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[bookmark: _GoBack]Supplementary Figure 1. Weighted mean differences (with 95%CI) between patients with reduced prolactin levels (LOW PRL) and controls on several parameters including body mass index (A); total cholesterol (B), low density lipoprotein cholesterol (C), triglycerides (D), high density lipoprotein cholesterol (E), and fasting glucose (F). LL=lower levels; UP=upper levels. *only men; ** chronic kidney disease. 
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Study name Statistics for each study Difference in means and 95% CI

Difference  Lower  Upper 

in means limit limit p-Value

Corona et al., 2009 0,60 0,12 1,08 0,01

Reuwer et al., 2009* -0,20 -0,60 0,20 0,32

Corona et al., 2014 0,00 -0,42 0,42 1,00

Wang et al., 2016* 0,10 -0,63 0,83 0,79

Chahar et al., 2017* 1,00 -0,08 2,08 0,07

Ruiz-Herrera et al., 2017 1,80 -1,24 4,84 0,25

Sheoran et al., 2023 0,36 -2,31 3,03 0,79
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Study name Statistics for each study Difference in 

means and 95% CI

Difference  Lower  Upper 

in means limit limit p-Value

Corona et al., 2009 7,90 3,01 12,79 0,00

Reuwer et al., 2009* 5,00 -0,26 10,26 0,06

Corona et al., 2014 0,00 -5,73 5,73 1,00

Chahar et al., 2017* 5,00 -1,85 11,85 0,15

4,66 1,33 7,99 0,01
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Study name Statistics for each study Difference in 

means and 95% CI

Difference  Lower  Upper 

in means limit limit p-Value

Corona et al., 2009 7,00 2,51 11,49 0,00

Reuwer et al., 2009* 5,00 0,23 9,77 0,04

Corona et al., 2014 1,00 -4,54 6,54 0,72

Wang et al., 2016* 6,30 0,71 11,89 0,03

5,07 2,55 7,58 0,00

-20,00 -10,00 0,00 10,00 20,00

Favours A Favours B

Meta Analysis

Meta Analysis

Controls LOW PRL 

C

Overall (mg/dl)                  5.07     2.55       7.58         0.00
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RPRL                            Controls

E

Study name Statistics for each study Difference in 

means and 95% CI

Difference  Lower  Upper 

in means limit limit p-Value

Corona et al., 2009 -1,10 -2,64 0,44 0,16

Reuwer et al., 2009* 2,00 0,33 3,67 0,02

Corona et al., 2014 -1,00 -2,49 0,49 0,19

Wang et al., 2016* 1,20 -1,36 3,76 0,36

Chahar et al., 2017* -2,00 -3,87 -0,13 0,04
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Overall (kg/m2)

Study name Statistics for each study Difference in 

means and 95% CI

Difference  Lower  Upper 

in means limit limit p-Value

Corona et al., 2009 15,00 0,71 29,29 0,04

Reuwer et al., 2009* -8,00 -14,08 -1,92 0,01

Corona et al., 2014 2,00 -9,04 13,04 0,72

Wang et al., 2016* 22,40 -1,46 46,26 0,07

Chahar et al., 2017* 5,00 -50,40 60,40 0,86

4,99 -7,13 17,10 0,42
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Study name Statistics for each study Difference in means and 95% CI

Difference  Lower  Upper 

in means limit limit p-Value

Corona et al., 2009 6,00 1,82 10,18 0,00

Wang et al., 2013* 1,00 -1,23 3,23 0,38

Corona et al., 2014 -4,36 -10,44 1,72 0,16

Chahar et al., 2017* 25,00 8,20 41,80 0,00

Jayashankar et al., 2022 94,50 46,04 142,96 0,00

Sheoran et al., 2023 133,42 99,19 167,65 0,00
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