Study  P-value
deno vs alen

direct

indirect 0.813575
network

plac vs alen

direct
indirect 0.82735
network

ralo vs alen

direct
indirect 0.705575
network

romo vs alen

direct

indirect 0.416675
network

plac vs deno

direct
indirect 0.335125
network
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T

Risk Ratio (95% Crl)

0.90 (0.19, 6.5)
1.1(0.74, 1.5)
1.1 (0.75, 1.5)

0.96 (0.79, 1.1)
1.0 (0.71, 1.5)
0.97 (0.83, 1.1)

1.1 (0.69, 1.6)
0.82 (0.54, 1.2)
0.92 (0.69, 1.2)

0.87 (0.62, 1.2)
1.3 (0.58, 3.3)
0.91 (0.68, 1.3)




Study  P-value
zole12 vs deno

direct

indirect 0.258925
network

ralo vs plac

direct

indirect 0.736575
network

rise vs plac

direct

indirect 0.7918
network

romo vs plac

direct

indirect 0.775475
network

teri vs plac

direct
indirect 0.672925
network
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Risk Ratio (95% Crl)

1.9 (0.61, 6.4)
0.95 (0.59, 1.5)
1.1 (0.68, 1.7)

0.96 (0.83, 1.1)
1.0 (0.68, 1.6)
0.97 (0.86, 1.1)

0.91 (0.61, 1.4)
0.98 (0.65, 1.5)
0.95 (0.71, 1.3)

1.1 (0.80, 1.5)
1.2 (0.89, 1.7)
1.2 (0.94, 1.4)




Study
zole12 vs plac

direct
indirect 0.699425
network

P-value

teri vs rise

direct
indirect 0.77905
network

teri vs romo

direct
indirect 0.333
network

zole12 vs teri

direct
indirect 0.48425
network
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Risk Ratio (95% Crl)

1.1 (0.80, 1.6)
1.4 (0.54, 3.9)
1.2 (0.84, 1.6)

1.2 (0.84, 1.6)
1.2 (0.90, 1.7)
1.2 (0.97, 1.5)

1.8 (0.73, 4.7)
1.1(0.76, 1.7)
1.2 (0.86, 1.7)
0.52 (0.060, 3.3)

1.0 (0.69, 1.6)
1.0 (0.69, 1.5)




