FOREST PLOTS

Study %
ID OR (95% Cl) Weight
i
Landi (2003) i—*— 1.48 (1.07, 2.04) 8.93
Theodoropoulos (2006)( - i 0.51 (0.33,0.79) 6.11
Slattery (2007) —+w:~ 0.93 (0.83,1.05) 17.92
Kury (2008) —§—+— 1.16 (0.96, 1.40) 14.57
Wilkening (2008) —_— 1.13(0.81, 1.57) 8.78
Tsilidis (2009) —*—i— 0.91 (0.61, 1.35) 7.05
Vasku (2009) : 0.98 (0.48, 2.01) 2.76
Cacev (2010) Té 0.99 (0.62, 1.59) 5.44
Ontario (unpubl) —_— 1.04 (0.86, 1.26) 14.39
SOCCS (unpubl) —1E—+— 1.14 (0.93, 1.39) 14.04
Overall (I-squared = 56.2%, p = 0.015) <> 1.03 (0.91,1.17) 100.00
i
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis i
1
IL6rs1800795 Additive model: wt/var vs. wt/wt (random model)
Study %
ID OR (95% CI) Weight
i
Landi (2003) T 1.59 (0.96, 2.62) 7.47
Theodoropoulos (2006) é———+——— i 0.40 (0.24,0.69) 6.95
Slattery (2007) —— 0.86 (0.73, 1.01) 17.66
Kury (2008) —é——*— 1.13 (0.88, 1.45) 14.44
Wilkening (2008) —i—*— 1.03 (0.69, 1.56) 9.54
Tsilidis (2009) —0:—— 0.91 (0.56, 1.49) 7.64
Vasku (2009) : 1.03 (0.48,2.23) 3.99
Cacev (2010) i - 1.63(0.81,3.27) 4.64
Ontario (unpubl) —*—E—— 0.85 (0.65, 1.10) 14.02
SOCCS (unpubl) —+—§—— 0.86 (0.65, 1.13) 13.64
Overall (I-squared = 56.0%, p = 0.015) <E;> 0.94 (0.79, 1.12) 100.00
i
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis i

IL6 rs1800795 Additive model: var/var vs. wt/wt (random model)



Study

%

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

ID OR (95% ClI) Weight

i
Landi (2003) : 1.29 (0.81,2.07) 3.01
Theodoropoulos (2006) - i 0.56 (0.35,0.91) 4.33
Slattery (2007) — 0.89 (0.77,1.04) 36.17
Kury (2008) —§+— 1.04 (0.82,1.30) 14.14
Wilkening (2008) — 0.96 (0.68, 1.35) 6.48
Tsilidis (2009) i 0.97 (0.62, 1.49) 4.03
Vasku (2009) : 1.05 (0.58, 1.90) 2.06
Cacev (2010) i > 1.63 (0.85, 3.14) 1.39
Ontario (unpubl) —— 0.83 (0.65, 1.05) 14.55
SOCCS (unpubl) —+—§— 0.80 (0.62, 1.02) 13.83
Overall (I-squared = 27.3%, p = 0.193) <> 0.91 (0.83,0.99) 100.00

i

i

1
IL6 rs1800795 Recessive model: var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)

Study %
ID OR (95% ClI) Weight
Landi (2003) —_ 1.50 (1.10, 2.04) 9.36
Theodoropoulos (2006)% 0.47 (0.32,0.70) 7.14
Slattery (2007) — 0.91 (0.82, 1.02) 16.04
Kury (2008) . 1.15 (0.97, 1.37) 13.83
Wilkening (2008) — 1.10 (0.80, 1.50) 9.21
Tsilidis (2009) e 0.91 (0.63,1.32) 7.79
Vasku (2009) 1.00 (0.51,1.95) 3.39
Cacev (2010) 1.11 (0.71,1.73) 6.18
Ontario (unpubl) —_— 0.99 (0.82, 1.18) 13.66
SOCCS (unpubl) — 1.06 (0.88,1.28) 13.40
Overall (I-squared = 66.2%, p = 0.002) <> 1.00 (0.88, 1.15) 100.00

IL6 rs1800795 Dominant model: wt/var & var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (random model)



Study

L

Landi (2003) €

Theodoropoulos (2006)

Cacev (2008)

Kury (2008)

Wilkening (2008)

Tsilidis (2009)

Overall (I-squared = 51.0%, p = 0.070) <

%
OR (95% CI)  Weight
0.70 (0.49, 0.99)16.16
0.99 (0.64, 1.53)8.88
1.18 (0.71, 1.97)5.93
1.21 (1.00, 1.47)40.45
0.79 (0.57, 1.09)17.87
0.95 (0.64, 1.42)10.71

1.00 (0.88, 1.14)100.00

Study

IL8 rs4073 Additive model: wt/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)

Landi (2003)

Theodoropoulos (2006)

Cacev (2008)

Kury (2008)

vV

Wilkening (2008)

Tsilidis (2009)

<

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.820)

%
OR (95% Cl)  Weight
0.88 (0.56, 1.38)13.40
0.80 (0.46, 1.38)9.67
1.32 (0.72, 2.42)6.11
1.09 (0.86, 1.39)42.51
1.09 (0.74, 1.60)16.46
1.06 (0.67, 1.68)11.86

1.04 (0.89, 1.22)100.00

L8 rs4073 Additive model: var/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)



Study %

ID OR (95% CI)  Weight

Landi (2003) — 1.10 (0.74, 1.63)12.09

. > 1.19 (0.71, 2.02)6.57

Theodoropoulos (2006 * i 0.81 (0.50, 1.31)9.34
Cacev (2008) :

Kury (2008) —_— 0.97 (0.79, 1.20)44.84

Wilkening (2008) -~ 1.25 (0.90, 1.75)15.29

Tsilidis (2009) = 1.09 (0.73, 1.62)11.86

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.689) <:> 1.04 (0.91, 1.20)100.00

IL8 rs4073 Recessive model: var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)

Study %

ID OR (95% CI)  Weight

Landi (2003) & 0.74 (0.53, 1.04)15.38

Cacev (2008)

Theodoropoulos (2006) * i 0.93 (0.62, 1.40)9.25
— 1.23 (0.76, 1.97)5.93

Kury (2008) T— 1.17 (0.98, 1.41)41.19

Wilkening (2008) -~ 0.87 (0.65, 1.18)17.29

Tsilidis (2009) e 0.99 (0.68, 1.43)10.96

Overall (I-squared = 33.6%, p = 0.184) <> 1.02 (0.90, 1.15)100.00

L8 rs4073 Dominant model: wt/var & var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (random model)



Study %

ID OR (95% CI)  Weight

Macarthur (2005) ' 0.87 (0.59, 1.30)24.26

Cacev (2008) 0.74 (0.45, 1.22)16.86

Wilkening (2008) 1.02 (0.73, 1.42)32.42

Tsilidis (2009) 0.77 (0.52, 1.13)26.46

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.647<>> 0.87 (0.72, 1.06)100.00

IL 10 rs1800896 Additive model: wt/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)

Study %

ID OR (95% Cl)  Weight
Macarthur (2005) i 0.87 (0.56, 1.35)27.91
Cacev (2008) : 0.64 (0.31, 1.30)12.60
Wilkening (2008) —_— 1.12 (0.76, 1.65)31.97
Tsilidis (2009) i 0.57 (0.35, 0.94)27.52
Overall (I-squared = 40.6%, p = 0.168<>> 0.84 (0.66, 1.06)100.00

1

IL10 rs1800896 Additive model: var/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)



Study %

ID OR (95% Cl)  Weight

Macarthur (2005) 0.96 (0.67, 1.35)31.40

Cacev (2008) % 0.77 (0.41, 1.45)10.60

Wilkening (2008) —r T 1.11 (0.80, 1.54)33.17

Tsilidis (2009) 0.67 (0.44, 1.04)24.83

Overall (I-squared = 15.8%, p = 0.3137<:> 0.92 (0.75, 1.12)100.00
1

IL10 rs1800896 Recessive model: var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)

Study %

ID OR (95% CI)  Weight
Macarthur (2005) | 0.87 (0.60, 1.27)24.25
Cacev (2008) < 0.72 (0.45, 1.16)16.34

Wilkening (2008) 1.05 (0.77, 1.44)32.29

Tsilidis (2009) 0.70 (0.49, 1.02)27.12

Overall (I-squared =7.7%, p = 0.354©> 0.86 (0.72, 1.03)100.00

IL 10 rs1800896 Dominant model: wt/var & var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (random model)



Study %

ID OR (95% Cl)  Weight

Jiang (2005) 1.28 (0.88, 1.86) 10.82

Vogel (2007)

Siezen (2006) : 0.90 (0.71, 1.14) 32.79
] 1.16 (0.87, 1.55) 19.10

Kury (2008) —— 1.06 (0.86, 1.31) 37.29
Overall (I-squared = 6.3%, p = 0.362) <:> 1.05 (0.92, 1.19) 100.00
1

PPAR-GAMMA C1431T Additive model: wt/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)

Study %

ID OR(95%Cl)  Weight

Jiang (2005) 2.89 (0.91,9.23) 22.24

Siezen (2006) ‘ 1.36 (0.61, 3.07) 27.06
Vogel (2007) , 0.58 (0.19, 1.77) 22.87
Kury (2008) _— 0.34 (0.16, 0.72) 27.83

Overall (I-squared = 74.4%, p = 0.008) <> 0.90 (0.36, 2.27) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

1

PPAR-GAMMA C1431T Additive model: var/var vs. wt/wt (random model)



Study %

ID OR(95% Cl)  Weight

Jiang (2005) 2.72(0.86, 8.65) 22.25

Siezen (2006) ‘ 1.40 (0.62, 3.13) 27.06
Vogel (2007) , 0.56 (0.18, 1.70) 22.86
Kury (2008) —_— 0.33 (0.16, 0.71) 27.83

Overall (I-squared = 74.4%, p = 0.008) <:> 0.88 (0.35, 2.22) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

1

PPAR-GAMMA C1431T Recessive model: var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (random model)

Study %

ID OR (95% Cl)  Weight

Jiang (2005) - > 1.37 (0.95, 1.97) 8.46

Kuriki2 (2006)

Kuriki 1 (2006) 1.10 (0.68, 1.79) 5.24
: 0.95 (0.70, 1.30) 13.80

Siezen (2006) — 0.92 (0.73, 1.16) 25.77

Vogel (2007) = 1.11 (0.84, 1.48) 15.36

Kury (2008) _ 0.97 (0.79, 1.20) 31.38

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.533) <> 1.02 (0.91, 1.14) 100.00
1

PPAR-GAMMA C1431T Dominant model: wt/var & var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)



Study

%

ID OR (95% CI) Weight
i

Landi (2003) —— 0.59 (0.39, 0.89) 7.24
1

Jiang (2005) — 0.96 (0.64, 1.44) 7.44
]

McGreavey (2005) —*I-— 0.88 (0.64, 1.22) 9.86

Kuriki 1 (2006) - : 0.76 (0.31, 1.88) 2.05
I

Liao (2006) : 2.14 (0.90, 5.05) 2.26
]

Siezen (2006) —i—r— 1.02 (0.81, 1.30) 13.27

Slattery (2006) —0— 0.95 (0.84, 1.09) 18.69
]

Theodoropoulos (2006) —_— 0.49 (0.32, 0.76) 6.80
]

Vogel (2007) —§—+— 1.10 (0.83, 1.47) 11.30

Kury (2008) —i—r— 1.00 (0.80, 1.24) 14.42
)

Tsilidis (2009) —_— 0.97 (0.62, 1.52) 6.66

Overall (I-squared = 47.6%, p = 0.039) ¢> 0.92 (0.80, 1.05) 100.00
]
]

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysisi

1
PPAR-GAMMA PRO12ALA Additive model: wt/var vs. wt/wt (random model)

Study %

ID OR (95% CI) Weight
|

Landi (2003) — =T 0.47 (0.11,1.98) 5.39
|

Jiang (2005) —+|— 0.96 (0.24,3.88) 3.91
|

McGreavey (2005) — 0.99 (0.40, 2.47) 9.05
|

Liao (2006) y 7.91 (0.40, 155.38)0.45
|

Siezen (2006) —t— 152 (0.61,3.75) 7.17

Slattery (2006)

—— 0.99 (0.63,1.55) 37.54
Theodoropoulos (2006) —*—%'—
|
—
I
]

0.60 (0.25,1.43) 12.61

Vogel (2007) 1.18 (0.46,2.98) 7.77

Kury (2008) — 0.59 (0.23,1.48) 11.98
]
Tsilidis (2009) > i 0.30(0.04, 2.50) 4.13
Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.604) Q 0.92 (0.69, 1.21) 100.00
]
|
1

PPAR-GAMMA PRO12ALA Additive model: var/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)



Study

ID

i
Landi (2003) —
Jiang (2005) —:T—
McGreavey (2005) —
Liao (2006) i
Siezen (2006) ——
Slattery (2006) —
Theodoropoulos (2006) —*—‘—
Vogel (2007) —:+—

i
Kury (2008) —
Tsilidis (2009) > i
Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.718) ﬁ

i

i

|

i

N\

%
OR (95% Cl) Weight

0.51(0.12,2.16) 5.25
0.97 (0.24,3.90) 3.95
1.02 (0.41, 2.52) 9.06
7.21(0.37, 141.29)0.48
1.51(0.61,3.73) 7.27
1.00 (0.64, 1.56) 37.83
0.74 (0.31,1.75) 11.86
1.15 (0.45,2.90) 8.03
0.59 (0.23, 1.48) 12.11
0.30 (0.04, 2.51) 4.17
0.94 (0.71, 1.24) 100.00

PPAR-GAMMA PRO12ALA Recessive model: var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)

Study
ID

i
Landi (2003) ——
Jiang (2005) —
McGreavey (2005) T
Murtaugh (2005) -
Slattery (2005) -
Koh (2006) —_—
Kuriki2 (2006) ;
Liao (2006) i
Siezen (2006) —!—r—
Slattery (2006) -~
Theodoropoulos (2006) — i
Vogel (2007) ——
Kury (2008) —
Tsilidis (2009) R
Overall (I-squared = 48.3%, p = 0.022) ¢

I
NOTE: Weights are from random effects anélysis

\ 4

%
OR (95% Cl)  Weight

0.58 (0.39, 0.87)4.56
0.96 (0.64, 1.43)4.69
0.89 (0.65, 1.22)6.57
0.96 (0.84, 1.09)14.30
0.96 (0.84, 1.09)14.30
0.60 (0.35, 1.01)2.94
0.72 (0.34, 1.51)1.64
2.51 (1.09, 5.82)1.31
1.05 (0.83, 1.32)9.17
0.96 (0.84, 1.09)14.30
0.51 (0.34, 0.77)4.47
1.11 (0.84, 1.47)7.55
0.97 (0.79, 1.20)10.12
0.92 (0.59, 1.42)4.09
0.92 (0.83, 1.01)100.00

1

PPAR-GAMMA PRO12ALA Dominant model: wt/var & var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed

model)



Study

ID

Siezen (2006) — T

Tan (2007) =
Andersen (2009) —_— T

Hoff (2009)

Thompson (2009) —_—
Pereira (2010) -
Overall (I-squared =44.2%, p =0.111) <>

%

OR(95% Cl)  Weight

0.88 (0.71, 1.08) 27.65
1.22 (0.98, 1.52) 22.74
0.94 (0.72, 1.23) 16.86
0.89 (0.64, 1.22) 12.17
0.89 (0.67, 1.17) 16.24
1.49 (0.93, 2.38) 4.34

1.00 (0.89, 1.11) 100.00

PTGS2 A1195G Additive model: wt/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)

Study

Siezen (2006) —_—

Tan (2007)

Andersen (2009)

Hoff (2009)

Thompson (2009) *

Pereira (2010)

Overall (I-squared = 64.4%, p = 0.015) <>

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysi

———yt--t---]---P--------

Fg----

vV

%

OR (95% Cl)  Weight

0.77 (0.49, 1.22) 21.78
1.75 (1.37, 2.23) 26.98
1.09 (0.55, 2.17) 16.32
1.01 (0.45, 2.25) 13.98
0.65 (0.28, 1.50) 13.33
1.69 (0.46, 6.15) 7.61

1.10(0.72, 1.66) 100.00

1

PTGS2 A1195G Additive model: var/var vs. wt/wt (random model)



Study

Siezen (2006)

Tan (2007)

Andersen (2009)

Hoff (2009)

Thompson (2009)

%
OR (95% Cl)  Weight
0.81 (0.51, 1.27) 15.91
1.52 (1.26, 1.82) 67.58
1.11 (0.56, 2.20)5.71
1.05 (0.47, 2.33)4.36
0.68 (0.29, 1.56)5.10

Pereira (2010)

Overall (I-squared = 48.8%, p = 0.082)

> 1.47 (0.41, 5.33)1.35
1.32 (1.13, 1.54) 100.00

Study

PTGS2 A1195G Recessive model: var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)

%
OR(95% CI)  Weight
0.86 (0.70, 1.06) 28.64
1.39 (1.13, 1.70) 22.28
0.96 (0.74, 1.24) 16.67
0.90 (0.66, 1.23) 12.09

0.87 (0.66, 1.14) 16.06

Siezen (2006) —
Tan (2007)

Andersen (2009) —
Hoff (2009) —_—
Thompson (2009) —
Pereira (2010)

Overall (I-squared = 69.0%, p = 0.007) <

1.50 (0.95, 2.37) 4.27

1.03 (0.92, 1.14) 100.00

PTGS2 A1195G Dominant model: wt/var & var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (random model)



Study

%

OR(95% Cl)  Weight

ID
Cox (2004) |
Siezen (2006) _
Kury (2008) —_—

Iglesias (2009) i

Overall (I-squared = 73.3%, p = 0.011) <:>

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

2.41(1.13,5.14) 21.10

0.51 (0.30, 0.88) 26.30

0.83 (0.58, 1.20) 30.46

0.62 (0.30, 1.27) 22.13

0.86 (0.50, 1.49) 100.00

PTGS2 A1803G Dominant model: wt/var & var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (random model)

Study

Cox (2004) -

Siezen (2006)

Kury (2008)

Andersen (2009)

Thompson (2009)

Pereira (2010)

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p =0.761)

DS GRPNDEN VRPN U [ A . —

%

OR(95% Cl)  Weight

0.91 (0.64, 1.29) 9.14
0.97 (0.79, 1.19) 24.89
0.92 (0.77, 1.10) 34.09
1.07 (0.82, 1.40) 14.46
1.17 (0.88, 1.54) 12.38
0.98 (0.62, 1.55) 5.04

0.99 (0.89, 1.09) 100.00

PTGS2 C427T Additive model: wt/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)



Study

Cox (2004)

Siezen (2006) —]

Kury (2008) _—

Andersen (2009) =

Thompson (2009)

Pereira (2010) <

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.778) <

%

OR (95% Cl)  Weight

1.04 (0.58, 1.88) 7.58
1.17 (0.85, 1.63) 22.85
0.98 (0.74, 1.31) 33.38
0.77 (0.49, 1.19) 16.37
1.06 (0.70, 1.59) 15.45
0.91 (0.41, 2.04) 4.36

1.00 (0.85, 1.18) 100.00

Study

PTGS2 C427T Additive model: var/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)

Cox (2004)

Siezen (2006) —

Kury (2008) _—

Andersen (2009)

Thompson (2009)

Pereira (2010) ¢ -

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.628) <

%

OR (95% CI) Weight

1.09 (0.62, 1.92) 7.24
1.19 (0.87, 1.63) 22.13
1.03 (0.79, 1.34) 32.88
0.74 (0.49, 1.12) 17.11
0.98 (0.67, 1.44) 16.40
0.92 (0.43, 1.99) 4.23

1.01 (0.86, 1.17) 100.00

PTGS2 C427T Recessive model: var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)



Study %

ID OR(95%Cl)  Weight
Cox (2004) ] 0.93 (0.67, 1.30) 8.98
Siezen (2006) e 1.01 (0.83, 1.22) 24.89
Kury (2008) —_— 0.93 (0.78, 1.11) 33.74

Andersen (2009) —~ 1.01 (0.78, 1.30) 14.61

Thompson (2009) | 1.14 (0.87, 1.48) 12.80

Pereira (2010) - 0.97 (0.62, 1.50) 4.99
Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.881) <> 0.99 (0.90, 1.09) 100.00
1

PTGS2 C427T Dominant model: wt/var & var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)

Study %

ID OR (95% Cl)  Weight
Cox (2004) > 1.25 (0.87, 1.79) 10.35
Siezen (2006) — . 1.08 (0.87, 1.33) 31.39
Kury (2008) _ 0.99 (0.82, 1.20) 41.94

Thompson (2009) 1.00 (0.73, 1.35) 16.33

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.699) < 1.04 (0.92, 1.18) 100.00

g

PTGS2 G306C Additive model: wt/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)



Study

%

ID OR (95% CI)  Weight
Cox (2004) ; 1.32 (0.57,3.09) 12.27
Siezen (2006) : 0.52 (0.27, 1.00) 36.83
Kury (2008) ; 0.76 (0.45, 1.29) 41.28
Thompson (2009) 3 1.00 (0.36, 2.78) 9.62
Overall (I-squared = 6.8%, p = 0.359) <>> 0.76 (0.54, 1.07) 100.00
1

PTGS2 G306C Additive model: var/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)
Study %
ID OR(95% Cl)  Weight
Cox (2004) ; 1.23 (0.53, 2.85) 12.72
Siezen (2006) € : 0.51 (0.26, 0.97) 36.96
Kury (2008) ; 0.76 (0.45, 1.29) 40.84
Thompson (2009) 3 1.00 (0.36, 2.77) 9.48
Overall (I-squared = 0.4%, p = 0.390) <>> 0.75 (0.53, 1.05) 100.00

PTGS2 G306C Recessive model: var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)



Study

Cox (2004)
Siezen (2006)

Kury (2008)

Thompson (2009)

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.625) <

O

%
OR(95% Cl)  Weight
1.26 (0.89, 1.78) 10.34
1.01 (0.82, 1.24) 31.95
0.97 (0.80, 1.16) 41.86
1.00 (0.74, 1.34) 15.85

1.01 (0.90, 1.14) 100.00

Study

A\

Hamajima (2001)

Cox (2004) — T
Tan (2007) i — &
Xing (2008) -—
Andersen (2009) _*"E_
Hoff (2009) —+—§
Iglesias (2009) %

|

e

Thompson (2009)

—

Pereira (2010)
Overall (l-squared = 50.9%, p = 0.038) <

NOTE: Weights are from random effects anal

£

Eysis

PTGS2 G306C Dominant model: wt/var & var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)

%
OR(95% Cl)  Weight
1.19 (0.47, 3.04)3.68
0.87 (0.58, 1.30) 11.68
1.73 (1.23, 2.43) 13.67
0.83 (0.44, 1.58) 6.62
0.95 (0.70, 1.27)15.17
0.69 (0.49, 0.97)13.61
1.02 (0.65, 1.59)10.47
1.16 (0.86, 1.56) 15.15
0.99 (0.62, 1.58)9.94
1.02 (0.84, 1.24)100.00

1

PTGS2 G765C Additive model: wt/var vs. wt/wt (random model)



Study %

ID OR (95% Cl)  Weight
;
Cox (2004) —t— 1.25 (0.51, 3.02) 18.32
Xing (2008) : > 1.42 (0.09, 22.93)1.71
|
Andersen (2009) —E— 1.47 (0.62, 3.48) 16.91
Hoff (2009) —_— 1.29 (0.50, 3.33) 15.81
Iglesias (2009) —ﬂ—~— 1.44 (0.45, 4.55) 10.81
Thompson (2009) — = 0.86 (0.39, 1.91) 27.54

Pereira (2010) ma
Hamajima (2001)

Tan (2007)

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.949) <

0.62 (0.13, 3.03) 8.91
(Excluded) 0.00
(Excluded) 0.00
1.15 (0.78, 1.70) 100.00

PTGS2 G765C Additive model: var/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)

Study %

ID OR (95% Cl)  Weight
Cox (2004) ——~— 1.30 (0.54, 3.12) 18.16
Xing (2008) + > 1.46 (0.09, 23.48)1.68
Andersen (2009) ——'—~— 1.49 (0.63, 3.51) 16.78
Hoff (2009) — 1.43 (0.56, 3.66) 15.08
Iglesias (2009) ——§+— 1.43 (0.46, 4.47) 11.04
Thompson (2009) —~—.— 0.83(0.38, 1.83) 28.32
Pereira (2010) -~ 0.62 (0.13, 3.02) 8.95
Hamajima (2001) i (Excluded) 0.00
Tan (2007) i (Excluded) 0.00
Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.918) <j> 1.17 (0.80, 1.72) 100.00

PTGS2 G765C Recessive model: var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)



Study
ID

OR (95% CI)

Hamajima (2001)
Cox (2004)
Koh (2004)
Tan (2007)

Xing (2008)
Andersen (2009)
Hoff (2009)
Iglesias (2009)
Thompson (2009)
Pereira (2010)

i
Overall (I-squared = 47.9%, p = 0.045)<:E>

I
]
NOTE: Weights are from random effects dr?alysis

%
Weight

> 1.19 (0.47, 3.048.10

0.91 (0.62, 1.34)10.90
1.56 (0.98, 2.498.78
1.73 (1.23, 2.43)12.24
0.85 (0.45, 1.60)5.84
0.98 (0.74, 1.31)14.07
0.73 (0.53, 1.02)12.58
1.05 (0.68, 1.639.52
1.13 (0.85, 1.50)14.07
0.96 (0.60, 1.52)8.90
1.07 (0.90, 1.28)100.00

PTGS2 G765C Dominant model: wt/var & var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (random model)

Study

Lin (2002)

AN

Goodman (2004)

Sansbury (2006)

Hamajima (2001)

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.924)

—

OR (95% Cl)

0.79 (0.35, 1.77)

0.77 (0.29, 2.03)

0.65 (0.36, 1.20)

(Excluded)

0.71 (0.46, 1.10)

%

Weight

27.24

19.42

53.34

0.00

100.00

1

PTGS2 T1532C Dominant model: wt/var & var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)



Study %

ID OR (95% CI)  Weight
Park (1998) —o——:h 0.73 (0.44, 1.22)11.91
Landi (2003) —*——é— 0.89 (0.62, 1.2714.03
Macarthur (2005) — i 0.73 (0.51, 1.03114.20
Theodoropoulos (2006) ——é*— 1.22 (0.78, 1.93)12.69
Toth (2007) __._._ 1.35 (0.80, 2.27)11.78
Garrity-Park (2008) ———=—— 4.33(2.33, 8.07)10.44
Wu (2008) —»‘— 1.02 (0.59, 1.77)11.36
Tsilidis (2009) __._ 1.15 (0.78, 1.70)13.59
Overall (l-squared = 75.5%, p = 0.000) <:E> 1.14 (0.83, 1.58)100.00
NOTE: Weights are from random effects anal;ésis

[EnY

TNF-alpha rs1800629 Additive model: wt/var vs. wt/wt (random model)

Study %

ID OR (95% CI) Weight
Park (1998) - E 0.55 (0.06, 4.96) 6.84
Landi (2003) —+——§ 0.42 (0.14, 1.25) 15.60
Macarthur (2005) —*-;— 1.07 (0.53, 2.15) 20.59
Theodoropoulos (2006) —-i— 1.34(0.58, 3.12) 18.69

Toth (2007) 5.89 (0.30, 115.26)1.24

Garrity-Park (2008) ————  11.50(2.50, 52.95)11.13
Wu (2008) —_— 2.29 (0.45, 11.64) 10.33
1
Tsilidis (2009) —_— 0.81(0.21,3.17) 12.58

1
1
Overall (I-squared =52.9%, p =0.038) <:E> 1.35(0.69, 2.63) 100.00

]
]
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analy si;.s

[E

TNF-alpha rs1800629 Additive model: var/var vs. wt/wt (random model)



Study %

ID OR (95% CI) Weight
i

Park (1998) : 0.58 (0.06, 5.26) 5.09

Landi (2003) —+—4 0.43 (0.15, 1.28) 22.46

Macarthur (2005) . 1.20 (0.60, 2.39) 31.17

Theodoropoulos (2006) —I+I— 1.28 (0.55, 2.95) 21.12

Toth (2007) - 5.49 (0.28, 107.11)1.19

Garrity-Park (2008) B E—— 7.21 (1.59, 32.72) 3.80
Wu (2008) —T— 2.28 (0.45, 11.51) 4.73
Tsilidis (2009) —-—§— 0.78 (0.20, 3.04) 10.46
Overall (l-squared = 38.3%, p = 0.124) <® 1.30(0.89, 1.90) 100.00
i
i

TNF-alpha rs1800629 Recessive model: var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)

Study %

ID OR (95% CI)  Weight
Park (1998) —— 0.72 (0.44, 1.19)11.93
Landi (2003) —t 0.83 (0.59, 1.18)13.72
Macarthur (2005) —t 0.77 (0.55, 1.07)13.91

Theodoropoulos (2006) —
Toth (2007) —
Garrity-Park (2008)
Wu (2008) —
Tsilidis (2009) —
Overall (I-squared = 80.5%, p =0.000) <

1.25 (0.82, 1.90)12.88
1.43 (0.85, 2.4011.77
———=——— 4.99 (2.75, 9.03)10.87
1.10 (0.64, 1.87)11.58
1.13 (0.77, 1.65)13.33
1.19 (0.84, 1.68)100.00

O

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analyl,sis

1

TNF-alpha rs1800629 Dominant model: wt/var & var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (random model)



Study

ID
i
Alhopuro (2004) —
Kurzawski (2005) —i—+—
]
Papaconstantinou (2005) —_

Roberts (2006)

Lakatos (2007)

]
]
]
]
]
!
Tuupanen (2007) —_—
]

A4

%
OR (95% Cl)  Weight

0.97 (0.51, 1.84)10.66
1.77 (1.14, 2.7517.41
2.44 (1.16, 5.17)5.22
2.33(0.64, 8.41).73
1.48 (0.64, 3.415.20

0.95 (0.50, 1.83)10.37
Suchy (2008) ———;— 1.26 (0.85, 1.87)25.05
Mockelmann (2009) ——+;— 1.32 (0.88, 1.97p4.37
Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.446) <> 1.39 (1.15, 1.69)1.00.00
i
i
i
1

NOD?2 3020insC Additive model: wt/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)

Study

Alhopuro (2004)

Kurzawski (2005)

Tuupanen (2007)

%

OR (95% Cl) Weight

1.31 (0.05, 32.22) 17.30

5.58 (0.65, 48.10) 23.24

Suchy (2008)

Mockelmann (2009)
Papaconstantinou (2005)
Roberts (2006)

Lakatos (2007)

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.688) <>

1.13 (0.05, 27.75) 18.06

7.18 (0.37, 139.33)12.24

0.71 (0.04, 11.29) 29.16

(Excluded) 0.00
(Excluded) 0.00
(Excluded) 0.00

2.81(0.87,9.05) 100.00

NOD?2 3020insC Additive model: var/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)



Study %

ID OR (95% CI) Weight

Alhopuro (2004) 1.31 (0.05, 32.26) 17.03

Kurzawski (2005) - 5.07 (0.59, 43.64) 24.10

Tuupanen (2007) 1.13 (0.05, 27.80) 17.78

Suchy (2008)

A4

7.03 (0.36, 136.48)12.18
Mockelmann (2009)

0.69 (0.04, 11.10) 28.92

Papaconstantinou (2005) (Excluded) 0.00
Roberts (2006) (Excluded) 0.00
Lakatos (2007) (Excluded) 0.00
Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.711) <<> 2.70 (0.84,8.71) 100.00

NOD?2 3020insC Recessive model: var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)

Study %
ID OR (95% Cl) Weight

Alhopuro (2004) —+—;— 1.00 (0.52, 1.89)10.56
Kurzawski (2005) —:—+— 1.87 (1.22, 2.8717.54
Papaconstantinou (2005) —;—*— 2.44 (1.16,5.175.18
Roberts (2006) ' > 2.33(0.64, 8.41)1.72
Lakatos (2007) '* 1.48 (0.64, 3.415.16
Tuupanen (2007) —+—'— 0.98 (0.51, 1.88)10.28
Suchy (2008) ——+;— 1.32 (0.89, 1.95p4.79
Mockelmann (2009) ——+;— 1.30 (0.88, 1.94p4.78
Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.441) <> 1.43(1.18, 1.73)100.00
i
1

NOD?2 3020insC Dominant model: wt/var & var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)



Study

Papaconstantinou (2005)
Roberts (2006)

Lakatos (2007)
Tuupanen (2007)
Mockelmann (2009)
SOCCS (unpubl)

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.515)

%
OR (95% CI) Weight

2.78 (1.11, 6.983.24
3.12 (0.77, 12.69)19
1.03 (0.36, 3.009.28
1.59 (0.32, 7.913.63
1.27 (0.70, 2.327.20
1.21(0.77, 1.89%8.47
1.41 (1.04, 1.91100.00

Study

Papaconstantinou (2005)
Roberts (2006)

Lakatos (2007)
Tuupanen (2007)
Mockelmann (2009)
SOCCS (unpubl)

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.515)

NOD2 G908R Additive model: wt/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)

%
OR (95% CI) Weight

2.78 (1.11, 6.989.24
3.12 (0.77, 12.69)19
1.03 (0.36, 3.009.28
1.59 (0.32, 7.913.63
1.27 (0.70, 2.327.20
1.21(0.77, 1.89%8.47
1.41 (1.04, 1.91100.00

NOD2 G908R Dominant model: wt/var & var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)



Study

Papaconstantinou (2005)

%
OR (95% CI) Weight

5.21 (1.11, 24.42)09

Roberts (2006) T 2.04 (0.92, 4.504.96
Lakatos (2007) —-f— 1.21 (0.40, 3.673.37
Tuupanen (2007) _*I_[_ 1.02 (0.59, 1.74)5.54
Mockelmann (2009) e 1.12 (0.81, 1.5639.78
SOCCS (unpubl) - 1.18 (0.84, 1.6785.26
Overall (I-squared = 12.4%, p = 0.336) 1.22 (1.00, 1.50100.00

|

1

Study

Roberts (2006)
Tuupanen (2007)
Mockelmann (2009)

SOCCS (unpubl)

NOD2 R702W Additive model: wt/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)

Papaconstantinou (2005)

Lakatos (2007)

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.426) <

Va—

%

OR (95% Cl)  Weight

8.13(0.39, 170.96)54
1.60 (0.07, 39.3711.29
1.05 (0.18, 6.31) 40.66
0.22 (0.01, 4.53) 41.50
(Excluded) 0.00
(Excluded) 0.00

1.23 (0.41, 3.70) 100.00

NOD2 R702W Additive modél: var/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)



Study

Roberts (2006)
Tuupanen (2007)

Mockelmann (2009)

SOCCS (unpubl)
Papaconstantinou (2005)

Lakatos (2007)

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.438) <

%

OR (95% Cl)  Weight

7.66 (0.36, 160.86)74
1.60 (0.07, 39.3411.22
1.04 (0.17, 6.24) 40.57
0.21(0.01, 4.48) 41.47
(Excluded) 0.00
(Excluded) 0.00
1.21 (0.40, 3.63) 100.00

Study

Papaconstantinou (2005)
Roberts (2006)

Lakatos (2007)
Tuupanen (2007)
Mockelmann (2009)

SOCCS (unpubl)

Overall (I-squared = 25.5%, p = 0.243)

NOD2 R702W Recessive model: var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)

%
OR (95% CI) Weight

5.21 (1.11, 24.42)07
2.31 (1.06, 5.01%.83
1.21 (0.40, 3.673.30
1.04 (0.61, 1.78)5.21
1.12 (0.81, 1.55%0.07
1.15 (0.82, 1.6235.52
1.22 (1.00, 1.50100.00

NOD2 R702W Dominant model:

wt/var & var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)



