C

Study %
D HR(95% CI) ~ Weight
25 ;
Songlin Piao (2013) 3-0- 245(217,273)16.74
J Ning (2012) = 291(219,363) 250
Ihen Ning (2014) W B 323(257,3.88)2.99
Jinxiao Liang (2014) -+ 221 (1.73,2.69) 5. 60
Songlin Piao (2012) -~ 2.41(2.13,2.69) 16.
Subtotal (l-squared = 49.1%, p=0.097) i() 248(2 31,265)4-439
i
<5
Dong-Dong Yang (2011) o 1.86 (1.48,2.24) 8.88
Jing Hu (2015) — 206 (1.49, 2.63) 4.00
Meng Yang (2013) i —— 470(391,5.49) 2.08
Youxue Zhang (2011) —_— 2.35(1.54,3.16) 1.98
Jun Liang (2014) -f-ﬁ— 253(171,335)1.90
Hui Wang (2013) -+ 167 (1.47,2.17)5.15
Bo Tang-1 (2015) — 21(1 .52 2 90)2.72
Bo Tang-2 (2015) = 208 (151,265)3.92
Hua-Dang Zhao (2016) + | 139 (1. 76 62) 2498
Subtotal (-squared = 89.0%, p=0.000) 0! 1.82 (167, 1.98) 55.61
I
I
Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.000 i
Overall (-squared = 88.4%, p = 0.000) Q 212(2.00,2.23) 100.00
i
T ' T
549 0 549

Study
D

<2014

Songlin Piao (2013)

Dong-Dong Yang (2011)

Meng Yang (2013)

Youxue Zhang (2011)

Hui Wang (2013)

J Ning (2012)

Songlin Piao (2012)

Subtotal (l-squared =88.1%, p = 0.000)

=2014

Jing Hu (2015)

Jun Liang (2014)

Zhen Ning (2014)

Bo Tang-1 (2015)

Bo Tang-2 (2015)

Hua-Dong Zhao (2016)

Jinxiao Liang (2014)

Wei Dai (2014)

Subtotal (l-squared = 88.7%, p = 0.000)

Overall (lsquared =89.2%, p = 0.000)

IS

%

HR (95%CI)  Weight

245 (217,273 769
1.86 (1.48,2.24)7.40
—— 4 70 (3.91,5.49)5.89
35 (154, 3.16)5.80
1 67 (117, 247)7.00
2 97 (2.19,363)6.16
41(213,260)768

2 55 (2.06, 3.04)47 62

06 (1.49,263)6.75
| 53 (1.71,3.35)5.73
—— 3 23 (257,3.88)6.40
2 21 (152,2.00)6.28

08 (151, 265)6.73
1 39.(1.16, 162)780
2 21 (173,260)7.08

94 (3.08, 4.80)5.60

‘
!
‘

-
|
‘

<> 2 41 (1.84,297)52.38
i

248 (2.11,2.84)100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analy:
T

-b49

Study
D

Alimentary system

Songlin Piao (2013)

Dong-Dong Yang (2011)

Zhen Ning (2014)

Bo Tang-1(2015)

Bo Tang-2 (2015)

Jinxiao Liang (2014)

Songlin Piao (2012)

Wei Dai (2014)

Subtotal (l-squared = 75.3%, p = 0.000)

other system

Jing Hu (2015)

Meng Yang (2013)

Youxue Zhang (2011)

Jun Liang (2014)

Hui Wang (2013)

J Ning (2012)

Hua-Dong Zhao (2016)

Subtotal (l-squared =92.5%, p = 0.000)

Overall (l-squared = 89.2%, p = 0.000)

0

IS

%

HR (95% Cl) ~ Weight

2 45 (217,272)769
86 (1.48,2.24) 740
3 23 (257,3.88)6.40
21 (152,290)6.28
08 (1.51, 2.65)6.73
2 21 (1.73,269)7.08
2 41 (2.13,269) 768
94 (3.08, 4.80)5.60
46 (2.13,2.79) 5487

f

+

208
470
235
253
1.67
29
138

<> 248

Lol 248 (2.11,2.84)100.00

1.49,262)6.75
391, 5.49)5.88
1.54,3.16)5.80
1.71,3.96)5.73
147,217)7.00
2.19,363)6.16
1.16,1.62)7.80
172,3.23)45.13

B PSR L X

+

Study %
D HR (95% CI)  Weight
<150
Songlin Piao (2013) e 45 (217, 2.73)16.45
Jing Hu (2015) —— 06 (1.49, 2.63)3.93
Youxue Zhang (2011) S S 35 (1.54, 3.16)1.95
Jun Liang (2014) - 2 53 (174, 3.35)1.87
J Ning (2012) —_—— 291(2.19, 363)2.46
Zhen Ning (2014) | —— 323 (257, 3.88)2.04
Jinxiao Liang (2014) - 221 (173, 2.69)5.50
Wei Dai (2014) | —e—  394(308 480)1.73
Subtotal (-squared = 66 1%, p = 0.004) s 253 (235, 2.72)36.83
|
I
=150 i
Dong-Dong Yang (2011) - 1.86 (148, 2.24)8.73
Meng Yang (2013) | —— 470 (391, 549)204
Hui Wang (2013) —4 167 (1.17, 2.17)5.06
Bo Tang-1 (2015) —~— 221 (152, 2.90)2.67
Bo Tang-2 (2015) — 208 (151, 2.65)3.85
Hua-Dong Zhao (2018) - 1.39 (1.16, 1.62)24 55
Songlin Piao (2012) -~ 241 (2.13,2.69)16.27
Subtotal (-squared = 92.7%, p = 0.000) 9 192 (178, 2.07)63.17
I
Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.000 |
Overall (--squared = 89.2%, p = 0.000) 6 215 (2.04, 2.26)100.00
I
T : T
-549 549
Study %
D HR (35% CI) Weight
— 3
Songiin Piao (2013) - 245(217,273) 769
Dong-Dong Yang (2011) - 1.86(1.48,224) 740
Jing Hu (2015) —— 206(149,263) 675
Hui Wang (2013) —_ 167 (117,217)  7.00
J Ning (2012) —— 291(219,363) 6.16
Zhen Ning (2014) 3—.— 323(257,388) 640
Bo Tang-1 (2015) —— 221(152,290) 628
Bo Tang-2 (2015) ——— 208 (151,265 673
Hua-Dong Zhao (2016) -~ 139(1.16,162) 780
Jinxiao Liang (2014) — 221(173,289) 7.08
Songiin Piao (2012) -~ 241(213,269) 768
Sublotal (-squared = 85.4%, p = 0.000) Q 219(186,252) 76.98
z60
Meng Yang (2013) ! —— 470(381,549) 588
Youxue Zhang (2011) —— 235(154,3.16) 580
Jun Liang (2014) —_— 253(171,335) 573
Wei Dai (2014) | ——  384(308,480) 560
Subtotal (-squared = 86.8%, p = 0.000} <= 338(225,451) 2302

Overall (sguared = 89.2%, p = 0.000)

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

243(211,284) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analy:
T

-5.49

0

549

549

549



Study
D

255

Songlin Piao (2013)

Zijing Wang (2014)

Songlin Piao (2012)

Subtotal (-squared =0.0%, p=0.399)

%
HR(95%Cl)  Weight

-+ 274(2.45,3.03) 27.52
——  345(244 446) 225
+ 274(245,3.03) 27.52

<>

277 (257,297) 5728

Yan-long Liu (2010)

163(1.23,203) 10.78

<55
Yan-long Liu (2010) = 163(1.23,203) 1418
Jing Hu (2015) . H 1.09 (1.51, 2.47) 10.02
Meng Yang (2013) | —%— 470(394,546) 397
|
Youxue Zhang (2011) L 207 (1.37,2.77) 466
Yanlong Liu (2010) - E 165(1.17,2.13) 989
Subtotal (squared = 92.6%, p=0.000) (): 205(1.82,2.28) 4272
|
i
Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.000 i
Overall (-squared = 90.9%, p =0.000) @ 246(2.31,2.61) 100.00
i
|
T ’ T
546 0 546
Study %
D HR(95%Cl)  Weight
T
<2014 i
Junli (2012) - ! 153(1.12,1.94) 1075
Songlin Piao (2013) E'- 2.74(245,3.03) 11.15
e
|
'

Meng Yang (2013)

Youxue Zhang (2011)

Yanlong Liu (2010)

Songlin Piao (2012)

Subtotal (I-squared =93 2%, p = 0.000)

22014

Jing Hu (2015)

Zijing Wang (2014)

Wei Dai (2014)

Subtotal (-squared = 86.3%, p =0.001)

Qverall (l-squared =91.3%, p =0.000)

+

470(3.94,546) 916
207(1.37,277) 945

165(1.17,2.13) 1047
274(245,303) 11.15
240 (180, 3.00) 72.90

199(151,247) 1048
345 (244, 4.46) 790
362(278,446) 872
2097 (1.78,4.15) 27.10

2.55(2.05,3.05) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analygis
I I
-546 0 546

Shudy %

D HR (95% CI) Weight
i

other system 0

JunLi (2012) - i 153(1.12,184) 1075

Jing Hu (2015) —- 199(151,247) 1048
'

Meng Yang (2013) . —— 470(394 546) 916

Youxue Zhang (2011} — 207(137,277) 945
L

Subtotal (-squared = 94.3%, p = 0.000) - ] 254(137,371) 3984
T
i

Alimentary system :
'

Songlin Piao (2013) . 274(245,303) 1145

‘Yan-long Liu (2010) - 163(123,203) 1078
'

Zijing Wang (2014) — 345(244 446) 790

Yanlong Liu (2010) —— i 185(1.17,213) 1047

Songlin Piao (2012) - 274(245,300) 145
'

Wei Dai (2014) l——  3E2(275,446) 672

Subtotal (squared = 89.1%, p = 0.000) <> 255(200,3.10) 6016
'

- '

Overall (Lsquared = 91.3%, p = 0.000) <> 255(205,305)  100.00
'

NOTE: Weights are: from random effects analysis :

T T
546 0 546

B

Study
D

=150

JunLi(2012)

Yanong Liu (2010)

Meng Yang (2013)

Songlin Piao (2012)

Subfotal (l-squared = 95.8%, p = 0.000)

<150

Songlin Piao (2013)

Jing Hu (2015)

Zijing Wang (2014)

Youxue Zhang (2011)

Yanlong Liu (2010)

Wei Dai (2014)

Subtofal (-squared = 83.6%, p = 0.000)

Qverall (l-squared =91.3%, p = 0.000)

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

%
HR(95%C)  Weight

153(1.12,1.94) 10.75
163(1.23,203) 10.78

—4— 470(394,546) 9.16
274(245 303) 1115
260 (158, 363) 4183

X

g

? 274(245,3.03) 1115
+E 1.99(1.51,247) 1048
1

—— 345044 446) 790
— 207 (1.37,277) 945
- 165(1.17, 2.13) 1047

I——  362(276,446) 872

2.51(1.95,3.06) 58.17

2.55(2.05,3.05) 100.00

-0

-546 0 546

Study %

1] HR (85% CI) Weight
i

<60 :

Jun Li (2012) — E 153(1.12,194) 1075

Songlin Piao (2013) - 274(245303) 1115
'

Jing Hu (2015) - 189(151,247) 1048

Ziing Wang (2014) — 345(244, 446) 750
'

Yanlong Liu (2010) - 165(117,243) 1047

Songlin Piao (2012) %— 274(245303) 1115

Subtotal (+squared = 88.8%, p = 0.000) <> 229(1.79,280) 6188
1
i

60 i
'

Yan-long Liu (2010) - 163(123,203) 1078

Meng Yang (2013) E —— 470(394 546) 916

Youxue Zhang (2011) —_— 207(137,277) 945
'

WieiDai (2014) —— 362(278,446) 872

Subtotal (k- ed =94.9%, p=0.000) 298 (155 441 3812

o et = 49%,p=0010) < 2m0sas)

: i

Overall (-squared = 91.3%, p=0.000) Q 2.55(2.05, 3.05) 100.00
'

MNOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis i

T T
-548 o 546



i HR (95% Cl) %eight Study %

r ‘ . ID HR(95% Cl)  Weight
sa wayy cgrcmoma !
o o0t 3:)2013) e 28 [g:&g: 3;53; L esophageal squamous cell carcinoma(ESCE) !
Subtotal (I-squared = 90.5%, p = 0.001) —_— 3.14 (1.68, 4.59) 13.29 Jun Li (2012) - 1.53 (1.12, 1.94)10.75
S : Subtotal (I-squared =%, p=.) < 1.53 (1.12, 1.94)10.75

astric carcinoma q p

ong-Dong Yang (2011) s X 1.86 21 48,2 24; 7.40 - , :
Subtotal (I-squared =.%, p=.) i 1.86 (1.48, 2.24) 7.40 salivary carcinoma [
lung cancer - Songlin Piao (2013) - 2.74 (2.45,3.03)11.15
Jing Hu (2015) e 2.06 (1.49, 2.63) 6.75 Wei Dai (2014) | —#—  362(278,4.46)8.72
JNing (2012) g 291 52.19. 3.63; 6.16 Subtotal (l-squared = 73.3%, p = 0.053) ',O 3.09 (2.24, 3.93)19.87
Subtotal (I-squared = 69.8%, p = 0.069) - 2.46 (1.62, 3.29) 12.91 ) i
cerviacal cancer ! colorectal cancer :
Meng Yang (2013) ' $ 470 {3.91. 5.49) 5.88 Yan-long Liu (2010) * 1.63 (1.23,2.03)10.78
Subtotal (-squared =%, p=") : 4.70 (3.91,5.49) 5.88 Yanlong Liu (2010) & 1.65 (1.17,2.13)10.47
Youxue Zhang (2011) —tp— 2.35 {1 .54, 3.16; 5.80 . !
Subtotal (I-squared =.%,p=.) '=.> 2.35 (1.54, 3.16) 5.80 lung adenocarcinoma :
- ' Jing Hu (2015) - 1.99 (1,51, 2.47)10.48
Inlamg 0ty | $ 28 (171,39)573 Subtotal (I-squared = %, p =) < 1.99 (1.51, 2.47)10.48

- =%, p=. y D I
thyroid carcioma ; colorectl cancer :
HU Wang (2013) . 3 . 1,67 E1 17, 2.1% 7.00 Zijing Wang (2014) —4—  345(244,4.46)7.90
Subtotal {-squared =%, p =) : 167 (1.17,2.17) 7.00 Subtotal (-squared = %, p= ) = 345(244,446)790
. : : . :
g @10 £ e coniacal e -
Sublotal (-squared = 83.4%, p = 0.014) o~ 2,69 (1.70, 3.69) 13.48 gfgt%t:?“(? égg;ﬁg d= % p=) : < :;g 882 gig;g}g
. 1 T =0 0= I " Ty W -
hepatocellul i :
+  aEEs e s
Subtotal (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.776) < 2.13 (1.69, 2.57) 13.01 go%xueIZ?]ang (20:j 1) . —— gg; 8 g; g;;} g.jg
Co ' ubtotal (l-squared=.%,p=. Q | 37, 2. [
thyroid 1
Hgé?bo%amﬁ?gg?zo1s) * 1.39 (1.16, 1.62) 7.80 ; . :
Subtotal (I-squared = .%, p =) o | 1.39 {1 .16, 1.62) 7.80 oral squamous cell carcinoma =
: o §  upwumns
Songlin Piao (2012) e 2.41 52.13. 2.69)7.68 q =7,p=. .74 (2.45, 3.03)11.
Subtotal (l-squared =.%,p=.) Q 2.41(2.13,2.69) 7.68 . |
Overall (I-squared = 89.2%, p = 0.000) < 2.48 (2.11, 2.84) 100.00 Overall (I-squared = 91.3%, p = 0.000) ? 2.55 (2,05, 3.05)100.00
_wgmminmmﬂmf : NOTE: Weights are from random effects anFIysis ! |
|
-5.49 0 5.49 -5.46 0 5.46



Study
ID

low USP22 cut-off

Songlin Piao (2013)

Jing Hu (2015)

Subtotal (I-squared =31.7%, p = 0.226)

high USP22 cut-off
Dong-Dong Yang (2011)
Meng Yang (2013)
Youxue Zhang (2011)
Jun Liang (2014)

Hui Wang (2013)

J Ning (2012)

Zhen Ning (2014)

Bo Tang-1 (2015)

Bo Tang-2 (2015)
Hua-Dong Zhao (2016)
Jinxiao Liang (2014)
Songlin Piao (2012)
Wei Dai (2014)

Subtotal (l-squared =90.3%, p = 0.000)

Overall (I-squared = 89.2%, p = 0.000)

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

t

HR (95% Cl)

245 (217, 2.73)
2.06 (1.49, 2.69)
234 (1.9, 2.68)

186 (1.48, 2.24)

—4— 470(3.91,5.49)

2.35 (154, 3.16)
253 (1.71,3.35)
167 (1.17,2.17)
2.91(2.19, 3.69)
3.23 (257, 3.88)
2.21 (152, 2.90)
2.08 (1.51, 2.65)
1.39(1.16, 1.62)
2.21(1.73, 2.69)
2.41(2.13, 2.69)
3.94(3.08, 4.80)
2,52 (2.08, 2.96)

248 (2.11,2.84)

%
Weight

7.69
6.75
14.44

740
5.88
5.80
5.73
7.00
6.16
6.40
6.28
6.73
7.80
7.08
7.68
5.60
85.56

100.00

Study

high USP22 cut-off

JunLi(2012)

Zijing Wang (2014)

Meng Yang (2013)

Youxue Zhang (2011)

Songlin Piao (2012)

Wei Dai (2014)

Subtotal (I-squared = 92.6%, p = 0.000)

low USP22 cut-off

Songlin Piao (2013)

Yan-long Liu (2010)

Jing Hu (2015)

Yanlong Liu (2010)

Subtotal (I-squared = 88.9%, p = 0.000)

Overall (I-squared =91.3%, p = 0.000)

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

HR (95% CI)

;
i

! 153(1.12,194)
——  345(244,446)
i —— 470 (394, 5.46)
: 207(137,2.77)
2.74 (2.45,3.09)
3,62 (278, 4.46)
298 (2.13,382)

2.74 (245, 3.0)
163 (1.23,2.09)
199 (151, 247)
165 (1.17,213)
202 (1.41,262)

|
:
<> 2.55 (2,05, 3.05)
|
|

%
Weight

10.75
7.90
9.16
9.45
11.15
8.72
57.13

11.15
10.78
10.48
10.47
4287

100.00

I
-5.49

|
-5.46

|
5.46



Study

%
OR(95% Cl)  Weight

1.21(0.56, 2.62)4.16
1.67 (0.59, 4.67)1.99
265(1.56, 4.50)6.64
154 (0.95, 2.50)9.67
1.37 (0.76, 2.45)6.94
0.93 (0.44, 1.96)5.28
1.89 (1.14, 3.16)7.59
1,64 (0.79, 3.40) 3.96
1.49 (0.84, 2.64)6.78
0.63 (0.28, 1.44) 5.36
1.31(0.74,2.32)7 48
1.53(0.81, 2.88)5.46
1.50 (0.74, 3.30) 3.81
1.83 (1.28, 2.63) 15.64
1.27 (0.76,2.13)9.22
1,54 (1.33,1.79) 100.00

D

1
Jun Li (2012) L
Songlin Piao (2013) :
Dong-Dong Yang (2011) i_._
Yan-long Liu (2010) >
Jing Hu (2015) __._._
Zijing Wang (2014) _o—i—
Meng Yang (2013) _!_._
Youxue Zhang (2011) —_—
Hui Wang (2013) —_¢_
J Ning (2012) !
Zhen Ning (2014) —
Bo Tang-1(2015) __.'_
Jinxiao Liang (2014) —_I._
Songlin Piao (2012) ———
Wei Dai (2014) __._5_
Overall (l-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.502) Q

1

|

! T

214

Study
D

Jun Li (2012)

Songlin Piao (2013)
Dong-Dong Yang (2011)
Yan-long Liu (2010)

Jing Hu (2015)

Zijing Wang (2014)
Meng Yang (2013)
Youxue Zhang (2011)
Hui Wang (2013)

J Ning (2012)

Zhen Ning (2014)
Jinxiao Liang (2014)
Songlin Piao (2012)
Wei Dai (2014)

Qverall (l-squared =0.0%, p = 0.454)

—

467

%
OR(95%Cl)  Weight

1.56 (0.86, 2.83) 6.87
197 (0.74,5.22) 2.24
285 (147, 5.50) 4.43
1.45(0.90, 2.35) 10.59
1.05(0.64, 1.73) 11.67
1.99(0.95,4.19) 3.94
201(1.18,3.42) 7.15
1,66 (0.85, 3.26) 512
144(081,255) 7.35
1.06 (0.48, 2.36) 4.50
152(0.82,2.83) 6.

150 (0.74, 3.39) 4.04
193 (1.31,2.86) 14.37
0.95 (0.57, 1.60) 11.38
1,56 (1.34, 1.82) 100.00

Study %
D OR (85% Cl) Weight
i
Jun Li (2012) — 166(0.80,300) 9.26
1
Songiin Pizo (2013) - 131(0.50,346) 4.00
1
Dong-Dong Yang (2011) —_— 186(1.07,322) 1037
1
Yan-long Liu (2010) —— 121(064,227) 991
1
Zjing Wang (2014) : 199(0.95.419) 589
1
Meng Yang (2013) — 157(0.04,262) 1310
1
Youxue Zhang (2011) —_—t 117 (0.61,226) 950
1
Hui Wang (2013) : 172(082.361) 583
1
Songlin Pizo (2012) —_— 161(1.04,249) 17.90
1
Wei Dai (2014) SR S 130(0.83,233) 1415
1
Overall (-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.979) <‘i> 1.54(1.27,186) 100.00
1
1
:
[ [
239 1 419
Study %
D OR(95%Cl)  Weight
1
Jun Li (2012) — 1.34(0.78,2.30) 761
1
Dong-Dong Yang (2011) - 113 (0.73, 1.76) 1241
1
Yanlong Liu (2010) _— 1.06 (0.66, 1.70) 1126
1 1
Meng Yang (2013) _— 0.96 (0.57, 1.61) 9.82
1
Youxue Zhang (2011) — 1.35(0.51,3.58) 2.26
1
Hui Wang (2013) — 1.38(0.80,2.36) 7.49
1
J Ning (2012) —_— 1.70(0.78,3.71) 3.29
1
Zhen Ning (2014) — 150 (0.84,269) 6.21
1
Bo Tang-1 (2015) S SR 1.48(0.85,2.59) 6.81
1
Bo Tang-2 (2015) - 143 (0.57,356) 263
1
Jinxizo Liang (2014) . 1.18(0.55,2.54) 4.05
1
Songlin Piao (2012) T 1.4 (1.00,2.06) 1649
Wei Dai (2014) T 0.90 (0.53, 1.53) 9.68
Overall (-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.947) ¢ 125 (1.07, 1.45)  100.00

182

55

269




Jun Li (2012)

Yan-long Liu (2010)
Jing Hu (2015)

Zijing Wang (2014)
Meng Yang (2013)
Youxue Zhang (2011)

Yanlong Liu (2010)

Wei Dai (2014)

Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted

| Lower Cl Limit

< Estimate

| Upper CI Limit

212

225

239

252

263
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Begg's Test

adj. Eendall's Score (BP-§) = 32
Std. Dev. of Score = 20.21 {corrected for ties)
Humber of Studies = 15
z = 1.58
Pr > |z| = 0:113
z = 1.53 (continuity corrected)
Br > |=]| = 0.125 {(continuity corrected)
Egger's test
Std Eff Coef. Std_ Err. t B>t [95% Conf. Interwval]
slope 1.48613¢6 .43247395 3.44 0.004 .BE18203 2.420451
bias 3.718714 2.103437 T 0.101 - .8254848 8.262812




Begg's Test

adj. Eendall's Score (P-Q) = 10
Std. Dev. of Score = 11.18 {(corrected for ties)
Number of Studies = 10
z = 0.g839
Pr > |z| = 0.371
z = 0.80 {(continuity corrected)
Br > |=| = 0.421 {(continuity corrected)
Egger's test
S5td Eff Coef. Std. Err. T Pt [55% Conf. Interval]
3lope 2.0183457 .EB6EBTT16 3.02 0.017 .47852072 3.560587
bias 1.7584639 2.971744 0.53 0.570 -5.054385 8.611323




Table S1: Quality assessment of studies enrolled using the NEWCASTLE-OTTAWA QUALITY ASSESSMENT SCALE

selection outcome
Study (author, year) comparability scores
1 2 3 4 1 2 3

Jun Li (2012) * * - * %k - * * 7
Songlin Piao (2013) * * * * * * * * 8
Dong-Dong Yang (2011) * * * - * X * * * 8
Yan-long (2010) * * * * * %k - * - 7
Jing Hu (2015) * - * * * * - * 7
Zijing Wang (2014) - * - * %k * * * 7
Meng Yang (2013) * - * * * * * * * 8
Youxue Zhang (2011) * * * * * * * * * 9
Jun Liang (2014) * * * * * - * * 7




Hui Wang (2013)

J Ning (2012)

Zhen Ning (2014)

Bo Tang-1 (2015)

Yanlong Liu (2010)

Bo Tang-2 (2015)

Hua-Dong Zhao (2016)

Jinxiao Liang (2014)

Songlin Piao (2012)

Wei Dai (2014)

* Kk

* Kk

* Kk

* ok

* Kk

* ok

* Kk

* Kk
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