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Figure 2.1. Forest plot of the association between sexual abuse and suicide attempts. Note random effects model used. OR = Odds ratio.
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Figure 2.2. Forest plot of the association between physical abuse and suicide attempts. Note random effects model used. OR = Odds ratio.


	








	[image: ]Figure 2.3. Forest plot of the association between emotional abuse and suicide attempts. Note random effects model used. OR = Odds ratio.
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Figure 2.4. Forest plot of the association between emotional neglect and suicide attempts. Note random effects model used. OR = Odds ratio.
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Figure 2.5. Forest plot of the association between physical neglect and suicide attempts. Note random effects model used. OR = Odds ratio.
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Figure 2.6. Forest plot of the association between combined abuse and suicide attempts. Note random effects model used. OR = Odds ratio.
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis



Overall  (I-squared = 89.2%, p = 0.000)



Power, 2016  (males)



Chapman, 2014



Sarchiapone, 2009



Roy, 2014



Kenny, 2008



Clements-Nolle et al., 2009



Tripodi, 2014



Altintas & Bilici, 2018



Study



ID



Power, 2016  (females)



1.57 (1.27, 1.94)



1.07 (1.01, 1.14)



0.89 (0.60, 1.30)



2.39 (1.70, 3.36)



1.79 (1.14, 2.81)



2.31 (0.62, 8.02)



5.90 (2.85, 12.60)



1.32 (1.14, 1.54)



4.05 (2.36, 6.93)



OR (95% CI)



1.07 (0.97, 1.17)



100.00



17.42



11.13



12.13



9.81



2.37



5.57



16.23



8.25



%



Weight



17.08



1.57 (1.27, 1.94)



1.07 (1.01, 1.14)



0.89 (0.60, 1.30)



2.39 (1.70, 3.36)



1.79 (1.14, 2.81)



2.31 (0.62, 8.02)



5.90 (2.85, 12.60)



1.32 (1.14, 1.54)



4.05 (2.36, 6.93)



OR (95% CI)



1.07 (0.97, 1.17)



100.00



17.42



11.13



12.13



9.81



2.37



5.57



16.23



8.25



%



Weight



17.08



  
1.0794 1 12.6











image6.emf



NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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