FOREST PLOTS

Study %

ID OR (95% Cl)  Weight

1.13 (0.67, 1.93)2.69

NV

Ewart-Toland (China) (2005) 3

Ewart-Toland (Edinburgh) (2005) — 0.93 (0.79, 1.09)30.75

Ewart-Toland (Irvine) (2005) 1.14 (0.84, 1.54)3.30

Webb (2006) T 1.06 (0.94, 1.19)58.26
Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.508) <1> 1.03 (0.94, 1.12)100.00
1

STK15rs2273535 Additive model: wt/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)

Study %

ID OR (95% CI)  Weight
i

Ewart-Toland (China) (2005) i 1.91 (1.12, 3.26)10.09

Ewart-Toland (Edinburgh) (2005) . 1.31(0.89, 1.94)23.73

Ewart-Toland (Irvine) (2005) 1.53(0.82, 2.84)8.26

Webb (2006) ——+ 0.97 (0.75, 1.26)57.93
Overall (I-squared = 51.5%, p = 0.103) <> 1.19 (0.99, 1.44)100.00
1

STK15rs2273535 Additive model: var/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)



Study %

ID OR(95% Cl)  Weight

i
Ewart-Toland (China) (2005) —_— 1.73(1.24,2.42) 27.54

Ewart-Toland (Edinburgh) (2005) 1.35(0.92,1.98) 25.04

Ewart-Toland (Irvine) (2005) 1.46 (0.79, 2.68) 15.72

Webb (2006) —_—— 0.95(0.74, 1.24) 31.71

Overall (I-squared = 63.5%, p = 0.042) <<> 1.31(0.96, 1.78) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

STK15rs2273535 Recessive model: var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (random model)

Study %

ID OR (95% CI)  Weight
%

Ewart-Toland (China) (2005) ; 1.47 (0.89, 2.42)2.49

Ewart-Toland (Edinburgh) (2005) —0—1_ 0.96 (0.82, 1.13)30.23

Ewart-Toland (Irvine) (2005) —-1—0— 1.19 (0.89, 1.58)8.32

Webb (2006) 1.05 (0.94, 1.17)58.96

.
Overall (I-squared = 15.1%, p = 0.316) :> 1.04 (0.96, 1.14)100.00
1

STK15rs2273535 Dominant model: wt/var & var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (fixed model)



