Study %
ID ES (95% Cl) Weight
|
1 I
1
Xu (2021) — 0.48 (0.37,0.63) 29.50
1
Ma (2019) —_—— 0.36 (0.23, 0.58) 16.28
1
Xie (2021) —_—— 0.47 (0.34, 0.65) 20.75
1
Yang (2021) —_—r— 0.58 (0.41, 0.83) 11.31
;
Subtotal (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.460) O 0.47 (0.39, 0.55) 77.84
1
1
I
1
2 I
1
Saura (2020) , —=<*— 0.76 (0.63,0.93) 22.16
1
Subtotal (I-squared = .%, p=. : 0.76 (0.61,0.91 22.16
(sq bp=1) | <> o )
1
|
Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.001 ;
1
Overall (I-squared = 71.5%, p = 0.007) <> 0.53 (0.46, 0.60) 100.00
|
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Supplementary Figure S1
Study %
D RR (95% CI) Weight
i
1
Xu (2021) R 1.31(1.07, 1.61) 3059
|
Ma (2019) —A:—t—- 1.37 (1.07, 1.76) 16.39
Yang (2021) : < 175 (125, 2.46) 12.26
Saura (2020) ——o—é— 1.16 (0.92, 1.46) 40.76
|
Overall (l-squared =27.0%, p = 0.250) <> 1.31(1.16, 1.49) 100.00
1
1
T ! T
407 1 248
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Study %
D RR (95% CI) Weight
1
1
‘
Xu (2021) —-O-—: 3.70(1.99, 6.88) 15.59
:
‘
:
Ma (2019) : + 3.23(0.93, 11.20) 4.30
:
:
:
Xie (2021) _— 2.87 (1.46, 5.62) 1275
:
:
:
Yang (2021) —0—;—‘ 1.13 (0.50, 2.58) 13.02
:
:
U
1
Saura (2020) —_— 1.95(1.37, 2.78) 5434
1
1
Overall {l-squared = 39.8%, p = 0.156) 2.29 (1.77, 2.95) 100.00
1
1
i
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i
i
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Supplementary Figure S3
Study %
D RR (95% CI) Weight
‘
‘
‘
Xu (2021) —-0-—: 1.09 (0.63, 1.90) 2364
‘
U
U
Ma (2019) e 1.19 (0.63, 2.27) 15.55
U
1
1
’ z ]
Xie (2021) < T 0.11(0.01, 1.93) 6.30
U
1
1
U
Yang (2021) —_— 0.20 (0.05, 0.84) 13.83
1
i
‘
Saura (2020) —_— 0.85 (0.53, 1.36) 4068
‘
:
Overall (I-squared = 49.4% p = 0.095) ] 0.82 (0.61, 1.11) 100.00
;
!
‘
‘
‘
‘
‘
‘
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%

Study Weight
D ES (95% Gl (D+L)
T
1
Li (2019) | ———%——— 2210(13.50, 30.70) 432
1
1
Yin (2022) —— 8.80 (6.44, 11.16) 1574
1
1
Yan (2022) — 11.30 (7.85, 14.75) 1264
1
1
Hua (2022) —— 8.00 (5.10, 10.90) 14.18
1
1
Chen (2020) - 870 (7.67,973) 19.06
1
1
Zhang (2021) e 15.10 {10.70, 19.50) 1026
1
1
Wang (2022) —— 15.00 (10.51, 19.49) 10.05
1
1
Li (2021) —— 7.80 (4.75, 10.85) 1375
D+L Overall (l-squared = 72 9%, p = 0.001) <> 10,69 (867, 12.71) 100.00
!
IV Overall O: 9.27 (8.46, 10.07)
I
i
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis :
T ' T
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Supplementary Figure S5
%
Study Weight
D ES (95% CI) (D+L)
i
Freedman (2019) % - 5.50 (-3.50, 14.50) 6.46
i
'
Saura (2014) 9.80 (5.50, 14.10) 28.04
Chow (2013) 13.30 (9.35, 17.25) 33.15
Awada (2013) 11.20 (7.20, 15.20) 32.34
D+L Overall (I-squared = 1.0%, p = 0.387) 11.14 (8.84, 13.43) 100.00

I-v Overall

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

11.14 (8.86, 13.42)

T
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Li (2019)

Yin (2022)

Yan (2022)

Hua (2022)

Chen (2020)

Zhang (2021)

Wang (2022)

Li (2021)

Overall (12 = 93.53%, p = 0.00)

ES (95% Cl)

— & 079(059,092)

0.61(0.53, 0.69)

0.67 (0.55, 0.77)

0.17 (0.09, 0.27)

0.40 (0.33, 0.48)

0.39 (0.28, 0.52)

0.77 (0.66, 0.86)

0.34 (0.25, 0.45)

0.51 (0.37, 0.66)
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13.00
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Supplementary Figure S7
Study ES (95% Cl) Weight
:
1
:
Freedman (2019) _———— 0.45 (0.31, 0.60) 19.65
1
;
1
Wang (2021) _— : 0.26 (0.13, 0.44) 18.64
1
1
1
Saura (2014) | ———— 0.63 (0.51, 0.75) 20.36
1
1
1
1
Chow (2013) | ————— 0.73(0.63,081) 20.98
1
1
1
1
Awada (2013) —_— 0.35 (0.24, 0.48) 20.36
;
1
Overall (12 = 89.75%, p = 0.00) <> 0.49 (0.32, 0.67) 100.00
1
1
1
1
1
1
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