Supplementary Figure S1: Meta-analysis of micro- versus non-invasive treatment. Study data, weighted Risk Ratios (RR) and 95% Confidence Intervals (95%CI), heterogeneity I2 and overall effect statistics as well as Forest plots are shown. Analyses were performed separately for progression risk from E2 to D2 and D1 to any deeper lesion.
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	Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 0.00, df = 1 (P = 0.99); I² = 0%
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	Test for overall effect: Z = 2.45 (P = 0.01)
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	Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.70; Chi² = 2.24, df = 1 (P = 0.13); I² = 55%
	
	0.01                   0.1                  0.0                 10                   100
favours infiltration                                             favours control

	
	Test for overall effect: Z = 1.15 (P = 0.25)
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