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Supplementary Fig. 1. Funnel plots for outcome variables. The plots showed no publication bias for % LDL-C reduction (A), rates of AEs (B), and %
changes of other lipid parameters (C). LDL-C, low-density lipoprotein cholesterol; SMD, standardized mean difference; AEs, adverse events; OR, odds ra-
tio; TC, total cholesterol; TG, triglyceride; HDL-C, high-density lipoprotein cholesterol.



