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Background & Objective RESULTS

. Randomized controlled trials (RCTs) and real-
world evidence (RWE) are often synthesized
separately in health technology assessment
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Method - Meta-analysis Figure 1. Flow chart of the BNMR models for comparison
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Syndromes; Luger2012 344 67 1269 2462 -0.02 [-0.08, 0.04] .
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Model running Figure 2. Forest plot - 3
. R package: Crossnma & R2jags;
. Initial value set in the BNMR models: Null;
. Number of iterations of Bayesian meta-
regression: 50000;
. Number of burn-in iterations: 20000; CONCLUSION
. Number of Markov chains: 4 . . e
. Number of thining of Markov chains: 1. . Estimates obtained from the BNMR models are sensitive to

model algorithms.
Model comparison
. Comparison of mean and confidence interval . Further research is needed to confirm our findings by validating
in a forest plot. these algorithms in other case studies.
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