meta [a] 5 £ A1 Ah HARHL AL Grqar F P & ke«

5.6 Forest plot 45 i il [X [i]

BEPLRLLY. forest plot 3 F 7L A HF 28 TE R I I— MU AMRRZRACSR PL, 5 (I RS ELR B 1 AR WFFER W]
RERUNW L. metafor il 24f addpred = TRUE H BRI 47
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5.6 Forest plot 7 T [X 7]

Study RR [95% ClI]
Aronson (1948) ' | 0.41[0.13, 1.26]
Ferguson & Simes (1949) —_— 0.20 [0.09, 0.49]
Rosenthal et al (1960) ' 0.26 [0.07, 0.92]
Hart & Sutherland (1977) —— 0.24[0.18, 0.31]
Frimodt—Moller et al (1973) »—.—4 0.80[0.52, 1.25]
Stein & Aronson (1953) HlH 0.46 [0.39, 0.54]
Vandiviere et al (1973) —_— 0.20 [0.08, 0.50]
TPT Madras (1980) - 1.01[0.89, 1.14]
Coetzee & Berjak (1968) »—.—4 0.63[0.39, 1.00]
Rosenthal et al (1961) — . 0.25[0.15, 0.43]
Comstock et al (1974) — 0.71[0.57, 0.89]
Comstock & Webster (1969) ' > 1.56 [0.37, 6.53]
Comstock et al (1976) »—-—4 0.98 [0.58, 1.66]
Random-effects (REML + HK) [T ‘ ........ | 0.49[0.33, 0.73]
[ I I |
0.05 0.25 1 4

Risk Ratio (log scale)

P#] 5.1: 13 3l BCG iXI& FEHLAY (REML + HK) 1557 forest plot. JIKTPZEI 047 RR = 0.49 (95% CI0.33-0.73),
HR I KPR 95% Fii X [a] [0.136, 1.76], #5311, $ERARBIERIAH &ML K TA I CLE/RIFERE

AL AR A FHCR AN TR . $—24e Pl % CI ik, # X 2i%5]795% interval = [0.13, 1.76]”,
4ot & CLiR R PLAE LRG| A, 2F3 TetHRegEik. ClIgE S5 341a0 R A, PL§E K kA7
RO T, RGBT LIAARATIE, F & EFRARRZTIRE RE 574391, % 12 > 85%, TR
A ERARTRAR L RE, A5F84 u T ALt B REVEAT £ FR¥p = . BCG 448 I? = 92%, #—45F
RR = 0.49 R &4t E L Loy 43RT3, TR A=A ERPTEN R BCG 1o R[4 51K 51%, E4
Bk R fb % 7T Fay AL meta =3, AEEF MM RR.

Q

o5 5 FLX R, =Fh RE fliit (DL, REML. REML+HK) %3 LPHIFEP iflivt RR = 0.49, CI%iREE
M DL f#J [0.35,0.70] —p&#"5] REML+HK f# [0.33,0.73]. k FE-IV [ [0.60,0.70] &5 552 A HAY . RE BAUK
INFFEASE AR, CAMHELIX P e g AR 7

B4 RR = 0.49 5 P1[0.14, 1.76] BRI R 2=V, SeePkAS S Epakm k. 56 6 St Q. 12,
72 X — AR RG2S, PLANEE R E X, #%4K5 Definition 5.6 E#E5 | H . 5 6 BRI I (FES
RE) [EHEERICA—IKEHXT .
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96w SmtEisHi: Q. 7. 72 HFmIX [

O 2R R A A RIR RS A KA Q 2ARH 2. H?, 72 ZA X2 TR 693545
%

£ 5 1 %4 Galbraith 55 Baujat [ 5 5T M a9t
1 42 Cochran’s Q #3584 2 208 5

55 MO 2 SEWKEEX T, AR R XA WHER RSV E. 5 S BRI
72 = 0.31 BBy 22 AN, ARTEEMIE XA 72 (RS IR AR AL T AGLE? 17 = 92% XA
rHE AT A AE meta PHTILIEST Q. By v =77

Meta 73} M7 HL” SO X ANABT RIS A ZRR I ISR BFSSAE IR B 6 L 2e s (IR PR S
JiiksEse k) . ST ERUV AT Z R (S bE) o AE RS, RO B Al
e I RN 7 3 S TR P A P B U AR, A BT T

6.1 St A KR

13 7 BCG #5EH) log RR HUAfiAE —1.62 ¥ +0.45 Z[A]. XAHUGIARBA P BRI IR A R
ARl (FIRRRELSRLY,, SRS RIARIR AT ) s BIFFEZ (R LS80 AT REASR A — R (BN
TS IO PR AT L5 BCG W T REARAAS & — A8 o ST s Wit o AT 45 2 JERLIN 2 Y B T
PR MRESsh” 57 B2 Wiksy, FEEES 2RI,

AR TR, JRZE Q. [P HP L ZRMRAS—H TR BN MR A R K55

6.2 Cochran’s Q £355

Cochran 1954 #2111 Q GEit i@ a1 m SR . BRI SR log RR i 2 FE & IF AT A% B
HIALF 73K A

E X 6.1 (Cochran’s Q)

k
Q=" wi(fi— 1)
i=1

Hb w; =1/v; & FE R ey 5 ZAE, §; 2% i AHF5THY log RR 1&3t, 1 & FE &5t 463, k R
to ERERAERLMEA—ARERE" (2=0) T, Qnod,, MEEFFOREL-1. Q 2%
ALk — 1 RF HEREBLF M.

&
At 2 Q AEBUBEE T WA T B b 7 302 X2 AR o, RIMEEE k- 1. ek, 5
wi (s — ) BRI 1 (BRI ), b UM 25 1 Tl o 4R/ 1A~ A b, BT k- 1.
QBB p HREM xi_, /i, BCG ¥l Q = 152.23, df = 12, xiy095 = 21.03, /T 15223,
p < 10710, SRRPERNRE R




6.3 I> 5 H?

Q B BRI T A, k=5, 7=038F Q Iay A2 FF 75| 50%, FokFRA LEF R
AT B k. p > 0.05 RAEARIEA” F MM, RAEMEAQ BIREIELRBIL. AWM FREE S F
I? Fo r2 gy & 46T, M ARZRATE Q 49 p L. Cochrane Handbook A 2008 =42 3% 88 # &3 "p > 0.05 % A

FE #7204 5% 5k .

63 I* 5 H?

Higgins & Thompson 2002 ¢t} I*, & Q M HFLIAI BT L BVR SR LB, S5 ik

e 6.2 (17 5 H?)
Higgins & Thompson 2002 &4 744 A X HiEd Q H4F:

2 Q Q_Q_(k_l)_ _L
H? = %, 1_—Q =1- .

A Q & Cochran’s Q. k ZHF50 4. H? ZAME T F 53T Fogk, 2 R ALEZF &S T F
porets), I2=0 A TR AALEER; [2=1RFI/UFE £4E A LS FRME,

&

WD 12 ARMPESR:, 1 BCG 1Y Q = 152.23, k— 1 = 12 ft AJEHE/A 30 12 = 140.23/152.23 = 92.12%,
5 metafor i1 92.22% 2T 0.10 MAS . 225 A2 bug, 42 metafor £ RE AL ] T — N4 ETE AR
A 1P =12)(r% 4+ 5%), Hp 322 13 W ST IR EHE LR A G B 257 . XA generalized FE
HEH 2 SR 20 e E RS TE, S5EAGAFET Tk BEEE LT 8, R R NSRS
e WiAERERNT, A3 12 DA metafor it k.

8 1? BHPRRR 3615 . 13 T BCG W98 log RR HUATA 92% ok H EL22 5%, A 8% K AliFrsgh. kit
18 13 AN ] H DX AR A [R]— Fpoe B 3R, MBI 2 R) A 22 53 LA S B X R REAL I s K A5 A L, RS 4
BRPIIROY” G R E I RN EIE AT L A DX

I? 1 T B2 X [A) 52 Higgins 2003 31 < 25% %, 25%-50% H14%. 50%-75% B > 75% . X2
I IKIA], ARAAXIARE . GRS 2445 A 72 55 0 DX a) e T

PEBAEIGFER . b AR 12 SR FRmaest s, 12 Ziastikh), ZaiEF £ X0 Fvh: R
W EM, [P AR 1 AR A ZMK, BPRAEFRAR, 2 &84k . BCG 4 13 AR S
EFEEM 0004 2] 053, 12 = 92% IANKFIRMT 7 25 FERBEE., F—ARENFRHETHE 2
89 B fEit. k=508t I? 49 95% CL % % %% (0%, 95%)], #F& &1&iH% A 15 8% . metafor & confint () &
AR I? ey Cl, bm—iik,

Q

6.4 72 SRR

2 BRI E SR &, S log RR P —3. B2 RESBMKZLSE, 85 HEEaNS
BRI %% (DL Al REML).

6.3 (T AEBUR I L)

2 049 7 7 f£ log RR R Z b AFSL IR A 2 R R a9 47 £ . d2 7 Buds 4k exp(T) 43k RR RE Bag” A 528
RHAEF", #l4e 7= 0.56 6F exp(r) = 1.75, TR X EAAFRTAESE logRRABE I Mz £E 7, =%

29 RR b exp(7) = 1.75, &

27



6.5 MRS

018 BCG ¥4t . T X B fti%fH REML + HK Bl#44 72 51 95% CI (KT Q-profile J71) .

I re <- rma(yi,

vi, data = es, method = "REML", test = "knha")

> ci_tau <- confint(re)

s print(ci_tau)

BCG %#iiiy 7 fhiih 5 CI

72 = 0.313,
Ji RR R | exp(0.56) ~ 1.75: 13 ANFSEALV AT RR 22— i 2Eit2e  1.75 £5.

I? 1 95% CI J2 [81.9%, 97.7%], T 7 82% T 41t Higgins (1) 5 F00E” BUH 75%. T M STt 2
X[EffTHE , BCG Bt i) 5 Bt Al 2 T B ) .

95% C1[0.120, 1.112]. CI AAEE, Bl 72 BEKTFE, FAEESHREIE. 7 =056, M

6.5 SPERRLE S

B2 Sh, WK PR A VLR 5 . 553K Galbraith plot. (121) radial plot) , HERIZBFILHOKIIE 1/SE,

I ZARMEAIY. 95 /SE; o R HIN FTAT U BA% 4 e — MO RURU A EL RPN 2 JERE Y B 2 1 02 S it
AL E IS o

log RR / SE (#RfE(L3REY)

-10.0 ®

Galbraith B : FEMHMMIISHET
dEELN 2 HE; IRNANEFEELZ(E

0.0

4 8 12 16

1/SE ($6E)

F¢l 6.1: Galbraith [, {6 H 282 FE A9 TEXT R A RER (BRI R S o 206 B Z APRIELRIN ) £2 B(E. £
By S o= e | N = = 3 D i T2 O N 7

% 5K/ Baujat plot, FERIEEFIHITEN G Q MTTER (G IETTRK) . SRR BRI TN S AT RS2 R )
(B EZEEIMTERZ D). A BRI R L B G, 2 meta 0T HY” A7 D AORIESE
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Contribution to overall heterogeneity

Pl 6.2: Baujat [, HERIZHITON Q HITTHK, Ml ZHOARTTOE GRS R . A B AR Tk
FRES MG, REURE TS R 5

Baujat &l 45 b 23502 4 5 Hart & Sutherland 1977 (45 F3#43) 5 8 5 TPT Madras 1980 (ki it
TER) o XPETA 5 SRR BA”, 1EJ255 7 B meta [ I ZEEREIAZ L.

6.6 FAPULLA S IR PEARbe e il

1€ BCG % ERY i m o e R B

e B R g &g | -

4 6.1: datbeg SR IREBEAR

fibr ik s

Q 15223 HHE 12, p< 10710, SEHERIE BE

H? 12.86 S/ SRS i 12.86 1%

r 92.22% AR ST 92% S [ ELSC R M

I295% CI  [81.9%,97.7%] FFAWAE Higgins” 5 B ibE” BIEHZ I

7? 0313 log RR R FHIBFSER )y 22

7295%CI  [0.120,1.112] AE=E, 2 BERTE

T 0.56 log RR REHIBFFT TS

exp(7) 175 RR R E—fEARmEENRY. 1.75 f50w 2

PI (RR) [0.136, 1.763]  REHFFLHI RR WTHERSERR R (LEE S 25)
86 mEATHEGIAMPEAT S . BEAR, £HSMET (AMEEIF + WP FE + = RE) 2

FIXFHRATT
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6.6 F ATk & 5 F G AT RS

46 6.2: JiEXT R (BES 6 7))

Jik logRR RR (95% CT) 2 B JaiFi

FEEIH —0.488 0.61 —  2x2 FWTHEAM M BRFEA T T

FE-1IV —0.430  0.65 (0.60, 0.70) 0 L EIUY 12 = 92%, iR
FE-MH —0.454  0.64 (0.59, 0.69) 0 [ FE-IV, Wit SEPE CI R

RE-DL —0.714  0.49(0.35,0.70) 0309  ELSZARN IEA/ 72 /NEEA RS
RE-REML —0.715 0.49(0.34,0.70) 0.313  [i RE-DL A IE SR K
RE-REML+HK —0.715 049(0.33,0.73) 0313 [ RE-REML E /NI ¢ ST BE R4S

0 5o RE-REMLAHK @ A 3 5 i3 £ 5. (A RR = 0.49 5 PI1(0.14, 1.76] 5 AR R [ 22,
HWEGITFEA S TR0 13 R A AZER X AK? 5 7 2 AP B meta 15, F
RETRHE 72 = 0.31 fERHRAY 34
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o5 7 w5 A Pr 5 meta [0]IH

LS
O 2ELA5WHE meta B)Ia9 K 4 AT H &S O %4 ablar f##F dat.beg 89 FF50 18] 75 %
04 B BACHE B Q )ﬂ S X alloc 45 T 48 % 57
0 %4 K mods S iewmtsn BEAWE =R PR A 13 SRR B A A E S
rma () E)Igi,]’_f‘?(

56 T4 17 = 92%. 7% = 0.31, FWRAE 13 T BCG {5 [l LSRN 22 AR . AL S5 24X i
Z S P ke . WRIATRER S — IITTE R RN AL/, (R E XA R AR T AR I B ROE T—2K,
W4 2 ?JEAE'A%TF‘%, meta ]I I E L BE0 FE A2 R O MER I AR PFE”, R — 2Ry
7594

7.1 NEAL5 P Y5 meta [RIHA G £

WA MR A B E (RT3 alloc) FERFFE M4, AELHERMERENLAL VAR, Meta [ JF 242
MR (RHCEs:) (o AR BEATA ) Re . W A A BT - &2 AT B RS AR RE g L3 Hir
72 meta [o ISFE > MRS B EIORF)

w3 7.1 (Meta [n]1H)

EREAUALR A8 & o o A BT A o
:ﬁO'i'lei + u; + &4, N(OvTres)a €q NN(O»'UZ)

Br AME A A M, T2 RREF AN, FHEERRMEGATH T £, BRARE)E (RE
/(v +72,)) &REH, TheASAEE

&

B MR RPERE o ARG —ANBA0L, UV & (log RR) “F3ARML 1. 72, SRR 70 22550t
EVVERRRERI SIRYE, EIHE R? = 1 — 72 /mi. e (meta 3Hr B R? SHEGLMERIT R? & X35
HE HEANIA] )

7.2 WAL Pr: #mdJi AX alloe

dat.beg 1ty alloc F)icsk TR FEIBENIAL X - random (FRUERENLIL) . alternate ($% AREI)TY 228 4>
Be, JEFSEHMAL) . systematic (FEHFPRGEAM A, Moz A H#). 13 WiFsE 5 7 TiE random, 2
Uil alternate, 4 Jji systematic., Pt [ random Wfmfa KIS Ak, Z5HE N 4H0]{E.

re_random <- rma(yi, vi, subset = (alloc == "random"),

data = es, method = "REML", test = "knha")

s re_alternate <- rma(yi, vi, subset = (alloc == "alternate"),

data = es, method = "REML", test = "knha")

5 re_systematic <- rma(yi, vi, subset = (alloc == "systematic"),

data = es, method = "REML", test = "knha")



7.3 Meta B2 : %k F ablat

% alloc (4L A5 FF

AR FF AR
alloc k  &JFlogRR &7 RR (95% CI)  fiiis
random 7 —0.971 0.379 (0.20,0.70)  FRUEREHLILT BCG HE XU AR
62%
alternate 2 —0.541  0.582(0.02,20.85) ¥ 2 Wiffgy, CI kI
systematic 4 —0.424 0.654 (0.21,2.09) 4 Wigfst, ClLEEN 1

MEAITE , random T AR RN 5% (RR = 0.38), systematic W45/ £ (RR = 0.65), {H alternate
HAL 2 TigE, ° Al R e, CL9iE] [0.02, 20.85], JLFA#5H7 {5 E. . Cochrane Handbook 77 37.2H 43
Hrigea 2/ 3 WiAfF9Y, alternate ZH5ZF5n A% BAMR .

7.2.1 NEALZ IR 2 S

WHESERBH KRG, TR =AM WHNGHHEER RN EEE? metafor jfiid mods = ~
alloc {8 alloc *4{E4)>2 moderator MEFEARAY 1551 41 [A) 25 SR 56

| re_alloc <- rma(yi, vi, mods = ~ alloc, data = es,

method = "REML", test = "knha")

alloc ] moderator #5145

AR ZEFKIA N Qu = 097, df =2, p=0413. ¥ a = 0.05 /KFF, alloc AREMERE 13 THFFTH)
FitE. miflivt b random HSLORIFRUN IR, (HEEABA R AL R B

7.3 Meta [n[lJH: £ ablat

alloc VAR o, ALFRNTINELAL & ablar. 5 | EHHUGEIE WS HiEH0S, BCG [RIPRUN B

o ARTTHIX NS ER A meta 1] 1E XL .

re_ablat <- rma(yi, vi, mods = ~ ablat, data = es,

method = "REML", test = "knha")

; print(re_ablat)

ablat M%E Hr meta []I

i Colditz et al. 1994 1 RAR45 [1].

BREE Bo = 0.252 (FBALIITIM log RR, %R RR = 1.29), $4% 8, = —0.0291, t;; = —3.55, p = 0.0046.
95% CI [—0.0472, —0.0111], & B4 e 1 B, log RR % 0.029, %5 RR DA exp(—0.029) ~ 0.97.
MARE R ILSE 50 B, RR B8k exp(—0.029 x 50) ~ 0.23 £, 2B RN E .

BT R T2 1AL R 72, = 0.313, ML A ablat J53%2% 72, = 0.076, R? = 1-0.076/0.313 = 75.6%.
PR AN SRR, R TR DY 5 2 SRS SRR . ORI R A T B meta 8] £ HURIR
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7.3 Meta =) :

4% /& ablat

7.3.1 Bubble plot: Fp2% i 5520w i8N,

Meta [0 I F7fERT HLAL 2 bubble plot, R E &, HRIZ ROV, MER/MURILE . metafor 347
P bubble.plot O ML, FHETFBIM ggplot2 . X BLACAS I ablar vs §; 1) bubble plot, fil b [a]J-Ul 54k
55 95% E5HY .
pred_x <- seq(min(es$ablat), max(es$ablat), length.out = 100)

> pred_y <- predict(re_ablat, newmods = pred_x)
ggplot(es, aes(x = ablat, y = yi)) +
geom_ribbon(data = data.frame(x = pred_x,
lo = pred_y$ci.lb,
hi = pred_y$ci.ub),
aes(x = x, ymin = lo, ymax = hi),
£ill = "#EF6548", alpha = 0.15,
inherit.aes = FALSE) +
geom_line(data = data.frame(x = pred_x, y = pred_y$pred),
aes(x = x, y = y), color = "#EF6548",
inherit.aes = FALSE) +
geom_point(aes(size = 1 / (vi + 0.076)),
color = "#4292C6", alpha = 0.85) +
labs(x = "4 4% (J£) ", y = "log RR")
Bubble plot : &Ex} BCG R HISF AT
SERNEMHEAENRERIELL ; &4 A meta BYIHE
0.5 ol2
(H)——"; —————————————————————— ‘.P ——————————————————————————————
o 03
[2'4
[
:
-1.0
‘.ﬁ ‘.1
15
'y 4
20 30 40 50

R RENEE (F)

Pel 7.1: Bubble plot JEE/R 254 log RR BENE . IR/ BENUSW AL E AL 5 21 (5840 meta 8] 4016
I NIRRT, R? = 75.6%.

ZIH K 95% Cl. 13 TifF5E i —

;K

It 2R e RX 2% 7 Colditz 1994 45 (A= REJe : BCG 2T B as 0 AT i 1 T 0 AR 15 5
RPECNL , ABMRE AT L X I PRI LA R S 25 BT R R A IRR I ARG e BT, M3 IR/ N
P L B DR i S5 T B R AR X 287 Ao A L ﬁﬁ%%aé”ﬁﬁ%%”Tﬁﬁﬁ%%%%%ﬁ BCG %

$T—4 BRI
Br, meta [ FUR s SR RCT S0 F

WA IR S X B XA R . BCG A RENFIT G E A
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1

7.4 % % meta €2

B 7.1 GRIX)

Meta Eﬂ)ﬂﬁ]é’}ﬁ;ﬁ’rm BB E TSR BRI, AR FAAR T ERR L, & % EA
¥ 1 £ log RR F 4 0.029” 3R AFax” AR B4 BLAE36 e 1 A PRAY log RR F 1§ 0.0297, &% &0y &%
% (ecological fallacy) . BCG #44f 27 4 " a9 L5 A &2 AT B 5oy AR IE (RBEHRE . ABH
B TEAEHAR) B9—AMRIL, SARGEIRE LK., I BRLIRRiEANMRERLILS(FF] 451709

& RAE S . Wik RA —4: 4k meta WA LEBAT LA A B AT B R KIR, T AL XA TR T 49, @

7.4 %275 meta 0]l

8 ablar F1 alloc Ji i [a]—A~ Bl o

re_joint <- rma(yi, vi, mods = ~ ablat + alloc, data = es,

method = "REML", test = "knha")

s print(re_joint)

1

ablat + alloc B4 0lIH

HREBRALZE Y ablar 288 —0.0273 (p = 0.0186), alloc FRBIRFEAEE . R? = 53.8%, Il AL ablar
BEAL 75.6% ik, JREIKARIZE T 2 4> alloc 2251240, REML 7E/MEAR (k= 13) TXRTREAEHUR, i
AREBER A RS 72 TR

X2 meta [l SESF RN B AN B i/ TS . Borenstein 5 Higgins 2013 #E#E4 10 WiHF 5 i %
A AR . 13 TR L RR R 1 N ESE AR R 1 A2t AR . BCG £l [ AR & ablat A5
CEMRET 75-6%, SRS dREinAr Rl BlA .

Meta =] )2 i 905 FF R *"{( koEbeyE RAER. Bio—AhEE, B SEA R, 5 HBERTR.
k=138t 3AME B CRBRRIK, wSARTFEMERE . PAEMEABELMHiE RZR&T
% (4o K3 ablat + alloc 7}3%& )s ARIEERY pAERIFL RS (AR TR T T4 4k p JEA 0.01 Bk
2] 0.5), RBEMEZTRIRE I2ARXEDT S, TR PIAFA” IRE XD,

Q

7.5 21 RR #iiih

Meta [A] {57 RR A2 " SRS, 23> ablat BUE R ZAHSE . Mt w5 4y A ire
JUIAATESCHE (REAPIAS S a5 8D R RR,

# 7 ablat = 13° () , 33° (hfr%k) , 55° (B4 E) EwActHE

> predict(re_ablat, newmods = c(13, 33, 55), transf = exp)

Fit (45 95% CI):
2¢7.1: Meta [W|HE =4 ERSH RR

2h #F RR 95% CI I A e
132 (FRiEHHE) 0.88 (0.58,1.35)  CIE5id 1, RURREE
33° (P i) 0.49  (0.38,0.64) UL
55° (i) 026  (0.16,0.43) AU HE B SR DU 43 2 —
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7.5 &4 RR R %

1 &ERCF RR = 0.49” #i0 JREMHE RR ~ 0.88, H4if RR ~ 049, H4iF RR ~ 0.26”, Ik
HTATRE. 55 6 2R L RE-REMLAHK {45k RR = 0.49 SRl ARieHh X i Sehik
SEITRESEA R . 45 10 BAIIXIF95 JF GRADE 4%

957 SENXMBOR. T2 = 0.31 Wb R T 75.6%, BITCIZERARTRIA. T 20K meta SMHT )y i
53 —NBE 13 TBFTOR AR 7 A — LML RARANE R Y R e e A
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56 8 v KRt is W Sk

0 SRR K AR 80 A AUH] 5 3 meta 54749 % i
v 0 A trim-and-fill 4& 348 K A 72 F A E A 11t
0 #2ARHEARAM AR RS O B0 BHERARET LRI 408 LR
Bk i%

O ¥3i2 Egger B )24035 5 Begg # 48 X 423009 £

57 B AR T 75.6% HIRFSEAI ST, H meta TR TS IR A —B X%, ADMTIY 13 TR A
BT RE A ) T4 . AR PIESS R 8 MEA T B2 45 R RGP K3, meta 734 E0” J5ORE” 5w
Se gk, AFAGTE S SR T e b R K R fE, SESCRR publication bias, & meta 23 AT HRoESE 4
P i AT 28

8.1 ety ity y™ A AL
B PTRRRSE R BRI TR P SR (A ARIBUIE T 5 7 R B

SRR AR BN R AR T B R , AEH A St m] REAE B R R TR 56 GX AP BER Y file drawer
problem). %52 meta MATRERRBIIDITIBIE, MRS R ARG D T HS A ER Bl

s 3 8.1 CR A1)

LALREARGHTER (REF @, Rt BFWR) ke, RE LT EETA LT ERTH
RMEMBEA. RREEEFIGTERRA AR RIELR, meta 54704 65T E@” 57 & FAL”

s, Al BHER R e s T AR Bt E AL, .

8.2 fhiHid

I F RIS a0, B AT, SR DI nRs . Gl bR ifE R SE; 50 1/SE; 1, 9\
B S EERFTEAE b AMIFIRAE T ) o TR KRR AR BARIFOL R, A BFFE S5O0 24 B 58 LIS X FR 431
ARG A EVE I KGR IR A, e el T s A BRI/ MIT TR B, BTAE i <] et o

s 8L 8.2 (T 1Pl LA FL5E)
BAELRAEA 0, FRAMTEETT 0 £ 0 BB NO,v) k. HE 1/ /0 &, 2HME. f£ 0 HmN
+1.96,/0; 8938 Rz 95% HAH, BN vs M AR A EHRF KO R TR RGH K. TR
SRS c2edeE s AN R R R

&

KFMWERIRIEFAEZ R —0 B R PAESER—0) PIFR ARG . BCG Bl & 45 Hh 55—
HIZ W

re <- rma(yi, vi, data = es, method = "REML", test = "knha")

> funnel(re,

xlab = "log Risk Ratio",
atransf = exp,

at log(c(0.05, 0.25, 1, 4)),



8.2 1A

refline = re$beta,

label = "out")
o —
F ¥ o8
e
L ell
N de X
©
—
o f
e 10e - . e13
T 3
T M
% o v
: ;
~ 4
5
L('! -
o °
°
™
~ _ [ ]
o
[ I I |
0.05 0.25 1 4
log Risk Ratio

el 8.1: datbeg 3 HFEl . BRIk log RR, UAICHARMER: (INIFTETET ). Lk Erb it IogRR., 414kt 95%
CLif. 13 WRFFEIEAER N, 22 MREITR, BoA—M ARG .

8.2.1 Contour-enhanced J->}- |

bRl R BRI, ToER S kM 2 02 R & R w5 2 Rz M A sk 3 A 1F 98 Peters
2008 # 14 contour-enhanced Y=} & 0 FEE_FH BRI A B B2 X3, (p > 0.10, 0.05 < p < 0.10, p < 0.05),
T IR R R BVEAE” BE X 2" JEE X,

i funnel(re,

level = c(90, 95, 99),

shade = c("white", "gray85", "gray70"),
4 refline = 0,

atransf = exp,
6 legend = TRUE)
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8.3 Egger = 2555

° [] 0.10<p<1.00
° [] 0.05<p<0.10
[ 0.01<p<0.05
2 * 4\ § [] 0.00<p<0.01
© F o B ® Studies
S ie:
g [ ] 3 e
L
T 8
S M —
% o
~ i
<
0 —
S S e
.
[ T i |
0.05 0.25 1 4
log Risk Ratio

Il 8.2: Contour-cnhanced Ji P, B IX {LF R REHKT (196 p > 0.10, HIK 0.05 < p < 0.10, FHK
p < 0.05). WIBKBIIEHGEHAER @R HK, JUR KR MRS 5 BB, NIRRT i
T R

8.3 Egger M5
DA EOE, EEAMIS K. Bgger 1997 117 Y2 BORR I BHE AN ElEK R S04 T

5ty standardized effect (gi/SE;) APHRE (1/SE:) EMERIH, BN Y A% (WAL . BHTE e
LHHUR AR TR

5 X 8.3 (Egger K54%)

A EFRARITH 2 = §i/SE; 5 p; = 1/SE;, & zi=a+PBpi+€. BRIBR a=0 (BFF); a BF

TAERTE MG, Rt hathtiits, ARELE-2. a

egger <- regtest(re, model = "Im")

> print(egger)

BCG %ty Egger K55

BCG ffi I Egger #5445 tH t = —1.40, df =11, p=0.189. & a = 0.05 KF- FAREIE L | XK A
% . “limit estimate as SE — 0” 25 AR/ MRS AT 0 = —0.19 (RR ~ 0.83) . {NHAEAE“H &3
iy, %A limit estimate £ 2 2/N AT X limit = —0.19 LA —0.71 /ME CL S E, IEHA
JB DASEE B e e o

Egger U5 fE/ M5B F IR, & = 13 I Egger FITNRAL R 30%-40%, bk I HAFAE s 1 % i
far LAl gl . Cochrane Handbook ffE#F k > 10 A i Egger #356, AXRMIMFAER(EL b, 458" LR FIE
/A 5 ST N TN = 7 [
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8.4 Begg #x 10X #o 1

8.4 Begg BRHICK: S

Begg & Mazumdar 1994 #8275 —FfUE i - B AU LRk Il U5 o X TS RO AL R 5 05 220k, 3
5 Kendall's 7o 7 BEANNTIIRFUV AN GREER K, LR ARFR

& X 8.4 (Begg BRAHICK:SS)
X 5 AT OIATR AL §; /v /vF (FF of & Beggt5iE% £) 57 £ v, i+ H Kendall’'s 7, @R 7= 0;
T R E T ARRT Z A

&
Begg {4 [t Egger fr i xf i s (H AR fEE , (HIORE AR, Cochrane Handbook #E# M6 e #R ik, AH F Bk .

| begg <- ranktest(re)
> print(begg)

BCG %iiiit) Begg K%

BCG %i#f% I Begg #536%4 ! Kendall’s 7 = 0.026, p = 0.952, X/ p (HIGE T 52k BI(E, 5 Egeger #1011
g8 WA EEMAENSITHIE . Begg 5 Egger WHEMAIARA L, AlnKiEEEMES2 BCG
meta 3HTEA R BIRSR & BB, H &k = 13 XAFEABEAR Gtk IR TIRON 2, Z5eH ™R
W UEEA ARSI AT, A2 UERIEA fn

8.5 Trim-and-fill I

Egger 5 Begg @12 Wik i, AN E A 1™ WIRFAEMmMPY, BKIEFRHE&hiT 22 /0" 2% . Duval & Tweedie
2000 $2H 1 trim-and-fill 3% R EIBR PRI 2" BEAR AR 5T, H0FRERIE T RN 2,
Cib Repinn

E X 8.5 (Trim-and-fill 55:7):)

Sk my . wim F: AEIEFRMRA PR E” 9L (TR S R ARGHIRL ), o a5 IRk sk
A EH R A fill 0 AR EFAE T AR S, FE trim P ARG BT AR B3 R4

BTt R @A TR IR AR A BRI 09 e AL 3 . metafor i@ it trimfill () HEL KN, &

1 tf <= trimfill(re)
> print(tf)

BCG ##£1 trim-and-fill

Trim-and-fill {3+ BCG HiiAfishzk 1 FigFst (ko = 1). Hth—TF5 A logRR = —0.657, RR = 0.518,
95% CI [0.365, 0.736]. 5AKEMAF RR = 0.480 Ailk, (RPROMNET , (EUHEE S EILT—50
AG R R B . trim-and-Aill R B ITA AXFRERR B AR mfr, B, ks ERs
HABAKTFRIEES T A B2 ifse”. BCG $any 12 = 92% B0 Stk s, trim-and-fill {31641 Wik
RATEE H L T M B G w2z, MEHEESE R R .
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8.6 Z & fmfs T RF 123 Ly x
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N Study 4e
w Y
F! — Y
— © e .
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log Risk Ratio

Pl 8.3: Trim-and-fill J59{GFIET. 250 RN RSN BURBTTE . BCG B {1 WUEAN, XE I I A
B

kB R ARy ARk meta AT R A S L EIRBGINT . RATHRTRRBEE S RWE: R ME (A
MERTRE); AEFRE (MERARTSITFEEANBALAE, ERERARIEGTER —HE); &
HFEEF (MERRRRER, AT, SR HRE); BR (ke MEOR Bk RafiR) . 42
FR A AT AR AR R T & & AR 4 % trim-and-fill 89 79 £ 1835, 1206 AN E B X Wk R BRE2EH 4. SW 5k
& B4 contour-enhanced #&-FE . FE S DA AFFRMEIRRG F ik FITE, B—HIR L RR BB
TR AR 0yt @

8.6 KR M A wE M B E B 5

BCG %ffi I Egger. Begg #0ARR3, trim-and-fill (AN 1 50, MGETHENRE BoA 3 A RMAT . HIX AL
WAHMANRE. H—, k= BILIraRRIson g, ” RMEARERER A B2 RB. %, BCG #iie
19481980 4F[H] A LI RCT,  ARANAFA A2 M fay (4 560 HE W] BEAS R LA R 27 ST REAT REUHERT I —RZ 1950
AEACHY BCG BITESE R AT REMRA B HEA SCIVE  (RIGEFRE EE 50T, TR R EORE5EHE) « Pl e shx)
PR BB 2 HISCHR R A XTFR

Ml EA Rt - A5 BCG A2l 4587 Jook AR by R0 ST S 83 i) & A 4k e it 7
WA R MRS R GLAE , BARA KO ST R (S BERE . SRS . 18 A Clinical Trials.gov)
FAERFTEM , PP R X R o

5 8 BEX MR . Egger 5 Begg #5078 BCG £ FARA R, trim-and-fill {UFCKM 1 TBFSE, KIEE &I
RR M 0.49 455 0.52, iR X LT3 H k= 13 RRKTIRCE R, S50 M EI6A 2" IR 2 AT
e, A AR A i .

89 BEEAS —MREME I SR EE 13 TIFFT AR T, AR R IR NAL? X URYE S B .
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9459 i Uk B s W

PG
1 % 4 /A leave-one-out #3545 2% Tk L DFFITS. studentized residuals
R 5 & datbcg LR A #eA ik K ey #F 50O T id 4
O A R A2 meta 5 A7 WL SR 4o fT RLET 18] K AR 2
fTet#s FAE O R #em K" 57 Rz flie”, #&%F B 3k
O ¥IEHehis W ey % o 3547 Cook’s distance, 5,

554 B 8 EAH T BCG BURM G, SRS Wr. AR, ERImARLE. AEEHERANY
BE—%" WRMHEE T, FEERE IR IEE 2RI ARED 2 R AR IE? MR fE ST
AW S? X = AN A EU ) T & leave-one-out 73047, 2 meta 4341, SN2 KT .

9.1 Leave-one-out 4}

Leave-one-out & ¢ FLIZAIRRMEMEAG TS . SRR P —T00FE, HEIS k- 1 BEH A, HEIFRR 5 CLAE
/b QAR SE—TAFSE B 2 Bk Z5 10 Ty AL B T R, U IH ST S X WY 5, IEPEAESS .

& X 9.1 (Leave-one-out &Jf)

REAEAIRE i € {L,....k}, FHREABAEAE k- 1 AR A | 5] kA5 4y S

95% CI, 4eiX k A&t HE& forest plot, #8EMA & ARA TG EIRIL S FIZH R K. &

loo <- leavelout(re, transf = exp)

> print(loo)

BCG H##i1¥) leave-one-out &5t

S8 13 W49 RR = 0.489., 13 4~ LOO &7 RR M 0.452 5] 0.533, iy 95% CLEAES 1 1, £5i67BCG
BRI A AT — TS 558 BT

BN PR %44 8 5 TPT Madras 1980 (RR A\ 0.489 FIAH] 0.452, R ) 5 4 5 Hart &
Sutherland 1977 (RR A 0.489 [ 715 0.533, SR8 ). HiIi4r 2" K s (FREHHE RR ~ 1)
57 Emim” (M5 RR =~ 0.24), BN LRSS EGIHAGTT AT R . (HERIRE#E 0.04-0.05
TP, IR A A o
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9.2 2B meta 5 Pr

F 8 meta J& 7 — R EY . HIEMUT GEFZKRFED) BIMADIIE, Sn—WEHEEF, &
UESE R B AR . XAP AT RE I AN A ARMBEIEIRE 2R AN ENE? SR SN R RRIA 1 A A 2 At
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w3 9.2 (BB meta 541)

FOEF R IET M5 HES) , AR T84 1 SR 4S8, BIRAIANFTFR, , R0 — R M A F . %1 ad”
A EETE) t; QR IEE” a9 6 F 1T, de EAEiH@ e, forest plot, 4% A MA F|iE4EFTEDI &, FTaT i 4%
o &

cum <- cumul(re_sorted, transf = exp)

> print(cum)
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2= 09
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AEZRER. FABML b > 3p/k.

Hat value h;: % i AHF 697 AT, AR ERF IANABAAIH S E. AES
FAK) REMAFHRIT (FAHHMEAR), TR, 2EFH hat R—Z A ME, R ZFLATRER

Studentized residual 17 : % i SRAF5IR B o MM ATFEIIES . A% ERN BABEE 2FEOH %
ri| > 2 RFER T B ERAYBAATEEA L, FREE.
Cook’s distance D;: 2% i AHR & A FAT, LR EFoyE1a E T ah BT, A 21" XD
—%k, RTEHRRAS K. D KAEARLEST Bov. FAAE D > 4/k.

DFFITS DFFITS; : &5 Cook’s D %/, {2 R & & ¥k —A B MaF AR TAE, RFE B IMMT, £
EERM EABB—FA, RFECEII MR E”. ¥ AR [DFFITS,| > 3./p/(k —p),

ZeyliE”, A E (R

&

PO EAR A A I - rstudent 7 BFFEIN 2 £ 2L, hat B HH7EA 4 2 K5r#”, Cook’s D 5 DFFITS &~

EREBRETEAR”. — DI hat KA rstudent /)y (FE TR 1 ERYRBFSY) , R FIEL

hat /)» rstudent

K MG ES) , AR hat K rstudent K (KRBFFE S ES) , w2 Cook’s D 5 DFFITS [a] i /&

[(radiRs

metafor [¥] influence () PREL— U4t B NISWIEIR, HAMCHUT BR{ER B influential” HF5T.

inf <- influence(re)

> print(inf)

BCG il 5 mii2 Wi
AR 13 TFFSTA BRI -

TR (e rstudent DFFITS Cook’s D hat
1 Aronson —0.21 —0.04 0.002 0.051
2 Ferguson & Simes —-1.29 —0.34 0.112  0.064
3 Rosenthal 1960 —0.74 —0.16 0.026  0.044
4 Hart & Sutherland —1.41 —0.50 0.227 0.097
5 Frimodt-Moller 0.85 0.27 0.075  0.089
6 Stein & Aronson —0.12 —0.02 0.000 0.101
7 Vandiviere —1.30 —0.34 0.108  0.060
8 TPT Madras 1.43 0.47 0.197 0.102
9 Coetzee & Berjak 0.41 0.14 0.022  0.087
10 Rosenthal 1961 —1.11 —0.34 0.116  0.084
11 Comstock 1974 0.67 0.23 0.057  0.099
12 Comstock & Webster 1.31 0.26 0.063  0.038
13 Comstock 1976 1.19 0.36 0.121  0.084

e X {E .

Cook’s distance f K I 2 4 %= Hart & Sutherland 1977 (D = 0.227) 5 8 = TPT Madras 1980 (D = 0.197),
iX 5 leave-one-out Z5 54—, 1ERXPIMIFRAE G IH EM B4 e KRl . EETA |r| #7E £2 DA,
JiTH D; #R7E 4/13 = 0.31 DAY, metafor AR i) influential” #5745 . BCG $#fi L% A B —AF 5 g2 Wik
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