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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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