Effect size Effect size
Study or Subgroup log[Effect size] SE Weight |V, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% ClI
1.1.1 Case-control study (odds ratio)
2006, de Jonge -2.40795 0.299897 33.7% 0.09 [0.05, 0.16] —
2015, Masclee -0.10536 0.410578 32.1% 0.90 [0.40, 2.01] —
2018, Tan -0.52763 0.265253 34.2% 0.59 [0.35, 0.99] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 100.0% 0.36 [0.09, 1.44] —couiiiipee
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 1.40; Chi* = 29.54, df = 2 (P < 0.00001); I* = 93%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.45 (P = 0.15)
1.1.2 Cohort study (hazard ratio)
2004, Hillman -3.03655 1.044495 5.3% 0.05[0.01, 0.37] * -
2009, Nguyen -0.8675 0.434893 21.3% 0.42[0.18, 0.98] - =
2011, Jung -1.46968 1.032897 54% 0.23[0.03, 1.74] -
2013, Kastelein -1.56065 0.572394 14.6% 0.21 [0.07, 0.64]
2016, Krishnamoorthi -0.84397  0.0938 53.3% 0.43 [0.36, 0.52] d
Subtotal (95% CI) 100.0% 0.33 [0.20, 0.54] -
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.11; Chi* = 6.15, df =4 (P = 0.19); I = 35%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.36 (P < 0.0001)
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Supplementary Figure 18. Forest plot of the odds ratio of proton pump inhibitor (PPI) medication in the risk of progression into

high-grade dysplasia or adenocarcinoma.



