
 
 

Figure S3. Forest plot of mean difference of serum bicarbonate at (A) eGFR 30 vs. 50 ml/min/1.73m2 at stage A1 in CKD 
cohorts and (B) eGFR 50 vs. 80 ml/min/1.73m2 at stage A1 in general population and high risk cohorts 
 

  

 

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

Overall  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.602)
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