Multimedia Appendix 8. Forest plot of acceptance rate in controls

Authors

%
ES(95%Cl)  Weight

Antoniades et 3l 2012 - 0.50 (0.3, 0.84) 1.07
Berkhof et al. 2015 —_—— 0.49 (0.30, 0.58) 2.43
Calvo et al 2014 —_— 0.50 (0.38, 0.62) 1.45
Cameron-Tucker et al. 2016 —_— 0.45 (0.35, 0.58) 1.57
Chau et al. 2012 > 0.45 (0.31, 0.60) 0.97
De san Miguel et al 2013 —— 0.50 (0.39, 0.61) 1.93
Dinesen et al 2012 —_— 0.46 (0.37, 0.55) 2.67
)
Farmer et al 2017 — ' 0.34 (0.27, 0.41) 3.99
Halpin et al 2011 0.49 (0.39, 0.60) 1.91
Hoetal 2018 0.50 (0.41, 0.59) 2.55
Jakobsen et al 2015 0.49 (0.37, 0.62) 1.38
Koff et al 2009 0.50 (0.35, 0.65) 0.97

Lewss etal 2011
Lilholt et al 2017
McDowell etal 2015

0.50 (0.35, 0.85) 0.97
0.53 (0.50, 0.56) 20.38
0.50 (0.41, 0.59) 2.65

Nield et al. 2012 0.50 (0.31, 0.69) 0.54
Pedone et 3l 2013 0.49 (0.40, 0.59) 2.39
Pinnock et 31 2013 0.50 (0.44, 0.56) 6.15
Ringbeak et al. 2015 0.50 (0.44, 0.56) 6.75
Ringbeak et al 2018 0.60 (0.51, 0.68) 2.77

Schou etal 2013
Shany etal 2017
Stickland et al 2011

0.50 (0.38, 0.84) 1.07
0.50 (0.38, 0.84) 1.02
0.64 (0.50, 0.69) 9.82

Tabak et al 2014 0.48 (0.31, 0.88) 0.71

Trappenburg &t al 2008 —— 0.30 (0.32, 0.46) 3.97

Tsai et al 2017 ->— 0.46 (0.31, 0.62) 0.90

Vianello et al 2018 ' 0.31(0.26, 0.38) 8.02
Overall (1*2=79.81% , P=0.00) ? 0.40 (0.48, 0.51) 100.00

)
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