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Systematic .
revuews All reviews nar:::':\?«;h:)er:/?;ws\ .
daagidl Slaal Jdl | (also called overviews)  yuall daa yall Sl

Lpma el il ally 48e 5 g2al) Jilal (2-2) S
& s 90 e ple IS duma all il Hall g Sl IS i 35S0 5 5lall of (2-2) JS& (e Jaal
GsSE oA g Ao pall bl Al oo ol jaall 5 Pl o4y ) B Il ¢ L) S Aails Sl pra
oo bbe g5 sandl) Jilatll i eliad) a5 ol Ll ¢ dpma pall Cilan¥) 8K G A
bl sand Jalad o8 g elo gl Tam 3 el 5 53all 5 ¢ dman jall Clag¥) jian (o dangie d2a) e
lan Fana Ala jall o385 e sleay Blagl 1S s 155 Galdl) (e 5 pilae 5 pemy 3805 G0
25 4 graal 48 aa 5 ol iy dpaas jall il jall o 0 Al e a5
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(The effect size) il asa 2-4

L) 3 ¢ Lgimpalal 18y bl il cliisl im ya s g8l Jadatll 8 Jiladll 3aa 5 58
¢ oot Jalal) 3 alaia¥) S gay Jalaill 8 Conliall il aas lid) 8 U 150 (505
Jaxiny Sied (Borenstein et al., 2009) <l ysdiall (s A8l eladly laias 58 ity sgd
At ¢ Agaa V) daw sdie il aas U 3L lall Jlae 8" Aalled) il allaias
¢ Jially denie Jaxi Al ol Jexion gl T Caulia i) & Lo halaall (3558 ¢ phalal)
Lo giall (3508 die il ana U 5 LaD il aaa alhias Aol e lain¥) alall Jesiy
¢ Odie sane O A o Al ydipall sany Ledie allesia) Qi @lld ) La g ¢ dalii )W) 5 ¢ (5 jlumal)
ol il el pSal) Capial O e a2 ) e GY1 5 sSA G claDERYT Jia
(Littell, et al., 2008) cluall & yilial Lud
Jaxil) 5l Gl oSar ) ¢ oot Jalailly Jaall ey U8 amilial] Ll Caiea Juad¥) (e
il o o)l e ) il clily Canal oSy lgran Ay I i) dapl e 13laie
:(Higgins and Green, 2008) Y
Bla g ¢ Apanell AnaSll L8 558 JS 4t S5 3) ¢ (Continuous data) 3 «iwall Sl (]
LAY ) e 5 ¢ adedll Gl i g ¢ olaIWY 305 ¢ (31 el JST) el
O Baaly 358 IS Aag <5 3 i(Binary (dichotomous) data) asldll bl 2
Capnatl 5l Jaal) o ¢ Cuall g Apalall (35m 5 ] ¢ g 0) 1 (piladinns (458 (il
A sl A aall (e Al i eladia) o Joall 2 s
<l ¢ (Ordinal data and measurement scales) o<kl (palia 5 4 gll il 3
S wen s Jiasd Gk (oo W 5LE) o5y ol ¢ A je B Bae (e il 4 Ay il
" gl i ) e ) (mpall Bk Cyieal Jia ¢ 4y 5idl
okl ) jSie ISy Alasinall A jill AU e Baa) 5 (o8 uladl) Ganlia 4
A yaal) a8l 5 ESY) o pldl i ¢ lanant Coay il cSY S
el a1y Al 5 ¢ (Counts and rates of events data) cilaaY) <Y asa s slaef Clly 6
A0 S L e ) Elaal) sae s (e
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:(Time-to-event survival data) <asll J) C8all e sball a8 e ol <l |7

Al Al (8 01 ) aea g Y Cas oS1g ¢ Gl g B s gl Jlas bl
.(censored data) 44 1 dxalall il sf cuasl)

(Choosing an effect size) £l aaa il 2-5

P ol ana Hlis) J8 e W) 8305 o Gasg ) G lie W) (e pand) i

(Veroniki, A et al., 2019)

Gl g Ao aaiad O oy Vg dwaii ool Adliaall Cllad ol (e il alaal el o ey 1]

el aaa Jia ¢ g AT ) Al ja (e alias 38 ) A jall arenal

oy Of Jainall (el e slaall Jah Jancisd Jy ¢ 40 ) bl Qo sale ) caldaty of 2 Y 2

B sdiall Agiall j lEl A Lgie & 3LY)

B Al Gl Sy dmny ¢ Gl 55 JUall Jas e ¢ Bl 480 (alliadll 48 j2e a3

A @ yid

o) aas it Radl e 058 e Bale 5 ¢ Aaaday (5 3k 13 LN aaa 0 o) a4
a3 815 ¢ (Lhlaall) daad) Jleninly <O o) ja) (S ¢ Jhall J e jal AT (uliia
Aeriosall UL & 55 525 La Bale ¢ Apleal) Lpalil) (e clboall jlalaall A ) Lely ga 2y @l
Lo o Wil dam gl ulaally i il Slasd 2530 5 aeaa (e e seae I A05Y) il 3
Ll ) 53y G g Jualiill (e e ol ) Slaal (e o) i Bae i 55 gl 2y 38V ol jadl

oy LS 5 Aakia)

: (Effect Measures for Continuous Data) 3 _saieall il 8l (uulia 2-5-1

U (Says Badae 3 A ol 2l ) (S G i) ) 5 el i) sllaae iy
ol LS B il cililal) (5 B Jadaill il (S5 Alanivsall Clelian!
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(Mean Difference) @l huwgia (1
Mean difference in the case of ) (D) cubiall (udli Jlaxivd Ala A (5,8l Jocigia |j
. (Borenstein et al., 2011) (using same scale (D)
Sl o) ya) Sy 4ls ¢ Gubiall (et Joniod Julaill 8 Alaaiosall Linall il 5l () 65 Ladie
el (o Alladll (35 AU (S Apul oclicn) a5 Cllans il GlAl) 3oAl) e 3500 (g0
A Ayl A (e saas (A ddaw gidl)
i Ll iyl g (Lagl s Lagiadlaa ) (i sanal gl (e Al pa Ll oS3
(i) Asial) o il Lad 1y 5y O Gl (e panall il o e A5 e B
il o adinall Ja gia (38 iy el oy (e ganall

A= —p, ... (2-2)
(Y il e piliiia (e gane Cileaind Al )3 (0 D @Al dau sie i
LAY L D Aall a5 iy piliisall (e ganall Al o gia Laa X, 5 Xy Of (o il
1Y) il e ¢ Aal) b i B
A=%; — X, ... (2-1)
& Al aas L Ny 5 Ng s ¢ Oie senall Aiall 4y bl B Y La 5, 55y O o ikl

¢ 01=02=go\&i\g¥cdﬁw¢dgﬂdﬁj§a&0g§\ﬁ‘ﬂ\oiu@)ﬁ\ \5) ugr_}c;d\

Dol

_ m+n; o
var(D) = ;ln; Spooled ... (2-2)
;Qi K\
_ [(u-Dst+(na—1)s3
Spooled = Ny +ng,—2 (2-3)

1058 D G O ¢ ilaie deganall G jlmal) ol ai) G im i o1 1)

s? 52
var(D) = ~ + ™ ... (2-2)

(12)



s B il Gl Jaadl

cvar (D) 4 il 3l o D J bl Uadll ¢ cpallall WIS &

SE(var(D)) = y/var(D) ... (2-4)
(Mean Difference in case of (d, g) 4alidall Guuldadl da B 38 bugia  jj
different scales (d and g))

Jenia (g 5B Jalaill & bl )l waes <l 13 Jadh SLAl) (5 5 ) Jas gl Jasiasd ) 0 g 3
Calaaliiall e (55 () ¢ Aagil) ol Aalide ¢l of Aalia Ciliad 50 Cilantiasl 13 el (puliall (pud
A 30 JS 3 3l Jans s sy iSay ¢ Allal) oda Jio 8 SLad) (35540 Jous s (pu (38 il 12uie
Standard ) cs_baall G_al Jass gia 98 g ¢ pige oLiY A jall @il g jLaall ol a5 yha oo
. (Borenstein et al., 2011) <ubu) jally 435 jlia Sy sl 5 « (Mean Deviation SMD

Ol Clasigie 48 B ey Wl gl ¢ il (i pana Jextind A0 Ll (KA
Ao senall (5 lnal) il ai¥)y gl adinal) Jaugie Lt gy 5 g o) ol (e sendl
OIS 136 A de senall (g bmal) il aiV)y i)l adindl bsie Lav gy 5 p) O Sy
Cung ¢ (Apalrall QUL Jilas alaee (8 (i jide a0 LS) Cplildia adinall Gl sleall Gl a3y
esinall (5 bl 5l o s o) 4 jlmall (3 ) o sl Adlae iy el Gy Mo oy = 0y, = O
(Higgins, J. P. T., & Green, S. , 2011) :l&i e

§=0"%% ... (2-5)

o
A G Y 5 ¢ g lmall Cal i) i a8 ppeats W ey 8 5 ¢ gy = gy Of Ll il g
I Al e § (5 kel Gl Jaws gia s i€ mmall Lgmny (o Lgad RIS o (= iy
(Higgins, J. P. T., & Green, S. , 2011) : SV (yiilitis (e ganae Cileaini)

X1—Xp

d = ... (2-6)

Spooled

¢ e gend) Jaly 5 bmall Glai) (8 s 000 ¢ Odie seaall Gllangie (8 X 5T, 3
LIS Al Al (Say e ganall Jaka (5 bl Cal ai¥) o 5 ¢ Cile sanally daanl)

_ 2 _ 2
Spooled = \/(nl i Hne =15 (2-7)

n1+n2—2
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&b bl AW A s, 55y s ¢ O seaall B il alaal s n, 50y Y
O Lyl ) s il 8 (5 lmall ol aiDU Al (5 8 maeay Liald 8 ) (e sanal
OSSOl madll s el ¢ (07 = 0y = 0) L (b ainall L) A Jlnd) ) jasY)
8 e deani ¢ g lbnall Gl (5 S pand Bk e Alie 5, 5 5y Al Dl
Cohens ) e (s bnall (3l Jans sia Al i e (3l Lo Wlle S jidiall Logiadl 38y ]

Aalaall A il &l g 5 0 aos Aabee (3L § el Jerinines (d

A Al 3ok ge adbea (S oS d ol O
(Higgins, J. P. T., & Green, S. , 2011)

n{+n, d2

var(D) =

... (2-8)

nin; 2(nq+ny)

cvar (d) 4 il 3l s d el Wadll )

SE(d) = var(d) ... (29

aie gl b monaal 315k e ) 1 A (Se ¢ b i lgd d o mals s LS

Hedges ) Y d oe Jisaill (Hedges g) Bhal e Jinie e 5 e ¢ 5 Jpalia pe pall
(g

3
g=1 T 4df-1

5S35 <Syyithin 28] Azl 4 jal) Gls A df 5« (Hedges Q) G\A.naﬁ\ Qe 58 g 3
Ny F Ny — 2 A Ol e el Al

el A d e S il (s g A 8 S (a5 ¢ 1.0 G0 JE (J) el e (5585 e il
Ada) 53 g s bl Uaall 5 ol glae ) oty Adlkaal

... (2-10)

var(g) = J*Var(d) ... (2-11)

se(g) = Jvar(g) ... (2-12)

df 0 Al e 1.0 e 13 W 8 g OsSom Cpn A ¢ b may d il e JBT W2 g il 0 sSm
(Borenstein et al., 2011) . (1.0 ¢e 8 ¢ JEal Jans o) 138 ) paa
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: (Response ratio) 4laiad) 4w 2-5-2

2 ey (&) LALSD S dabal ) Jshall (i) gale Gl Jiad A all il (5585 Laie
@ ¢ ol aaal Hie Jiay 065 S e ganall Jas i Ao Gl ¢ Tjiea (55 065 O sl
Gl o Jie il Guds A e laa¥) skl cilul j aliee (8 (5 e <1 i lain) dous
Ll o g Vg ke Galile laa g o oda (s 5iad Y Y ¢ alSal) ol il gall Gaplia 5 LasY)

(Borenstein et al., 2011) 4 jiw

i Fanal (5 lanal) Ut s I Aaind s st I 1 Jlanily o ¢ o) ds ol
il Jysaty o8 ¢ Alaadl dles (& o 5B Jidaill 8 <l shadl) mpen 2l 8 ) o38 Jerisi In
( Nakagawa, S., & Cuthill, I. C. , 2007).ka¥ (sbiall ) 5 205 s

P REN | U JUR TVENpL

=5 .. (2-13)

X1
S A A In 05 el g i il e 35 J5Y) de el aia X, 5 X o) D
( Nakagawa, S., & Cuthill, I. C., 2007): Y\
X, - -
InR = In(|R) = In (7) = In(X,) — In(X,) ... (2-14)
1

AV Adlaall 8 LS Ly 585 g8 Al daus &y e o (il o)

1 1

&)

Var(InR) = S)ootea (n ... (2-15)

. 2 oL
el Gl 8 s OV
IS et i) Al (5 jlaal) Wadll) ol

se(R) =/ Var(InR) ... (2-16)

LS";XLS H‘um‘y\ m L;\ AA)M\ k_buu“ Y d-\}ﬁ-‘-’}
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R = e!"R ... (2-17)
(Viechtbauer, W. , 2010)

(Correlations) <l ¥ 2-5-3
T el Al e g Al Lol ) Jalaas (can s Al il (e )35 o el b )Y Aalzal e

358 (e um lise 54 5 (Pearson correlation Coefficient) o sw o bl ) Jelaay e 5

(Viechtbauer, W. , 2010) .Cnaiuae (il glie (p e g 483l oladl

Clasgialad Y 5 Ols N pamdinl Vo5 X Ol el g Gl sl ¢ e Wl IS 134
A0 Aapall (385 Al Sy O ey Bl ) el L i il e e JSUALall

S (=D Yi-5)
=2 021
T S 0PI, (ri3)? (2-18)

=10 =) —y)
(n— 1)S,S,

= 4% ... (2-19)

n

oV A

il e )&alqdﬁgg‘)w\ Q\JAJY\Sx,Sy

il o pwie SN ledl Al (2 Z), 5 Z,

Ll ;¥ Jalae (05 O (S ¢ Cppinnn (ke (o AB3le dga s i 3 il all S 130
V) Al 3k e G & 1 (i e Jpeanl i ilil) anal T jdge Jia 4

(1-12)?
n—1

sle 3y iy (Ll ()Y 4 Ll V) ddlas o il 5 ol s o (5 5 il jlasil alaes
all Jlariuls O aaea 6l ja) Ay cFisher z oubie A ol ¥ o ga aty ¢ A Ll )
Fishers z ) r aual) Bl )l (e Jagailly el Y1 ) (s AT 8 e gl Jygad oy o5 A gl

(Koricheva et al, 2013):45Y) Asbad) 33 sk (e

Var(r) =

... (2-20)
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z=05.In (g) ... (2-20)
(S8 s (S0 7 S Ol

1
VClT'(Z) =73 e (2-22)
(S e Jpeanll (Kay 7 A 5 jlnall Uadll
se(z) = n—ig ... (2-23)

AE) 2gaady il Lawli aad il o580 Jalad b Jesiad ads s Fisher z <ila 2 o
Juaxinly Ll J¥1 Clas g ) 5 5AT 350 aiill 028 (00 JS Jisaly a8 a5 (a5 Fisher z sbia
(Torgerson, 2003) : =Y

27 = n(g)

1+7r
eZZ —
1-r

e?2 —re*2=1+r

r=t .. (2-24)

e?z41

: (Effect Measures for Binary Data) 4=l citull 5 (unlia 2-6
Gl e 5 aall ) A (585 3 il (e e (e A3 oS A giie Ay e Ll il 1)
Al o2 8 kbl 358 o doaa HY) daus o 5 bl s s 28 ¢ Gtie sene 8 ddiian g
P ran a €D 5C 5B 5 A LDAS il sds Jiai (e li anaS la jLidl ey

(Borenstein, M. at al, 2009) (2.1) Jsx)
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Ll Al it 2x2 (881 65 Jg> (2-1) Jsa

Group Events Non-Events N
Treated A B n,
Control C D n,

: (Odd Ratio) 4 ¥ dpusd 2-6-1
pie dua i 4 lie Lo o o5 Cigan dia b ) i ¢ Callaial A & (OR) A Y1 Ao
bl Wadll g ¢ I coVlaia) A g ¢ oraadall 20 le ol e alaie YU Ll g 4l aa
elac) aly (o o8l Jidaill 8 ol ghadll aen 2850 U8 ) 038 Janio Caguns ¢ [N Y Laia) Lyl

(Borenstein, M. at al, 2009): VS 4 ¥ 4l dplual) dxpall

AD

OR =2 ..(2-25)
1Y Gy dma HY1 A oy e 1 Gl

In(OR) = In(A) + In(D) — In(B) — In(C) ...(2-26)
(Borenstein, M. at al, 2009): S5\ cuay 58l daaa jY1 A (il o)) 5
Var(InOR) = % + % + % + % ... (2-27)
(Borenstein, M. at al, 2009): YIS Gy dona ¥ Lol (g bmall Uadlll 085 o

se(InOR) = Var(OR) ... (2-28)
t S dna W) Gt (5 A0 5 e ail 38 (e IS o sy o583 a5 (e g

OR = ¢n(OR)

OR = eln(A) eln(D)e—ln(B)e—ln(C)
OR=AD-B-C

OR = ADBC ... (2-29)
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: (Risk Ratio) 3_hlial) duui 2-6-2

AV dapally s g ¢ skl A A Aol 3l Ao

RR =2 ... (2-30)

c/n,

(VS (5l Uad 5 (s L In(RR) 3_blaall 4 iy 2 6l 0 5

4211 ... (2-31)

1
A nq (o n,

se(RR) = /Var(InRR) ... (2-32)

4l s In (RR) daxiast ¢ Al (o Yoy | Lo lgaliia 35 jlalaal) Al Gl Caend Y Wi Jaal

o3 (e JS Jasady gl g = ncilan g (8 ¢ Glld 1) Lag A8 dgan g jage i clacy Jidaill &
(Borenstein, M. at al, 2009): Y8 5 yhlaall s Jlasind ) 5 A1 5 5 adll

Var(RR) =

RR = en(RR) ... (2-33)
: (Risk Difference) 5_klaall 3 % 2-6-3

oy ¢ A Y o g DA s Alls e e bl e Galil gn A s ShlAAl (38
LN an s e Yo slal) claa gl 3 Ll Gy il 6 ja)

(Borenstein, M. at al, 2011):43f e jhlaal (358 Cay i &y

A
RD =2 -~ ... (2-34)
AB  C
Var(RD) = s ns ...(2-35)
D 6 b Undy

se(RR) = ,/Var(RD) ... (2-36)
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: (The Number Needed to Treat) 4ialtaa o sihaall a2l 2-6-4

s ¢ Alagl A iy AT Ala e Jseand) ol e agadle Gang () palail) e s g
(Borenstein, M. at al, 2011) .(NNT) = Ll JL&

(Littell, et SINNT g ¢ Jral RD ¢S WIS il ¢ RD(1/RD) ) S 4 NNT ¢
al. 2008).

(Forest Plot) (&) lakadall 2.7

O Badaie lal )3 il i yad dpagiall Glaad jall 5 (g oI Jilatll A Jastion o gy JiaE 8
JSI L ALl 48 <) 38 5 p08all il alaa W e Wadle jigyg il aas of 48 jide dag
(Schwarzer, et al. , 2015) .Jdsdll & ds jae 4l o

el e Sale 32 g sall b Sall ale Caia g i Lo

Al Al G yrae ol O i (age aa ¢ 81 e sl dad Al )3 JS el aty Al ) G glie (1
o) sl e

i 5l LA Ja e Jia ¢ s iy Al 5o IS 0N ans a0 Jiiad o 2 ) aas (2
s eS 13 Llall a8 (e o Lo sale hlaall a5 hlad) A ol daa Y]
Al all el )l e 185 (AllS) e S8

o s oy Lasale okl il ana e i) aae (3l (C) 480 5 i iy (AN & 3 (3
s A ) CilaDlay Adand) g Ay lall 3 saall G ae ¢ L& 50 (e diay 8 lad ) e
Aasy) Lo ghal)

Sias ¢ sl all paen jue HE aaal Gape jaE pecad o Lo Glle SN 80 aaa (4
A5 5k Jlexioly asall il 13 Gl o Lesale Labddll Jiud 4 aose Sl e
Al sdiall BV 23 sail o AN Y 23 gl S ¢ Ailias)

sase Gib oo S ) aas 8 A JS Al aaa ) L Lesale dsa Y (5
U ¢ Adpuall 48 cul b culd bl a0 5 ¢ 581 bl pall et o jall 5 8831 Jadl)
sl 3,
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i 3 e A ) e ganall dlat Wyl die Sl (el () (S e Jill de senall Qi3 (6
aniS Lo 3 de gana S (faje ol Badae O pxie ol gailad e 5l il )l aead
alite Jaai 5l o sh We ¢ ) an ) (e Jaaiia

DSl SN aaall gy il et s Al jall il Cuilad aded B e Siad Aall illalade i g3
Alaiaall jdlaall paaily Lgh8 o ga g 2 (Slodl ansll Bada & 5 Adliaall Sl jall je 4e iy
i) 8 el ) Cadiad

(Borenstein, M et al. , 2011) (Higgins, J. P., & Green, S., 2011)

Fixed or random
Effect measure

model / 95% Cl

"\ s Ratio:
IV¢ Random;95% ClI
- i e E LU RN SUN PP P DO SR DY T D SR
= il =

( /“" B \ K

+ + — - - - i

05 07 1 LB 2 YO0 :

No cognitive decline Cognitive decline R e e '

Overall odds ratio

L“s,atjd\ il (2_1) J&
(Meta- Regression Model) sl jlasd) g3 gaif 2-8
Gunhanetal.) ¢al (e yshs(Smith et al., 1995) (e g6l Hlasil z3gai) o8
Gl e (e Bsagall ZU G peall Hlaad¥) Jilad Qs s asly Ciids (, 2020
) i sed i) e o Aabiall Al cpiall il Tasa aa ledid g lia

bl A<t (Conflicting Studies) 4zl cluall n (Combination) sl
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elom Lgd ALEL) L Cile ganay Arenall luhally (gl jlasil Jidad ey Sl ¢ i)

Ac gana paend a - A Gl S AL e o Arene lily s ) e olS
O cdna ) A B aaa Al Janigie Jie Bage lilian) (e 0585 Ledie clilyl)
Sy claliadl s of s e dd @bl Loaa ) e il bl ols ¢ sl 2als
S aaly ail Gy dagmil) e sl S 3 Clegleall 288 Y 2 ey sl (s Leall
¢ Al Tausie ¢ JBall Jaws o) il i sa Aaill aiie ()65 Aumaa gl i)
& Fanacagil) cysialls (aiple sl ylalaal duw 5 iyl ol sV A ¢ Hhladl 3y
Jainall bl V30 o2 e Lo Qe L Jaail) 550 aaa B i 8 ) Gl (ailas
(Petkovic, et al., 2021) (Riley, etal. , 2021) .4S fadl il

ST il g usY claal) Yo . oty sy Jascd) laad¥) e sl lasd) Cilidy
Ga ¢ JAT lgha J8 il el A8y cladal) e o 3 ¢ el clahal) e dBdal) b
Apppadtl) cpiial) daalgy dlgdal) Janil) cfpdli G Bleall (uiladl) sty 7 lacdl dasal
ALAY) bl gas Al 3 ¢ "Algdal) Sl g oBY jlaaiy) mlhas jsgdh ) 13 o359
Algdial) Bl o gBl) Jalasl) B LS Lgad 45y hally

ota ity (S (gsfll laatWl st e agle Jsand) 5 A laat¥) Jelae Couay
AN (Sl Sl Jaee) anagl) eiall 3 osasgl sl e (Jaal al) A
Jasl b o Aded ADle olia il 13 Lo A las) s la) deledd dilaal!

D8l Al Al Jlaniasd Ly Cand ¢ G Wil Jasill 50 (1) L apagil) il

(22)



s B il Gl Jaadl

Jaxll Ll b sl il B a1 Jalaal o1 dansas ¢ stV z3sadl 3 Jan)

(Brignardello et al, 2021) . sxasill pidll d3as 30l ax

DAl s o Joeanl) Jal e i) ges (gofill Jalal dpadial) hLl Jolas

shiall bl A aae (amy ae i aey A5 Aul JS 3 aalad) L e adll aal
Guad Auhy IS 8 A@aal)l il of ) Slaa) peladl axe il LA ol
e G Bygpally (gsBl Jilasll 8 A palial) Cluhall G (oagialls (o) g5 (525 L Adia
DSl s Ty U B lanal) Gaagy ¢ gl (gsBl) Jidatl) uSe e L Slan) uilail)
Appad) yladll i 8¢ JBd Jae e dued) clahall (ailad e SST G saalg
ppm lad 5 @Ol e LSl Alasale @il e el Slejay laad Jially ddaguiaal

(Chung, Y., & Rabe-Hesketh, S., 2021) . Al aUail) & usall

b e Adagsll clysiall 50 HLEAY (ool Jiail) 8 Jexind 310 s Bl laasy!

Odsal¥) aal o 3N cOllanl) alhes adiady L jlasdY] Jidat b Jlexinly 5i5all adll

Ssiall 5l Z3sa) S (Fixed effect model) <ol 21 #3sail Ll ¢ Gailasy!
(Mixed effects models) Lbisall ~35¥1 ) (Random effect model)

(Jackson, D., White, I. R., and Riley, R. D. , 2020)
(Liu, D., Liu, R. Y., and Xie, M. ,2015)

(23)



s B il Gl Jaadl

wﬁ.\\ Sy bl G.SJA.\'Y\ 2-10

(Mathematical Model for Meta-Regression)

Gl e (1) (e D58 Ao sana b wlie L0 aaal Gl Yy, 5, 0 Yy Wl oS
(. CJ\ch\;aLm.u.lab.u\cLuchwﬁ.iaujh¢dhd\d,g.\uulc)w" |
(Petkovic, et al., 2021) (Riley, etal. ,2021) : 0l (s Cagus

yi =0 +e ;i=1,2,..,n ... (2-37)
s ol A

i Al Al b aaliaall Al aaa

Al all Jaaall 391 g,

il pall Jala Wadll g

sl jlandy Al )l g dgad 2-11

(Fixed Effect Model for Meta-Regression)

cilipal) 305 ¢ Uad aad Cagan s bl ) G il 3 Y sl il il 23l (g i

g e i 0 adal) 3l o 23 sV iy 15 il as gl jaiaall s Al all Jals
Al bl ) e ol Qi 235V ok o8 ey ol Jilad 8 A aall il ol
SV e 9 = 0 il 13 ¢ (2-33) Adeall i 3] L (0) il L8l Gpanad A o
gl 450 @il (63 Fhsail ) g2 Vs (Homogeneous) Ludlaie ()5S Gsall

-

Ay

(24)
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yi=0+¢ ;1=1,2,..,n ... (2-38)
TSN

il pall JS1 el aaall Y1 9

;% pste (plily Dhea bangiar (anb as 4l 05S Of G Al clabal) Jal Uaal) e
. e;~N(0,0:%) ¢

0S5 0% ks 0 dagiay gmabe ayss 4l s 0 AWl 6 salad) a0 s sy
it Al 8 Eaal AN Jie Mg 0; D jatie e

(Borensteon et al., 2011 ) (Jackson, D., White, I. R., and Riley, R. D. , 2020)
9o Ay JSDaosadll sl ol 1 g hsall agiall Gl oy ¢l (Sl adiaal) il sl

DSy Al (i (e sSas

ol

Al Jala sl g2

M = ZE=a Wi (2-40)
S Wi

F S dal A Sy (aliiaal i) cpla o)

(25)
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1

Var(M) = 0y,% = ST .. (2-41)
LIS A adiul Sy Gl HEEL g el Uadldl ()

1
SE(M) = \/oy,? = S - (2-42)

sl jlandy dlgdal) il g dgad) 2-12

(Random Effect Model for Meta-Regression)

i Sl sde el Al (S | Al 0 IS 07 GaEal) il o 23 s i iy
cilaie e (sSs GRaal Y G8 & ey () sdiad) il () sl Al e oS e
Hoaglin & et al, ) :4sY) dapally 49 sdie 3l 53 2350l (N am @V Gi= 6 O &
(1995
Vi = Bi + €; 5 i:1,2,.., n (2'43)
AL
S shall &l 3N Gi= g+ U
O @) 7% s Jhee i anl s A 06 O) G @ Sl g Wasll g,
U; ~N(0, Tiz)
sl i) Jaea gy
0% pslae ity siea Jasgian (ande aysi A sS O) Glaid s cluall Jals Ul g

. e;~N(0,0;%) !

(26)
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Gy G2 HT0Es g1 bngias rh i Al oy T Auball b alid) 526 sty

it ALl b aaal A Jie M5 0; A jaaie e epa )y
Slahall e cplall 72

OsSs laie g1 ofs Bl W gl oy Ailsaial) Oyl 2 3sail Gl 72 = 0 QIS 1) sl Laalsg

0 ) aysba

Al Jaly cplall dipae ) zbas o Alsdal) Bl 2l Jh 8 Auhall uli el

Ol 0l & gana s Anhall ST cplal) o ks

shiall Al aaa Lo Ak Uiye 13 of cluball G Gailaill aoe 38 Ji ) 72 lisal
C (Gl e Al jan Voo ) s Ll Alaal 8 cplall Cleay Ll duly SO
T2l 1 S
s by Ol A JSU Al sdally Al il 2 asal 4 as) g 8l aas Jare Gl
0 e Slzad Sluhall daly cplal) ey L cplall 8 @yl (Sl L lgie JSI cplil) (asSxa
P YIS Gy Al sl il 2 3sai) Jl 3 oY) s adde s 2 byl g cplal

1

W' =5—— .. (2-44)

o Yk o2+12
SIS
P Al Jala cplall g;2

Slahall o cplll 72
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:@S“S g sl asgie ld adle g

* Zl'c=1Wi*Yi
M =2Vl .. (2-45
Z{"::lwi ( )

LS Al Al Sy bl 53 cpls o)

* 1
Var(M*) = op+% = m - (2-406)

LIS Al aiul Sy galiiual) HEE g bl Uadll ()
SE(M*) = Jou 2 = ﬁ .. (2-47)
(Wynants, et al. , 2018)
sl jlandy Aabisal) e ilil) 7 3gad) 2-13
(Mixed Effect Model for Meta-Regression)

LY adall A1l Sl ol Y1 cld clisSal on zasai) 18 ceny

Jax ) Adasns g ) puaiall R pea s i cilapal) e Gdlsdall lyilly dungial) LAY

ol LS s g il i)y il sl (s A8Ma) A Nitie i€y ¢ i) s ol e
0; =B, + [1Xi1 + -+ PpXip +u; ... (2-48)
cohd

J=L2 e p ols [ sl uaiall a8 X

=12, k 021,20, Xij = 0 Ledie gl il paa B

Xij 8 8an g 3o 5305 e a0 s s sl Sy S g0 (o3 oV e B
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O @) T2 iy e bugier auh a4l 05 o) G ) Sl ) G Wadd)

u;~N(0, 7;?)
Bl 4 B2 ..+ fp =0 0sSiledic S sdie il ad sail seaay alidall 23 53V O 5
(IntHout, J et al, 2021) (Kontopantelis, E., & Reeves, D. , 2021)

(Jackson, D., & Riley, R. D. , 2021) (Nakagawa, S., & Lagisz, M. ,2021)

(Methods of Testing model) 73Vl jLid) 3k 2-14

Ladie . oailadll pae Je adiad 3ihh Jeatiuin alediu) Gy Al 2393 4824l
ua . gall HEl aaa 4 CDlaY) e Wl o ER alaal 8 Galaall s e Gl

gt pailadll aae ChLEA) (e a2l
(Q Test) Q _Laif2-14-1
tAN) Ailany) dpca @l LaaY oAy 13 Jasti
Hp: daslaie il alaal S
Hip daslaie je 8 alaal) OS

Q il selas) Aagyy (K-1) 4 4syn Chi-Square g ain Q Hlidl selasl )

: saalial) Ayl Cluaal —1
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Q = Xl Wi(Y; — M)? ... (2-49)
: ol
1

P auall ,i6 aaa Y]
oalaidl it M

tol WSy luhall apes 3 dsds el 50D (I 13 dad ) lUAY) Glasa) -2
EV=N(K)-1 .. (2-51)
1o 3

dsiall CBBAY) s EV

<layall e N(K)

FVISy Gl dgms o2l asms ol 1)E 235 -3
B il o sline Lyl (s AT Glilin el (Q-0f) < 0 S 1Y 0

Culh e ol o sline ciluhall (A dliligd (Q-df) >0 K1Y o

oV e Aagiad) Aaphll Jletiul aaliad)l BN aaal Gl s Gles Sayg

(Jackson, D, et al, 2010) : sl W< (Der Simonian & Lariad, 1986)

(3

Q—df .
={ - if Q> df . (2-52)
0 if Q< df

( 30)
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o)

k 2
Z{'c=1 wi

_ vk
=iz Wi —

. (2-53)

P YIS Gy 2 Liall BN aaad aial oulal)

k
Y Wi(Yi-M)?—(K-1)
Z{'c=1Wi

T =

. (2-54)

Z{F=1Wi
(Doi, S. A., & Barendregt, J. J. , 2021) (Kontopantelis, E., & Reeves, D. ,2021)
(I°Test) I i) 2-14-2

tAV) Ailan) duca @l LAY HLEAY) 138 Jastioy
Hp: daslaie il alaal S
Hi: dslaie e Ll alas) (S

ol aae ) g Sl claball e iR Ay il Gl Jlasiuly 12 seliaa) 5

(A0 Arpall g daall g
12==(9§f)x100 .. (2-55)
Chi-Square 3clas) Q

:\_D;j\ 2\;)& Df
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b LSy 100 s Laall g 12 55las) 50 s

il el axe G ) i %40 ) %0 daal) il 13 -1

Tassia Guiladl) aaad 1 () et %60 ) %30 dedl) culs 13 -2

@ pulaill axe G ) i %90 %50 dawdl) S 1313
oS Gailall ane G 50l %100 (N%75 dwl) calS 13 -4
(Dol, S. A., & Barendregt, J. J. , 2021) (Kontopantelis, E., & Reeves, D. ,2021)

Gl laad) Gilalaa pas 38k 2-15
(Estimation Methods of Meta—Regression)

tol WSy habiaall 2 3gal) 5 Bk (lamy (e s 5yl o2a
saall aliel) (lSaY) 48y 5k 2-15-1
(Restricted Maximum Likelihood Method) (REML)
Saaly e S cluhally LEl alaal G il Aada ) GBI laad) Caagy
¢ Gl pea e ASHide laadl ADle dgay i) LRI g3 GBI jlasal (e Y L S
JaalN) b e Aubally Aalal lihail Agiudell bl G ) me lay
@sBll a8 Jleainl) dails Aglian) diyla & 52l alie¥) GV Aipla Lol
Salsall ) gy o 2l Ay J9 Adlide oyl gty Gluball n puladl) aae laal

@Y Adabiaall ey dbill Bl laai¥) Jee ) 8 pals (S5 2 oy L Alall ¢l gAY
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O Jiey Aflgdall HEY) Gols a8 Gl Gl o Clalaall AlGdg $hiatia e il Jig

Z3sal 8 danaall ASjimall chrially opdi ey Y Auhall Gu ol Alsdel) HEY)
zisall 2aad A N sgdadll i ¢ goBl iyl e REML Gkl L gsfll jlassyl
Slo WL Jia Al ¢ Al cbll NS e 23V 06 L caulial dabisdl il
bl Gn ol Jia A ¢ Alsdal) il ¢ dagll Ciliay sciall G S (g5t
(o s i Jansias (anlall @il o8 Alpall S O (msdal) e
(Knapp, G., & Hartung, J. ,2020)
Sb oozl Glalas i@l REML il Jleatinl oy ¢ z3ga0¥) 233 3aa
Aides Jidi Aglpdall Al (i e dagia) apdl slehe e ¢ JLiaY) dlay alas
J< REML 5085 eha) Jasay .z 3sa¥) cilales ) lailly bl dhe Jlaial dilaay)
ool g gl Al ae JUaY) Adday e 3 ) adll o giell 23] Cilaea ) S
cssBl s DU Ay ylma o Undly A8 55 ga clfial)ly il i gy 43S0, Aplual) Lalil) (o S0 12a
LBl Y1 2 3sal) lalea o & Cargd) Gl ¢ Jabidal) 2 30aDU (goBI jlaaiV) Gl
IS i L adbiaad) laadY) e cld Lol Gluhall (e gie (e bl Lim of (258 3)
CsBll aaV) st e gt de sana due b Ay
(Knapp, G., & Hartung, J. ,2020)
P ) e ey Adalidal) Sl g3 Japad) (gsBI lasil 7 3 sa) Lpal oS4

ij =,80j+,81ij+ukj+ekj (2'56)
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to )

j Al e senll aity 2 K Auball adiaiall iall Vi
K Al Jiisall i) X
J el Cleaiaal) ) b sl clales By, By

o i IS el il oty o) (s ol | el ladinall ilpdall L3 20y

On ki e (g5l o siag

ol Jagiay ey adine JSI pandall a0yl Ay o) (s (s Allg K Auhall Jals sl exj
(IntHout, etal., 2021) . o culss hiwa

Gledinall saa) (e W3l & K Auhy JS e clild) o Laglall 235N (i
L) e a8 o Sy B A a3l Wy i LaaY] @l J e )

3adall alae¥l GGY) Agpla Jleaiuly Jadddll #3000 (ool laady) Gilalea o)
‘sc_)s cnﬂm JU aldal) 8 3le ) e &= ¢ REML Oy adla ﬁ\.iaaﬂ ‘_J;\ Ct\;.t ¢ (REML)

(IntHout, et al., 2021). Ll (g

t ) il e e pdine ) e Al K duall GSaY) Al LS (K

_(ij Boj— /31ij)2> (2_57)

L; (.80]»/31]' Oyjr 0 ]) We p( 2(0'u1+0'e]>
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P YIS S (gsBl lansy Jalidal) 3 5adU (cluyall JSU) 4 oY) Als ol

— k
Li(Boj Brj» 0uj + 0¢;) = Iiza Liej (Boj» Buj 0y + 025) .. (2-58)
t VS Wy A IS el Gk e sl JlaaY sadall S Al slal S

2 2Y _ 17k 2 2
Lj(,BOj;ﬁlj; O-uj + O-ej) = Hi:l ijij(BOjJﬁlj'O-uj + O'e]-)

Gt~ Poy~ ”’”X")Z) .. (2-59)

2 2 _ k —
Li(W, Boj Brjr oy + 0;) = TTizy wy Wexp< 2(02+02))

(Mixing proportions) Llsll cas Jiay My W = {wy;} of 3

_ 1 . i-(=1 Wk - ( Zk (J’k]z(.b)o;-l-ﬁugfk) ) (2_60)
() ™ e 7
e Juani (2-2) Asbadll ol sigle sl 32l
Ln(L;(Boj, B1jr 0 + 02;) =
—2In(27) — 5 2 In(w (03 + 0%)) =32l In <(yk](flzj+iljj)}(k) ) ~-(2-61)

o dans Hially dsidal) 3)5buag ﬁ1j K ,80]' A duall Lﬁ): (2—61) daleal) Glanily

t b LS sl alae ) ISV clyiie

2 2
aLn(Lj(ﬁOj,,Blj,O'uj+O'ej)

oFs = (o + %) XTI, y—k, = . (2-62)
OLn(Li(Boj,B1j,0% i +02
J( 0j:P1j:0y;j J) (qu + Ue])z ) (2—63)

yk] ﬂO] 'Bljxk

P

( 35)
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(Knapp, G., & Hartung, J. ,2020) (IntHout, et al., 2021)

Ugigall giall clagyall 48y 400 2-15-2
(Weighted Least Squares method) (WLS)

Ons Sluball Gl ane Gluad (B Jlaad¥) 3 Jleain) dails dlaas) Ayl o
sl asiyl Jidat g alal) @y (g ) Jalsadl o Wiy e 2l duly S Adkide ()
Gl e Llail) e b i) clpsiadl GEl aas 06 8 Caagd) Jidy ¢ adsal

GAY) pailadl) Jf A8 ) Al aaa Cis e cluhall Galiss Lo Qe ¢ Slld aay L dalid
Glhall 1 35 e lae) Guyl oo ASEal 028 (WLS) aellad . agil i A8 5ise & jis 8
Ay Addise S i ) o Lo Agllal) d8a )
(Harrer, M et al., 2019)

t ) Adala) a2 3l Ll oSy

Yi =By + B Xi+ e ... (2-64)
Al 38y Apsluie ye Uadll aa ks o) Ly z3saY) Cilales il @ = u; 4+ € o 3
(Knapp, G., & Hartung, J. ,2020) . Sale J8 cplitll Julsil 45 gall (5 ppall Calay yall

(Harrer, M et al., 2019) : 1Y) Gecally (i< Uadll Cilagye () Lay

ef = (Yi— By — B Xi)? ...(2-65)

(36)



s B il Gl Jaadl

imrel = X (Yi— By — B Xi)? ... (2-66)
t V) e Wy deani @ ol T Var (Vi) e (2-66) Asbed) ik dassiys

rowiel — Yic Wi(Yi—Bo—P1Xi)?

ST, var(vi) ST _Var(vi) - (2-67)
ol
L Wiel = T Wi(Yi — Bo — piXD)? .. (2-68)

dalea JSU dpally (2-68) Aaleall Gl (2-65) zasalVl Glalee chiie o Jpaalls
tol WSy iually Aauial 5l gle

n A2
d Yo Wié;

= —2; Wi(Yi— fo — BuXi) = 0

n

= (Wi = foW; = fuWXi) = 0

i=1

n n n
=D Wi¥i=fo ) W=y ) WiXi=0
i=1 i=1 i=1
n n n
Bo ) Wi = ) WiYi—fy ) WXi
i=1 i=1 i=1

5 i WiYi-By Y WiXi _
py = Bt 69
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PEELVE - o WiXi(Yi— fo - iXD) = 0

= Y, (WiXiYi—poWiXi — B W X7) = 0

= Xz WiXiYi — Bo i= WiXi — 31 i1 WiXi2 =0
B YT WiX? =Y WXiYi— By X0, W Xi

B, = i1 WiXiYi-Bo ity WiXi
n 2
i=1 WiXj

n w;Yi-B1 I . W;Xi _
?=1W1-Xiyl'—(zl—1 ‘Znﬁlwi“l — | Tl WiXi
1=1

n 2
i=1 WiXj

_ CR WXy DI, Wiy - (S, WiXD (i, WiY)
L, W) SR, WixP—(ER , wixi)

... (2-70)

(Lee, Y., & Thompson, S. G. , 2020)

(Bayesian Method) (BM) s 44,k 2-15-3

ol iy Jalat) Jastiadig (ol lass) by 450l Aphill (3 S G peaS A3k o

b 2y Al Gl e ALl el 5 A jeal) ed g Badeie Sladyy (e i)
et G AR il Agisdall S ALEN Al il Jexid o gl gBI sy
bl eyl aaat Z3lall oda alla® e Qe ¢ Gl pap Al Glpiialy ol

Aabial) 33 50n0 Al Cilaglaall 06 Ladie dpa 06 o (S lly ¢ 735V Cilalad
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G s ol Tay ARG Slagy sl 0l s cililal) Jlexinds 280 138 S e by

cosll Laill) cladeal) o saaliall bl Jlexinly o z35a¥) Cilabedd Jloglas e
(Basagafia et al., 2021) . 1)< ddee (3yh e ol
Jid ISy iy a3) cluball e 55l 8)leinly mand Ll oo S Akl Ayl sl
Goandll Claglaal) pe G2 duhy IS e Cilasheall (jlss alall Jangiall sad cilalaall il
ae oSy Levie LoV 3585 Pl ST i ) il 138 a5 Cumy lubal) paes (10

(Rover , 2022).cluball ¢ Guilad aae llia 558 Latie ol Fua <ol

Slo it Ay Al Gleglaall med diph B el jw diph 8 ¢ ale IS
cosBll Jlall Bl (A laadY) Ciladea jaf Gaead ) g3 Le il

t ) e ey Adalidal) B 3 o) (gsBI lasil 7 3 sa) Lpal (4]

Yij = Boj + B1jXi + ugj + ey .. (2-71)

(EBM) apail S Gk Jlesinl Luldll =30ad ol Jlaasy) cilades il

Jsene Jansiay grnh 20350 W (oalls ] oo 8 paine () i Al K dall lsaY) dlls alagl
(Zheng, C et al., 2020) (Rover , 2022) : Al LSy colall A8 5a5 1

- (2-72)

L. ( ) exp | — (J/kj—#)z
0 u]' ej [7272(0_ p ) p 2(05j+63]_)

P VIS (S (gl lany b al) 3 (bl JSY) SN lSaY) Al s
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Lj(,u' O-z%j + Uezj) =1, ij(ﬂ» Oﬁj + Uezj) -+ (2773)

= [T&

_(J/k] BO} Bl]Xk)2>

jﬁ% 2(eiyod)

= 2D 2 [, ———exp (— 2?"]—”)
+o 31

g +O' )
a4 uj T %%j

(Rover , 2022) : YIS o5 (a1 Alls aigle sl ola

logLi(woy; + 02;) = i<y Lj(w 00 + 02;)

K 1
= —;log(Zﬂ) —5"

= (27[)_52 Jog(al +02) + Xiy M (2-74)

(Guj +05) )

Wla (p(w)~1) u o 3 u 8 (Uniform Distribution) akiie Jdsh & s8 Jueaindy 5
(Rover , 2020) : b LS eyt Alal gasl) a5 5il) (3 () qalaines

p()’kj’ 05,- + Uezj ) = fp(yk,-, 051' + Uezj )dﬂ

:f(Z;r)_gz log(au]+ae])+2 ((yk’ ﬂz)dy

au]+ae]

=(27r)‘71Hi-‘=1—f exp( k (yfj_”22)>dﬂ (2-75)

4 1(
2 o, :+0;;
(O'u]"'o-e] uj’-ej

o)A

i=1 2 2 i=1 2 o 2 +11’l< ZZL 10.2 +O' ) +11’l
( u]+o-e]) OujT0¢j uj"ej (O'u]+0'e])
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=a+bu+ ci?

2
= —(lu_%)z + a— E

ll/C 4c

= (‘“f’;—;‘zf)) + A(02) ... (2-76)

ej

t O

(o) =——= S —— . Q-TT)

a§j=,/1/c=j S ——— ... (2-78)

Al52) = b «k Vij® uj*%;j
(O-ej) _a_rc_zl—lo.z +0'2~_Z’.‘ 1
ujt%;j i=1 (02 o2 )
uj - ej
Ykj 2
2 2 ~ 2 )2
_ wk 1 2 (”uj“’ej) _ vk Wki—adeg))
— 4ij=1 Zk ] 1 ykj - Zk ] 1 - Zi=1 aﬁj+agj (2'79)
= 1=
(0121j+a€j) ("ij*"gj)

GO il sl daws s 8 (2-2) Alae 3 62 5(2-2) Ailae 3 B 0F) Of sl

1S 5% ST A sanll 558 8 Y s e 0 5 gl g bl Y

2 2
("ui“’ei)

2
_k 1 1 (Ykj—2(az)) 1
p(yijo o+ 03 ) = @) 2 [lfey —— exp (‘;—( : = o) 54@5’)) du  .-(2-80)
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=@n > {F:l%exp( Ao 1))fexp< 1—(”” #0e))) >dﬂ

Ouit0s; Ij

k
= 22z [, ———exp (— %A(aezj)) V2767

_k-1 Ykj—H(0g;)
- 2o~ llﬁexp< Q) K ——.(2-81)
ej

2 2 o, k
(au]+a ej Y 1(0 +‘7e])

(Jain, Setal. , 2022) ) (Rover , 2020) (Phillippo, D. M., Ades, A. E., & Dias, S. , 2020)

(Hedges Method) (HM) Hedges 4&; sk 2-15-4

DB alaal Cload 38 Jla LAy (g B Hlanidl 4 5l waaill 4a 5 e Cud Hedges 36k
6 s Sl 8 Janiagy Gilias) Ul (5 5T JlasiV1 amy ¢ 5 AT 4ali (g (o 5B Qi) 3
ol jall 5 alaaly (At @l jpaiall) dul 0l (6 slue Galbad Gn 4] GLESILY
il (SMD) (s benal) s giall (38 il s 0l 45,50 8 Hedges 42 b Al sadal
Slo 4landy (pic gean Jansie m Gl 330 SMD Glea 2y Bl Jilail) 8 3 paiidl)
A paa 3 5l Q] st Qe Hedges ik el gasall (5 bl il

(V. Hedges and et al., 2009 ) 3 e e alaal g dalxill vie Lol ¢ il

‘LL’;}.I\ C_a\}i:';“ &\_u\ 3ale vﬂ.\&u ¢ Hedges :\-‘-‘LJL’ Jlaainls g}ﬁ Dlaad) ;\);\‘J

Glly Ly ¢ A3 il pan s @l Galad) Canll ) s Alall iy el jall 2as 1
Apaal I3 AS i @l e sl 5 A jliral) il a5 3l alaal
AV Al Jlerindy Al o SV Hedges - Aasall i) alaal caval) 2

SMD = (el (5 jkizall Gl ai¥) / (B _lapd) Ao gane Jaws gia - LAY de sane Jaus 5ia)

(42)
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s B quilad) S Juait)

bl aand ¢ (o oBI laaa¥) Jilas 8 lebiacal 3 55 AS A ) e cbal IS 1Y) 3
ol Aal) ana sl Al Hall A AS jidall col jusiall Alal 0 6S5 O Sy Al o (S AL
Ikl 3aa

Jas ¢ aY SPSS) ol Stata SR« Jiall Juw o) dibias) gl p 2aja Jariul 4
GiSay ¢ ale <y o815 ¢ el e 13ldie ) sadaall <l shaall Calias o Bl laasy)
Z3sail (8 Aliie ol ypaiaS AS jidiall il juaiall 5 i ieS Hedges Ll alaal aaas
Ll

i) @l yrially ddasi pall Elabeall ) oLV ae ¢ g B jlaaiVl Jilad il Jlé 5
e 3l alaals @l il e IS G A0 ana g alad) 1) el a2yl
Al alaal e Gilas) age il Al Jituad) i) o ) agal) daladll

D) alaal g 4S jisd) @l yuadall ¢ 483 ) (s Hedges 4&,b of G LY jass
s Al lassy) zilar kil S ¢ dgha s Ale dga o dib ia 13 dha
AS el &l yueiall Y gas

B A Jalsall oo dad 555 Hedges 4k Jlexinly (o580 Jlasi¥) jég o S
Aling Hhaill agall (e ¢ Aglias) 48 sk ol Jie ¢ D aa s il jally N plaal 8 cplil) s

(Jackson et al. , 2020).csbiall (Blad) o8 AUl jandi g gill 2 58 5 Cilucal 80 8
(Hunter-Schmidt Method) (HSM) Hunter-Schmidt 4& jk 2-15-5

¢ Cnad yiigh (g I Jalaill A5y sl of el i et anly Wyl 485 paall ¢ Canad i 45y 5k
s John E. Hunter) o) g1 Wy gl Al .Lﬁjﬂl\ Dl 4 laxiine Alas) 40 P
Alall @ld Gliaadill s il ale Jlse 8 ubod JS5 Jastiod s (Frank L. Schmidt

Oe s e IS AEEAY) da Al 58 4 Hunter-Schmidt 48,k o) )5 sl 3 Sdll
s 530 A8 5 pall Qo Jlaxindy ol iy 5anLiall in yally Jagi yall okl (s 5le yo (3 5k
b 5kl Al s ) Jlawiad o 3 3Ll Aol s ) A pal) 3 il ol s

A alaal ae A8l Gandl g BN oV Jalas
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s B quilad) S Juait)

Ay & shall ¢ Ll 2 ¢ (Hunter-Schmidt) 4 kb Gkl

(B laasy) Jalat) dpaa V) cld oy sll Qi aaa 1

Jie ¢ Adlite (83 jha Jleatinly @l Gl (Say sy o JS1 A8 6 gal) Jalaa i 2
AR LY A 6 ge ol LAY sale) 5 LAY 4 65 g

Jalaa Je saaliall cla ol dands Jass g yuxie JS1 3 jaall dpgiall Cilajall st 3

Ad s
alaal g Aliiie @)y 5 aal) sl il all Jlerialy 5 8 Hlasa¥) Qi ¢ ) aly 8 4
@U NERIAN ),ﬁiﬂ\

Al alaad 5 Jag ol ) yuriia (Nl Ble ) yo pa ¢ o s lan¥) s il i |5

Vs (S sdie Ja gl <l patia (8 Q) Uad () (i il iged i 48 ke o JSAIL sl
8 LA U5 A8 68 gall Cblalaa 8 ALy Hhail) agall (e ¢ @) e Slmd AU alaaly A1 A8
(5 s lass¥) s

Dl @oldad b bl Uad (bl 48 30 Hunter-Schmidt 45,k jis ¢ ple JS3
sl d Lo J pean) 25 3l ol il 48 a8 2ol 0 Sy 5 (5 55

(Hunter, John E., & Schmidt, Frank L., 1990) (Hunter, J. E., & Schmidt, F. L. , 2004)

(DerSimonian-Laird method) (DSM) DerSimonian-Laird 4%k 2-15-6

Jilaill 3 (tau-squared) Al o cpil) el sale DerSimonian-Laird 43 sk Jasis
Y zen il lalade 8 alleatil (e ¢ bl all Gy cplall 50085 o jaa A sdiall il il 5 S
il JSE Janiad ¥ s canlie JS il pall G cpltll lsal (5 B lasiV) 23 ga
Aadail (o Bl lasiV) z3sail 8 Al al) G aRall bl ad a3 Led (SDg ¢ (s i
te « REML sasall alae V1 Sy 48yl Jlastinly 5lasiV) i llase 508 5 caulia J< il
o2 Jiai | ((eaeladl) Uaddl o ol (s Saa) Lo e 5l Al 50 JS) diacasid) () 35Y1 sle )

Al ol g Al all Jada ol e SIS ol 553
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s B il Gl Jaadl

(Y il e DerSimonian-Laird 4a b Jlaxicl (Say s

JSI (X)) dass sl @l e ¢ (Vi) Wbl s ¢ (yi) daaodll Al pall 80 alaald Cauas (]

.:\.u\_)d
el Ally ¢ DerSimonian-Laird 48k Jleainls 72 Al pall G cplall s 2

1o tau-squared e dxua Al sdal) <ol i ) yi)

72 = w ... (2-82)

Cochran's Q gsilaill axe slas) a4 Q o) 3

tau-ﬁﬁﬂW\@#\&cww_qﬁéhacje«LL.»\JAM ae i K
.(DerSimonian-Laird & k! ¢ = 3/4 ¢« Juall Juw o) aliss ¥ 5 squared

L sl ol yaxia A (i) Ll alaal aal 55 Gik oo @SB W) Qi o) i a8 3
S Al o IS danadall () 55V Blel e ae Baiall alae W) SV A8y yha Jlasinls (Xi)

.DerSimonian-Laird 44k ¢p0 538l 72 (Vi) Al all 2y cplall (e
(Thompson, S. G., & Higgins, J. P. ,2002) (Kuss, O., 2020)

(Koudas, V., & Kaizar, E. E. , 2020)

(Sidik-Jonkman Method) (SJM) Sidik-Jonkman 4&; )k 2-16-7

Ailiae &) a8 8635 DerSimonian-Laird 44 b a3 e Sidik-Jonkman & s Jeas
Jaad Gyl e Gl Gt G ) e Glal jall dae 6K Ladie L ¢ il pall g plall
B_pall Clinll pe iUl jadll sle) el DerSimonian-Laird e

1Y) il e Sidik-Jonkman 48 sk ek (e ¢ (g 5Bl lasiV) Bl

JSI(Xi) s s ) yarcia s ¢ (Vi) el s ¢ (i) Apaall Al yall il alaal o (]

_:\.u\JJ
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s B il Gl Jaadl

ganaal Ganaly 31 ¢ Sidik-Jonkman Jsie Jueatinly (72) Al all G i) s 2

1 Sidik-Jonkman 44k Jlexiuls tau-squared S daua 3 s die

2 _ (Q_(K_l)) 2_83

R T - (2-83)
Zi‘(=1""i

o)A

Cochran's Q usilaill axe slas) 4 Q

Glalall aae s k

(Xi) daans sV <l piia B (yi) ) alaal anl 5 (32 0l e (5 s jlani¥) il g i 3
(REML) saitall alac Y1 (Sa¥1 48 5k 5l (WLS) 455 5all (5 paaall bag sl Jlasindy
(Vi) T2 Fsl_al Jala el (e SIS A ya JS1 danadall ol 553 eVl Y s

. Sidik-Jonkman.diy )k (e 34l

a3y €I @l s Sidik-Jonkman d&sh i s ¢ 5 yseall Lell Sadll Cluial) 3y 5k (e
Lasa¥e (o5l lani¥) cdlas 8 dinsne il o i o OSar ¢ & ey ¢ Al pall (ol

N3 g clul Hall s ) &S Ladie

(Sidik, K., & Jonkman, J. N. ,2007) (Sidik, K., & Jonkman, J. N. , 2006)
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Akl Gailal) G Juadl)

(Preface) s 3-1

S Al 0 8l sl &l e Alaaay) Ghhll Gkt gl Jdai

Lo ASeh ASHIe D sy o ml @bl di ) 458 e dal e @llyy il
o sdle Gy bl Gava AL Qs 3kl o) 4 o (ool Q) i of e L
Jalaill (€ L Jidlaall Jidas Blee o) Aabdy 4 (gl diila didas clile e Aa8L il
O g Cluay DllaY) dadl) S B pas (38 Lilian) il Jlexind iy of (g8
S B Bl Jidailly Jleaiads oS Auliph 8 Alaatdl) Cilallaadll ¢l il
e Jie Al maent f Sl maend o AV Cilsall g A1 wend Lilany) 35k
Gl Lingial) bl mlhatd a2 Glad) e 238 e sl ciluyl) (e 83l il sladl)
Ay (e & Al (Tuberculosis) syl ol o sl dull ~& e BCG £ audl
tfie camall el (Fly 0l Alals (genall Cun e Byshall e Judl Gase days - dul)
o Adgrn AL (e 138 wiay  Wland) gl oy o Sy WS e Jualially ¢ IS ¢ allanll
pam delie (addll i L Judl (aje acm delidl lea uisd o 350l Y e dull Ly
e 0 BCG 2@ Ll eyl ) a1y cluhall (e apell @lllia L (mpally bl o0
el JC o Bl Gangs (RAY) il e Galids i bl ite JS5 @il dull e
Jlani) 3 (gl (ool Jilad Jlariad & cluall @l JS e ale il ) Jseasll cludall

. 5Bl
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Akl Gailal) G Juadl)

(BCG Vaccine) :BCG g 3-2

isac o 5 (BCG Vaccing) cupe cudS il 76§ o o 0 dodl 20 58y

(Bacillus Calmette-Guérin BCG) .~ o~ 2 Wlaidl Gipi WS he cuds
Gl A ) i ZG A e Al iy el DS Jexiogy Juall 2 2 sag
(dud) ot A LS (e Adnaione das o Bl Ay b JaeSs CuallS il g it
QUM oo (o2 ol 8 o ) (e (g Bllglly Ao lial Sl Sy o el Al
L de SV Galddlls (B On Inbay o wdll alad¥l Gy guedll g g2
(ol Ll Qlell (asas duall Gaapes bal) (e AL (s oo (2 dudl) AW Jantian L Jully

A e s e Ol 4] L LS

Ly b Lge b chah ) Aal) g yiul) Jual) dpaad D sall G0 (e # Al jpaas

Ji a Uy Gpne Ja Lodind Gllily olgd i giall olaall JiaY) Dl dal) dpadl) aud
g 8 Al el 4l Lmalld Al aay . aye Slaa) o iy diiy gLl an B e
Judl wie 8780 g 0 (e sl g o o 2 ) A0 L gyl Jud) am e liall e Ay
@A) Jaxally Ahrall dilaiall leg caliay abanll Hib o jeday @lld aas . lele 15 524l ()
Al Adli s Al 400 dallall daal) daiie B 4 Al ang L A3 4 Cag

(Venkataswamy et al., 2012). daall dyle )l ol 3 dpulid 5)gem) Aalina) 45,0
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https://ar.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D9%84%D9%82%D8%A7%D8%AD
https://ar.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D9%84%D9%82%D8%A7%D8%AD
https://ar.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D8%B3%D9%84
https://ar.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D8%B3%D9%84
https://ar.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D8%A3%D9%84%D8%A8%D8%B1%D8%AA_%D9%83%D8%A7%D9%84%D9%85%D9%8A%D8%AA
https://ar.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D8%A3%D9%84%D8%A8%D8%B1%D8%AA_%D9%83%D8%A7%D9%84%D9%85%D9%8A%D8%AA
https://ar.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D9%83%D9%85%D9%8A%D9%84_%D8%BA%D9%8A%D8%B1%D8%A7%D9%86
https://ar.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D9%83%D9%85%D9%8A%D9%84_%D8%BA%D9%8A%D8%B1%D8%A7%D9%86
https://ar.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D9%82%D8%A7%D8%A6%D9%85%D8%A9_%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%A3%D8%AF%D9%88%D9%8A%D8%A9_%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%A3%D8%B3%D8%A7%D8%B3%D9%8A%D8%A9_%D8%A7%D9%84%D9%86%D9%85%D9%88%D8%B0%D8%AC%D9%8A%D8%A9_%D9%84%D9%85%D9%86%D8%B8%D9%85%D8%A9_%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%B5%D8%AD%D8%A9_%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%B9%D8%A7%D9%84%D9%85%D9%8A%D8%A9
https://ar.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D9%82%D8%A7%D8%A6%D9%85%D8%A9_%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%A3%D8%AF%D9%88%D9%8A%D8%A9_%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%A3%D8%B3%D8%A7%D8%B3%D9%8A%D8%A9_%D8%A7%D9%84%D9%86%D9%85%D9%88%D8%B0%D8%AC%D9%8A%D8%A9_%D9%84%D9%85%D9%86%D8%B8%D9%85%D8%A9_%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%B5%D8%AD%D8%A9_%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%B9%D8%A7%D9%84%D9%85%D9%8A%D8%A9
https://ar.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D9%86%D8%B8%D8%A7%D9%85_%D8%B1%D8%B9%D8%A7%D9%8A%D8%A9_%D8%B5%D8%AD%D9%8A%D8%A9
https://ar.wikipedia.org/wiki/%D9%86%D8%B8%D8%A7%D9%85_%D8%B1%D8%B9%D8%A7%D9%8A%D8%A9_%D8%B5%D8%AD%D9%8A%D8%A9

Akl Gailal) G Juadl)

dmgye 5 Y o) sie i)l Jull e L) 3 BCG adld ol ddaall Hid) o

Clly cndl Al saad) caluhall (e dalita g 5yuS de gana gy (0 a2l e
S 3m ¢ sl L lage i Al g5l Judl am BCG Als e Capl) & Jadl) o
Jl & Ay bshd g syl Gyl o) Slie¥) 8 38 ae ¢ dull elys ol (e Sl
A el et dgyne ey AhlA Al asead ) s o oSe ¢ DAT LDl e

(de Gijsel & Reyn, 2019, 1) .BCG Jlaiul ) Caagi sana

pina ghial (g a2l) o allall 8 Vel SSY) Gl W) @ (BCG) &

Jud) Andla aly plana 8 Leneas (WHO) dallall daall daliia 43 Cacal (2 ¢ (TB) Jud
g2l BCG £ o (e glea) s lelas g2 g daall o S0 s IS ¢ Ayl
BCG i o) diaall Hiall e ¢ <lld s« laaad) lgilly puiiall Judl (aye aia Lleal) jigy
Aaliiag 3 de sana 52y (e p)ll (o Aagiye JIF Y Galld) vie () Jull e 44D B
il Al gl Jull aa BCG adad e Capll & Jidl) .elld (e e saal) A9
O el 38w dul el ool e dlE Y g ¢ L) e Glega

| U Ay ‘_g:\_})j)m'é)ln; By Lﬁjz‘)h UA‘)A”
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kil o)

Slahall Ayl Glaaball b oo Agukil bl e Jpasll ALl o3 b

Gl Jacadl)

(Data Description) :4gduaill clbyll ciay 3-3

il ) i ) (BCG) W e cluhally 3ysiiall il daalye & 8ysdial) Casadly

U BCG W clyiliy dpmayall cluhdll Jiay (3-1) Jsaally @il dudl am aaY) ALk

Ay S cplis Aulp UV BCG ) clyilis dmapall ciluhyall iy (3=1) Jsaadls

- AV dag Al IS (plds Ay

- Apaa)¥) g

ST ST aalf
5 § peilelt e § pailall | Galai S aall | il b oy e bl JS ol
A all e E&; o Gpadlall -l i o 3l jju FREN Ja‘js? 4.: N T Ll
LY 5 _yall ) EWEY
Study Vaccine_TB | Vaccine_Total_N | Control_TB | Control_Total_N | Effect_size | Log_Risk_Ratio | Std_err | Variance

Stien &
Aronson , 180.00 1541.00 372.00 1451.00 0.46 -0.785 0.08 0.01
1953
Frimod
Moler et 33.00 5069.00 47.00 5808.00 0.80 -0.218 0.23 0.05
al., 1973
Ferguson
@ Simes, 6.00 306.00 29.00 303.00 0.21 -1.585 0.44 0.19
1949
?gzgson’ 4.00 123.00 11.00 139.00 0.41 -0.889 0.57 0.33
Rosenthal
etal., 3.00 231.00 11.00 220.00 0.26 -1.347 0.64 0.42
1960
Hart &
Sutherlan, 62.00 13598.00 248.00 12867.00 0.24 -1.440 0.14 0.02
1977
Vandiviere 8.00 2545.00 10.00 629.00 0.20 -1.619 0.47 0.22
etal. 1973
Coetzee &
Berijak, 29.00 7499.00 45.00 7277.00 0.63 -0.470 0.24 0.06
1968
B
Prevention 505.00 88391.00 499.00 88391.00 1.01 0.012 0.06 0.00
trial, 1980
rosenthal
etal., 17.00 1716.00 65.00 1665.00 0.25 -1.370 0.27 0.07
1961
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Comstock
and
Webster,
1969

kil o)

5.00 2498.00

3.00

2341.00

1.56

0.446

0.73

0.53

Comstock
et al.,
1974

186.00 50634.00

141.00

27338.00

0.71

-0.340

0.11

0.01

Comstock
etal.,
1976

27.00 16913.00

29.00

17854.00

0.98

-0.017

0.27

0.07

Aronson
et al.,
2004

277.00 2792.00

745.00

3573.00

0.52

-0.65

2.90

8.41

MRC,
1973

565.00 26465.00

3361.00

7675.00

1.89

0.64

3.99

15.92

de Gijsel
& Reyn,
2019

589.00 33566.00

4326.00

8976.00

2.67

0.98

1.90

2.331

Townsend
et al.,1942

1551.00 3008.00

1475.00

1345.00

0.83

-0.19

0.44

0.19

Blu s 3 cual i (17) oo Ble s @l sl ehal (ajl Gl Jlesiad

oY) leall sy (SPSS Ver. 28)  maliy Jlastinys

{2l data yasa.sav [DataSetL] - IBM SPSS Statistics Data Editol

File Edit View Data TIransform Analyze Graphs Utiities Extensions

[Q] g Power Analysis
" Meta Analysis
. Reports
&4 study K o

1 Stien &Aronson , 1953 RescipieSla e
2 Frimod Moler et al., 1973 Bayesian Statistics
3 Ferguson @ Simes, 1949 Tables
4 Amonson, 1049 Compars Means
5 Rosentnaletal, 1960 General Linear Model
6  Hart& Sutherlan, 1977 Leneral Linear Model
7 Vandviereetal 1973 Generalized Linear Models
8 Coetzee &Beriiak, 1968 Mixed Models
9 TBFrevention tral, 1980 Corelate
10 resenthal etal., 1964 =
11 Comstock and Webster, 1969 Regression
12 Comstecketal, 1974 Laglinear
13 Comstocketal, 1976 Classity
14 Aanson etal, 2004 Dimension Reduction
15 WRC, 1973 el
16 de Gijsel & Reyn, 2019 ae
17 Townsend etal, 1942 Nonparametric Tests
18 Forecasting
e Sunival
f; Multiple Response
22 FZ) Simulation
23 Quality Control
<t Spatial and Temporal Modeling...
2
2

<
Data View Variable View

Pre-Calculated Effect Size

Window  Help

*E2E JafE Q

Continuous Outcomes

Binary Outcomes

[ Meta Regression

00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00

47.00
29.00
11.00
11.00

248.00
10.00
45.00

499.00
65.00

200

141.00
29.00

745.00

3361.00

4326.00

1475.00

>

>

[ Raw Data...
[ Pre-Calculated Effect Size
1451.00
5808.00
303.00
130.00
220.00
12867.00
629.00
7277.00
88391.00
1665.00
2341.00
27338.00
17854.00
257300
7675.00
297600
1345.00

46
20
21
41
26
24
20
63

101
25

156
7
%8
52

189

267
23

&4 Log_Risk_Ratio

0785
0218
-1.585
-0.889
1347
-1.440
1619
0470
0.012
1370
0445
-0.340
0.017
0.65
0.64
0.98
0.19

IBM SPSS Statistics Processor is ready

& sta_ern

08
23
44
57
64
14
47
24
06
27
73
11
27

290

399

1.90
44

& Variance & Latituge

0 44.00
05 13.00
19 55.00
33 44.00
4z 42.00
02 52.00
22 19.00
06 27.00
) 13.00
o7 42.00
53 33.00
0 19.00
or 33.00
8.41 78.00
15.02 98.00
361 77.00
19 12.00

Visible: 13
& vear

Unicode:ON Classic

e

of 13 Variables
da*
1935 Alternat ™
1950 Alternat
1933 Randon
1935 Randon
1937 Randon
1950 Randon
1965 Randont
1985 Randon
1968 Randont
1941 System
1947 system
1949 System
1950 system
2004 Randont
1973 Randon
2019 Randon ;
1930 Rancon ||
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kil o)

[ data yasa.sav [Datasetl]

Eile Edit View Data TIransform
& study

1 Sfien & Aronson , 1953
2 Frimod Moler etal., 1973
3 Ferguson @ Simes, 1949
4 Aronson, 1949

5 Rosenthaletal , 1960

6  Hart&Sutherian, 1977

7 Vandiviere etal 1973

8  Coetzee &Berijak, 1968
9 TB Prevention trial, 1980

10 rosenthal etal., 1981
11 Comstock and Webster, 1969
12 Comstocketal, 1974
13 Comstocket al, 1976
14 Aronson etal, 2004
15 MRC, 1973
16  de Gijsel & Reyn, 2019
17 Townsend etal 1942
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
k3
32

<

w | Variable View

Data Vi

Analyze Graphs Utiities Extensions Window Help
875) B g == B30 E Q
=3B A BE 4O
& Vvaccine_TB & Vaccine_Total_N & Control_TB & Control_Total_N & Effect_size & Log_Risk_Ratio & sta_err
180.00 1541.00 372.00 1451.00 46 -0.785 08
33.00 5069.00 47.00 5808.00 80 -0.218 23
6.00 306.00 29.00 303.00 21-1.585 44
4.00 123.00 11.00 139.00 41 -0.889 57
12 Meta-Analysis: Continuous Effect Size 04
14
Variables Effect Size: 47
& Vaccine TB [Vaccine_TB] & Risk Ratio [Effect_size] 24
& Vaccine Total N [Vaccine_Total_N] 08
& Conirol TB [Control_TB] ® Standard Error: O Variancs 2z
73
& Control Total N [Control_Total_N] & & StdEn(Sten] p—
&4 Log Risk Ratio [Log_Risk_Ratio] = Ll
4 Variance [Variance] Study ID. 2
& Latitude [Latitude] & 290
& Year [Year] 3.99
1.90
ﬁagln:almr\m[/\\\ncaunn] Study Label- -
limate [Climate]
a { 1 &h study [study]
Model
® Random-gffects
O Fixedeffects

(54)

IBM SPSS Statistics Processor is ready 4

Gl Jacadl)

Visible: 13 of 13 Variables

& variance & Latituge & vear
01 44.00
05 13.00
19 55.00
£ 44.00
a2 4200
02 5200
22 19.00
05 27.00
00 13.00
o7 4200
53 33.00
01 19.00
o7 33.00

241 78.00
1592 98.00
261 77.00
19 12,00

Unicode:ON  Classic

1935
1950
1933
1935
1937
1950
1965
1968
1968
1041
1947
1949
1950

Sat
Alternat ™
Atternaty
Randon
Randon
Randon
Randon
Randon
Randon
Randon
System:
Systems
System:
Systems

2004 Randon

1973
2019
1930

Randon
Randon|
Randon




Akl Gailal) G Juadl)

shaial) alie Y MY A8y jha Jlariady o sl laad) 3-4

Basiall alie ¥ Y A8y jha Jlariaaly LAl ana 4485 (3-2) Je

95% Confidence
Std. Interval

Effect Size | Error Z Sig. (2-tailed) | Lower Upper
Overall .625 .0955 | 6.543 <.001 438 .812

Forest Plot
B Effect size of each study | Confidence interval of effect size
@ Estimated overall effect size ~ ~ Overal effect size value
No-effect value I Estimated overall confidence interval

0.624758
Study Effect Size p-value Weight Weight (%)
Stien & Aronson , 1953 046 0.00 15.30 13.95 .
Frimod Moler et al. , ... 0.80 0.o0 8.13 8.3 -.-
Ferquson @ Simes, 1949 0.20  0.64 3.9 3.60 —_—
Aromson, 1949 0.4l 047 .60 2.3 —_—
Rosenthal et al. , 1960 0.26  0.68 I.11 1.93 —_—
Hart & Sutherlan, 1577 024 0.05 117 1164 I
Vandiviere et al. 1973 0.20 0.87 3.5 3.24 —f—
Coetzee & Berijak, 1568 0.63 0.0l ©8.g9 7.82 -.-
IB Prevention trial, 1980 1.0l 0.00 l&.0L 14.860 .
rosenthal et al. , 1861 0.25 0.35 7.8l 6.94 —.—
Comstock and Webster, ... 1.56 0.03 1.69 1.54 —
Comstock et al., 1574 071 0.00 417 12.88 .
Comstock et al., 1976 098 0.00 7.1 7.03 B
Aronson et al., 2004 0.52 0.8 0.12 0.11 &
MRC, 1973 1.89 0.6 D.06 0.08 =
de Gijsel & Reyn, 2015 1T 0.1 027 0.25 &
Townsend et al. 1947 0.83 0.0 3.97 3.682

overall 0.6 0.0 &

Model: Random-effects model

Heterogeneity: Tau-squared = 0.06, H-squared = 2.69, squared = 0.63
Homogeneity, @ = 53.50, of =16, p-valuz = 0.00

Test of averall effect size: 2= 6.54, p-value = 0.00
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(0.01) & sine 5 siase 2ic (2.33) Aadlll Al saal) dail) oy

A ANy el (Y s sine 525062 & (BCG) gl IS 5l pan 43 Jhall culae| (2
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Alia o ) a5 138 5 (1°=0.63) e 05 sl (o 1S) a5 (Q=53.50) dedf i (3
<l e Sl pall s o) Feay Slad jall e eilad axe

Aronson, ) 4l all s (Ferguson @ Simes, 1949) 4wl all il aaa 4352 a2 (4
(Hart & Sutherlan, 1977) 4., 5 (Rosenthal et al. , 1960) 4wl Al 5 (1949
(Coetzee & Berijak, 1968) 4wl A5 (Vandiviere et al. 1973) 4wl ally
(Comstock and Webster, 1969) 4wl Al (rosenthal et al. , 1961) 4wl Al 5
de Gijsel & ) 4wl Al s (MRC, 1973) 4wl )2l 5 (Aronson et al., 2004) 4wl Al
Glalyall Ll aas 45505 (Townsend et al.,1942) 4w, 5 (Reyn, 2019
Rosenthal et )s (Frimod Moler et al. , 1973) s (Stien & Aronson , 1953)
s (Comstock et al., 1974) s (TB Prevention trial, 1980) s (al. , 1960
Bl alae W) 1KLY 48 4l s (Comstock et al., 1976)

Ayl S Tya8 1S LalSs sl 3 S 5 aaa ) Baladdl 6 Sl sl il (5
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EYRe [ PV At RN (RPN P B | R R B 0 55 SN g R PPN [ e R PV
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. BCG &l il asa g I iy 4y sine dusd 3 o atle Gabai 5f (53 sanl
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$ = (0.5159 + 62) + 62

=0.713 ...(3-1)
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t=4.945 Sig.0.01< se=0.121, 62 = 0.0821 62 = 0.115

s 0.01 Aginall (5 5ima e 8 Sig. dad oY B V) Aldlae 4 giea I jpds Al
(62 = 0.0821) s <lu all Jado ol 5 (62 = 0.115) 5o ol Sl jall o bl

1Ad g gall (5 hual) cilay pall A8yl Jlariady (g ot lasd) 3-5

Lgsall 5 aual) Glay pall 48k Jlariady S8l aaa 385 (3-3) Jgaa

95% Confidence

Effect Std. Sig. (2- Interval

Size

Error

tailed)

Lower

Upper

Overall

.626

.0917

6.825

<.001

446

.806

Forest Plot
W Effect size of each study | Confidence interval of effect size
@ Estimated overall effect size ~ ~ Overall efiect size value
No-effect value I Estimated overall confidence interval
0.626183
Study Effect Size p-value Weight Weight (%)
Stien & Aromson , 1953 0.4 0.00 17.14 14.42 .
Frimod Moler et al. , ... 0.80 0.00 9.75 B.71 -.-
Ferguson @ Simes, 1948 0.z0 0.64 4.07 3.42 +
Aronson, 1948 0.4l 0.47 2.85 2.3 ——
Rosenthal et al. , 1360 0.26  0.69 2.15 1.81 —e—
Hart & Sutherlan, 1977 0.24  0.09 14.02 11.80 _
Vandiviere et al. 1973 0.20  0.87 3.85 3.07 —s—
Costzee & Berijak, 1368 062 0.0L 5.2% 7.78 -.-
TB Prevention trial, 1980 1.0l 0.00 18.04 15.18 .
rosenthal et al. , 1961 0.25 0.35 B.04 E.77 —.—
Comstock and Webster, ... 1.56 0.03 1.711 1.44 —_—s
Comstock et al., 1974 070 0.00 15.88 13.70 .
Comstock et al., 1576 0.98  D0.00 6.15 £.88 B
Aronson et al., 2004 0.52 0.8 0.1Z2 0.10 &
upC, 1973 1.8 0.64 0.06 0.05 =
de Gijsel & Reyn, 2019 267 0.16 0.27 0.23 =
Townsend et al.,1942 0.83  0.06 4.08 3.43 —a—
Overall 0.63  0.00 &
10 5 0 5 10

Model: Random-effects model

Heterogeneity, Tau-squared = 0.05, H-squared = 249, -squared = 0.60
Homogeneity: 0= 53.50, df=16, p-value = 0.00

Test of overall effect size: z= 6.83, p-value = 0.00
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Aronson, ) il all s (Ferguson @ Simes, 1949) 4wl all il aaa 4352 a0 (4
(Hart & Sutherlan, 1977) 4 ,all 5 (Rosenthal et al. , 1960) 4wl Al 5 (1949
(Coetzee & Berijak, 1968) 4wl A5 (Vandiviere et al. 1973) 4wl g
(Comstock and Webster, 1969) 4x!,al 5 (rosenthal et al. , 1961) 4wl all
de Gijsel & ) 4wl Al s (MRC, 1973) 4wl ,all 5 (Aronson et al., 2004) 4wl Al
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s (Comstock et al., 1974) 5 (TB Prevention trial, 1980) s (al. , 1960
A sall (5 prall Clay all 48y )l s (Comistock et al., 1976)
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$ = (0.493 + 62) + 62
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= 0.621 ...(3-2)

t=5.965 Sig.0.01< se=0.119, 62 = 0.0917 62 = 0.0414

O3 0.01 A sinall (5 fiun (30 S8 Sig. dasd Y (558l lasi¥) Aalase &y gina ) als Sl
(62 = 0.0917) s bl yall Jala ool 5 (62 = 0.0414 ) s sl bl pall o ol

s g ARyl Jlaxinly (g BN lasd) 3-6

D A8 5k Jleaialy i) aas 0085 (3-4) Jsos

95% Confidence
Effect Std. Interval
Size Error Z Sig. (2-tailed) | Lower Upper
Overall .633 .0191 | 33.141 <.001 478 .788
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ForestPlot
[ Effect size of each study | Confidence interval of effect size
@ Estimated overall effect size ~ — ~ Overall effect size valug
Ne-effect value I Estimated overall confidence interval

0633216
Study Effect Size p-value Weight Weight (%)
Stien & Aronson , 1953 0.4 0.00 26.25 16.30 .
Frimod Moler et al. , . . 0.80 0.00 1215 7.59 -.-
Ferguson @ Simes, 1949 0.20  0.64 4.43 277 ——
Aronson, 1949 041 0.47 .80 1.75 —_—
Rosenthal et al. , 1960 0.26 0.69 2.74 1.40 s
Hart & Sutherlan, 1977 0.74 0.08 19 58 1222 _
Vandiviere et al. 1972 0.20  0.67 3.94 2.4 R
Coeczee & Berijak, 1968 0.83 0.0l 11.38 7.10 —.—
TB Prevention trial, 1980 1.01  0.00 28.43 17.75 .
rosenthal et al. , 1961 0.25  0.35 9.6l £.00 -5
Comstock and Vebster, ... 1.5 0.03 L.77 111 —_—
Comstock et al , 1974 0.71 0.00 2288 14 34 .
Comstock et al., 1976 0.%8  0.00 9.7 .08 =
Aronson et al , 7004 052 088 0.1z 0.07
MEC, 1573 1.85  0.64 D0.06 0.04 =
de Gijsel & Reyn, 2019 .67 0.1 0.27 0.17
Townsend et al.,l542 0.83  0.06 4.45 2,78 L
Overall 0.63  0.00 L 3

10 5 0 5 10

Model: Random-effects model

Heterogeneity: Tau-squared = 0.03, H-squared = 1.90, Fsquared = 0.47
Homogeneity: 0 =53 40, df= 16, p-value = 0.00

Testof overall effect size: z= 8.02, p-value = 0.00

el ) paad (Al ) (3-3) IS
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(0.01) & sixe (5 sinsa 2ic
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(0.01) oo J81 41

Allia o) N pi5 138 5 (17=0.47) dad 05 siall oo ) a5 (Q=53.50) 4af i (3
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Aronson, ) 4wl s (Ferguson @ Simes, 1949) 4wl ,all 53l ana 4y sina a2e (4
(Hart & Sutherlan, 1977) 4.3l 5 (Rosenthal et al. , 1960) 4w/l 5 (1949
(Coetzee & Berijak, 1968) 4wl M5 (Vandiviere et al. 1973) 4wl ally
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(Comstock and Webster, 1969) 4. )2l s (rosenthal et al. , 1961) 4!l
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Comstock et al., ) 5 (TB Prevention trial, 1980) s (Moler et al. , 1973
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9 = (0.5343 + 62) + 62

= 0.633 ...(3-2)

t=5.326 Sig.0.01< se=0.044, 62 = 0.0796, 6% = 0.0191
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Hedges 48 b Jlarialy ,ilil) ana jaki (3-5) J gan

95% Confidence
Effect Std. Sig. (2- Interval

Size Error Z tailed) Lower Upper
Overall 725 .0403| 17.99 .000 .646 .804

Forest Plot
[ Effect size of each study | Confidence interval of effect size
A Fstimated overall effect size ~ ~ Overall effect size value
Ne-effect value I Estimated overall confidence interval
0.726289

|
Study Effect Size p-value Weight Weight (%) |

|
Stiem & Aromsom , 1953 046 000 145 16 3 56 B
Frimod Moler et al. , _.. 0.80  0.00 15.58 3.18 -

|
Ferguson @ Simes, 19439 0.20 0.4 5.14 0.83 —_—
Aronson, 1948 0.41  0.47  3.07 0.50 —.:—
Rosenthal et al. , 1580 0.26 0.9 2.4l 0.38 —_—

|
Hart & Sutherlan, 1977 0.24  0.09 50.30 8.16 -I-I
Vandiviere et al. 1972 0.20  0.67 4.48 0.73 —_—

|
Coetzes & Berijak, 1968 0.82 0.01 17.85 2.87 +
TB Drevention trial, 1980 1.01  0.00 251.55 40.88 -
rosenthal et al. , 1981 0.28 0.35 13.72 2,03 —
Comstoclk and Webster, .. 1.8 0.0% 1.88 0.30 _

|
Comstock et al., 1974 0.71 0.00 81.16 13.17 =
Comstock et al., 197 0.8 0.00 14.03 2.2 —:I—
Aronson et al., 2004 0.52 0.86 0.12 0.02 i

|
MEC, 1573 1.89  0.64 0.06 001 T =
de Gijsel & Reyn, 20189 2.7 0.16 0.28 0.04 + =

|
Townsend et al., 1942 0.83  0.06 5.17 0.84 —s

|
Overall 0.73 0.00 ‘

|

|

10- -5 0 3

Maodel: Random-effects model

Heterogeneity: Tau-sguared = 0.00, H-sguared = 1.00, I-squared = 0.00
Homogeneity: Q= 53.50, df= 16, p-value = 0.00

Test of overall effect size:z=18.00, p-value = 0.00
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t=7.386 Sig.0.01< se=0.1059, 62 = 0.0403, 2 = 0.089
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Hunter-Schmidt 48k Jlexialy 5 aaa 185 (3-6) Joaa

95% Confidence
Effect Std. Sig. (2- Interval

Size Error Z tailed) Lower Upper
Overa .625 .0959 6.515 <.001 437 .813

Forest Plot
B Effect size of zach study | Confidence interval of effect size
4 Estimated overall effect size  — ~ Overall effect size value
Mo-effect value I Estimated overall confidence interval

0.624623
Study Effect Size p-value Weight Weight (%)
Stien & Aronson , 1853 0.46  0.00 15.12 13.90 .
Frimod Moler et al. , ... 0.80 0.00 §.07 B.33 -.-
Ferguson @ Simes, 1949 0.20 0.84 3.94 3.82 +
Aronson, 1945 0.41  0.47 .80 238 ——
Rosenthal et al. , 1960 0.2 0.8 2.1l 1.94 —a—
Hart & Sutherlan, 1977 0.24  0.08 12.64 11.62 _
Vandiviere et al. 1973 0.20 0.67 3.55 3.28 —_—
Coetzee & Berijak, 1968 0.63 0.0l 8.&3 7.493 -.-
T8 Prevention trial, 1580 1.0l 0.00 15.82 14.55 .
rosenthal et al. , 1861 0.25 0.35  7.57 E.9E —.—
Comstock and Webster, ... 1.56 0.03 1.&% 1.55 —_—l—
Comstock et al., 1974 0.7L  0.00 13.%8 12.85 .
Comstock et al., 1976 0.8 0.00 7.68 7.04 =
Aronson et al., 2004 0.52 0.8 0.1 0.11 &
HMEC, 1573 1.8 0.64 0.06 0.08 =
de Gijsel & Reyn, 2019 287 0.6 0.27 0.25 =
Townsend et al., 1947 0.83 0.06 3.98 3.64 ——
Overall .62 0.00 e

10 5 0 5 10

Model: Random-effects model

Heterageneity. Tau-squared = 0.06, H-squared = 2.71, l-squared = 0.63
Homogeneity: = 53.50, df= 16, p-value = 0.00

Test of overall effact size: 2= 6.51, p-value=0.00
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t=5.023 Sig.0.01< se=0.101, 62 = 0.0959 62 = 0.066

015001 A sinall (5 5iwa o JBI Sig. dad Y (5B laniV) Alalae & sina ) s
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:DerSimonian-Laird 4& sk Juaialy s sl lasd) 3-9

DerSimonian-Laird 4& b Jleiuly S8l aaa 085 (3-7) Joa

95% Confidence
Effect Interval

Size | Std. Error Z Sig. (2-tailed) | Lower Upper
Overall | .622 .1062 5.856 <.001 414 .830

ForestPlot
B Effect size of each study | Confidence interval of effect size
@ Estimated overall effect size  ~ ~ Overall effect size valuz
No-effect value I Estimated overall confidence intarval
0620775
|
Study Bffect Size p-value Weight Weight (%) |
Stien & Aronsen , 1953 0.4 0.00 11.3 12.81 .
Frinod Moler et al. , ... 0.80  0.00 7.5 8.53 --
Ferguson @ Simes, 1945 020 0.64 3.63 4.09 —8—
Aronson, 1948 0,41 0.47 Z.46 277 —l:—
RBosenthal et al. , 190 0.2 0.6 z.02 o.27 —
Hart & Sutherlan, 1977 0.2¢4 0.0 S.90 1116 :
Vandiviere et al. 1973 020 0.67 3.28 3.71 —a—
Costzee & Berijak, 198 0.63 0.0l 7.2 8.18 -.-
B Prevention trial, 180 101 0.00 11.75 13.25

rosenthal et al. , 1961 0.28 0.35  E.49 7.32
Comstock and Webster, ... 1.56 0.03  1.63 1.84

|

B
Comstock et al., 1974 0.71 0.00 1l0.70 12.0e -

I.

]

]

]
_'._

]

1

]

1

Comstock et al., 1976 0.98 0.00 6.5 7.40

Arcnson et al., 2004 0.52 0.8 0.12 0.13

MRC, 1973 1.89 0.64 0.06 0.07

de Gijsel & Reyn, 2019 2.67 0.1 D0.27 0.31

Towmsend et al.,1942 0.83 0.0 3.64 4.10

Overall 0.62 0.00

Model: Random-effects model

Heterogeneity: Tau-squared = 0.08, H-squared = 3.34, lsquared = 0.70
Homogeneity: Q= 53.50, df= 16, p-value = 0.00

Test of overall effect size: 2= 5 86, p-value = 0.00

DerSimonian-Laird 45 k! il aaal el bliall (3-6) JSa
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Abstract

Meta-regression can be applied to a wide range of research questions and
disciplines. Such as medicine, psychology, education, economics and
environmental science. It aims to summarize all studies in one study and
wants it to have a general effect for all studies. Therefore, this thesis aimed
to estimate a meta-regression model with random effects on a group of (17)
studies on the BCG vaccine for the purpose of knowing the general effect
of the vaccine using seven methods. using seven methods, which are the
restricted maxim likelihood method and the method Weighted least squares
method (Wietghed Least square method), Baysian method, (Hedges
method), (Hunter-Schmidt method), (DerSimonian-Laird method) and
(Sidik-Jonkman) method, and the comparison between the methods using
the standard of standard error. The thesis concluded that the Bayes method
recorded the least standard error with an effect size of (0.633) with a
significance level less than 0.01, followed by the Hedges method, then the
Weighted Least Squares method (WLS), then the Restricted m (RMLE)
maximum Likelihood method, and then the method (Hunter-Schmidt)
followed by (DerSimonian-Laird) method and finally the Sidik-Jonkman
method. All methods were significant and had a significant effect size at a
significance level of less than 0.01. Thus, the (BCG) vaccine has an effect
on recovery from pulmonary tuberculosis in children and adults by (63%).
%).
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