[bookmark: OLE_LINK213][bookmark: OLE_LINK214]Additional file 10: Figure S4. Forest plot for the rate of eGFR decline.
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[bookmark: OLE_LINK501]Positive differences represent a slower decline in the antiplatelet treatment group than in the control group
CI = confidence interval; eGFR = estimated glomerular filtration rate; N = number of trials; NA = no available; SD = standard deviation. 

