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Supplementary Figure S1: Forest plots of prognosis of obesity. (A) Intravesical recurrence-free survival, (B) Progression-
free survival, (C) Cancer-specific survival, (D) Overall survival.
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Supplementary Figure S2: Forest plots of cancer-specific survival of race.
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Supplementary Figure S3: Funnel graphs of the assessment of potential publication bias of age. (A) Intravesical
recurrence-free survival, (B) Progression-free survival, (C) Cancer-specific survival.
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Supplementary Figure S4: Funnel graphs of the assessment of potential publication bias of sex. (A) Intravesical recurrence-
free survival, (B) Cancer-specific survival.

Supplementary Table S1: Pathologic characteristics of the eligible studies. See Supplementary
Table SI



