(a) PD

Study

Omitting Almeida AJ, 2013
Omitting Awartani F, 2010
Omitting Dogan B, 2015

Omitting Fentoglu O, 2009
Omitting Fentoglu O, 2015
Omitting Kemer ES, 2018(PostM)
Omitting Kemer ES, 2018(PreM)
Omitting Lutfioglu M, 2017
Omitting Shivakumar T, 2013

Total (95% Cl)

(b) CAL

Study

Omitting Almeida AJ, 2013
Omitting Awartani F, 2010
Omitting Dogan B, 2015

Omitting Fentoglu O, 2009
Omitting Fentoglu O, 2015
Omitting Kemer ES, 2018(PostM)
Omitting Kemer ES, 2018(PreM)
Omitting Lutfioglu M, 2017
Omitting Shivakumar T, 2013

Total (95% CI)

(c) BOP

Mean Difference

IV, Random, 95% CI

0.44 [0.24; 0.64]
0.40 [0.21; 0.58]
0.43[0.21; 0.65]
0.34 [0.18; 0.51]
0.41 [0.22; 0.61]
0.46 [0.29; 0.63]
0.41[0.21; 0.61]
0.42 [0.22; 0.62]
0.35 [0.20; 0.51]

0.41 [0.23; 0.58]

Mean Difference

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI
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IV, Random, 95% CI

0.60 [0.37; 0.83]
0.57 [0.34; 0.80]
0.56 [0.30; 0.82]
0.56 [0.31; 0.82]
0.61[0.38; 0.83]
0.62 [0.40; 0.83]
0.57 [0.33; 0.81]
0.49 [0.32; 0.66]
0.52[0.31; 0.73]

0.56 [0.35; 0.78]

Mean Difference

Study IV, Random, 95% CI
Omitting Fentoglu O, 2009 11.70 [ -4.13; 27.53]
Omitting Fentoglu O, 2015  25.48 [ -9.19; 60.16]
Omitting Lutfioglu M, 2017 29.65[ 6.17; 53.13]
Omitting Shivakumar T, 2013 19.78 [-14.28; 53.83]

Total (95% CI)

(d) PI

Study

Omitting Dogan B, 2015

Omitting Fentoglu O, 2009
Omitting Fentoglu O, 2015
Omitting Kemer ES, 2018(PostM)
Omitting Kemer ES, 2018(PreM)
Omitting Lutfioglu M,2017
Omitting Shivakumar T, 2013

Total (95% CI)

(e) Gl

Study

Omitting Dogan B, 2015

Omitting Fentoglu O, 2015
Omitting Kemer ES, 2018(PostM)
Omitting Kemer ES, 2018(PreM)
Omitting Lutfioglu M, 2017

Total (95% CI)

21.90 [ -6.23; 50.02]

-0.5

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

—E—
——
—
——
—i—
_._
—E—

:

I
0 0.5

Decrease in HLP Increase in HLP

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

-

-60 =40 -20 0 20 40 60
Decrease in HLP Increase in HLP

Mean Difference

0.22 [-0.01; 0.45]
0.25[ 0.02; 0.48]
0.38 [ 0.26; 0.50]
0.26 [ 0.04; 0.48]
0.25 [ 0.04; 0.47]
0.27 [ 0.02; 0.52]
0.22 [-0.01; 0.45]

0.27 [ 0.07; 0.47]

Mean Difference

0.03 [-0.32; 0.39]
0.20 [-0.03; 0.42]
0.02 [-0.29; 0.33]
0.06 [-0.25; 0.37]
0.21[0.00; 0.42]

0.11 [-0.14; 0.35]
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Supplementary Figure 4. Sensitivity analysis of mean difference for comparisons:
dyslipidemia versus non-dyslipidemia. (a) PD; (b) CAL (c) BOP; (d) PI; (e) Gl.
Sensitivity analyses were conducted using the leave-one-out method, which removes
one study each time and repeats the analysis. The results were robust regardless if any
one study was omitted. PD: probing depth, CAL: clinical attachment level, BOP:
bleeding on probing, PI: plaque index, Gl: gingival index



