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Supplementary Figure 1: A subgroup analysis of the incidence rate ratio and adjusted hazard ratio according to

ethnicity.

A
Author (year) IRR (95% Cl)
Asian
Kao, et al. (2016) —_—r 1.27 (0.43-3.74)
Chung, et al. (2016) ——— 203 (0.71-5.77)
Random effects model e ——— 1.62 (0.76-3.43)
I*=0%, p =0.54
White or others
Nead, et al. (2016)a - 1.52 (0.74-3.13)
Nead, et al. (2017) i 2.26 (1.59-3.20)
Khosrow-Khaver, et al. (2017) - 1.68 (1.38-2.05)
Random effects model . o 1.81 (1.49-2.19)
1#=12%,p =0.32
Random effects model - 1.78 (1.51-2.10)
1?=0%,p =061 : ' \
0.2 1 2 10
Author (year, journal) Adj.HR (95% Cl)
Asian
Kao, et al. (2016) - 1.21 (0.82-1.79)
Chung, et al. (2016) ¢ 1.76 (0.55-5.59)
Jhan, et al. (2017) —— 1.84 (1.32-2.57)
Random effects model - 1.54 (1.14-2.09)
1?=23%,p=027
White or others
Nead, et al. (2016) —— 1.66 (1.06-2.61)
Nead, etal. (2016)a —— 2.04 (1.23-3.40)
Nead, et al. (2017) i~ 221 (1.71-2.85)
Khosrow-Khaver, et al. (2017) - 1.02 (0.87-1.19)
Random effects model e 1.63 (1.02-2.62)
1 = 90%, p < 0.01
Random effects model e 1.59 (1.16-2.18)
1*=82%, p <0.01 . : I
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Supplementary Table 1: Quality assessment of included studies

Selection Comparability Outcome Risk of bias
Author (year, . Selection Demonstration that  Comparability Was  followup
. I Representativeness . p " . Adequacy of No. of stars
journal) of the non-  Ascertainment  outcome of interest was  of cohorts on the A long g .
of the exposed . . follow up of  (high/moderate/
exposed of exposure not present at start of basis of the design of outcome  for outcomes to
cohort . cohorts low)
cohort study or analysis occur?
Kao, et al. (2016) * * * * * * * * 8 (low)
Chung, et al. (2016) * * * * * * * * 8 (low)
Nead, et al. (2016) * * * ok * * * 8 (low)
Nead, et al. (2016)" * * * *k * * * 8 (low)
Nead, et al. (2017) * * * *E * * * 8 (low)
Khosrow-Khaver, etal. . % « o « . %
(2017) 9 (low)
Jhan, et al. (2017) * * * * *k * * * 9 (low)

Each asterisk represents one star in the Newcastle-Ottawa Scale system. The maximum number of stars is 2 for comparability and 1 for each of the other
categories, for a total of up to 9 stars.
a, publicated on Scientific Reports.



