Supplementary Figure I. Search algorithm.
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Supplementary Figure II. Forest plot presenting SIRs for ovarian cancer in women exposed to IVF vs. general population, preferring estimates excluding the first year of follow-up after IVF.
[image: image2.emf]Overall  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.679)
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Supplementary Figure III. Forest plot presenting ORs for endometrial cancer in women exposed to IVF vs. general population, preferring estimates excluding the first year of follow-up after IVF.
[image: image3.emf]Overall  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.918)
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Supplementary Figure IV. Forest plot presenting combined effect estimates (SIRs, ORs) for ovarian cancer in women exposed to IVF, preferring estimates with maximum follow-up.
 SHAPE  \* MERGEFORMAT 



Supplementary Figure V. Forest plot presenting SIRs for ovarian cancer in women exposed to IVF vs. general population, preferring estimates with maximum follow-up.
[image: image5.emf]NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Supplementary Figure VI. Forest plot presenting ORs for ovarian cancer in women exposed to IVF vs. general population, preferring estimates with maximum follow-up.
[image: image6.emf]Overall  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.769)
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Supplementary Figure VII. Forest plot presenting IRRs for ovarian cancer in women exposed to IVF vs. infertile women, preferring estimates with maximum follow-up.
[image: image7.emf]Overall  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.685)
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Supplementary Figure VIII. Forest plot presenting SIRs for endometrial cancer in women exposed to IVF vs. general population, preferring estimates excluding the first year of follow-up after IVF.
[image: image8.emf]Overall  (I-squared = 33.8%, p = 0.221)
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Supplementary Figure IX. Forest plot presenting ORs for endometrial cancer in women exposed to IVF vs. general population, preferring estimates excluding the first year of follow-up after IVF.
[image: image9.emf]Overall  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.632)
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Supplementary Figure X. Forest plot presenting combined effect estimates (SIRs, ORs) for endometrial cancer in women exposed to IVF, preferring estimates with maximum follow-up .
[image: image10.emf]Overall  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.553)
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Supplementary Figure XI. Forest plot presenting SIRs for endometrial cancer in women exposed to IVF vs. general population, preferring estimates with maximum follow-up.
 SHAPE  \* MERGEFORMAT 



Supplementary Figure XII. Forest plot presenting ORs for endometrial cancer in women exposed to IVF vs. general population, preferring estimates with maximum follow-up.
[image: image12.emf]Overall  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.923)
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Supplementary Figure XIII. Forest plot presenting IRRs for endometrial cancer in women exposed to IVF vs. infertile women, preferring estimates with maximum follow-up.
[image: image13.emf]Overall  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.789)
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Supplementary Figure XIV. Forest plot presenting ORs for cervical cancer in women exposed to IVF vs. general population, preferring estimates excluding the first year of follow-up after IVF 

[image: image14.emf]Overall  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.661)
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Supplementary Figure XV. Forest plot presenting combined effect estimates (SIRs, ORs) for cervical cancer in women exposed to IVF, preferring estimates with maximum follow-up.
[image: image15.emf]NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Supplementary Figure XVI. Forest plot presenting SIRs for cervical cancer in women exposed to IVF vs. general population, preferring estimates with maximum follow-up.
[image: image16.emf]NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Supplementary Figure XVII. Forest plot presenting ORs for cervical cancer in women exposed to IVF vs. general population, preferring estimates with maximum follow-up.
[image: image17.emf]Overall  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.518)
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