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Figure S1. Forest plots of meta-analysis for the association of MTDH with meta-analysis and prognosis in
all female reproduction malignancies. (A) mortality; (B) DFS; (C) distant metastasis; (D) lymph node
metastasis.
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Figure S2. Sensitivity analyses of all included studies in female reproduction malignancies. (A) mortality; (B)

DFS; (C) distant metastasis; (D) lymph node metastasis.
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Figure 3S. Sensitivity analyses for DFS after excluding study published by Dong R et al.
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Figure S4. Funnel plot for lymph node metastasis group after enrolling missing studies.
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