Evaluation of the effectiveness of cytisine for the treatment of smoking cessation....
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Figures
Figure 6 (Analysis 1.3)
Cytisine Placeho Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Bvents Total Bvents Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI
1.3.1 Cytisine in low-income and middle-income countries (LMICs)
Cogar 2020 401 1234 366 1233 0% 1.09[0.497,1.23]
Fhusahat 2022 10 67 4 G5 14.6% 2.43[0.80, 7.39]
Yinnikow 2008 9 100 1 a7 a.4% BT3M13, 67.61]
Subtotal (95% CI) 1406 1395 43.9% 1.98 [0.73, 5.36]
Total events 420 3T

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.480; Chi*= 597, df=2 (F=0.05); F=67%
Test for overall effect: =134 (P=0.18)

1.3.2 Cytisine in upper/middle-high income countries (MHICs)

Lewshin 2004 23 592 12 104 18.4% 217114, 411]
Fastorino 2022 181 470 29 399 200% 4.42[3.04,6.43]
Vest 2011 I 3T0 8 370 177% 344 [1.66, 7.13]
Subtotal (95% CI) 932 873 56.1% 3.40[2.19, 5.26]
Total events 2048 a0

Heterogeneity: Tauw*=0.07; Chi*= 363, df=2 (FP=0.16); F= 45%
Test for overall effect: £= 548 (F = 0.00001)

Total (95% CI) 2338 2268 100.0%
Total events B25 41

Heterogeneity, Tau®=0.72; Chi®= 6716, dfi=48 (P = 0.00001);, F=93%
Test for overall effect: £ = 2.54 (P=0.01)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi= 094, df=1 (F =033, F= 0%
Risk of hias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection hias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)

(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection hias)

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)

(G) Other bias

2.68 [1.25, 5.76]
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Forest plot of comparison: 1 Cytisine vs placebo, outcome: 1.3 Subgroup: Income level of study population.
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