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Supplementary Figure 2. Egger’s funnel plot (A), and Begg’s funnel plot (B) to assess publication bias in studies evaluating Spirometra in cat
(1), dogs (2), frogs (3), and snakes (4) (Colored circles represent each study. The middle line is the effect size and the other two lines are the
corresponding confdence ranges). Doi plot (C) for the global Spirometra in cats, dogs, frogs, and snakes.



