Figure 2B. Subgroup analysis according to study design of the studies that

evaluated the association between NLR and severity

Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  log[Odds Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI

Odds Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

1.8.1 Cohort studies

Ai-Ping Yang 225 046 52%  9.78[3.97 24.08
Chanozheng YWang 344 075 32% 31977, 135.64]
Chen X 0.94 037  59% 2.56 [1.24, 5.29]
Chan Xing 252 036  B0% 1243[6.14, 25.17]
Chuan Gin 121 018 TE% 3,35 [2.36, 4.77]
Fengjun Liu 132 046 52% 374 [1.52,9.22]
Hou K 0.65 062 3.9% 1.92 [0.57, 6.46]
Jianhong Fu 311 057 43%  22.42[7.34 6357
Li Long 108 036 0% 2.97 [1.47, 5.02]
Ruchong Chen 186 018 T.6% B.42 [4.51,9.14]
Shaoping Huangy 28 036  B0% 16.44([812, 33.30]
Suyu Sun 2081 043 54% 18.36[7.90, 42.64]
YWeifeng Shany 163 019  T7.5% 510 [3.52, T.41]
¥jaomin Lug 266 041  56% 14.30[6.40, 31.83]
¥jurong Ding 182 054 45%  B.82[2.37 19.56]
‘afai Zhany 251 041  56% 12.30[5.51, 27.48)
Yue-Ping Liu 1 044  53% 272 [1.15, B.44]
Subtotal (95% CI) 94.8%  6.94[4.93,0.76]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.35; Chi*= 6567, df=16 (P = 0.00001); F= 76%
Test for overall effect Z=11.13 (F = 0.00001)

1.8.2 Case-Control Studies

Hintian XA 089 046 5.2% 246 [1.00, 6.08]
Subtotal {95% CI) 5.2% 2.46 [1.00, 6.06]
Heterogeneity, Mot applicahle

Test for overall effect Z=1.96 (P = 0.05)

Total (95% CI) 100.0% 6.58 [4.71, 9.19]
Heterogeneity: Tau®*=0.35; Chi*= 6919, df=17 (P = 0.00001); = 758%
Test far overall effect Z=11.06 (F = 0.00001)

Testfor subgroup differences: Chi*=4.45,df=1 {P=003, F=77.5%
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