Random-Effects Model (k = 3)

Estimate se Z p CI Lower Bound C1 Upper
Bound
Intercept 0.307 0.0578 5.31 <.001 0.194 0.421
Note. Tau? Estimator: DerSimonian-Laird
Heterogeneity Statistics
Tau Tau? 12 H? R? df Q p
0.0096 (SE= 0
0.098 0.0105) 96.12% 25.770 2.000 51.540 <.001
Dorcas 2022 —— 0.33[0.30, 0.37)]
Abdulahi 2022 — 0.20[0.16, 0.23)]
Koledade 2022 ——— 0.40 [0.34, 0.45]
RE Model - e —— - - - 0.31[0.19, 0.42]
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Random-Effects Model (k = 3)

Estim

ate se A p CI Lower Bound CI Upper Bound
0.28 0.12 2. 0.02
Intercept 4 5 27 3 0.038 0.530
Note. Tau? Estimator: DerSimonian-Laird
Heterogeneity Statistics
R
Tau Tau? 12 H? ) df Q p
0.0467 (SE= 0 2.0 354.60 <.00
0.216 0.0576) 99.44% 177.303 00 6 1




Terma 2022 | 0.03[0.02, 0.04]

Nri-Ezedi 2022 HIH 0.18[0.15, 0.22]
Ozori 2022 — 0.65[0.58, 0.72]
RE Model | —— 0.28 [0.04, 0.53]
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Random-Effects Model (k = 5)

Estimate SE Z p CI Lower Bound cl Upper
Bound
Intercept 0.757 0.0951 7.96 <001 0.571 0.944
Note. Tau? Estimator: DerSimonian-Laird
Heterogeneity Statistics
Tau Tau? 12 H? Rz df Q p
0.212 0.0448 (SE= 99.24% 130736 . 4000 522945

0.0348) .001




Heterogeneity Statistics

Tau Tau? 12 H2 Rz df Q p
Victory et al. 2022 - 20.03% 0.70(0.66, 0.73]
Koledade et al, 2022: —=— 19.87% 0.81[0.75, 0.86]
Onyeka et al 2022 i 19.94% 0.75[0.70, 0.80]
Abdullahi et al, 2::121§ H— 20.06% 0,53 [0.50, 0.57]
Emmanuel et al. EDEiE - 20.11% .00 [0.97, 1.02]
RE Model - — e —— - 100.00% 076 [0.57, 0.94]
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Random-Effects Model (k = 4)

. Cl Lower
Estimate SE Z p Bound CI Upper Bound
Intercept 0.552 0.069 7.92 < 0.415 0.688

6 .001




Random-Effects Model (k = 4)

. Cl Lower
Estimate SE Z p Bound CI Upper Bound
Note. Tau? Estimator: DerSimonian-Laird
Heterogeneity Statistics

Tau Tauz 12 H2 Rz  df Q p

0.137 0.0188 (SE=0.0167) 97.42% 38.704 3.000 116.111 <.001
Koledade et al, 2022 — 24.80% 0.33[0.28, 0.38]
Onyeka et al, 2021 . 24.99% 0.71([0.66, 0.75]
Emmanuel et al, 2022 - 25.42% 0.58 [0.55, 0.61)
Chinedu et al, 2022 —— 2479% 0.59[0.54, 0.64]
RE Model | —— 100.00% 0.55[0.42, 0.69)
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Random-Effects Model (k = 4)

. Cl Lower
Estimate SE Z p Bound CI Upper Bound
Random-Effects Model (k = 4)
. Cl Lower CI Upper
Estimate SE Z p Bound Bound
Intercept  0.680 0.107 6.35 <001 0.470 0.890
Note. Tau? Estimator: DerSimonian-Laird
Heterogeneity Statistics
Tau Tau? 12 H2 Rz df Q p
0.213 00452~ (SE= 98.59% 70.709 : 3.000 212.127 <.001

0.0399)




Random-Effects Model (k = 4)
. Cl Lower
Estimate SE CI Upper Bound
Bound
Victory et al, 2022 - 25.22% 0.76[0.73, 0.80
Akhideno et al, 2021 — 24.71% 0,73 [0.66, 0.80
Onyeka et al, 2022 - 2510% 0.87[0.83, 0892
Cluwatosin et al, 2012 —-— 24.97% 0.36 [0.30, 0.41
RE Maodal bomommmmn e e — 100.00% O.68[0.47, 0.89
I T T T
D2 04 0B 08

Supplementary File 6.




