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Low activity High activity Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H. Random, 95% CI M-H. Random. 95% CI
Auninen 2008 827 2140 1499 3876 16.0% 1.00[0.90, 1.11] '
Diepenmaat 2006 90 1231 173 2254 11.0% 0.95[0.73,1.24] F
Grimmer 2000 162 672 131 521 10.9% 0.95[0.73,1.23] b i
Gunzburg 1999 52 153 90 238 6.9% 0.85[055,1.29] =3[
Kristensen 2001 23 49 90 133 3.6% 0.42[022,0.82] "
Masiero 2008 361 1973 819 5610 15.2% 1.31[1.14,1.50] i
Mogensen 2007 29 74 146 365 54% 0.97 [0.58,1.61] o
Prista 2004 31 122 10 79 28% 2.35[1.08,5.12] =
Shehah 2005 161 285 70 115  65% 0.83 [0.54,1.30] =2
Sjolie 2004 22 36 28 69 2.6% 2.30[1.01,5.25] &=
Watson 2003 109 456 221 920 11.0% 0.99[0.76, 1.29] i
Wedderkopp 2003 66 342 78 401  8.2% 0.99[0.69, 1.43] &
Total (95% CI) 7533 14581 100.0% 1.02[0.88,1.17] }
Total events 1933 3355 . . . .
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.03; Chi? =29.21, df= 11 (P = 0.002); 1> = 62% I(J.01 0!1 1 1'0 100'

Test for overall effect: Z =0.23 (P = 0.82)
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leng short Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H. Fixed. 95% CI M-H. Fixed. 95% CI
Auninen 2008 724 1824 1604 4190 71.0% 1.06[0.95,1.19]
Chiang 2006 14 36 4 12 04% 1.27[0.32,5.03] — = =
Diepenmaat 2006 71 910 192 2575 11.2% 1.05[0.79,1.39] T
Grimmer 2000 176 672 105 521 106% 1.41[1.07,1.85) [*
Sjolie 2004 18 28 18 46  06% 2.80[1.06,7.41) -
Watson 2003 71 289 72 37 63% 1.11[0.76, 1.61] = i
Total (95% Cl) 3759 7661 100.0%  1.11[1.01,1.22] )
Total events 1074 1995
Heterogeneity: Chit = 7.11, df =5 (P = 0.21); F = 30% :u_m 01_1 : 1?0 wa:

Test for overall effect: Z= 219 (P = 0.03)
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Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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