Supplementary Table S4: the Egger’s test of different subgroup
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Supplementary Table S5: the Egger’s test of different subgroup
1. tumor stage subgroup
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2. distant metastasis subgroup
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3. Lymphatic metastasis subgroup
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Supplementary Figure1：Sensitivity analysis of the effect of the individual subgroup on the pooled ORs.
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A：Sensitivity analysis of tumor stage subgroup.  B：Sensitivity analysis of distant metastasis subgroup.
C：Sensitivity analysis of Lymphatic metastasis subgroup.  D：Sensitivity analysis of tumor size subgroup.
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