Intraoperative hypotension and postoperative risks in non-cardiac surgery: A meta-analysis
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Forest plots for the comparison of the primary and secondary outcomes（Supplementary Forest plot S1-S7b）
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	Supplementary Forest plot S1：Comparison of the primary composite outcomes for the major postoperative complications.
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	Supplementary Forest plot S1a：Comparison of the primary composite outcomes for the major postoperative complications after  a larger sample study (10)was excluded.

	[image: ]

	Supplementary Forest plot S1b：Comparison of the primary composite outcomes for the major postoperative complications after two smaller sample study (11,14)was excluded.
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	Supplementary Forest plot S2：Comparison of Acute renal function injury postoperative.
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	Supplementary Forest plot S3：Comparison of postoperative acute myocardial injury.
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	Supplementary Forest plot S3a：Comparison of postoperative acute myocardial injury after a larger sample study (10)was excluded.
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	Supplementary Forest plot S4：Comparison of postoperative cognitive function changes
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	Supplementary Forest plot S5：Comparison of the incidence of postoperative infection.
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	Supplementary Forest plot S5a：Comparison of the incidence of postoperative infection after a larger sample study (10)was excluded.
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	Supplementary Forest plot S5b：Comparison of the incidence of postoperative infection after a smaller sample study (11)was excluded.
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	Supplementary Forest plot S6：Comparison of all-cause mortality at 30 days after surgery
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	Supplementary Forest plot S6a：Comparison of all-cause mortality at 30 days after surgery after a larger sample study (10)was excluded.
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	Supplementary Forest plot S7：Comparison of hospital stay length .

	[image: ]

	Supplementary Forest plot S7a：Comparison of hospital stay length after a larger sample study (10)was excluded. 
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	Supplementary Forest plot S7b：Comparison of hospital stay length after a smaller sample study (11)was excluded. 





Funnel plots assessing the reporting bias for each comparison
Supplementary Funnel plot S1-S7：
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	Supplementary Funnel plot S1：the reporting bias assessment for comparison of the primary composite outcomes for the major postoperative complications.

	[image: ]

	Supplementary Funnel plot S2：the reporting bias assessment for comparison of acute postoperative kidney injury.
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	Supplementary Funnel plot S3：the reporting bias assessment for comparison of acute postoperative myocardial injury
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	Supplementary Funnel plot S4：the reporting bias assessment for comparison of acute postoperative state of consciousness changes
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	Supplementary Funnel plot S5：the reporting bias assessment for comparison of the incidence of postoperative infection.
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	Supplementary Funnel plot S6：the reporting bias assessment for comparison of all-cause mortality at 30 days after surgery
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	Supplementary Funnel plot S7：the reporting bias assessment for comparison of length of hospitalization.
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