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A % 4T - 72, EEERERT O E V2 b & TONA RO THIXENL, SEE
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FBLIEEFLHIC

EREPHFICBIT 2 BRI AE, 0Tl - EEER D, A 0AiEZ
DHDICETRELFELLEZ2b00% L, MEBTHA, BALIIEME
BEBIN TS, FlzE, KEEZAEY T2 RE v 2 — (NCBD 23583
% XHRT — &~ — A PubMed I 1%, 4FE[H] 100 J3 LA B DIZK 725 D Hi 7= 75 SR
DEFEINTVWE, YRAFT<T 4 v 7L Ea— (systematic review) &%, T 9
LCHEM - Bfidh T 7 v A2 MBEMICIUEL, RHHZ&aHTs &
MO 21T, & - REDOERITMeME T2 L2 HNE LTTbN 3

L a2a—DIeZ0nH, FLTC, FOEDICHVWHLNEIETF VAED D

DIFFHENT D STFED & & XA 2T F Y v & (meta-analysis) &\ 5,
ARTFY L RICHBNTIE, FEFE COEEMNOMRIERN 72568 L 3k
RED M EIC XY, ~A XWDOSFER—2>DIFHER 2Tk E LTLS o T
V> % (Higgins et al., 2019; Spiegelhalter et al., 2004). ~ A XD fENT FiED K & 7«
Flrlx, wvav7dEHsy 7 ALvaEoERICc XY, ZiRABERED €7 v
E OB TRECTH 2 L D sl e, HRTEHRZ BRI IC AT ICHL Y JA T
ERTEDZLWIHTHL, HFETIE, V7Y =7 ORF - EiEdbiEd o
THY, REDHKEFY 7b v x2T72HwadtickoT, fljiha~y FT,
IR R EE R A XD 2 FITTE LD TELLIICRoTWw 2
(Rover, 2020). —/C, fERDFT- 25K TH - 2HERmICE D  FiFic b~
T, A XWMoFEICE, EEE, EBERFEICREM - KEZODORH
720, TokrdirHisiTbi i, BEERCTLIHON TV 5ED D
5., YVATVT AL a—bfoN5 T VAL, EEEMEHGSLZ
WA F 74 DR, BEREBEROFEFICHILHwond 20, ZAbD
FERN AR A T 5 L, Mo CHEEARFEE 25,



ARWFFE T, EFEDRAXTF Y v RAOFiEmICE W CEERMEE Sh Ty
% 2 0 DFEIC O WTOEAEHE « STEREEIT o7, BT, AXTF Y
ADEEMPEETMICE T, B0 REEZFHIT 2 20 0fEFE L L T,
VAR, AEIc¥ K L 7= FHMIX R (prediction interval) Dt aFl % 17 - 72, il
X%, Higgins etal. (2009)IC £V, FEROWFEIC I T 2 BORBESRI AT
2 BREMEOFHHICH V2 b0 LTREINED, RLOWEIC L -
C, Higgins etal. (2009)1C X 2 FHIXE O T TIL, #EHYZRERA %8/ NGE
fli &% Z & 23 S 21T X 172 (Nagashima et al., 2019; Partlett and Riley, 2017).
—7, HEEREROMAE AV D & TONA RO ED, % OB 75
&7 % L Z b (Higgins et al., 2009), % < DL T, <A XFLo FHIX DS
RRINTVED, 95 LTEx LN FHIXEA, SHEEmRN &K T o IEE
BHBEEEEZROD DL R RGEIE R, £, T0UEHEICH LIz T
VAL, INETICHETH L., R TIE, LREIAERNEETTOY I
L—va VEBREIT, 2 OSEERN RERE O AT 2T o 72, T,
NIUBEDBH B X % DFEENFENITICOWTCDHEDRFKEITo72. 13 AL
DYAT<T A4y 27Lbea—Ti, WRELZHBMET, IEIETHRERIE
HThy, ABMEOBEMEOKRE S IR T 2 (Higgins et al.,
2019). XA XD A X T F IV v ATl, BEYRETAVEZRAOLZEEA X
THMCEoT, ZOREEEZETMLL, REWRIBFEMEO ST E2ITH T &
T %0, TORTYH, FFilima7e 7 7 A v 2 odl@r& T 2541
X, ORI, MAMITOMEICH LT, FUALFELELIER YR 7%
B35, BHEROBMAICE T, 20X ) AANE (outlier) & 7 2 iRER
DI & TINT 21T 5 72 % O LD FIFE X 71T ¥ 72 23 (Viechtbauer and
Cheung, 2010), ~ A4 RKDOMFHAIC BN TIX, 2D X5 Rlkld, ThE ik

MINTWAEDro7z., REIFETIE, A XA ZTF U o 2D ICEB W



T, Carlin and Louis (2009)D X DA UE DR & 521 gt D J7E 12 n»T D
B % 1T - 72,

KRimX O IE, UToMY chsb, 3, FE2ET, AFFFETHVS X X
TFHITRADETNERA RO FERICOCTHT 5. i<, FIE
BT, L XFA X T F U ¥ 2D FHIXE O BAMTFEAGFFE I 2w TR
5. ZL T, HAFEITEWT, Carlin-Louis XD/ NED M & #2271 gk o 75
EOFRAFEMFRIC O TN, ®&EIC, FHSHEICE T, KWIIEOHK 6%k~

5.



FBL2EAXRTFYIX
Q1 ZEMRETIL

ARTFVADETNE LT, BlBROBRSNROETH 5 REAML
TELARWERET 2EEDNRET AL, BEERFET 2 LRET 2EEDE
T T AL X LT B (DerSimonian and Laird, 1986; Whitehead and Whitehead,
1991). BEUERFELRVETIREZAXTF IV RADEFOTFT— 20 b,
AECE T, REDFR - T 25 FEAR R O X M 258/ NGl * h b
L Cllo i E B RN D 5. 2 D720, BEWIFET 2 LIKET
LEBMBPETANWCHEHEINTEY, KR bAT2. &
BOIRETALRUTOL ) ICEREI NS,

Y~N (6, %)

O, ~N (1, %)
T, ARz K, il k DI EN R OMERLEE Y (k=12,..,K) ¢ T
5. O 3Bk DIRFAIER, wE VFIERARIR, o2 ZFEBRANSEL B X 02 iEi
Bl Eie K9, —MRIICHV O 2SR ORI, PHEE, FHELTY
=, VR7E VAR, ~YF—=FI, BXUOA v X TH % (Higginsetal,,

Y
Y

2019; Whitehead, 2002). Lo fafid, —Mry 2R OB D 3 v 7 v 3 4
X CIEEGEERMEOEUA AN+ TH 2720, FEHELOREZL L1 37201C
— R L TRV bR, Ak, 2=0THIERMBEET AL, [
EMRETNE TS,

EREMBETNMICELY, B DT — 22 6 FERENRES X RGO T
Th BRI AT T 5. HEGRI A FiE TR, CFERER S X R
(538 % & — X v PR HIBRAT & R HEE 155 & (1 L CHEE 3 % (Higgins et
al., 2019). ‘FEREMROMEERIZL T O L S ICFHHE I NS,



P Y=t Wi Y
Tk=1 Wi
T, W= (cf+1t2)1&F 5.
72, oo ERICBHL ¢, ==X v FEZR{EH L 72DerSimonian-
Laird#ff i€ & (DerSimonian and Laird, 1986)1%, EtERED T ity 7+ v

LT CEHETBEILNTEE-D, AZXTFI L RADOEERTCHHINLTW S,

a2 Q_(K_l)

a2 a2
t5; = max[0,T5p;, ], T =
DL UDL UDL 51 + 52/51

K (Y —1?2 _ TK_ 072V
Q= —— Y= g =
k=1 Oj, k=10%k

K
S, = Z (072", r=1.2
k=1

FITEHERN R L AR 0 RO HEE B 2 T, FEERMR D100(1 — a)%
SR I L T O X S ICERI NS,

lﬁ-t%-L/Va?Uﬂ,ﬁ'*t%_L/VE?Dﬂl

ZZT, tZFHBEK - 1Dt RICE T 31001 — a/2)% i 5.
Z DfEREX NI E 3 2 FUERE D IR & 37 2 REEAE L Z ] L T 3 23,
EAFFEORND A 2T F Y v ZOGBHUIZ 20 AT TH Y, REAT AL
LW DEFEZLND., EERNEREDD L TOY Ialb—va VERIC
X 2 EHEXHE OFHE <k, #EMERSLHKERZ T2 &I nTtns
(Veroniki et al., 2019). T @ KIEATRIC X 2 MREIZE 3 E o3 FRIKEICE

W h FIERICEZ 5.



22 NA XRARTF U X

DerSimonian-Laird D /7555 OGER OSHEL R 72 T CTIIEBESIRE T L O
BRI PO RHMEERZMMAL TH Y, ZOAEEELZERT LI LA TER
V. Higgins & (3 A5 HE X ] %o 37 3 X ] D HHE5E 1< BABR I 0 B D A HEEME 2 Z e T &
ERAXFDOFEEZMREL TED, XAXFTARXT F Y AREERTE LD
2 & % (Higgins et al., 2009).

RAZXPRAZT F Y v 2B WT HHEGRN 2 FiE L RfRICEZRET L
2T 2. UTORAXOEHICHE, T A —2DHHTDA & RO T

CXYFERIATEHEET B,

p(ELY) « pGIOP@ = | [ pOil0r I Oulit TP, 7)
k=1

ZCTC, EFBTDRNTI X=X, yiZBTORBOT — % &3, FHHES
L AR BUE REIICHEE T 2 7201213, ~A4 XHEEIC BT 2 FHiO L
L CIEEIRERT M 5, —Ric, “FERESIR TR E »
IEBGEREH &, SRSl — R —fkTh 2 LiERITE 53
7V = A HME & U T B (Lambert et al., 2005). &G OHEE 11X, RS
v o7 — ¥ D bayesmeta (Rover, 2020)%° OpenBUGS %5 % F\» 7z~ L o 7 #HE v
7 Ak (Markov Chain Monte Carlo methods; MCMC) (Lunn et al., 2009) % #]

AT+ szen5Tcx 3,

10



B 3 E A R TFRIXE DR R RE R

3B EHB

ARTF VP RCEBFIERMBRET ML, FABROBBEIROENTH S
FEWNZZETE 2720, BEENLOTFED—D L% 5 Ty % (DerSimonian
and Laird, 1986; Whitehead and Whitehead, 1991). ZEME4EE T 2f6FE & L C,
IR 3 2 BERRI L DA 2 HEE 3 2 PR RE I T 5 8
(Higgins and Thompson, 2002), “FEEZENER & et &8~ iIcfdman s 2 &
THRIRDERBWEECTH 5 C & BEE L TN T b (Riley etal, 2011). £ Z
T, FERRIEMIR E BEE A LR e LTI IRE S
(Higgins et al., 2009). T#IX[HIZ, FERICERT 2 LEEINLRBICEIT 5
HORFNRB —EDOMERICLVEETN XML LTERI N, BRI 2R
BEZTHY, FEIRERNE & REMO AR EZ FRICFHECTZ 5 2 &2
O, ILFEDAZT F ) L ADOTFEMIEICE T ZOFHEIFER I N TS
(IntHout et al., 2016; Veroniki et al., 2019). Higgins et al. (2009)IC & > TfRE I L7-
®— X v biE% 3 % Higgins-Thompson-Spiegelhalter (HTS) % (37 [X[#]
AR T 25k LCRDIAKHEHAIN TV S, 0 HTS KIFFHE A E ¢
BCHHLSLT WA, 2275 v RATHRAT 2 B8NS WiGE, Tl
[ O BEMER D3 /INC 72 2 T & 23T & LT % (Partlett and Riley, 2017). % D
BHoRDEELRD DL LT, dBEDT0ICRKE W& v ) REAREM %
LT3 EaEIFoND, EAMEICEITZ A 2T F ) v 2Tid, BEIE 20
DTTH5ZEHPRFETHDD (Kontopantelis et al., 2013), T D KEEATMIE, —
MREIC AL L 72\ & & 3B E & 31 5 (Brockwell and Gordon, 2001; Noma, 2011;
Veroniki et al., 2019). HTS i% @ T #I X [H] D Y@ fiE =R 258/ 72 5 2 & TIRKERD

BB CRRI NS C &1, EAAMECHE LEXLND.

11



Z ORI T 28BN AFEE LT, M ARMOFELIETOLND
(Carlin and Louis, 2009; Gelman et al., 2013). HTS {£ % 2% L 7= Higgins et al.
(2009) b XA RO FFEE A X T F V) v 2B TFRIKB 2 @5 3 6587
T7u—F L LTIRELTwE, [ XFOFikE, FoNBICHIE, ik
CFEBNAFEE LCHEHIN5A, 2ol - TEIZERRD O &7 5208
(Bodnar et al., 2017; Rover, 2020), #EfERBF R 2 HC, SHERNTE DR
PFEE LTEREINE b S, EEE, v T4 IR HHIcRE NS
T Cid, EEREOMAZH A RO TEL2 &L N2 HEH - FHlo
fEE, SERRN RO R Wil % 5 2 5 & & 53R X 41T % (Carlin and
Louis, 2009; Gelman et al., 2013; Spiegelhalter et al., 2004). £ D7z, XX T F Y
ARICBWTYH, FEICIIBEERN 2N - TRl FEE LT, AKX
ROFERHCONBEZ RS LS IcEZLNS. LiALAhEs, HEERD
RV EIXRENE, Rk BLEIEY B 2 KBIN AR LR o TR TN XEE LT
BEICERINTE Y, A XMoo EBIEFRICEO S FHIE 1F, REARICZD
Wer s, £/, AXMOBHKMZFHGL 72> IaL—v a vEERT
(X IEE AT & V72 XA X OHERN T 4637 U b SR A e i &
ORI L AIR I N TE D (Agresti and Min, 2005), FH R OFEFHIC X Y UL
PIHREDS KIBIC A D 3 Z & b /R X 71T\ % (Lambert et al., 2005). & H A
AR RER L 72~ A RO FHIXRAS HTS o REFEE L TREI N T w3
2, TNETEBNEAZTF I ZADEETICE T 54 XFoFHIXE D
PREZR v I2 L —v a VEBRICK VFHE L 2R = © 7 v RFFEEL R0k
mTh 3.

KRETIE, A XD THXEOREICET 2 ERN T ET v RICX ) C
NODFEROERNRFEHEZHET 2089 202K T 57201, 11O
R 7e IEAE R FAT A0 & L 72 = A X5 T IX R 0 SEEL G 72 1 BE % V1 i 7z

12



vial—vavERICIVFML A, S5, RFEBRS N FERESH
BICBTBZAXTFIY 2D 2HFNCHEA L 7.

3.2 BIFEOSBE R FE

ARXTF YT RICHET 510001 — a)% FHIKEL, [FRORER%ZEE L
PRk 1 2 D allE % F2hE U 72 BR DRI 0,0, 23100(1 — @)% DIER TEH T NG
% HipH & L C— %I ICE £ < U 5 (Higgins et al., 2009; Riley et al., 2011). Higgins
et al. (2009) 1% FHIX[H % A ICFHR 3 2 RN 2 Tk & L CHTS B RE L
7z.

lﬁ — tk-2, /f%L +Var[f], o+ tl%—z,’fl.z)L + V/ar[ﬁ]l

Z 2T, t3 3EEE 2 oE— X v FEER TH % DerSimonian-Laird £
7€ & (DerSimonian and Laird, 1986), Var[i] = 1/(ZK_,(c? + £2,) D IXFEEELD
ROWERDOTEHEER, tF_XHBHEK — 20t MICH T 510001 —a/2)%
I E T 5,

HTS iEid 2 O 2 L CTw 3,

@ - w/ |Var[a] ~N(0,1)

(K — 2)(t5, + Var[a])/(z* + Var[a]) ~x*(K — 2)
INHDEBIIA X T F Y v RCENTREBD IS WRIERTH 2
BIHALT 2. Lo L, EFEFRICETFE 22T F ) v 2Tk, slBRiu 20
DTTHsZEHRFETHDD (Kontopantelis et al., 2013), Partlett and Riley (2017)

%> Nagashima et al. (2019)(% HTS i @ T #ll X [H] O B HER DS EFAWIED X X T F

13



Yo ZAD— RS P CHEKEI VRS &Y, WhFHEI NS Z &2 3

2l —ya vERICXVRLTWS,

3.3 XA DTk
331 E~RA XETIL

~naZEHE Yy T Ak (MCMC) & W 5 R A4 XFOFEIFHE I
B2 THIEO—2 L LTSN TE Y, MW THEIRTEC BT 2 REW
T TH 5. Higgins etal. 2009)1%, A X7 F V¥ RITH T 5 FHIREZ Rk
TEHFRL L TR XROFEZHT L T 5, Higgins et al. (2009)232 % L 72
XA ZPFOFETI, FH71247 9 RERO RN R O TR 1L, Bl & 7z
Bt R G 0 b LT, oy, 72 TH B IERISARITHE D Opew &
MCMCIZ X W3 v 7Y v 7§52 &I X hEHE & L5 (Higgins et al., 2009; Smith
etal, 1995). #17z il D 95% T X[E 16,0, D F12 T HI 2 D 2.5%57 5L 5. 2>
5 97.5%fimE coOXME LTELNS.
BENRETNVICETIHEES A XTI RNICIIEBS RO DT
A= ZuB X O OERINHEE L THEEI NS, Mihx 4 R0 Fillik
132 OMHHACTEITING DS, KETIZZ DA XFEDOMH A IO W THEEIR
HAT AR &5 & & TR R HE R 7 TRNCER 3 5.

332 EFiDm
ARZTF IV ADRA ZEFTAMICENTIE, MA REFRFEIOMAIZEER X
LT3, Lambert et al. (2005)(13 3 I = L —v 3 VHEERIC X b pr? OFE mY

RHEEVEREZ FHIEI L, 2 DA IR E AKAFS 5 Lffamfl 72, £ 2T,

14



AEECTIXIFIER] (improper) 73 Hi504A % & 11 O MG AT 910 © Tl
PEREICN 3~ 2B R i g2 C & & L 7z,
KIETIE, petORENE ZNEFNORELS ORI L VLN B LAE
L7z, PIEEEM RO FERI M2 AT O@E Y, REL 7.
11~N(0,10000)

PSRRI D E 2 OFEFIAT E LT, UT D 11O 2 L 7.

TIN5 —kKk 7 EH| 54 (Uniform)

p(r) x1
DA IETICN L C— kTl b BRI 72, FHEZR RO TH 5 (Rover,

2020).
VTICXT 3 2 — KR BRI 7F (Sqrt)

p(7) “%

ZDORHIEIVTICH L CO—RAFFDMTH 5. tOLEELHICNT 5 1%
DD 270, GHELIEHRERT M CTDH 5 (Jaynes, 1968, 2003). ¥ 7=,
p(t) x 14 (—0 < a <o) iCEFba=—-050THL0MTHY, EEIPHFEIFICTHK

Y345, Ik, a=0TH 554 E Uniform & —E T 3.

Jeffreys BRI (Jeffreys)

o« [ (757)

k=1



ZDORMIEILRED 7 4 v v v —IFHWE DO FITRICEHHIT % (Jeffreys, 1946). &
R IZu e 2D E LTE 2 oN5 0, BE_AXETALTIE 74
¥ —EHRITI O AT U0 TH B LI X Y ub 2B TH 3 LK
ELTW3, ZD5AfiE, Tibshirani O HEEH T4 <° Berger—Bernard O £

FHHT9 i & —E03 % (Bodnar et al., 2017; Tibshirani, 1989).

Berger—Deely E 4770 (Berger—Deely)

K

. 1/K
p(z) 1_[ <a,f + T2>

k=1
Z DA T Jeffreys & [AIRRICEERN 73 # % ] L T\ % (Berger and Deely,
1988). Jeffreys 2SHH AN % i L CT\» 3 DX} L T Berger-Deely (3 HHIEF-)

ZEAHLCEY, BEBNHOETEL WS, Jeffreys LHEL 5.

E IR 7 BRI S0 (Conventional)

K

1/K
T
o] | (v em)

k=1
Z D534 b Berger-Deely & [FfRIC Jeffreys 2> HIRAE L 729341 T & % (Berger and
Deely, 1988). #E € 7 LV FEIR O HIYCER & 11 5 (Berger and Deely, 1988;

Berger and Pericchi, 2001).

DuMouchel FEii5 4 (DuMouchel)

So ) K

P(T)=(SO+—T)2, So =

K -2
k=10k

16



Z D574 1% DuMouchel and Normand (2000)1C £ D 8 X 1, BN 28D
PP 2 L, BHEDS 0, FRED s, TH 208 P AT 4 v 7534 T
5.

#E/NSHE R4 (Shrinkage)

2sét 5 K

P(T)=m, Sg =

=10k
ZDRAIZE T X — 2 DA XHEE R DH/NATTH 58,(1) =
s&/(s¢ + 12Xt L T—HkTH 5 (Daniels, 1999; Spiegelhalter et al., 2004).

DuMouchel & [AIERIC BRI 73 BX D A3 s§ 2 A L T 5.

IPRERIRICNF 2 —KRABEI9H (12)

2621 s (K—1)XX_ 0;2

p(D) =55, 6°= - -
G2 1 12)2 (CRe10cD)? — Xh=10i "

Z D434 1% Shrinkage 1€ 31 2 BN E O FM P si 62 ICE E#a z 72,

Higgins D 1251 &2 1< —H8k 7% 734 T & 5% (Higgins and Thompson, 2002).

1ER 22 B H{453 4 (Proper 1~3)

1EH] (proper) 7 fE{EHF AT /940 & L Cr~Uniform(0,10) (Proper 1),
1/7% ~Gamma(0.001,0.001) (Proper 2), 1/t% ~Gamma(0.01,0.01) (Proper 3)% {#
3 %. Proper 1 1ZXEDHIR X 758 @I —8k72 34 CTdH 5. Proper 2 IXil5#
ik & U Cied — MBIl & 3 ML H T 9946 C© & % (Lambert et al.,
2005). KPDOXHEICHE W TEBIC—RTH 225, 0i8F CHEEPALAT
%. Proper 3 | Proper2 & R L T REHREH T 20 TH 5. Proper2 & X

17



U Proper 3 & B L 72 T IIX R D ARELGIMY 72 PERE & LUK T 5 & & Tov g 0¥ =0
TA—RDEAIC X 2RELFHMET 2 LA TEL LEZT-.

3432l —32 3 ER
3.4.1 EBAE

A XPRD TR OB R a EREZFHEi L e v T v A% 52 572D 1(C
Yial—vavEREZEML 2, BEICORL 2 1 EEO fMERF6 S &
O LEE IR & L T Higgins et al. (2009)D FHIX[E (HTS) %3l L 72, RO
BRC BT 5 95% T HIIX R Opey D H1% T340 D 2.5% 005D B 97.5% 5360 5
FCcoXMEE LT/{ond. FHEICIE, FHRTMA & LT Proper 2 3 X U Proper
3 %A 554, OpenBUGS % ffH L (Lunn et al., 2009), % D fth D FHnij534 %
AT 254, RoYy 7 — 3 D bayesmeta % i L 7z(Rover, 2020).

YIial—vavoT—Xi3dy XEFHi T 2 EETTic s 2 A 7
ART F Vv A% FE L 7z Brockwell and Gordon (2001, 2007)DE%7E % S#1C L
THAE I, THIXEOWESCHE 2T 2 7200 —fktEz kb v 5
CT 2720, FEREIFREuE 0 L Lz, SABEND 86 I AHE 1 Dy25ihic
fiE 9 filLEZ 02515 L, [0.009, 0.6]DHIPH T BV o7z, Z Dof Do3Afi D4,
RO, 95%EHEIXREIE, £ Z 4, 0.17, 0.12, [0.01,0.55]TH - 7-. 7k,
RBADEIZZFNFNDY T 2L — a v THIAICAERE 72, REBEK LR
BRI B 2 D N & — e b R 7. (1) R E 73 X OV 15 ICEE
L, aBEES 8% 0.01,0.02,...,020 & 2L X2 256G, Q) % 4,5,6,...,
20 L& L& &, BBRRIELE 010 B3 X 020 ICHEE SR AZGATH L. 12
HORLE 2 FHIXBCRILY Ialt—vavoilBiT— 2 2HLE 2h?

NOLFIVFTYIal—vavEI10,00EEVELEZ v Ialb—va v
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ICHT 721247 5 R DB R % 0o ~N(u, 1) ITHE> T T v X LITER L, Zh
O AP RIKFNCRRBRIICHE S 2 BlGCh 2 8ERE, XU THIXEO Y

fHiEC o 2 IR IXEIE 2 F L 72, BB fERIE R HKEETH 2 95%Ic—8F 5
ZEBEE LWL INB.

342> F VA1 (K=7)

B TICREEL 72> F ) AORERER 31ITRT. 12280.01 L/hEwi
A, A AJOTFHIKENZ TS GRS m» o7z, —J7, HTSIKIC X %
T I D B RER (32225 0.01 DA, HHKHED 95%ATICAZEL T
23, A EFT B I CBETERSET Lz, 0 HTS koA IRE D > 3
2L —va VERIC X 23E & —E L T\ % (Nagashima et al., 2019; Partlett and
Riley, 2017). A4 X0 FHIXEIZ T b 228 EF 3 5 1IC/E W PR TER 230K
Y U7z, 220020 D5#, Sqrt, DuMouchel, Shrinkage, 12, Proper 2 |3 %721

HRLHIKEED 95%% TE Y, Conventional, Proper 3 | TEMEZR 234 HKHED
O5%FFAUTICHIE L 72, WIFFIXFEIEICEAL <, wiho PHIXKE S 28 L7523

IHEWEEIN L 7.
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3.1 REREA TICHEELEZY a2 —yavyERICEITAWEREE L
HAfF X FE i

343 2 U 2 (K = 15)

AR 15 ICHEE L 72> U A DRERZX 32178 T, 228 0.01 L/hE i
&, YU A1 ERBRIC S A O FRIXENIZ I S AR DS 95% X ) &
o Tz, —Ji, HTSIKIC X 5 THIXA OBEER X122 0.01 D56, 4 HKE
D 95%fFE % KIEIC T El - 72, 223 0.10 LA T D56, Uniform, Jeffreys,
Berger-Deely, Conventional, Proper 1 I3 2% 95% & U @23, 223 0.10
U EoGE, HRBHERD 95% MUt fiZiE L T 7z. Proper 2 3 X U Proper 3 (£
WIS WH VAR D FRIDMTH B0, BEERIIRE S E o7,
INDDRERD S, IO FHIXE A AR ICIEME D Z RS 5 2 & XK
7273, Uniform, Jeffreys, Berger-Deely, Conventional, Proper 1 (37225 0.10 LA I

DYity, IEMERHEMERZTRTEEZOND.
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K32 REREA ISICEELZY a2l —yavyERICEITAWEREE L
HAFR X R

344 2F 1+ 3 (2 = 0.10)

BRI 8% 0.10 ICEE L7z v F ) A DR 2K 3.3 1ICRT. il 4 5
50t 5 27w, DuMouchel, Shrinkage, 12, Proper2, HTS 23# b 1EAfE
BWEMERZ R L, BB T 2 16wy, b o FHIXE OB EER
VTN DIA L, FFIC DuMouchel I3 #EE IR A 90% E T4 L7z, Sqrt 135K
B0y 6 AT & D 7n wiGE, BETERD 95% T ICiE S 5 23, slBdos 7 A
LoBE, 95%% KIEICTE -7z, X4 X o FHIXE D Uniform, Jeffreys,
Berger—Deely, Conventional, Proper 1, Proper 3 (3554425 11 LA N 06, W&
MER D 95%% b[nl 5 238, EE0s 12 L Lo, BadEy) @R 2R L
7z.
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X33 REREISE A 010 ICEE LAY I a2l —3 3 VERICEIT 2 9EER
¥ X OCHARF X S

345 >+ UH 4 (v2 = 0.20)

ARERE T EE 020 ICHEE L 72> F Y A DRER %X 3.4 1277 9. DuMouchel,
Shrinkage, 12, Proper2, HTS D#FEMERIZ—H L T 95%% a2 23, B
DIENNS B ICHE S, HEERER DS 95%ICITD 72, Sqrt, Conventional, proper 3
DYWBEMER LRI 6 AT DA, 95%FHIIchriE d 2 25, RBEAs 7 LA L

DEE, BRI L. A X FHIXE & LT, Uniform,
Jeffreys, Berger—Deely, Proper 1 (Z5ABRE0Y 10 LA T D6, #EMERD 95%%
ERl % 23, SRS 11 L EDGE, YR DS 95%MNTIiciiE L7z, 72 % [
JE L7237 U A4 Th Proper2 & Proper 3 D EMER X R0 2 2%, FBEA N
T BICHE, ZDEDNE K Tr oz, WIRRIKTAINE (X B R SE o i 2 S L C
W3, Thabb, HEEMER S E TR IARE X EE AR % < 7x 2 {23 5
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%. Uniform, Proper 1 (33B&%5X25 4 & 2\ 13 5 056, MAFXKEEE L < 8
L 7.

?REE L2 F VA 3B L4058 & LT, Uniform, Jeffreys, Berger—
Deely, Proper 1 (35855508 12 LA Lo 56y, IEME RS GRI a2 Z R T L&
Zbid. iz, BBEA 10 UTOGAIR, wIho< A XFHo FHRIXHD
HELWHEmRN R EREZ R I RnEEZLONS,
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3.4 EEREISEE 020 ICHEE LY I 2L —v 3 VERRICE T 3 EHER

B & AT XTI

3.5 SHUEEMT

3.5.1 FHIT &R
_A ZFEOFHIXEOE A FEBEDO A 2 T F VU v 2O HEH T 3 720

12, 332TETHIAL 72 11 FHEDO XA X O EEEREFT9AA 2/ L 72 FHIIX
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M L OSEE Y 72 T CH % HTS IS 2, Partlett and Riley (2017)1C X b #2
LI N7z HTS k% JTic L7z HTS-HK ik, HTS-SIikZfEA L7, 7z,
Nagashima et al. (2019)IC X VIRE I NAZFHEI M AFEHAL 72X A M) v 77
— MR b Ty FFEICED L pimeta iEE L 72,

HTS-HK #
HTS % JCIC LT, FEEFER B L ORI o HR A & RAHEE K
(restricted maximum likelihood estimation; REML) < X % {E%E & ¥ X UF Hartung-
Knapp 0 BEEE 2 L 72 FHIXETH 3 HTS-HK EIZ AT D X 9 IEHE X
nas.

[ﬁR - tl%—z\/ﬂzz + Varyglig), fig + t,‘?_z\/fﬁ + Varyg [ﬁR]l

K AN A
1 Wgrk (Y — .UR)Z
K - 1 k=1 Zf:l WR,Z

V/drHK[ﬁR] =
ERE] B D REML#EE 2 I ToRic X 3 RIEFHHEICK VRIS, 7]
HA{E & L T DerSimonian-Laird # E 23 HH 1 5.

52 — YR WE (Ve — AR+ 1/21 Wg,y — o2}
2 =

K 2
Yk=1 Wg k

Wgi = (of +TR)*

o Ti=aWra Ve

D A
HTS-SJ i
HTS &% T LT, FHEEEs R s L OB 8o REML i X 2Bk
X U Sidik-Jonkman ~¥ 4 7 A IE 3 HHEE 8 %2 L 72 FHEIX[E T & 5 HTS-SJ

FEIUTDOLSICERINSG.
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lﬁR - tl‘?—z\/fﬁ’ + V/arS] [Ar], fig + t,‘f_z\/f}% + VET'S] [ﬁR]l

_ K w2 (1—R) (Y — fig)?
Vars][ﬁR] = =kt R’k( % ,If) 2 : :
(Zk=1WR,k)

hy = YK ® 2 A2 (VK 2 )2
1=1 WR,1 (O‘k + TR)(21=1 WR,1

pimeta &
HTSE T & T 3 REFEAIARIC X 2 2 B OGE X, EAIFED X £
THV T RIEHI N KEOEFTIIRZL R\, 22T, ZRODORER

UGE L 72 PHIIX ] o HH /775 % Nagashima et al. (2019)23 @5 L 7-.

Onew = A+ ZTypL — tK—L/V/arH [4]

HTLBW

7= %'U~N(O,1)

k=10 (Y —V)? - (K- 1)

T = — - -
Pt Ik<=1 Ok 2+ Z§=1(Uk 2)2/211;1 Oy 2
7 _ Zlk{=10-k_2Yk
TYK -2
k=10
— n 1 K Wk R
Vary[a] = K_1 . 1A—(Yk — [)?
=1 Wy
Wy, = (of +12)7t
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Z, typy tx DBHEREETHY, NTAIV v 2T —F ATy 7Tk
L7z, F7, tup  PIEMERSARICO WX EBES 2R L, SR O K 4
THNT X =2 DIAHEE R 2R L 72,

352 VRTFUNRTFL—+ 4 (DPP-4) PBEKDEGHRAR

ZOHEHN, 2BERREE T 3 RTFINARTF X —+ 4 (DPP-4)
PR & 2 vk = VIRFEFE A O 3 2 KIS D Y R 7 % il L 7z FHl<H %
(Salvo et al., 2016). AT 7T R & ATV RFBHOHEH & L7, FEMHIE
HiMEImfEORETH Y, hREFIZY 227 Th 2. HET 23 85T 10
ThY, BHENOREL LTI?=19.0%TdH - 7-.

ZOHEFICET B FHIXEOMEREK 35 1R T. FERESRTHZ ) X
7 WWOHEEEIZ 1.513, 95% XD TIRAY 1.219, LR 1.878 TH - 7=,
Berger—Deely, Conventional, Jeffreys, Uniform, Proper 1, Proper 3 & fth o
X[ & bl L C X235 <, HTS-HK, HTS-SI 3% > 7z, ~_4 X0 FHlX
fdl, HTS, pimeta (I FHEIX[EIC 1 Z &, HTS-HK, HTS-SJ X1 Z2&E R\

, THIXE ORI X Y 8 o R 2 8 AIREES IR I N S,
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Method RR RR (95%PI)

Bayes improper :

Berger-Deely } = i 1.58 (0.67, 4.04)

Conventional I | = | 1.57 (0.74, 3.54)

DuMoughel J = i 1,51 (0.97, 2.48)

12 — = | 1.54 (0.86, 2.89)

Jeffreys I : = i 1.56 (0.77, 3.40)

Shrinkage I = i 1.54 (0.88, 2.80)

Sqrt H = i 1.52 (0.93, 2.67)

Uniform I | = | 1.56 (0.73, 3.63)
Bayes proper

Proper 1 I | = i 1.56 (0.73, 3.63)

Proper 2 F = | 1.52 (0.95, 2.66)

Proper 3 — = | 1.55 (0.80, 3.26)
HTS |

HTS ) = i 1.51 (0.99, 2.30)

HTS-HK . 1.48 (1.18, 1.85)

HTS-SJ | = 1.48 (1.26, 1.73)
pimeta

pimeta | ' = | 1.51 (0.84, 3.12)

I T T |E I I I I
06 08 1 2 3 4 5

X 3.5 DPP-4 [HEZHK OEGKRFERIC 1T 2 FHIXR DK%

3.5.3 §1 2 DEDERAER

Z OHEHNL, FHERRIE S OERICN T 29100 DFEDIRFERNF & il L 72
H4TH % (Hiuser et al., 2009). FFffiZEH H 1% Visual analog scale (VAS) & iC 50 <
WADHERTH Y, MIREFEIIEECPEETH 5. e T 25BREIL 22 T
HY, REEOEIEL LTI? =449%Th o7z,

ZDOHEHNCE T 5 THIXFE ORI ERZ K 3.6 ICRT. XA XFD FHIX[ET
I%, Berger-Deely, Conventional, Jeffreys, Uniform, Proper 1, Proper 3 |37l
[X[IC 0 % & %, DuMouchel, 12, Shrinkage, Sqrt, Proper 2 (3 7#|[X[HiC 0 %

EEheh o7, BEMmTFIEO FHIXECIX, HTS, HTS-HK, HTS-SJ (27|
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XRIC 02 & T 23, pimeta X 0 ZEHFATE. Fhw z, FIRL ZFHHiT9H0 D
FEHIC X O RIS T 2 R B 7 2 AIRETE DS R I L 5,

Method SMD SMD (95%P1)
Bayes improper :
Berger-Deely I = { -0.43(-0.90, 0.03)
Conventional | = i -0.42 (-0.87, 0.00)
DuMouchel | = | | -0.41(-0.78, -0.08)
12 I = | | -0.42 (-0.82, -0.04)
Jeffreys I = | -0.42(-0.88 0.01)
Shrinkage I = | | -0.42 (-0.82, -0.04)
Sqrt I = | | -0.41(-0.80,-0.06)
Uniform I = F -0.42 (-0.88, 0.01)
Bayes proper
Proper 1 I _ E -0.42 (-0.88, 0.01)
Proper 2 | = | | 0.42(-0.83, -0.04)
Proper 3 I = {  -0.43(-0.90, 0.02)
HTS |
HTS I = ||  -0.43(-0.84,-0.02)
HTS-HK | = | | -0.42(-0.78,-0.06)
HTS-SJ I = i | -0.42 (-0.77, -0.07)
pimeta
pimeta I = :: -0.43 (-0.90, 0.02)
I

3.6 EZ

THIX NN REHNC B 1F 2 G R O ZE M & AEFEMEZ IS 2 A M %
FETH B, A XD FE T A FRIEE IS L CHETHEMN R T 7o
—FTHBHP, REICEBT 2V Ialb—vaVvEROHERICIZ2EZ0THIX
M OSERE I 2 PERE (X469 L D IEMECIE e <, HERCTHEEICHDODN LI ETH

5 EHITRRE N, A KGRI DX O SR AR 1 BRI 0 B A/ 3
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e, ZHEKHED 95%% ERl>TEkh, Zhid~<A4 IHEE I L v B S Eo
FHESAVEMEICOMHL T 5 2 e TPAIRMAR ok 2 L BHERTH 5
EEZoND. T, BT 210, XA XFTHIX R o BE R
1% 95%ICED LA S 5. T4, FHTA DN 2 Rk E s BLAE &
LT TS 2720 E2 00, ABED 10 AT OEG, BEEHERD 95%T
HB_AXFFHEBIIFE L Do 72, FTHIXBEIC2OWTIE, Uniform,
Berger-Deely, Proper 1 13\ 3D ST I T H HEMEFR D 95% LA LTH Y,
BR800 0.2 TRERE DS 11 LLEDBGE R WEHER AR 95%I1c72 3. ThbdD
THXE Z RS2 2 & T—H L RS RRERIF O N5 2, FHiAM
ICXF 92— TP % Uniform, Proper 1 IC DWW T, BB 4B L5
LAy, WX KIRIC LR35 2 & TlBlIcRFIic ks 2 i
FESBETH L. Zofho~ 4 XFTFRIXEIL, #EMEE? 95%% 18] 235
A ETH25EDFEL, Sqrt, DuMouchel, Shrinkage, 12, Proper2 i%, &
IC XD BEMERD 90%E TR N T 285645 5. £7z, Proper2 & X U Proper 3
BTN HRIOAAPLH v~ TH B AP ENEEIX R 2 Y, Proper 3 28
Proper 2 & W #EHER A 7o > T %, 2, Proper 3 D HHISA D J5 A3
EICHHLTVWBZLICERLTWEEEZLNS., ZDOXHICH LW 55N
T\ CHEVERED —H L T2 70 T XA AR FE C 3R L 72 11 S oo Fai
SAACBTHEL rd o7z, —J7, B E U7z HTSEIC X 2 3 m T 75
THIXRENL, W NDSEMAICHE T H EEMER L 95%LAT T/ Nl T T
FHRICX D 85% % T2 b dH 5. Z DFERIL Partlett and Riley (2017)%°
Nagashima et al. (2019) & FIFRDFERTH 0, KEEAEBDBHEIL LR\ L 23 E
BAKNTHZ EEZLNS, 77, HTSEOWIFXMIEIL, HERM B2
INE WG, XA X FRIXRE & i L <A< 72 D, DerSimonian-Laird #£7E &

i NFHEiE s 2 EBFEKRTH B L EZ LN D.
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SRS EmEY 72 FHIX R O HTS FEICfEH & 2 3 BRE 2 EucBI L i, chE T
ICHEA R EEBMRE I T 5, Partlett and Riley 2017)1F> I =L — 2 v
FER TR B O HEE & & L THESR D DerSimonian-Laird £ 7E & %> REML
TE R OMERE R M L 72 /55, REMLiEEROMRERENTWE L EZRLT
W3, KRETIE, FERRICHT MmN R THIXE O MEREZ ~ A XD THIX
ML i3 2 720, RETRD A XN TV % DerSimonian-Laird € & % HTS
ORI E OHEER & L CEM L 72,

UEofiRicky, Zhx CHEENICHHEERNFEONBEFRE LT
NTE LA XMoo FHIXME I, RENREET T, %< oha, HERDT
HWIXEE LCTRERT 22 enTcEdhneE2LNS, EERTHWS LTI,
Uniform, Berger-Deely, Proper 1 ZfHH 3 % 2 & T—H L TIRSFIN 4G R A5
bdZeifFING. £z, XA X TFHIXHE DR 2 AR R IGERT
52 L CERBNGHERIMFONDI RN D 5720, AXTF ) AeRET
LRENCHAIDHERET 2 L AEEND. —F, HEmNRTRIXEE L
T, Nagashima et al. (2019)232 L X 7z pimeta iKIIAE DY I 2L —v g VE
BRCRHM L 7222 o 72 b O D HTS i & H U CHBETEREDS M) b U 72 Tl X R % 1
RTEL720, HISIEDORBFERO =22 FEZO6N5.

Sthk, BERAZTF IV AUIND A ZTF ) o RITHT 54 XiFHIX
FOFHLALETH 2 L EZOND. ZWIEOMRELZFHEIT 2 228 A 2T F
VY RICEWTIE, BWiEORES X ORRERE % 5HEi 3 2 FHIX IS 3 2
THIFEM (prediction ellipse) D FHAHELE X LTI Y (Reitsma et al,, 2005), %
BEAZTF I ABWTE, SERERDAEZREL-ET L X0 FHIXRE
FHHT 5 TE S(Snelletal., 2016). &Y P 7 —=2XAXTF Y RITHEWN
b, ABEEoREHOMELH 5 2 & CTHXBEOEEEIZH I TE
D, WMEtY 7 by 2T oy =Y CTrllXEZREETE 200, FHIXHE

30



B L TV B HEHNIIETE R EEMIECE N T 9% E D hn EAME TR T
W5 (Lin, 2019). WINOFEEHD X X7 F Vv R E W T H B 0 REHEO
Mz EETH Y, THIXEOMHRE KT 20 LEI N, FHHMH
OFEFIC X Y PRIXKE OSEE RN R ERE 2 ERMICTHE L 2= v 7 v 2l T
EFCHELRV. AECTEMLEZY IaL—va vEROFERZGRT 3 2 &

TiHMlicZ 2 LEI N2 720, SROMFLHTED 2L LTHEITLNS.
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FAE N IRFEICLDANERRDORE & RZENFENT

41E=EBW

AZTF Y v ZATIIIBFENROREBRE O BEHELKE WFEHIBHFET 5 2 L
DB Y, ZD XS B TIIA DR & H U TRk 78 0B % 78 3 AU
(outlier) & INZHBBE LN ATRENESL D 2. IMUEDTFEET 256, £
BENEE T A CHEYNICE T AL T 22\ T & 2SR BRI o SV P R0 F IR R R
DHEEICK E BRI TAREMED D 2. ShnfE~oxtillik e LT, sl
DB RS 27 7n—F &, SMfEomils X OB 2ETT 27 7R
—FBEZ O, HiH TIIERNR O ITHED B CEA 720 & RE
T % FIEDRE & LT\ % 3(Baker and Jackson, 2008; Baker and Jackson, 2016;
Beath, 2014; Lee and Thompson, 2008), ¥ A7 <7 4 v 7 L £ 2 —IZ BV TIIFh
PE % FEAT RN R 2> B BRAL U 72 RS 0 WT 3 HESE X 11 C 35 D (Higgins et al., 2019),
BEBEOT 7o —FZAEZTFY P ADERICEWTCEHETH 5. SO
FEE LT, mid, BERMEEE vy L2 T 7 X B RER R Al
1 & #1T3 Y (Cooper et al., 2009; Julious and Whitehead, 2012; Wang and Bushman,
1998), fHEICFHECZ 2F]813H 2 b DDOFHELFEAITH 2 2 L FETH
o 7e. AEETTIE, RIROTICE T 2 8 2 2WT S 2 SR e FiE AL RS
RETNDARXRT F Vv RICHH X 41T\ 5 (Gumedze and Jackson, 2011;
Viechtbauer and Cheung, 2010). ¥ 7z, XA XD A 2T FV v 2%, BRI
BDOATEFEM A< % 2R 035 0, BEGRNE A XTI v 20REEL
LGEFEAHICERLTWE, L2 LadD, 4 X[ROBERBA LT FY v
AICHB VT, SNEOBi S X ORE T 22T 2 i xRk R E T T
BLY, EEEBALTFI S AORKRTHHT 2 &3 TEhdorz.
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TN ET, Zhangetal (2015) X, XA v PV =2 XX T F VT RICEITH A
RDIIED R B X RN 22W T 2 7k & LT, xRt RiELK
72, A XFPHE, BRAERBIEHGICE T 2 ENT X — X DREHEEHE%Z
R LTk b, Matsushimaetal. (2020) 1%, ZWiEo A &2 7 F Vv RICBWT,
EPEE L BIGTERD 2R B 2 MG LB L LT, ~ A XM, gl

H

iz, A4 XFPE, ¥ X UEHT ROC (Receiver operating characteristics) i T
HEZIREL T3, AETIE, [ XFOHEEAX 2T F) v 2icEH T 54
TERRE, REEME(LIRZE, ~A4 X PH, B X ORERAGIERMHICET 5 R
7 A =X OREHEMOIEEAFAFE L, IUEOKIE S X UE T 2 O Rk
%, 1SR B IS 3 iR (Rubinstein et al., 2019), % E T B RR B R
IS5 2 iR 3E (Bangalore et al., 2017), AEARIEIR K O BEE D 2 USRI FAE Y A
7 (Vounzoulaki et al., 2020), ¥ X UHT4: V2 0 FEIR g5 8 FEMEFEFAE (< N3 % HEERT
27 v 4 F 5 (Saccone and Berghella, 2016)D 4 -2 D HAIfEHT %38 U CTHER L

7z.

4.2 XA RDOF &
4.2.1 ExTEERE

[A1J 57 C IR 2 B $ 5 72 9 1T leave-one-out S A RGEED Tk % v 7=
EESREINTED, ZD—D2& LT Cook D HEHAEIC AL L 7= T PR DS 26
Fong, EEEBXZTFY v RICE T ZEEMNEE T L COMNEREA LT
DEIICERKRT 5.

u|y(:u|y) |y(k) (,Uly(k))
u|y(.u|y)

=
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Yol BT OMEED & RBk Z RN L 727 — 2 KT, RD I3, FHGEDHR
DHFEEIC BT 2 PRk 2 BRI L 28581 OB T 2 %K
T, RDIE, AZTF VL RCEBWTRDBELDO D 2 FERERICHTT 2%
RERDWENEEN M S N RS2 H 5. —J7, RDJIHDREA 0fHEICAR % C
EOHIREEI NG EICARETH Y, AXTF Y v RTEWTEMEEEIE
P2 TH 2 56, MROMIICTFEENLETH 5. HAEDRIfEICEIL
T, [ARSHTIC I T B Cook D EREET I H HIE % BLHIK I X VBRI & FiiHA
HMOFEL L FAOMRICHED EAREL, FAofmohIEZEEL 32 2 & 2HRE
I NT W3 25(Cook, 1977), AFETIARD, DEIEZIE ST, EETH 3R %
TEREFEN R~ DREPRKE VEHBRE LTk e b L7,

4.2.2 B TRE

FOTERE & [FARIC leave-one-out S FEMRFE D Fiki % H W 72 f5HE < & 2 FEHE(L%
Z21x, A XFOPSHAIC BT A K Vv 54T % (Carlin and Louis,
2009), TNFET, HEBAZTF Y L RCBT2MERNAFIEL LTATF 2
— 7 v MUFEFE D Viechtbauer and Cheung (2010) 1€ X W BRI T W\7z28, <4
RPDART F Y RIGHEMTE 2R EREIN T rd o7z, HAR A X
TFHFI L RCBTIERBNRET NN COEENEAZLUTOX S ICEHRT 3.

SRk _ Yk — Eé)new|y(k) (enewly(k))

\/ Varg, ., lyu Cnew|Y @)

Vi 3Bk D RIESN R OHETENE, ey (FIE L 72 E T I B W THI 72 727l
FEN L BRICEE SN RBEIRERT. SR L, ABkEZRINL 72T — 2 %
U CHRH L 7287 B D im R o FR Tl Ic BT 5 P 5 L U4
ez L CRI T 5. SR IEZ OB EETH 213 L3k 2 nfETH
ZrlfetEnsm e E I 5. 2 ORRfEIE, FREES M 2SI T Llls X
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N 25%53 78 & L, SR281.96 X b mfi ¥ 7213-1.96 X W {KfETH 355
&, ARk EAEEHET B L L LT

423 A F P&

Leave-one-out RAMRGE & (3572 2 Fike LC, fER»LFHRTMET LT =
v 72D FESMRE I N T 5 (Rubin, 1984). FEETHIET LT = v 713
BHINT =2 L BEERIAXETADPOY VT ) v 7 INFERTHT — £
LDOA—HOBEEFTHET 2D TH L. XA XFPEIZZ OFEIcHE ST
HECchy, PEBAZXTF Y L RCBIFIERMEET L CORBKkOF
DREELRTIEELEUTOL I ICERT 5.

2
[yk — Ee,,,,1¢(Bnew| O]
Varenew|f(9new |$)

Di(yi, §) =

2
[yk,new - EOnewlf(gnew |E)]
Varenew|f(9new |f)

Dk,new (yk,new: f) =

Vienew RGNS v 7Y v 7L 7281 7= 7o allfik O iGN R O HEE M % K 5.
Di(yi, &) 13 71 4 ZFHFHEICHLIL TH Y, HBkDOBENROHEEME &, B
72 72 5B D TR R O L T O DD Z ek Z O4rECHE o 7 fEiE
TH 5. Dinew Vinew E)1F, Dy, ©)IT IV 2 5Bk D RN F O HEE M %
BTV O S Y TV v 7 & NT= T 7 ik Bk D YRR G O HEE fiE 10 X
ZTAEECH 5. KBTI 228ICETHOBY, FERSMEREILT 201~
Va7EEE Y T AR (MCMC) 2EHLTED, yypew T FHE% MCMC
TH YTV YT ENT 00y, 77 Bk DFERAN L L2 BRSO
FHRTMF Y TV THD. D(i, &) & Dinew Vinew §) 0> XA XF P EE LT
DXIICERT 5.

35



PDk = P[Dk(yk’ f) < Dk,new(yk,new' f)ly]

~ [ PO < Dinen inew )€ €108

P\, MCMC % RIS 2858, %> 7V ¥ 2 L 72Dy new Vinews €) 78
Dy O % Ll o el L LCHIMEN S, Py OBIEE 2 HEKIETD
5 5%k L, BREE TS5, {Bkin e Ess L

424 RERETERIWICB T 2RE/NT A —ZOEBHHETEE
REREGIFH A (scale mixtures of normals) (328 BN DR 4 72 0040 I2HE 5
LANES 3 E T A TH B (Carlin and Louis, 2009). HABEX 27 F V> 2 H T
ZRERBAERIGZUTO X5 ICERT .

model 1 y~N (0, Ax07), 0, ~N(u,12), A =1
model 2 y~N (0, Ax07), 0, ~N(u,12), Ae~Exp(2)
model 3 y~N (O, Ax07), 0, ~N(u,72), A~InvGamma(1,1)

LR T TN B BRI ICE S OES 5. —T7, RERE
IEB A TN 2 Bk O RN T XA =2 TH LI X VEEL, A
251TH 5855 (model 1) , ZEIERETT VL FERRICy, (ZIEHS AR ICHE S 23,
B3 T Ak — 2 2 DIBEIARICHE S Bier (model 2) , yy 13 ~HIEE G IS HiE
WV, 43X T R — R (L D) v AR ICHE D Bty (model 3) , v i HHE 2
DUAICHED . ZHEEBA Lt RO X O RIEHM L W EOE WA %
WREL, ZNZNDONMHICNT 2y, DL TixE Y %5l 5 2 & THNEE R
Hy2zencEs. $hbb, WOBEVHAEE L - RERAERS RO
L DEBS D EET D 256, ki3I ETH 2 ATREME D & & UE &
N3, ZEEBOZRE L 7= model 2 3 X WHHE 2 D t 04 2 {RE L 7=
model 31IC BT 21, DEEE LT, IERDMICHES T L E2R/ET DI & HAEY
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RILE L CA 28 L BA L & 75 21K 23 95% % | [0 2 354 15l BRk % AL Ui & 3
ET B EL LT

4.3 LA

KETOFHIFEHT TIE, XA XFROFAHA D b L T T X — X DFEZS M & HE
ETd0icera 7Ty F Aok (MCMC) % v 7-(Lunn et al.,

2009). R4 %, u~N(0,10000), T2~InvGamma(0.01,0.01) & K7€ L 7=.

431 18MEREEICNT 0B L

Z WL, BPEREYEEE O 2 BHEFRREOAMEZFHE L 72 X 2 7
7 U v A TH % (Rubinstein et al., 2019). FHEFHEIFE L 13, EHEER LR &
FHICH L CIEBEEEE D EMT 2L TH Y, BEOBHEZ AIBIRN <82
L72b, AIEgoRRIc s Rz fpgiicd s, cnEc, B
FHEEEOAMMEICH T 2 AEsnrn Tk, HEmXTIIBEHEFERED
BN % SEBRE O & v o TR MR IO 3 5 — MR AR & TR L 7=,
WRELEAZXTF Y v RCEBT 5FHEEE X, HREL T HRDE A DM
JE12B93 % VAS (Visual Analogue Scale) %> ODI (Oswestry Disability Index) 2§
Z 100 IR L 722 a7 Ch 5. HHEFEREL & —RINRIERZ L 72 23 D
R T2 RARXFA X T F Y 2DHERE LT, ZhREEL =L L
BEDOMREEX 4.1 1R, REESEEETH 256, BB O FE
F13114.65CH Y, REMORmVRERcH o7, FEic, Rk 16, R
18, &l 23 DIBFARN R O HEE M 13 T HIEHRAN R DO HEEME A b TR RV ICHEI T
Wiz, SFEEER O FEH T -3.18 (95 %S XM 1 —7.97~1.61) TH -
7z.
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SMT Control

Study Mean SD total Mean SD total Estimate MD 95% Crl
1 39.00 1800 50 37.00 18.00 95 1:—"— 156 [-4.25; 7.49]
2 39.00 1800 50 36.00 20.00 96 e 240 [-3.65; 8.44]
3 34.00 1900 62 36.00 22.00 43 —— 212 [-9.67; 5.44]
4 20.00 2000 35 16.70 13.30 68 1:--'— 253 [-4.37; 9.35]
5 20.00 2000 35 15.00 13.30 68 T 402 [-2.87; 11.13]
6 34.90 3120 60 26.60 33.50 61 -i-—'— 542 [-469; 1569]
7 37.50 2890 32 36.50 33.80 28 — -0.62 [-13.18; 12.13]
8 17.40 2230 123 2340 20.70 112 —'i— -5.79 [-11.09; -0.49]
9 30.50 1500 22 27.00 15.00 34 H 255 [-4.89; 10.11]
10 30.50 1500 22 30.00 15.00 35 - 0.01 [-7.35; 7.56]
11 27.63 1931 83 3347 1949 16 —'1:-— -5.34 [-14.72; 3.87]
12 2949 1929 90 3347 1949 16 T -3.79 [-13.22; 5.51]
13 2580 1930 45 2130 12.80 42 . 366 [-2.87; 10.19]
14 34.00 19.00 169 36.00 19.00 169 L3 -2.04 [-6.03; 1.92]
15 31.00 1800 169 35.00 20.00 168 - -396 [-7.95; 0.04]
16 12.00 1100 25 4960 890 25 —+ i -35.09 [-40.59; -29.46]
17 24.00 26,70 19 20.00 17.80 22 — T 1.68 [-10.00; 13.37]
18 20.30 620 35 3970 7.10 35 - -19.01 [-22.12;-15.94]
19 36.00 1440 92 4400 13.40 80 —'—E -7.80 [-11.81; -3.71]
20 4899 2216 316 4893 21.49 228 el -0.05 [-3.72; 3.58]
21 20.80 1200 57 21.00 16.00 56 -i-'— -042 [-5.52; 4.60]
22 2550 2650 20 1470 17.30 17 ' 6.14 [-5.53; 18.19]
23 4280 2250 18 70.00 2410 12 —'—i -17.21  [-31.64; -3.54]
mean 1629 1526 : -3.18 [-7.97; 1.61]
prediction -3.08 [-24.82; 18.82]

| T T T 1
40 20 0 20 40

Favors Favors
SMT Control

4.1 1BMEEYREE IS 2IRRED A XA 2T F U v RICB T 5 ER

HOYHEICONWTD T+ LA Ny b

s DA PR, e LR, ~A X PEE K 4.1 1C, RERALERSD
MBI B RENT A — X OREERMEEMER 42 1087, HOEEREE, 55 16
250490 &b <, BABR 18 2% 0.265, #BR 23 2% 0.222 & HERI 2o 72, KR
LA I X0 LCRit I - adBRiE, 3B 16 5 X UEER23 TH -
7z, Fl, XAXPWPHEIC K VAANEE LT S 2Bk ix, SR 16 D A
Thotz, RERGIERSMICETZRE T XA -2 ORHMEMIC LY Hn
e Lo nailifld, “HEEROA 2 ROE L 25A eSS, HlE
2D A ZGE L 7B A 3R 16, FABR 18, SR 23 TH o7, BFfED R\
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SHEREELAS L O e @ L TOtnfa e it S 7z o i3EdBR 16 TH 1,

BLOHE 23 I 5 0080 IFIEREEIC LV Bir o 7.

AR 18

K41 NRIEFEZ IR L L 218 MHEYR B 1SN 2 IBRIED ~ 4 XX &
T F Y 2 AT B T B A EE, PR LIRS, B X A4 R PE

AR AR ER AT FRE(LsRE ~ A i P fE
1 0.078 0.485 0.639
2 0.093 0.580 0.580
3 0.015 0.111 0.923
4 0.095 0.608 0.570
5 0.121 0.772 0.469
6 0.145 1.088 0.348
7 0.042 0.388 0.764
8 0.047 -0.261 0.787
9 0.096 0.627 0.561
10 0.052 0.343 0.751
11 0.037 -0.245 0.811
12 0.013 -0.073 0.940
13 0.115 0.725 0.500
14 0.017 0.111 0.921
15 0.016 -0.075 0.931
16 0.490 -5.254 0.005
17 0.080 0.669 0.583
18 0.265 -1.634 0.137
19 0.080 -0.449 0.645
20 0.051 0.303 0.768
21 0.045 0.279 0.787
22 0.156 1.329 0.285
23 0.222 -2.340 0.086
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K42 FNRIEEZ IR L L 28R B IS 2 B RE D ~ A XA X
7Y ADRERGEMDMICE T 5 RE T A — 2 ORERAEEM

- —EEBO t A
BT [B%IEMIXE]  Pr(, 2 1)  HHHEFY [95%EMKXE]  Pr(d, = 1)
1 1.88 [0.04, 7.15] 0.584 2.79 [0.26, 13.15] 0.550
2 1.89 [0.05, 7.06] 0.587 2.97 [0.29, 15.37] 0.610
3 1.81[0.04, 6.85] 0.567 2.28[0.24, 11.21] 0.481
4 1.86 [0.04, 7.04] 0.579 3.05 [0.28, 13.95] 0.589
5 1.95 [0.05, 7.12] 0.603 4.19 [0.34, 18.70] 0.690
6 1.98 [0.06, 6.87] 0.621 4.04[0.38, 19.11] 0.722
7 1.59 [0.04, 6.20] 0.514 2.12 [0.23, 10.36] 0.451
8 1.87 [0.05, 6.81] 0.587 4.77 [0.36, 23.16] 0.768
9 1.84[0.05, 6.72] 0.584 2.74[0.28, 13.33] 0.578
10 1.83 [0.05, 6.64] 0.582 2.41[0.24, 11.25] 0.486
11 1.72 [0.04, 6.44] 0.551 3.00 [0.29, 13.96] 0.590
12 1.68 [0.04, 6.29] 0.548 2.60 [0.25, 11.51] 0.521
13 1.90 [0.05, 7.04] 0.590 3.74 [0.32, 19.08] 0.688
14 1.89 [0.05, 6.95] 0.585 2.85[0.26, 12.61] 0.547
15 1.93 [0.05, 7.17] 0.596 4.4310.32, 21.33] 0.702
16 5.37 [0.19, 15.19] 0.871 155.78 [16.45, 771.98] 1.000
17 1.69 [0.04, 6.26] 0.551 2.56 [0.25, 10.75] 0.508
18 2.39 [0.06, 8.85] 0.655 123.45 [3.16, 572.41] 0.990
19 1.93 [0.04, 7.12] 0.594 11.28 [0.46, 58.67] 0.904
20 1.95 [0.06, 7.07] 0.606 2.64 [0.25, 13.19] 0.530
21 1.89 [0.05, 7.09] 0.588 2.34[0.24, 11.33] 0.491
22 2.05 [0.06, 7.20] 0.638 4.19[0.41, 19.68] 0.751
23 2.93[0.19, 8.63] 0.824 10.73 [1.08, 51.41] 0.980

T 72, BEFHEIRE & IR IREE IR L 7 23 OBRICH 92 ~ A4 X3
ARTF ) v AOFERE LT, REFELZEECIEEL LG AORREE N
42107, ARERRE O FER 13080 TH Y, HBR 16, R 18 DIBGFIE
DOHEEE LV ENBESN ROHEEM 2 S EEMICHEL TV e, FERaEI RO F

B 1x 027 (95 %fE AKX : -0.67~0.10) TH - 7.

40



SMT Control

Study Mean SD total Mean SD total Estimate SMD 95% Crl
1 39.00 1800 50 37.00 1800 95 i-;'- 0.10 [-0.24; 0.43]
2 39.00 1800 50 36.00 2000 96 i 0.14 [-0.20; 0.47]
3 3400 1900 62 36.00 2200 43 - -0.10 [-0.48; 0.28]
4 20.00 2000 35 16.70 1330 68 E—*— 0.18 [-0.22; 0.57]
5 20.00 2000 35 15.00 1330 68 A 0.28 [-0.12; 0.69]
6 3490 3120 60 2660 3350 61 i*- 0.23 [-0.12; 0.58]
7 3750 2890 32 36.50 3380 28 i 0.01 [-0.48; 0.49]
8 17.40 2230 123 2340 2070 112 - -0.28 [-0.53;-0.02]
9 3050 1500 22 27.00 1500 34 i—*— 0.18 [-0.33; 0.70]
10 3050 1500 22 30.00 1500 35 ne 0.01 [-0.50; 0.52]
11 2763 1931 83 3347 1949 16 T -0.30 [-0.82; 0.21]
12 2949 1929 90 3347 1949 16 - -0.21 [-0.73; 0.31]
13 2580 1930 45 2130 1280 42 i--'— 0.24 [-0.18; 0.65]
14 34.00 19.00 169 36.00 19.00 169 i -0.11 [-0.32; 0.10]
15 31.00 18.00 169 35.00 20.00 168 B -0.21 [-0.42; 0.00]
16 12.00 11.00 25 4960 890 25 — i -287 [-3.82;-1.93]
17 2400 26.70 19 20.00 1780 22 B 0.12 [-046; 0.70]
18 2030 620 353970 710 35 — I -2.50 [-3.19;-1.83]
19 36.00 1440 92 4400 1340 80 -*'r -0.56 [-0.86;-0.26]
20 4899 2216 316 48.93 2149 228 n -0.00 [-0.17; 0.17]
21 2080 1200 57 21.00 16.00 56 ™ -0.03 [-0.39; 0.33]
22 2550 2650 20 1470 1730 17 ' 0.36 [-0.24; 0.98]
23 4280 2250 18 70.00 2410 12 —'—i -0.98 [-1.73;-0.25]
mean 1629 1526 : -0.27 [-0.67; 0.10]
prediction | : | : -0.27 [-2.09; 1.56]

4 -2 0 2 4

Favors Favors

SMT Control
42 BHEEYREEICN T 2IREEDO A XA X T U v RICB T 555

O ZEIC DOV TCD T+ LA 7 ay b

BRI DA R, EEME(LIRAE, <A X PEZ &K 431, RERAIERS

icE T 5 RN T A — 2 DRRMEEMZ R 4.4 1T, HREREE,

2% 0.510,

B 16
AR 18 23 0484 Lm0 T2, LR A B XU A XPEPEICK D

e Uit a a3k, windHAR e X0 E 18 cho72. R

EREATFRSHICB T IREANAT XA —-ZOERIEEHEICL VINEE L THEE
IN-HEL, “HEEEOMEEBHE 2D iR IRE L -0 hoga b i
B 16, bR 18, bR 23 TH o 7=,

ek, W16 XU 181X 2 DEHlD
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JREFCT, A LTSN oN, SA TRV A I7BEWwEF K
INTWW

K43 REEZEEL AL L 2B EERER O 2 1GEREDO~ [ X
WA LT Y > 2T BT B A, FRELRGE, 3 XL U~ A X P A

AR AR ER AT FRE(LsRE ~ A i P fE
1 0.074 0.430 0.668
2 0.081 0.479 0.635
3 0.039 0.198 0.848
4 0.088 0.537 0.599
5 0.105 0.658 0.518
6 0.097 0.592 0.557
7 0.058 0.341 0.749
8 0.008 0.001 0.990
9 0.088 0.563 0.588
10 0.058 0.343 0.742
11 0.004 -0.024 0.969
12 0.020 0.081 0.945
13 0.098 0.610 0.555
14 0.039 0.191 0.851
15 0.020 0.075 0.948
16 0.510 -5.957 0.002
17 0.079 0.502 0.634
18 0.484 -4.293 0.012
19 0.043 -0.325 0.730
20 0.058 0.311 0.757
21 0.053 0.292 0.776
22 0.119 0.831 0.437
23 0.125 -0.980 0.364
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K44 HREEZEECFEEL L 2BEERER IS T 2 16FEO~ 4 X
MAXTF V) ZDOREREGIERDIMICIH T 5 RN T X — 2 DRRAMEEHE

- —EEBO t A

BT [B%IEMIXE]  Pr(, 2 1)  HHHEFY [95%EMKXE]  Pr(d, = 1)
1 1.65 [0.04, 6.27] 0.540 2.49 [0.25, 12.50] 0.533
2 1.75 [0.05, 6.57] 0.564 2.77[0.26, 13.67] 0.563
3 1.57 [0.03, 6.28] 0.497 2.43[0.25, 11.69] 0.518
4 1.77 [0.05, 6.62] 0.572 3.01[0.27, 14.43] 0.577
5 2.13[0.09, 7.30] 0.673 3.49 [0.30, 17.83] 0.656
6 2.00 [0.07, 7.05] 0.631 3.56 [0.29, 17.95] 0.638
7 1.44 [0.03, 5.95] 0.466 2.41[0.24, 11.47] 0.484
8 2.11[0.07, 7.23] 0.652 4.35 [0.30, 22.07] 0.678
9 1.73 [0.06, 6.42] 0.568 2.54 [0.26, 12.53] 0.551
10 1.42 [0.03, 5.83] 0.457 2.19 [0.23, 10.89] 0.486
11 1.76 [0.06, 6.55] 0.574 2.92[0.28, 14.16] 0.587
12 1.56 [0.04, 6.01] 0.509 2.38[0.25, 12.14] 0.524
13 1.94 [0.08, 6.84] 0.621 3.54[0.29, 15.96] 0.627
14 1.75 [0.04, 6.45] 0.558 3.02 [0.26, 15.05] 0.564
15 1.92 [0.05, 6.78] 0.607 3.59 [0.28, 19.30] 0.632
16 8.48 [3.95, 15.85] 1.000 61.86 [6.38, 270.72] 1.000
17 1.54 [0.04, 6.12] 0.495 2.52[0.25, 11.47] 0.515
18 8.95 [4.17, 16.48] 1.000 66.82 [7.27, 332.11] 1.000
19 3.33[0.24, 9.35] 0.861 10.84 [0.48, 52.95] 0.896
20 1.80 [0.05, 6.84] 0.565 3.21[0.26, 15.63] 0.566
21 1.52 [0.03, 6.05] 0.496 2.51[0.24, 11.47] 0.508
22 2.23[0.17, 7.19] 0.716 4.87[0.34, 17.78] 0.678
23 3.52[0.81, 9.12] 0.952 9.18 [0.82, 42.77] 0.953

432 ZEVBIIEBEE IS 50858

ZDHEHIL, OARDBRCKERBEREE NI L=y - Ty ItT
vy v RHEEROEMMEEFHUMG L 72 X 27 F Y > A TH % (Bangalore et al.,
2017). L=V - TvoAT vy v REEFEER, LDARO WL EREINRE B S
FOLMEA XY P TZMGFT 2 LT, ZOFEHZNA F T4 v Tl
MR XNy, BUTIREE L LB EoMRciE 7 7 e Rich 356
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SIEDS R TV 7ed o 7z, JREWSCCTIEFHIER 2L T, LIMESE, LAfE
ZE, PLOIE, AR, GO %, MATEEERG, BEREFSE, BXOAEFERICK
LAEEFRIEE L, WA AV Y AEETEEOFEE, Hr0E T TR LT
L=y - Ty oA T vy VRIIEROGHMEZFHMEL 72, XfRE LA XTF
V¥R, FHRIEEE 1,000 NEY 2D oETEOLE L, TTeREXNIHE
Lv =y - Tyt 7 vy v RIEEEORMMEZGFHEIL 72 18 D 7 v X 44l
HABRIC L 2D TH Y, ZOFEFIIHTEA XA ZTF Y > ROFER
X 43103, BB O FZR 13013 TH Y, EERICEER 4 DIGER)
R OHEEM L IR OHEE ML OETRICHEN T 7z, FIERREIR O
RT3 0.82 (95 %fE XM : 0.65~1.03) TH o7z,
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RASI Control

Study events total events total Estimate RR 95% Crl
1 2 80 8 79 —'—i—— 0.67 [0.31;1.25]
2 8 673 6 655 e 0.94 [0.52;1.77]
3 2 149 3 149 —_— 0.80 [0.40;1.58]
4 47 478 99 344 —E— i 0.41 [0.29;0.58]
5 375 6110 420 6108 u 0.89 [0.78;1.01]
6 482 48645 569 4652 - 0.85 [0.76;0.95]
7 28 1280 28 1273 T 0.92 [0.61;1.42]
8 47 422 47 466 -— 1.02 [0.73;1.43]
9 4 203 11 203 —'—i—— 0.66 [0.33;1.20]
10 16 308 25 309 — T 0.72 [045;1.13]
11 299 4158 334 4132 - 0.89 [0.77;1.02]
12 12 150 12 75 — T 0.67 [0.38;1.10]
13 40 631 37 621 —— 0.98 [0.68;1.42]
14 27 878 27 872 —i—'-— 0.92 [0.61;1.42]
15 0 75 0 73 —_— T 0.83 [0.39;1.78]
16 13 564 3 540 —i——'— 1.18 [0.64;2.66]
17 8 229 11 231 —_— T 0.79 [045;1.37]
18 364 2954 349 2972 i—'— 1.04 [0.90;1.19]
mean 1774 23987 1989 23754 < 0.82 [0.65; 1.03]
prediction | -'=|:’-—_-_‘|r===" : | 0.82 [0.38; 1.72]

0.2 0.5 1 2 5

Favors Favors

RASI Control

43 RERBNEREREZ TN 2 BIREDO A ZfA 2T F ) v RITH T

ZRERBEOITELRDIIcOVWTD 7+ LA N 7Fay b

Z DRG0 GABRE DR PR, BEHE(LRAE, _A XM PHEX 451, R
BATERSHICE T B REAT 2 —2 ORBIMEEME R 4.6 1R, MR HEHE
1%, BBR 4250534 Lixb @ o, FEUREICIVINES L TR T
ToallBid, SR 1, BER4, B9, Sl6eTho7. 7, XA XWPAEIC
KohinfEe Lol nZzalbiid, S4B LO0EER16 THo7z. REEA
ERSMICE T 2 AT A — 2 OREHEEMIC X VINfEE L TR S iz
BRI, “EEBOMEANE L 2SARFEST, HHRE 20 92 KEL
7Ga 3R 4 TH o 72, BUED 2 X ERELUL eI cHOE L ThbnfiE
ol cb o, Hbx1, Hbro, HBRilesHmtianzr» L5 v
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IR X DV B o7z, ZoFEHIOJEEwRX T, HuE e Ll & vzl
ERDON, REODANA T RY R BARHLEERINT W,

K45 LEEBIREEERE ST 2RBEEORA XA LT F Y > AICET
% MO EEE, RS, 35 X A X P A

AR AR ER AT FRE(LsRE ~ A i P fE
1 0.124 -3.244 0.160
2 0.054 1.195 0.482
3 0.032 -0.547 0.832
4 0.534 -5.952 0.038
5 0.034 0.218 0.808
6 0.007 0.085 0.924
7 0.051 0.499 0.665
8 0.107 0.795 0.461
9 0.132 -2.209 0.232
10 0.088 -0.653 0.592
11 0.032 0.210 0.816
12 0.136 -1.347 0.352
13 0.085 0.686 0.531
14 0.050 0.496 0.665
15 0.015 0.438 0.931
16 0.155 4.620 0.028
17 0.036 -0.295 0.847
18 0.122 0.671 0.482
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K46 WELEBIRKEEE ST 2RREDORAXR|A LT F Y X ZADRE
REIEMDGICE T 2 RENT A — 2 OFRHEEM

- ZEEBO t A

B [B%IEMIXE]  Pr(, 2 1)  HEVFH [B5%EMKXE]  Pr(d, 2 1)
1 2.54[0.41, 7.53] 0.820 4.4410.47, 21.92] 0.785
2 1.67 [0.08, 6.23] 0.546 2.50 [0.26, 11.87] 0.518
3 1.32 [0.03, 5.64] 0.424 2.23[0.23,9.93] 0.454
4 5.22 [0.39, 12.40] 0.938 30.50 [1.08, 158.11] 0.977
5 1.85 [0.05, 6.98] 0.578 3.18 [0.26, 15.53] 0.578
6 1.89 [0.05, 6.99] 0.589 3.45[0.27, 18.84] 0.595
7 1.50 [0.03, 6.00] 0.489 2.30 [0.24, 10.79] 0.487
8 1.80 [0.05, 6.58] 0.585 3.11[0.26, 14.10] 0.568
9 2.38[0.27, 7.26] 0.771 4.44 [0.40, 20.45] 0.749
10 1.80 [0.07, 6.57] 0.584 2.97 [0.29, 14.99] 0.604
11 1.80 [0.04, 6.78] 0.558 2.95 [0.26, 16.32] 0.574
12 2.22[0.16, 7.12] 0.717 4.33[0.36, 18.28] 0.719
13 1.68 [0.05, 6.31] 0.547 2.55 [0.24, 13.16] 0.537
14 1.49 [0.03, 6.00] 0.487 2.51[0.23, 11.63] 0.489
15 1.10 [0.01, 5.33] 0.349 2.12[0.22, 9.50] 0.431
16 3.35[0.77, 8.78] 0.945 7.34[0.73, 36.85] 0.932
17 1.43[0.03, 5.78] 0.465 2.37[0.23,10.17] 0.477
18 2.07 [0.06, 7.38] 0.631 5.21 [0.27, 21.63] 0.637

4.3.3 IFIRMEFRIE D BT D 2 BUNERIRFEAE ) R 7

ZOHEFE, THLRA P TRy FHALEENICHANER RV EEI NS
#§1-¢ % Y (Vounzoulaki et al., 2020), EURMEIRIEEE O 2 MBEIRIFORIE ) X 7 %
Al L7 A 27 F ) R TH B, MURBEPRIF IZAEIR P 9] 0 T2 & L 2 R
DIFRHEFE CTH Y, ERIC2EBERFNERIEST 2 ) A7HTFLLTAIbNT
W5, INETOWMETRRATEELS LB AERE L ZRIEY X7 DEE
Ml 23T CTH Y, FEFGm XTI EOHIRIED H 2 Ltk e R & L
72 20 DWFFEIC X 0 FEM 2 RHT 2 4T 5 72, &WF9RIC 51 2 I IRBEIR R 35 X Of 2 B

WERR X, FEOFEEDHA ¥ T4 vEFEITXSIMMEE ~E27oe Yy Ale
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(HbAlc), ¥ & URRIEAMAE coMPEEDILHEIC X Y BB E i, WReE
L7z 2 BIBERRIRFEAE D U A 7 e S REHR & L 22 /BNt 37 2 _ A XA 2 7
F VU RADFERZK 4.4 10T, BB BOFER 2059 TH o . HiE
ANz Y A7 O FHTFHEIL9.92 (95 %EHIXMH 1 6.54~1539) TH Y, Ik
BEERIG D BEED & 2 LY DFAE ) R 27 1315 # MBHE D HEIRIE D & 5 2tk & Hik

LCH10fEE W 3R B I N,

GDM Control
Study T2DM total T2DM total Estimate RR 95% Crl
1 21 229 1 60 : 8.05 [2.36; 26.74]
2 96 696 0 70 i 1152 [3.07;47.18]
3 11 78 0 89 i 12.27 [3.23;49.08]
4 1125 11270 1067 174146 o 16.27 [15.00; 17.65]
5 895 9118 142 37281 i — 2535 [21.22;30.17]
6 73 119 14 240 — 1042 [6.27,17.20]
7 28 489 1 385 | 13.00 [3.98; 45.65]
8 13 35 8 489 'i—'— 18.45 [9.09; 38.09]
9 405 5470 16 783 _— 406 [2.53; 6.51]
10 71 620 22 868 — 488 [3.12; 7.64]
11 10 28 0 52 : 13.21 [3.57;54.06]
12 14 68 0 39 | 1116 [2.86; 44.43]
13 49 476 93 1982 - : 238 [1.72; 3.30]
14 7755 33203 22479 1016905 3 10.57 [10.32;10.82]
15 773 3851 128 11553 | 17.92 [14.89; 21.54]
16 3 107 0 73 : 8.54 [2.15;33.52]
17 53 295 1 111 ] 1269 [3.85;44.79]
18 40 216 1 83 —i-'— 11.67 [3.54; 39.53]
19 327 1142 1067 18856 * 5.08 [4.57; 5.66]
20 207 446 19 352 —'i— 8.71 [5.62;13.37]
mean 11969 67956 25059 1264417 — 9.92 [6.54; 15.39]
prediction I—=|————_——?l——__—;—l | 9.88 [2.02; 48.52]
1 2 5 10 20 50 100
Risk greater Risk greater
in Control in GDM

Xl 4.4 EHRGEIRIF OB ED 2 BIBEIRIFFIEY R 27 Z3Hii L 72~ A4 X|WA LT

FUV L RICBFIWEHFD Y Z7HICOWTDO 7+ L A 7ay b
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Z ORGIOTE I O PR, FUELRAE, A XM PEEK 471, RJE
BAEBDHICE T ZRENAT X — 2 OBREHEME L 4.8 1R, MR HHEE
FOTHOME DKL, ZOHTIIWFFE 13 280.048 & i d miv o 7z, LK
EICk DAL Lt nzaliig, i 13osrchot. £, ~A
AP S L CRERAERSMICE T B RENT A — 2 OREHEEMIC XY
SR e LTI 2RI, WIERDETEL e o 72,

K47 MARVERRIR O D 2 BIBERIFFAE Y R 7 2 @il L 72 = A4 XA 27
7V v T BT B A EHEE, PRHE(LIRAE, 5 X U~ A X P E

i AT (e ~ A XY P A
1 0.009 -0.749 0.642
2 0.004 0.852 0.676
3 0.006 1.227 0.552
4 0.017 0.654 0.511
5 0.039 1.370 0.218
6 0.001 0.067 0.940
7 0.009 1.013 0.535
8 0.022 1.100 0.342
9 0.032 -1.383 0.221
10 0.027 -1.056 0.334
11 0.009 1.724 0.400
12 0.003 0.653 0.744
13 0.048 -2.380 0.066
14 0.000 0.073 0.928
15 0.021 0.805 0.430
16 0.006 -0.920 0.672
17 0.008 0.883 0.581
18 0.004 0.549 0.730
19 0.025 -0.904 0.384
20 0.007 -0.192 0.860
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K48 MEYRMERRIE O BT D 2 BIBEPRIGFEIE Y A 7 Z 3l L 7=~ A XA X T
F IV AORERAEIERMMRICE T 2 RENT A — 2 ORBEHEEH

. —EEBO t A

BT [B%IEMIXE]  Pr(, 2 1)  HHHEFY [95%EMKXE]  Pr(d, = 1)
1 1.59 [0.04, 6.46] 0.502 2.34[0.25, 11.53] 0.523
2 1.42 [0.03, 5.74] 0.468 2.28[0.24,11.12] 0.487
3 1.52 [0.04, 5.86] 0.504 2.56 [0.25, 12.14] 0.511
4 2.01[0.05, 7.34] 0.612 6.37 [0.26, 34.69] 0.621
5 2.02 [0.06, 7.40] 0.615 8.95 [0.27, 54.64] 0.645
6 1.86 [0.05, 6.80] 0.586 3.37[0.26, 17.47] 0.585
7 1.62 [0.05, 6.31] 0.522 2.740.25, 12.91] 0.531
8 1.93 [0.05, 6.82] 0.615 3.98 [0.27, 19.41] 0.617
9 2.11[0.05, 7.45] 0.633 6.60 [0.28, 35.44] 0.671
10 2.05 [0.05, 7.37] 0.621 5.17 [0.28, 27.68] 0.647
11 1.76 [0.07, 6.52] 0.571 2.78[0.27, 13.28] 0.559
12 1.39 [0.02, 5.65] 0.454 2.56 [0.23, 10.75] 0.492
13 2.40 [0.07, 8.65] 0.666 18.14 [0.30, 116.00] 0.734
14 2.00 [0.05, 7.36] 0.604 10.15 [0.27, 41.99] 0.633
15 1.96 [0.05, 7.33] 0.593 6.48 [0.27, 29.85] 0.627
16 1.49 [0.03, 6.10] 0.478 2.26 [0.24, 11.42] 0.497
17 1.55 [0.03, 5.98] 0.508 2.38[0.25, 12.20] 0.523
18 1.47 [0.03, 5.83] 0.480 2.37[0.24, 11.81] 0.497
19 2.06 [0.06, 7.54] 0.625 7.92 [0.27, 40.43] 0.637
20 1.86 [0.05, 6.87] 0.586 3.51[0.26, 19.88] 0.602

4.3.4 FE RO REBREREFE IO T 2 HHENA T 0A( F&E

Z OHEFNE, AR O FIREEAE ISR (IO 3 B iR~ DRI L E X T =
A Y5 0HMEZFHEG L 72 A 2 77 1 ¥ 2 T&d % (Saccone and Berghella,
2016). A VERERESEFEMERF I O FEGEDL RN TH 5 T LI X 2 fEETH
b, RERICIIAOhZEETH S, FIBKEAT v PG IERED Y —
77O R VEETRHERT D720, IR 24~33 3B O I b~ O 57 A RIS BT
BERERIED Y 2 7 B X OCEEEZKHT 2 & L8 ME STz, TR 34
E LARE DI 351 2 A E T AREC a0 o 72, JRE RS CIAER 34 800 F
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THEICAY Z 5 R HEBRITREZNRE LT T 7R 2 3EREEZNHE L7z
6 D7 v X LMEHBEARRIC X AT 21T o 72, WRE LRHHlICNT 5
NAZFAZTF Y > ZDFERZK 45 1T, RERE B H%F1130.56
THolz. MAINT) X7 HOFERTIFIL0.73 (95 %EHXMH - 0.38 ~

1.52) THo 7=,
Corticosteroids Control
Study events total events total Estimate RR  95% Crl
1 11 373 24 446 —'—:‘— 060 [0.32;1.07]
2 8 50 2 50 ; 1.36 [0.51;5.76]
3 36 143 30 130 — 1.01 [0.68; 1.55]
4 18 228 52 224 — | 0.40 [0.24;0.68]
5 79 1427 89 1400 - 0.85 [0.64;1.14]
6 4 616 10 611 —'—3—— 0.54 [0.21;1.23]
i

mean 156 2837 207 2861 g 0.73 [0.38; 1.52]
prediction 0.73 [0.14; 4.23]
[ T | I | | |

01 02 05 1 2 5 10

Favors Favors
Corticosteroids Control

X 45 AW OIFIRESERERAEFEAE IS 3 5 HHEERT A 7 0 4 NG D~ A4 X

WAZTFYV o RIcBITFrREBEHFEOY 27 iIconwTCDO 74+ LA F Ay b

Z ORW| 0GR O EERE, FELRE, A XM PEEK 491, RJE
RATEHDAICE T 2 REANT A — 2 OFEHEEME K 4.10 1733, M EERHE
(Z3BR 4 25 0.596 L b EiA o 7z, IRHELEEIC X DA nfE L LTI
L, B2 DA TH o7, AR P L L CRERGERSHICET 2
REANT X — 2 ORBMEMIC X VA NEL LRI 286, wind
L b o7z,

o1



# 4.9 HEROMREBIEFERERIEICN T 2 HERTAT A PG4 X
WA 2T FY o 2T 2 M EHHE, IR, 5 X 4 R P A

Al AE A BRI E ~ A X P
1 0.233 -0.317 0.683
2 0.462 2.520 0.118
3 0.306 0.478 0.535
4 0.596 -1.354 0.275
5 0.106 0.184 0.765
6 0.293 -0.688 0.491

F 410 HE R OIS AREFEREFE ICN T 2 HERT A T v 4 N5 oG %01
B L 72 _A XFRAZTF I ZAORERAETERSGICB T ZREANAT X —
2 DFEEHET(E

. CHEEEBOO t oA
HE I [95%EHIXR] Pr(de 2 1)  HFHERVH[95%ERXE]  Pr(d, 2 1)
1 1.74 [0.05, 6.68] 0.558 3.13[0.25, 14.78] 0.569
2 2.82 [0.24, 8.31] 0.830 5.73 [0.40, 30.03] 0.821
3 2.10 [0.06, 7.36] 0.638 4.47 [0.28, 24.24] 0.644
4 2.39 [0.07, 8.06] 0.695 6.23 [0.30, 33.33] 0.722
5 1.98 [0.05, 7.28] 0.609 4.2110.27, 23.81] 0.619
6 1.78 [0.05, 6.64] 0.575 3.38[0.27, 14.77] 0.577

~
g,

3.5 BE T

INE CORGNEH L THAEECHNE L L TR 3 L7z ilBR &2 FRAb L 72 &
B OMEER 41ITRT, 431 HOEHI T, MREEIFEETH 38
&, “HEBDMMORE T A — 2 OREHEEELSNcHu@m L ThbnE & HE
INTBR 16 ZERIN T 2 2 & CFIEEA RN L, BRI B0 K i
WO UTe, E7, RIEESEEC T2 Ch 256, B LERES XU~ A
AP PETHAE L LT S n 7250 16 3 X ORAUR 18 2RI 375 2 & TF
ERAFEN R R L, SERE D EUTRIEICEP L7z, BB 23 2 X 51

C
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BRo‘ 2 2 LT X 2 FEEIRES RS L CRBF B T 2 B R DT TH
o7z, 432HQHEFITIE, “HFBOGMORE T A — 2 DREHEEMESILC
58 U THMUIE & HE & 7z 4 R BRIV B 2 & TR R 0N L,
RERME BRI L 72, 433 B X W 434 THOHEFITIX, Wb sk
X DA &HE S e 1 ERBRZ BRI L 7228, PENBIRZIR 3 X OGAERE
DRI BB I DT TH 5 72,
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F4.11

SAnfE e LT & L7z 38R 2 BRI L 72 B o A el 2R

W fiih e L e o T P el
Wil Xl R TII0SIEHK]  TI [95% 1 X )
4313 T E ot - -3.18[-7.97, 1.61] 114.65 [55.21, 222.00]
e (L 16, 23 -1.10 [4.23, 2.22] 38.79[16.80, 81.18]
~A R Pl 16 -1.62 [4.91, 1.73] 4434 [18.25, 94.66]
RN Z A — 2 (ZERBOMN) - - -
RN T A =& (t574) 16, 18, 23 -0.53 [-2.47, 1.81] 7.8310.04, 26.52]
[ (A =P 2R - -0.27 [-0.67, 0.10] 0.80 [0.36, 1.61]
BRI 16, 18 -0.03 [-0.15, 0.09] 0.04[0.01, 0.11]
~ A X Pl 16, 18 -0.03 [-0.15, 0.09] 0.04[0.01, 0.11]
REEAS 2 — 2 (“EIEBOMR) 16, 18, 23 -0.01 [-0.13, 0.11] 0.03 [0.01, 0.09]
REEA A — % (t54) 16,18, 23 -0.01 [-0.13, 0.11] 0.03 [0.01, 0.09]
4327 FEUHE 2R - 0.82[0.65, 1.03] 0.13 [0.03, 0.37]
(ke 1,4,9,16 0.92 [0.81, 1.04] 0.02 [0.00, 0.07]
~ 4 R Pl 4,16 0.90 [0.79, 1.02] 0.02 [0.00, 0.08]
RPN T A =2 (ZEREMN) - - -
REEAS 2 —% (¢5346) 4 0.91 [0.80, 1.04] 0.02 [0.00, 0.09]
433 Y27k vy - 9.92 [6.54, 15.39] 0.5910.25, 1.29]
i@ 13 11.08 [7.59, 16.38] 0.42 [0.16, 1.00]
~ A X P K - - -
RPN T A =2 (ZEREMN) - - -
RIS 2= 2 o) - - -
4347 VA7 oGt - 0.7310.38, 1.52] 0.56 [0.03, 2.78]
e (LR 2 0.41 [0.02, 1.99]

~ A4 X P fiE
RE T X —2 (ZEFEEN)
JEANT A — & (t5370)

0.63 [0.32, 1.15]
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44 EE

ARTF )L ATEHANEL 72 25 ABRANRA T 2 v[REMED B 0, AANfEOTT
ETICBWTHRIN T IRESTZITS 720, LOFEMINETDH 5
2, ThxoRENEBHITELI LR ONDG, T, BEEOTET Y
ARWERETE0DAZTFY LR LT, WERERORIEEZ [ < S
TEBLAYFT =2 AT F VL RCEFETFELHARINTETCNI DD
(Noma et al., 2020; Zhang et al., 2015), FDJASHV LN TV 5 DITHA R A X
THIVVATHS, ABETRELLEFER, M IMOMiTE T2, HEAR
ART F Y RICE T BHEREICH L TOOMUEDRR B X % D8 @
ZWNC L0, BRESHTCRAAT ER e T RERBER T T8 TE DL
E25.

M REAE, LR, <A XMW PE, B X UOREREGERSFICET IR
FEN T A — X DEBHEEMEDEEE 4 > OF %8 U CHER L 7=, FTRRRE L
ARTF VL RCENTRS LD D 2 FEHEN RN 4 2 8 % Ks
503, ERAIMUETH 55 &9 MR C Il 2 2 Lk TE &
W, 77, BRI EERBR O RIS R OHEEE & #1 7- alBR o mE R o F
BT MAICE T 2 P L otz K3 2481 CH b, FHIfEITICE VTR
RN T2 LT N IR ZRINT 2 2 & TE L, LaLl, 432
HE X433 HOHEH| O X 5 IR 0.1 BEOFER M s hTH Y,
FIPRBIRICN T 2B DR WEBTh o Th I N, 2, "X
MPERFHRTHETATF 2y 7 & LCRAIOHPREC L VIELZET L
IC BT B BR DR R OHEE E oM X & KW 2451 Ch 5. HHIFFHTIC
B CTIHEEERE X VR I nAFBIE b R v oo, HEMICAN TN T
FXTREEE DS 0.4 DL_E O FEEREN R I T 2 B hom w2 2 &
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NTER, 2 LT, RERAER M IIHEREOBENROEEO o€ T

ISR fE% & 2 2 ERFRLAEZETATH Y, FEEMBITICHWON S IE
R-TERLE 7V DRGE I3 2 508 ) % 3l 9 2 F£ TH 5. Carlin and Louis
(2009) IC X > TIREINTH O X[ AROHENZMOTFELE LTEL %L
DIGHMEICE DN TH Y, HHIFENTIC VT 4.3.1 H R EE 2 FE%E
& L 723 CIa s R O HEE E A BRI R O HEE M2 & B T35 0 HXTEE
HEDS 0.265 &R 0 JIR I & ERER 18 23, BEME(L RS B X R4 XY P EC
SR e LTI 0T, (R IGE L 72 REN T X — 2 O SHiRHEE T
HIhcwn, ZoMipe LT, 182 HEHITRdIIN TV ZERT
b TS XL N4 X PECIRAANEE L CRIETE Ao 7z
D5, tAEARE L e REAN T X — 2 DRBRMEEMETIEAMOBREERL T
WwpZe otk eEZONS., £, FHLAESME LT, 401
D73 BB X VIS E CIMUEEZ MK CTE 20 TH Y, Sl D Ffl
fEtrclddtnfE e LTl S e slBRins % 2 o 72, BBREDS Y e w5 D s
BEORHE & U TR 6 TH % 434 THOBHITIE, FHE(LIERE D AR 2 %
ShadiEe LCBIL TH Y, 3Bk 2 O BEIR O HEEM I3 PR R otk
PP O bHEN T2 ERTH o 72, FRHEMIRE IR EMERICE D K FET
HDHDITHL, A X PIEEL L ORERAEIEHRIMICE T IRE ST A —X
DEHHEEMABEIT 2 KB 2 AL ETAEZBEL TV 5720, REFEHREER
PO CEEESI NG, MBS P R CEHICE TR, ~A X P {E
BLORERGIERSMICE T 5 RENT X — X OFEHMEEMD, IR
HTEROATREER B 2 20 FESBETH S, T/, b 4fEHOIEEN
Nz & OREIERICHHTE 22 2L Tk nizy, 5%, vIal
— v a VEREIC X 2EREOBEESLETH 5.
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fEEEIC X A fE L LTS S e SR 2 BRI L 22 E T TlE, wITho
FHNC BT D FERRBINR O EERAMIC K DHEIMALED DL 2 L iZhd o7z
DD, % DIEETHIEL LTl & N BR 2 R 2 2 & CRERIE
REERESEM L, 72720, Sz RIES 2 FE2Hv 208, Bibs s
NEZ IR O ZOEEMRANT 22 LI TERVT LICHERT LT
H5. TOXIBFERIL DN EITS 720, BRICHI L LT
NTLEH>WEEELRD 2. Lo L, SEZBEHT 2o 28R I E L
WOT, [BIRSHTICE T 2 FE L FRRICATE CRE L 280 EEEZ v Tn
TN OECHANMEE LTl S 2B E S o ferEn H 2388k e L
THETL2CLPET L WEEZLND., &k, BRI TE chwilii
DA UEE L TR ENTH UBROTAE DR CIRINT 22 & 5 22 1+ 3
72®, LEEORBLIFCECTH 2 LEZ LN, KABEOREFIEN <X, JLflE
LR S BRI AN REFHBRCTH o 2 RERTE AL o
25, T X9 RfEEEIC X A ESR X G A, & D ER O i E RS &
HELAEVEFEFCHGbE 2 L vwozfbskowbng, 72, HnfEoHKA
ZERL T EBET, FBaAMArGEons 2L, BTtz s~
EULENEOD L L CIHELRET 2R D H 5720, EEICX Vitn
xBTS 3 L IcRBERLEDZ L EZLNS,

ARTF IV ZATHCON S FEFEERT 2 IEMaIROMFEE IC L > THH
LTI e RDONL0, AETRELHBIREIESDICHEST 2 2 L3 T
&, AMUEBs LR ETOREVEBEAHE LT WEEZOLNSE. 2D k)
BARKED A X7 F ) v ADOEEDG T T 5 & THRE MUz HEIC
WOk T, 2ofE, BEICET MY ABEDREICHRTE 5 &
EZ5.

S7



%5 E i

TH OB 5 BT O FRERIY ZniEAR 1 X 0, 5 h 0 it o B2 AR o s 75 3t
ENAREL 2 Y, YATF2T 4 v 7L Ea—IC k3 EXNTET Y RO
SoNTIX, S, T ETEEREZHTIDOLEDNRS. I, XDk,
ErDAL LT, Y - BEFFCTHLCHONE X5 IChsTHY, X
¥ IEARHEANMEOMRICET 3 -0 ORMEHio Tk 25 2 L TP
na.

AKIFFETIE, AXTF VP RCBT L4 XROHFEICENT, 2O00EEKE
RFEERE A Y BV, ZhERRT 27200 ETo 72, A4 X0 Tl
XM, AWHFFE TR o iR DOR I D X 2 7 F Vv 27T Tk, Wik
DWREZ FHII 3 2 72 D 2EE A X T F Y+ A(Deeks, 2001; Leeflang et al., 2008)
©, EHORBEEOEMEE WBEFHE ST 272004y 7= A ZTF Vv R
(Salanti, 2012)ICBWTH, KL HVWLNTEY, ZLDHETFEICENT
b, FEROHERALETH L L EbND. 2L, AL, LHL R
X, i, ZEBEET AV INLDNEICS LT TR, [H
BRICE Y o b3 PRI NS, Gl aairiconwTlt, SHROURHEL &
2Ez2bNE, WIRICLTH, KIFFETRLAEZET vV RIE, XA XHA
2T F VAP oBELNE THIKBOIEL WEREZTTS -0, EEAEEH%
Hzb0tEz20605.

T 72, SMUEDIRI LR O BT DOV TIE, _AXT|AXTFY &~
I BT, Carlin-Louis O HME R FHE T iE DR A Z G272 b DL 7o Th
b, fEsk, WY RFEMTIEDSEE L o 2RI, #FizicH AR TkE RN
TEHILNTERDDOLEZLNS., BIENBANEOREILZ, T v 20D
ARIERENE - AHESEMEIC L BD 3 [ T H Y (Matsushima et al., 2020; Noma et al.,
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2020), AR THIALZGEICX>T, YAT~<T4 v 7L a—0DFEE P
L, 20T v ADR%EFTS BT, ZhETAVERLERESE 25
ZeNTELDDICARLEbEZLNG, —TIT, INbLDOJ KL, MCMC %
R 7@tk e 7o Tk Y, JEMEARICDOPR T VEEY — L DTS,
Z OER D=0 DREFIELTHRAEEED, FHROFEL L TEHETH S LE
Z5.

KD RO N R, 5%, T TEENLETEE L CERT S
ERTHINERARFARTF Y P AOERICE LT, FERICE WHIS A
Raedb7zb3bDTH2LEZ LN, EEEMAMCERAIA NI 4 v ol
B, BERBOEORES, T IFaEEARENHE - ERREOMEICE T
5bDTHLLEZOLNS.
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HEARRICBAL C, TEEEAAE 2GR CHE, BYITEICTHEHE
¥ F L WGBTS T O BRI A HEBER IR SR L BT E T
FMEEICEL T, IHICoh, EEELTI&ZT CHE $ L 20
FRTD " HEFEAT BR, BB Z WBIR, ERLEGSETTIEHT O KWK S
A, FLRERYOIEBHIE] HER IO L VEHH L BT ES. RREZ HHIR
ICIFREFEEHE D CHYTHE, BATEHPL LT X,

AWFFEO BRI L €, HEH L LCIIREEE £ L 2n#iikF ol

JIZF5E #%, King's College London 35 X OB UK D ILIHAZE e, BEIER

]

SR D R BT Jitk, KRB A o ISR 41
L g

. R L

BB, INELTHEE, X2 THEHWASFEICODX D IEHEL 9.
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