FOREST PLOTS

Study %

ID OR (95% CI) Weight
i

Slattery (2004) i+ 0.96 (0.84, 1.10) 18.74

Park (2006) Er—o— 1.36 (0.78,2.37) 11.26

Flugge (2007) —é—*— 0.95 (0.65, 1.38) 14.66
|

Kadiyska (2007) —oé—— 0.69 (0.31, 1.55) 7.76

Theodoratou (2008) i+ 0.88 (0.79,0.99) 18.99

Jenab (2009) — 1.04 (0.87,1.26) 18.03

Li (2009) —_—

0.10 (0.06, 0.19) 10.56

Overall (l-squared = 89.4%, p = 0.000) 0.77 (0.57,1.02) 100.00

O

o ----

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysi
1
Study %
ID OR (95% CI) Weight
Slattery (2004) — 0.96 (0.84, 1.10) 31.55
Flugge (2007) — & 0.95 (0.65, 1.38) 4.10
Kadiyska (2007) € . } 0.69 (0.31, 1.55) 1.07
Theodoratou (2008) — 0.88 (0.79, 0.99) 47.86
Jenab (2009) —%—h— 1.04 (0.87,1.26) 15.43
Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.548) @ 0.93 (0.86, 1.01) 100.00
1

VDR Bsml Additive model: wt/var vs. wt/wt (random/fixed model) [Second graph in white only
populations]



Study

%

ID OR (95% CI) Weight
Slattery (2004) = 0.84(0.70,1.01) 18.73
Park (2006) 0.58 (0.02, 14.30) 2.79
Flugge (2007) | —— 1.10 (0.65,1.88)  16.47
Kadiyska (2007) — 1.18 (0.34,4.08) 10.16
Theodoratou (2008) I 0.93(0.80,1.09) 18.85
Jenab (2009) s 0.78 (0.61,0.99)  18.47
Li (2009) &— 0.02(0.01,0.03) 14.53
Overall (I-squared = 94.8%, p = 0.000) <> 0.50 (0.28,0.90)  100.00
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis‘

Study %

ID OR (95% ClI) Weight
Slattery (2004) - 0.84 (0.70,1.01) 31.94
Flugge (2007) i 1.10 (0.65,1.88) 3.45
Kadiyska (2007) : > 1.18 (0.34, 4.08) 0.62
Theodoratou (2008) — 0.93 (0.80, 1.09) 44.78
Jenab (2009) —*—%— 0.78 (0.61, 0.99) 19.20
Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.608) @ 0.88 (0.79, 0.98) 100.00

VDR Bsml Additive model: var/var vs. wt/wt (random/fixed model) [Second graph in white only
populations]



Study %

ID OR (95% CI) Weight

i
Slattery (2004) i =~ 0.86 (0.72,1.02) 19.45
Park (2006) £ 1 0.56 (0.02,13.79) 1.92
Flugge (2007) ; —_— 1.13(0.69,1.86) 16.33
Kadiyska (2007) 4‘——+— 1.46 (0.47,457)  9.11
Theodoratou (2008) § - 1.00 (0.87,1.15) 19.63
Jenab (2009) l-._ 0.76 (0.61,0.94)  19.13
Li (2009) —_— 1 0.04 (0.02,0.08) 14.43
Overall (I-squared = 93.3%, p = 0.000) <> 0.61(0.38,0.98) 100.00
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysisi

1
Study %
ID OR (95% CI) Weight
Slattery (2004) — 0.86 (0.72,1.02) 31.54
Flugge (2007) —f——*— 1.13(0.69, 1.86) 3.29
Kadiyska (2007) : 1.46 (0.47,4.57) 0.59
Theodoratou (2008) f——1 1.00 (0.87, 1.15) 44.09
Jenab (2009) —*—:* 0.76 (0.61, 0.94) 20.48
Overall (I-squared = 38.5%, p = 0.165) ® 0.91 (0.83,1.01) 100.00
1

VDR Bsml Recessive model: var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (random/fixed model) [Second graph in
white only populations]



Study

%

ID OR (95% ClI) Weight
i
Slattery (2004) i - 0.93(0.82,1.05) 16.71
Park (2006) i —T— 1.32(0.76,2.29) 12.52
Flugge (2007) §—<-— 0.98 (0.69, 1.40) 14.87
Kadiyska (2007) —;*—— 0.77 (0.36, 1.67) 10.02
Theodoratou (2008) i - 0.89 (0.80,0.99) 16.80
Jenab (2009) i - 0.96 (0.81, 1.15) 16.42
Li (2009) %’— E 0.04 (0.03,0.08) 12.65
Overall (I-squared = 95.0%, p = 0.000) <> 0.65 (0.45, 0.96) 100.00
i
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysi‘l,s
1
Study %
ID OR (95% CI) Weight
L
Slattery (2004) = 0.93 (0.82, 1.05) 31.94
Flugge (2007) —é—*l— 0.98 (0.69, 1.40) 4.05
Kadiyska (2007) < -+ i 0.77 (0.36,1.67) 0.97
Theodoratou (2008) — 0.89 (0.80, 0.99) 46.95
Jenab (2009) —‘+— 0.96 (0.81, 1.15) 16.09
Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.924) @ 0.92 (0.85,0.99) 100.00

VDR Bsml Dominant model: wt/var & var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (random model) [Second

graph in white only populations]



Study

|
Wong (2003) ;
Murtaugh (2006) ——

Park (2006) *

Flugge (2007)

Ochs-Balcom (2008) >

Theodoratou (2008)

Jenab (2009)

—_—

Li (2009) :

Overall (I-squared = 68.2%, p = 0.003) <>

1]
1]
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysi

"

%
OR(95% Cl)  Weight
1.47 (1.00, 2.16) 9.00
0.90 (0.80, 1.01) 20.00
0.57 (0.39, 0.84) 8.96
1.33(0.90, 1.97) 8.84
0.91 (0.62, 1.34) 8.92
1.12 (1.00, 1.25) 20.23
0.92 (0.77, 1.11) 16.89
0.99 (0.63, 1.58) 7.15
0.99 (0.85, 1.15) 100.00

1

Study

Wong (2003) S
Murtaugh (2006) ——

Park (2006) &

Flugge (2007) S S —
Ochs-Balcom (2008) —_—
Theodoratou (2008) ——

Jenab (2009) —

—_——

Li (2009)

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analypi

e
Overall (I-squared = 73.9%, p = 0.000) <>

VDR Fokl Additive model: wt/var vs. wt/wt (random model)

)

%
OR(95% Cl)  Weight
1.77 (1.14, 2.75) 11.22
0.80 (0.68, 0.95) 17.92
0.35 (0.19, 0.65) 7.95
1.32 (0.79, 2.20) 9.73
1.45 (0.85, 2.48) 9.30
1.01 (0.86, 1.17) 18.30
1.05 (0.81, 1.36) 15.81
0.89 (0.53, 1.47) 9.76
1.00 (0.80, 1.25) 100.00

1

VDR Fokl Additive model: var/var vs. wt/wt (random model)



Study %

ID OR (95% CI)  Weight
Wong (2003) +—— 1.36 (0.97,1.91) 11.88
Murtaugh (2006) —— 0.85 (0.73, 1.00) 20.02
Park (2006) + 0.47 (0.26, 0.84) 5.98
Flugge (2007) S 1.11 (0.71, 1.75) 8.46
Ochs-Balcom (2008) T 1.53 (0.95, 2.49) 7.72
Theodoratou (2008) — 0.94 (0.82, 1.08) 20.91
Jenab (2009) —— 1.10 (0.87, 1.39) 16.28
Li (2009) —_—— 0.89 (0.57, 1.38) 8.75
Overall (l-squared = 60.0%, p = 0.014) <> 0.99 (0.85, 1.17) 100.00
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analygis

1

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

Study %
ID OR (95% Cl) Weight

Wong (2003) _— 1.56 (1.08, 2.25) 9.66

Murtaugh (2006) —— 0.88 (0.78, 0.98) 18.32
Park (2006) —_— i 0.51 (0.36, 0.74) 9.68
Flugge (2007) _:—.— 1.33(0.92, 1.92) 9.59
Ochs-Balcom (2008) —i.— 1.03 (0.71, 1.48) 9.68
Theodoratou (2008) %—*— 1.09 (0.98, 1.21) 18.47
Jenab (2009) —«i— 0.95 (0.80, 1.14) 16.18
Li (2009) : 0.95 (0.63, 1.44) 8.42
Overall (I-squared = 75.5%, p = 0.000) <> 0.99 (0.84, 1.16) 100.00

]
|
]
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analyg

n

1

VDR Fokl Dominant model: wt/var & var/var vs. wt/wt & wt/var (random model)



Study

Slattery (2001) —_—

%

OR (95% CI) Weight

1.05 (0.73, 1.4982.50

Park (2006)

Flugge (2007)

Ochs-Balcom (2008)

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.706) <:>

> 1.47 (0.81, 2.68)9.47
0.96 (0.66, 1.40)30.67
1.05 (0.71, 1.55P7.36

1.06 (0.87, 1.30)100.00

VDR Tagl Additive model: wt/var vs. wt/wt (fixed model)

Study

Slattery (2001)

Flugge (2007)

%

OR(95% Cl)  Weight

0.61 (0.38, 0.98) 34.42

1.05 (0.62, 1.77) 32.67

Ochs-Balcom (2008)

Park (2006)
Overall (I-squared = 72.6%, p = 0.026<>

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

> 1.60 (0.95, 2.70) 32.92
(Excluded) 0.00

1.00 (0.57, 1.75) 100.00

VDR Tagl Additive model: var/var vs. wt/wt (random model)



Study

Slattery (2001)

Flugge (2007)

Ochs-Balcom (2008)

Park (2006)

%

OR(95% Cl)  Weight

0.59 (0.38, 0.91) 34.38

1.07 (0.65, 1.74) 32.55

Overall (I-squared = 77.5%, p = 0.012<>

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

1.56 (0.97, 2.51) 33.07

(Excluded) 0.00

0.99 (0.56, 1.74) 100.00

1

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

Study

Slattery (2001) —

%

OR (95% CI) Weight

0.90 (0.64, 1.26)34.96

Park (2006)

Flugge (2007)

Ochs-Balcom (2008)

Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.471) <

> 1.47 (0.81, 2.68)8.39
0.98 (0.69, 1.40)30.58
1.18 (0.82, 1.69)26.08

1.05 (0.86, 1.27)100.00

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



