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Favors : Favors
Source Control © intervention
Burling et al,3 1989 e
Aveyard et al,* 1999 ——
Shiffman et al,f 2000 ——
Etter and Perneger® 2001 B —
Prochaska et al,” 2001 e
Prochaska et al,? 2001 e —
Shiffman et al,# 2001 il
Bortand et al,'® 2003 R —
Borland et al,** 2004 P —e—
Stracher et al, 2 2005 e
Japuntich et al, ' 2006 e —
Mermelstein and Turner,™ 2006 —_—
Patten et al,' 2006 -
Swartz et al, ' 2006 f————
Gilbert et al,'” 2007 — .
Pike et al, " 2007 —— |
Sutton and Gilbert,'® 2007 ——
Abroms st a2 2008 -
An etal?' 2008 R
Brendryen and Kraft, % 2008 R —
Prokhorow et 1,22 2008 B -
Schumann et al,2 2008 Y
Overall (12=60.7%}) ‘
— v e T
01 1.0 16
RR (95% Cl)

(28 1)

International Telecommunication Union® 2}3¢] w

22U A AARCE Fo A% AHE A7E 10087
12284 2007\l 495 07 F7 } 1 Z 743k
0 Fh Astel 2& o)F Wzt RS A A

AeAY Faste R Fa4 800~2,000 #7H
HE(MHz)S] FAF34 A2 7] Aradiofrequency
electromagnetic field, ©]3} EMF)oll &5 &4, o]
g EMFS] ekl 7hgAdel didt $-27t A7) =
S EMF7} Al 354134 et X\ix} A &
Adstoll A L) lvkE B invino ATE0)

(O3 2]

RR
(95% CY)
2.00 {0.55-7.24)
1.03 (0.61-1.31)
1.56 {1.31-1.87)
2.66 (1.78-3.96)
2.05 (1.42-2.95)
1.59 (0.87-2.92)
1.10 (0.90-1.35)
1.1 (0.65-2.04)
1.67 {1.26-2.23)
1.26 {1.10-1.44)
1.27 (0.70-2.31)
1.96 (1.02-3.77)
0.44 (0.14-1.36)
2.46 (1.16-5.21)
3.15 (0.13-75.12)
1.01 {0.84-1.22)
1.35 (0.96-1.89)
1.75 (0.68-4.52)
1.75 (1.34-2.29)
1.71 (1.10-2.68)
1.39 (0.77-2.50)
1.28 (0.35-4.69)

1.44 {1.27-1.64)

% S H(Forest plot). [£3: Myung et al, Arch Inten Med 2009.]

] A :
g
1 *le
LIS
)
...I-‘
2 a:a'°
e e
¢ = ] 2 o
3 it
228 65 1 2 4
018 N
. 4
4 al'.
* :o‘
L ]
24 * .:
w0
. e,
3 L]
028 o8 1 2 4

Zhe] 7] & 3 (Funnel plot)

Weight, %
0.91
7.60
8.58
515
5.62
313
8.20
3.37
6.79
924
3.20
2.79
1.15
2.27
0.16
8.40
5.99
1.56
7.12
462
327
0.89

100.00
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19999 o] 2008'd 8L71#] A8 3= wE

£ 28 Ak Bgsit) A B ApdAE 20089
8L F2 A dlojelw] o] 2] FHu| =(PubMed), ¢
H| 0] ~(EMBASE) 2 F3 #(Cochrane Library)g %
& ¢ A4g A F #A R AFTE A
e £A49 ez Aesia,

HEHOE 3T 74 oA A7 A F 192
Aejr o] BAREF 27 SHAE Y] YRFLE o) F
017l 3709 Az A7 AHE FHsH HE
248 23, o5 AKFE Ful AshE A&t
A AHEEEA BAY A AREEEA] g Abdl
HE 2HATYE 2 TPl 28T A¥=

H olF AFE Fo dshe) AHea $% 249 (2AHH), odds ratio)”} 0.98(95 % A1 3177L, 0.89~1.07:
B o) gk YAE 4ot} o) F URES AT Ag 7ol 1g ZEshE S Bl §lE 9n)
W A RE Aoy, 388 FFTE QA7 2 {8 dyAo] gAY 3). 286 F2.8
Study OR {95% CI} Weight (%)
Studies using blinding (n = 8)
Hardell et al {1999) 0.98 {0.68 10 1.41) 3.74
Stang et al {2001) 2.80 {1.00 to 7.90) 0.72
Hardell et al {2002) 1.15{0.99 1o 1.33] 7.04
Hardell et al (2004} 1.02{0.75 10 1.38) A.42
Hardell at al (2008, 1) 1.06 (0.87 to 1.31) 6.03
Hardell et al (2005, N) 1.40 {1.03 to 1.90) 4,40
Hardell et al (2006) 1.90 §1.30 to 2.70) 3.65
Hardell et al {2007) 1.00 {0.80 to 1.20) 6.07
Subtotal {2 = 54.7%) 117 (1.02 to 1.36) 36.08
Studies not using blinding {n = 15)
Muscat et al {2000} 0.85 {0.60 t0 1.20) 3.87
Inskip et al {2001} 0.90 {0.70 to 1.10) 5.66
Auvinen et 2l {2002, A} 1.30 (0.90 10 1.80) 3.87
Auvinen et al {2002, B} 1.30 (0.40 to 4.70) 0.52
Warren et ai (2003} 0.60 {0.20 to 1.90) 0.62
Schoemaker et al (2005) 0.90 {0.70 to 1.10) 5.66
Linet et al {2006} 1.00 (0.70 to 1.30) 4,36
Lonn et al {2006} 0.80 (0.54 10 1.20) 3.28
Schuz et al {2006) 0.91{0.75ic 111} 6.18
Takebayashi et al (2006} 0.73 {0.43 to 1.23) 2.26
Hours et al (2007) 0.93 {0.69 1o 1.27) 4,42
Lahkola et al {2007) 0.78 40.68 10 0.91) 707
Lahkola et at {2008) 0.76 (0.65 to 0.89) 6.88
Sadetzki st al (2008} 0.87 (0.68 to 1.13) 519
Takebayashi et sl (2008} 0.87 10.63 to 1.22) 407
Subtotal (i = 9.0%) 0.85 {0.80 1 0.91) §3.92
Hsterogensity betwesn groups: P < .001
Overall (1> =59.7%) 0.98 (0.89 to 1.07) 100,00
1 1
2 5
(38 3] Foh st A4 £79% FF A @=23). [E4: Myung et al, J Clin Oncol 2009]
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Study

OR (95% Cl} Weight {%}

Studies using blinding (n= 7}

Hardell et al (1999)
Hardell et al (2002 ]

it

1.20 {0.56 to 2.58} 277
1.36 {0.B3 to 2.22) 6.72

Hardell et al (2004) L
Hardell et al (2005, I}

Hardeil et al (2005, N}

Hardell et al {2008)

Y s L Y

0.65 (0.27 10 1.59) 207
10107210 1.42) 1410
1.40(0.99t0 1.98)  13.53
1.84{1.34to 263}  16.10

Hardell et al (2007)
Subtotal {I* = 35.1%!)

Studies not using blinding (n = 6}
Schoemaker et al {2005}

b,

1.50 {0.60 to 3.70} 196
135{1.14t0 1.59) 57.25

1.10 {0.70 to 1.80} 7.28

Lonn et al (2006)

0.92 {0.33 to 2.56) 1.55

Schuz et al (2008) — 1.71{0.87t0 337}  3.55
Lahkota et al (2007) " 0.94 (0.69t0 1.28)  17.03
Lahkola et al (2008) T 0.85{0.57t0 1.26)  10.33
Sadetzki et al (2008) ’ 1.00 (0.4Bt0 2.09)  3.00
Subtotal (i = 0.0%) <> 0.991{0.82t0 1,21} 4275
Heterogeneity between groups: P= .021 '
Overall (¥ = 33.1%) < 118(1.04101.34) 100,00
[ ]
i H . 1} H
2 5 1 2 5

(28 4] F0) A8 10 ol A AR A LSS B2 AR 3% e A8YE1).

[&2: Myung et al, J. Clin. Oncol. 2009]
A} Al E7HE (blinding) S AR S AF@=7)% AHEER] 2 ATFm=6)E W S I1F wE 4 29
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12 &

HAA Fo Ash AT FX] A8 o
B AEE AR & AFE FAgERE A7 %
Wo] g ot} SR A WS A vE
Y (selection bias)o| Lt 34 W% H(recall bias)a+ 22 A
gho] gith o] AFAE FE}) AsiMe o
TFRe A% FFE A7t Yotk 53 24
Aol = FHo| gro] BAINAAE 5~20d ol &
L.87] qEo) Fol HaE AHE A 159 & el
HA] o Aol M Ful Asht ¢l B S

AFniT OE A8 2Y 4 gon, of
8 A7 A3HE FUHE g 240 2

3 7
29 2AZATL 5 Y= LV EFH D 5
KR
=

{11 http://www.iarc.fi/en/media-centre/pr/201 1/pdfs/m208_E.
pdf Accessed on September 22, 2011.
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