Study Figure Allele %PPC [95CI]
Scheunemann 2012 1D dnc! —a —60[ —=77,—44
Scheunemann 2012 2B dnc! —— =52 —69,-35
Scheunemann 2012 2C dnc! - -59[ —68,-51
Scheunemann 2012 4A dnc! — =53 -73,-33
Scheunemann 2012 4B dnc! —a— —62[ —76,—-48
Scheunemann 2012 4C dnc’ —a— —67[ —-79,-55
Scheunemann 2013 1D/F  dnc' —_— —90[ —100, —35
Scheunemann 2013 1D/F  dnc’ ——— —82[—100, —54
Scheunemann 2013 1D/F  dnc' — =72 -91,-52
Scheunemann 2013 1D/F  dnc! —a— =71 —-85,-57
Scheunemann 2013 1D/F  dnc’ —— —63[ —82,—-44
Tully 1985 10 dnc! —a— —66[ —80,-53
Tully 1993 1B dnc! —— —69[ —85,-53
Tully 1993 1A dnc’ [ —62[ -=79,-46
RE Model < —63[ —67,-59]
Heterogeneity: I’ = 0%
Test for heterogeneity: Q(df=13) = 9.3586 (P = 0.7453)
Asztalos 1991 1 dne® —— —62[ —82,-42]
Tully 1993 1B dnc® —a— —86[ —96,-75]
Tully 1993 1A dnc? —a— —80[ —93,-67]
RE Model - —78[ —90,—66]
Heterogeneity: I = 54%
Test for heterogeneity: Q(df=2) = 4.3337 (P = 0.1145)
Tully 1993 1B dneM —a— —76[ —89,-63]
Tully 1993 1A dncMi —a— —69[ —80,-58]
Asztalos 1991 1 dnc' —_— —20[ —34, —6]
RE Model - —72[ —80,-63]
Heterogeneity: I = 0%
Test for heterogeneity: Q(df=1) = 0.6596 (P = 0.4167)
Tully 1993 2 dnc"/dnc! HH =72[ -77,-66]
FE Model s =72 =77,-66]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for heterogencity: Not applicable
Tully 1993 2 dncM'/dne? —m—i —77[ -87,—66]
FE Model . — —87, —
Heterogeneity: Not applicable 771 ~87,-66]
Test for heterogeneity: Not applicable
Qiu 1993 6 In(1)N7®$ e —29[ —47,-10]
FE Model - _ 47—
Heterogeneity: Not applicable 29[ —47,-10]
Test for heterogeneity: Not applicable
Qiu 1993 6 DN +—m——t —73[ —88,-58]
FE Model - _ 88
Heterogeneity: Not applicable 73[ -88,-58]
Test for heterogeneity: Not applicable
RE Model
Heterogeneity: Inter-allelic I

Overall P % > —67[ —72,-63]
Test for heterogeneity: Q(df=22) = 5282 (P =0.0002) | , : :
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