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Figure S1. Leave-one-out sensitivity analysis, ordered by effect size (0), demonstrating that even after exclusion of any single study, the outcome of the meta-
analysis concerning the difference in FMD between NAFLD and control subjects remained unaffected. I> represents between-study heterogeneity and horizontal

error bars denote the 95% confidence intervals.



NAFLD Control Standardised Mean

Study Total Mean SD Total Mean sSD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
Arslan 100 6.00 9.4000 45 17.90 12.4000 : -1.14 [- 152 -0.77] 8.3%
Vlachopoulos 23 1.92 04400 28 482 0.4600 -6.43 [-7.82;-5.04] 0.0%
Senturk 32 10.60 8.5000 16 18.60 2.7000 - -1.12 [-1.76;, -0.48] 5.7%
Villanova 52 6.33 59300 28 1222 5.0500 : -1.04 [-153;-056] 7.2%
Persico 54 6.80 3.7000 14 12.60 2.2000 = -1.68 [-2.33;-1.02] 56%
Ozturk 61 9.60 49000 41 1540 8.5000 : -088 [-1.30;-0.47] 7.9%
Pastori 281 510 41000 86 680 4.7000 : -0.40 [- 064 -0.16] 0.0%
Long 350 4.06 3.6500 1934 481 3.5600 -0.21 [-0.32; -0.10] 0.0%
Pugh 34 478 19200 20 837 3.2200 —_ -1.45 [-2.07;-0.83] 59%
Guleria 20 9.79 3.8100 20 17.02 3.3900 = -2.00 [-2.77;-1.24] 4.8%
Arinc 50 490 28000 30 930 44000 = -1.26 [-1.76;-0.77] 71%
Kucukazman 117 590 3.1000 44 960 27000 -1.23 [-1.61;-0.86] 8.3%
Thakur 40 10.17 6.9500 40 13.67 7.3000 -0.49 [-094; -0.05] 7.6%
Colak 51 750 51000 21 1650 7.1000 = -157 [-214;-1.00] 6.4%
Sapmaz 176 830 7.7000 90 10.70 5.1000 -0.35 [-0.60; -0.09] 0.0%
Jose 25 7.37 27500 251242 37200 = -154 [-218; -0.81] 58%
Narayan 126 9.42 35000 31 17.78 6.0500 : -2.03 [-2.48;-1.58] 7.5%
Al-Hamoudi 89 13.64 11.2900 50 19.30 14.4500 -0.45 [-0.80; -0.10] 0.0%
Loffredo 38 485 31500 19 890 28000 = -133 [-1.94,-0.73] 61%
Shukla 32 13.54 3.6500 16 16.84 4.6100 = -0.83 [-1.45; -0.20] 5.9%
Cetindagli 93 1266 53400 37 13.89 7.5000 -020 [-059; 0.18] 0.0%
Li 320 9.64 1.4400 687 1484 1.3700 -3.73 [-3.94;, -352] 0.0%
Random effects model 2164 3322 ¢ -1.28 [-1.50; -1.05] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: 12 = 81%, ©? = 0.1225, p < 0.01 ' '

Test for overall effect: z =-11.15 (p < 0.01) -5 0 5

Figure S2. Forest plot displaying the updated meta-analysis of FMD difference between individuals with NAFLD and controls after removal of influential studies,
demonstrating a significantly more impaired FMD in the NAFLD group. Effect sizes were pooled according to the random-effects model. I> was used as a measure
of between-study statistical heterogeneity. Results are expressed as standardized mean difference (SMD) with horizontal error bars denoting the 95% confidence

intervals (Cls). The size of each square represents the relative weight of that study in the overall meta-analytic result.
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Figure S3. Inspection of symmetric funnel plots of the difference in FMD between NAFLD and control subjects. Hedge’s g was used as the effect size metric plotted

against the sample size-based precision estimate.



