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Figure S1. Egger’s test for biopsy-proven acute rejection.
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Figure S2. Egger’s test for graft loss.
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Figure S3. Egger’s test for new-onset diabetes mellitus.
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Figure S4. Egger’s test for CMV infection.

	Outcome
	mTOR-I vs. MMF or Ec-MPS (Xie et al)
	
	mTOR-I vs. MMF or AZA (Webster et al)

	
	Trials (n)
	Relative risk (95% CI)a
	
	Trials (n)
	Relative risk (95% CI)a

	Mortality (all cause)
	11
	1.17 (0.89-1.53)
	
	9
	1.22 (0.78-1.90)

	Graft loss (all cause)
	11
	1.20 (1.02-1.40)
	
	10
	1.13 (0.90-1.42)

	Death-censored graft loss
	9
	1.31 (1.02-1.69)
	
	9
	1.01 (0.74-1.39)

	Biopsy-proven acute rejection
	11
	0.99 (0.83-1.19)
	
	9
	0.82 (0.68-0.98)

	New-onset diabetes mellitus
	10
	1.32 (1.07-1.62)
	
	5
	0.97 (0.68-1.39)

	CMV infection
	11
	0.40 (0.27-0.59)
	
	7
	0.49 (0.37-0.65)

	Anti-lipid therapy
	8
	1.35(1.18-1.54)
	
	5
	1.71(1.38-2.23)

	Thrombocytopenia
	3
	1.97 (1.19-3.35)
	
	4
	1.95 (1.29-2.97)

	Leucopenia
	7
	0.43 (0.29-0.64)
	
	5
	0.69 (0.44-1.10)

	Anemia
	6
	1.21 (0.88-1.68)
	
	4
	0.94 (0.70-1.27)

	Impaired wound healing
	6
	1.55 (0.97-2.47)
	
	3
	1.71 (0.88-3.32)

	Lymphocele
	7
	1.80 (1.38-2.34)
	
	4
	3.07 (1.87-5.06)

	Malignancy
	8
	0.64 (0.45-0.91)
	
	8
	0.83 (0.50-1.37)


Supplemental Table. Different result between our meta-analysis and the previous study 
Abbreviations: Ec-MPS, enteric-coated mycophenolate sodium; MMF, mycophenloate mofetil; AZA, azathioprine.

