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Figure (1): A funnel plot of studies effect size against their standard error for dystocia
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Figure (2): Illustrate the heterogeneity attributed to dystocia categories by using fixed effect regression
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Figure (3):Illustrate that the heterogeneity attributed to dystocia categories by using mixed effect regression (unrestricted maximum likelihood)
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Figure (4): Studies represented by a circle proportional to their weight in the analysis.
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Figure (5): Forest plots of dystocia studies
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Figure (6): A funnel plot of studies effect size against their standard error for stillbirth
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Figure (7): Forest plots of the stillbirth studies

              Table (1): Odds ratio of dystocia for different studies

	Model
	Odds ratio
	Lower limit
	Upper limit
	Z-value
	P



	Fixed
	2.61
	2.604
	2.617
	781.89
	0.00

	Random
	2.68
	2.51
	2.85
	31.15
	0.00


              Table (2): Odds ratio of stillbirth for different studies

	Model
	Odds ratio
	Lower 

limit
	Upper

limit
	Z-value


	P



	Fixed
	2.06
	2.05
	2.07
	379.89
	0.00

	Random
	2.18
	1.84
	2.58
	9.11
	0.00


