Meta-analysis of the association between marital status and adolescent deliveries in Cameroon

Adolescents Non-adolescents Odds Ratio

Author marital status - single Total marital status - single Total weight Odds ratio [95% CI] MH, Fixed + Random, 95% ClI
Agbor 2017 218 368 220 1435 169% 8.03[6.23; 10.33] ; -
Egbe 2015 95 148 115 360 167% 382[255 571] -
Njim 2017 72 0T 276 809 159% 27.81[11.10; 69.64] e
Njim 2016 318 491 1248 4450 169% 4.72[3.88;, 5.74] P
Kangnyuy 2008 19 268 344 832 167% 011[007; 0.18] H !
Fouelifack 2014 432 544 2654 5301 16.9% 3.85[3.10; 4.77]

[

i
Total (fixed effect, 95% Cl) 1896 13187 - 3.16[2.85; 3.51] ¢
Total (random effects, 95% Cl) 100.0% 3.40[0.49; 23.53] ——
Prediction interval [0.01; 810.95]
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Heterogeneity: Tau” = 3.3206; Chi® = 260.64, df = 5 (P < 0.01); I = 98%
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Meta-analysis of the association between gravidity and adolescent deliveries in Cameroon

Adolescents Non-adolescents Qdds Ratio
Author primigravidas Total primigravidas Total weight Odds ratio [95% CI] MH, Fixed + Random, 95% CI
Agbor 2017 282 363 162 1400 25.0% 26.61[19.78; 35.79] | =
Egbe 2015 108 148 114 360 23.5% 5.83[3.81;, 891] L
Tamambang 2018 521 662 1545 7394 259% 13.99[1152; 16.99] H
Fouelifack 2014 390 510 1085 4627 257% 10.61[8.55; 13.16] ﬂ

1

Total (fixed effect, 96% Cl) 1683 13781 - 13.04 [11.52; 14.76] ;
Total (random effects, 95% Cl) 100.0% 12.45[4.63; 33.47] e
Prediction interval [0.69; 225.82] [ | = | |

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.3571; Chi® = 39.96, df = 3 (P < 0.01); # = 92%
001 01 1 10 100



Meta-analysis of the association between parity and adolescent deliveries in Cameroon

Adol its Non-adol its QOdds Ratio
Author primiparas Total primiparas Total weight Odds ratio [95% CI] MH, Fixed + Random, 95% Cl
Agbor 2017 285 363 363 1398 252% 1042[789;, 1375] |
Tamambang 2018 92 662 662 7394 253% 164[1.30; 207] |
Njim 2017 61 69 69 713 24.3% 71.17[32.70; 154.89] o
Fouelifack 2014 50 510 510 4622 252% 088[065 1.19] i
Total (fixed effect, 95% Cl) 1604 14127 - 3.06[2.70; 3.47] 5§
Total (random effects, 95% Cl) 100.0% 5.59[0.24; 128.94] e e
Prediction interval [0.00; 68183.80]
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 3.8095; Chi® = 227.90, df = 3 (P =< 0.01); IF = 99%
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Forest plot showing the association between level of education and adolescent deliveries in
Cameroon

Adolescents Non-adolescents QOdds Ratio
Author Primary level Total Primary level Total weight Odds ratio [95% CI] MH, Fixed + Random, 95% CI
Egbe 2015 14 148 20 360 434% 178[087; 362]
Kongnyuy 2008 99 268 96 832 56.6% 449[3.24; 6.23] | =
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Meta-analysis of the association between employment status and adolescent deliveries in
Cameroon

Adolescents MNon-adolescents Odds Ratio

Author Unemployed Total Unemployed Total weight Odds ratio [95% CI] MH, Fixed + Random, 95% CI
Egbe 2015 105 148 163 360 340% 2095[196, 445] d‘
Kaongnyuy 2008 260 268 552 832 304% 16.49[8.04;, 33.80] [
Fouelifack 2014 305 551 1294 5353 356% 3.89[3.25 465 ﬂ

[

[
Total (fixed effect, 95% CI) 967 6545 - 441[3.77; 5.17] {
Total (random effects, 95% Cl) 100.0% 5.49[0.59; 51.48] T
Prediction interval [0.00; 1775659.18]
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Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.72684; Chi® = 17.14, df = 2 (P < 0.01); I* = 88%
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Forest plot showing the association between antenatal care visits and adolescent deliveries in
Cameroon

Adolescents Non-adolescents Odds Ratio
Author Less than 4 visits Total Less than 4 visits Total weight Odds ratio [95% CI] MH, Fixed + Random, 95% CI
Egbe 2015 86 148 148 360 492% 210[1.42; 3.10] —a—
Kongnyuy 2008 73 268 268 832 50.8% 079[0.58; 1.07]
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