Forest plots for meta-analysis comparisons

Term EOGBS:
Forest plot, term EOGBS, any vs no strategy 
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Forest plot, term EOGBS, risk vs no strategy
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Forest plot, term EOGBS, universal vs no strategy 
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Forest plot, term EOGBS, universal vs risk strategies 
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Timing of determination:
Forest plot, EOGBS, early vs late antenatal determination
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Sensitivity analysis (SA):
Forest plot, SA EOGBS, any vs no strategy 
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Forest plot, SA EOGBS, risk vs no strategy 
[image: ]
Forest plot, SA EOGBS, universal vs no strategy 
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Forest plot, SA EOGBS, universal vs risk strategies
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Timing of determination:
Forest plot, EOGBS, intrapartum vs antepartum determination 
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Non-GBS EOS:
Forest plot, Non-GBS EOS, any vs no strategy 
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Forest plot, Non-GBS EOS, risk vs no strategy 
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Forest plot, Non-GBS EOS, universal vs no strategy 
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Forest plot, Non-GBS EOS, universal vs risk strategies 
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All EOS:
Forest plot, all EOS, any vs no strategy 
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Forest plot, all EOS, risk vs no strategy 
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Forest plot, all EOS, universal vs no strategy 
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Forest plot, all EOS, universal vs risk strategies 
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IAP:
Forest plot, IAP, universal vs risk strategies 
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