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1. Bias of heterogeneity variance estimates

Figure 1.1: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.2: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.3: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.4: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.5: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.6: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.5 underlying

event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.7: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.5

underlying event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.8: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.5 underlying

event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.9: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.5

underlying event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.10: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.5 underlying

event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.11: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.12: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.1 to

0.5 underlying event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.13: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.14: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.1 to

0.5 underlying event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.15: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.16: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.05 underlying

event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.17: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.18: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.19: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.20: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.05 underlying

event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.21: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.01 underlying

event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.22: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.23: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.24: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 1.25: Mean bias of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.01 underlying

event probability

Bias is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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2. Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance es-

timates

Figure 2.1: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.2: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.3: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.4: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.5: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.6: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.5

underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.7: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with

0.5 underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0

318



Figure 2.8: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.5

underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.9: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with

0.5 underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.10: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.5

underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.11: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.12: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with

0.1 to 0.5 underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.13: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.14: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with

0.1 to 0.5 underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.15: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.16: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.17: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with

0.05 underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.18: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.19: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with

0.05 underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.20: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.21: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.22: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with

0.01 underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.23: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.24: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with

0.01 underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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Figure 2.25: Mean squared error of heterogeneity variance estimates in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability

MSE is presented on the proportional scale when τ 2 > 0
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3. Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estim-

ates

Figure 3.1: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies
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Figure 3.2: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies
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Figure 3.3: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies
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Figure 3.4: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies
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Figure 3.5: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies
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Figure 3.6: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.5 underlying

event probability
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Figure 3.7: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.5

underlying event probability

343



Figure 3.8: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.5 underlying

event probability
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Figure 3.9: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 3.10: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.5 underlying

event probability
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Figure 3.11: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 3.12: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.1 to

0.5 underlying event probability
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Figure 3.13: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 3.14: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.1 to

0.5 underlying event probability
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Figure 3.15: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 3.16: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.05 underlying

event probability
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Figure 3.17: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability
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Figure 3.18: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability
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Figure 3.19: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability
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Figure 3.20: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.05 underlying

event probability
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Figure 3.21: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.01 underlying

event probability
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Figure 3.22: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability
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Figure 3.23: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability
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Figure 3.24: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability
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Figure 3.25: Proportion of zero heterogeneity variance estimates in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.01 underlying

event probability
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4. Mean bias of the mean e�ect estimates

Figure 4.1: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies

362



Figure 4.2: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies
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Figure 4.3: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies
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Figure 4.4: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies
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Figure 4.5: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies
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Figure 4.6: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.5 underlying event

probability
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Figure 4.7: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.5 underlying

event probability
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Figure 4.8: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.5 underlying event

probability
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Figure 4.9: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.5 underlying

event probability
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Figure 4.10: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.5 underlying event

probability
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Figure 4.11: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5 underlying

event probability
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Figure 4.12: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 4.13: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5 underlying

event probability
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Figure 4.14: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 4.15: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5 underlying event

probability
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Figure 4.16: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.05 underlying event

probability
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Figure 4.17: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability

378



Figure 4.18: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.05 underlying event

probability
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Figure 4.19: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.05 underlying

event probability
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Figure 4.20: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.05 underlying event

probability
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Figure 4.21: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.01 underlying event

probability
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Figure 4.22: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability
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Figure 4.23: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.01 underlying event

probability
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Figure 4.24: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.01 underlying

event probability
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Figure 4.25: Mean bias of mean e�ect estimates in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.01 underlying event

probability
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5. Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals

Figure 5.1: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies
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Figure 5.2: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies
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Figure 5.3: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies
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Figure 5.4: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies
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Figure 5.5: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in SMD outcome
meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies
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Figure 5.6: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.5 underlying

event probability
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Figure 5.7: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.5 underlying

event probability

393



Figure 5.8: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.5 underlying

event probability
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Figure 5.9: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 5.10: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.5 underlying

event probability
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Figure 5.11: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 5.12: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 5.13: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 5.14: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.1 to

0.5 underlying event probability
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Figure 5.15: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 5.16: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.05 underlying

event probability
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Figure 5.17: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability
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Figure 5.18: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability
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Figure 5.19: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability
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Figure 5.20: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.05 underlying

event probability
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Figure 5.21: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.01 underlying

event probability
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Figure 5.22: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in SMD odds ratio
meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability
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Figure 5.23: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability

409



Figure 5.24: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability
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Figure 5.25: Coverage of 95% Z-type con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.01 underlying

event probability
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6. Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals

Figure 6.1: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies
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Figure 6.2: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies
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Figure 6.3: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies
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Figure 6.4: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies
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Figure 6.5: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies
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Figure 6.6: Coverage of95\% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.5 underlying

event probability
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Figure 6.7: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 6.8: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.5 underlying

event probability
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Figure 6.9: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 6.10: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.5 underlying

event probability
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Figure 6.11: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 6.12: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.1 to

0.5 underlying event probability
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Figure 6.13: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 6.14: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.1 to

0.5 underlying event probability
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Figure 6.15: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 6.16: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.05 underlying

event probability
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Figure 6.17: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability
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Figure 6.18: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability
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Figure 6.19: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability
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Figure 6.20: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.05 underlying

event probability
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Figure 6.21: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.01 underlying

event probability
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Figure 6.22: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability
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Figure 6.23: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability
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Figure 6.24: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability
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Figure 6.25: Coverage of 95% t-distribution con�dence intervals in odds ratio
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.01 underlying

event probability
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7. Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence inter-

vals

Figure 7.1: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies
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Figure 7.2: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies
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Figure 7.3: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies

439



Figure 7.4: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies
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Figure 7.5: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in SMD
outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies
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Figure 7.6: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 7.7: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with

0.5 underlying event probability
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Figure 7.8: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 7.9: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with

0.5 underlying event probability
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Figure 7.10: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 7.11: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 7.12: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with

0.1 to 0.5 underlying event probability
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Figure 7.13: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 7.14: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with

0.1 to 0.5 underlying event probability
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Figure 7.15: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.1 to 0.5

underlying event probability
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Figure 7.16: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability
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Figure 7.17: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with

0.05 underlying event probability

453



Figure 7.18: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability
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Figure 7.19: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with

0.05 underlying event probability
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Figure 7.20: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.05

underlying event probability
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Figure 7.21: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability
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Figure 7.22: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small-to-medium sized studies with

0.01 underlying event probability
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Figure 7.23: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing medium sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability
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Figure 7.24: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing small and large sized studies with

0.01 underlying event probability
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Figure 7.25: Coverage of 95% Knapp-Hartung con�dence intervals in odds
ratio outcome meta-analyses. Containing large sized studies with 0.01

underlying event probability
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