Figure S7. Leave-one-out analysis results for the pooled prevalence of workplace violence among doctors in China

Study Leave—One-Out Meta—Analysis Events 95%-Cl Tau2 Tau 12
Omitting Gong et al. (2014) — 59.94 [47.73;71.02] 1.1347 1.0652 99.8%
Omitting Yao et al. (2014) ' 60.72 [48.56;71.69] 1.1339 1.0649 99.9%
Omitting Shi (2016) = 60.35 [47.50;71.92] 1.2615 1.1232 99.8%
Omitting Sun et al. (2017) — 59.28 [47.35;70.21] 1.0805 1.0395 99.8%
Omitting Yang (2017) + 61.22 [49.03;72.15] 1.1426 1.0689 99.9%
Omitting Gan et al. (2018) { 60.78 [48.56; 71.78] 1.1441 1.0696 99.9%
Omitting Duan et al. (2019) : 60.55 [48.31;71.59] 1.1453 1.0702 99.9%
Omitting Han (2019) § 60.80 [48.55;71.84] 1.1518 1.0732 99.9%
Omitting Meng (2020) - 60.39 [48.30; 71.33] 1.1174 1.0571 99.9%
Omitting Ming et al. (2020) = 60.82 [48.69; 71.75] 1.1293 1.0627 99.9%
Omitting Peng (2021) - 60.07 [48.00;71.02] 1.1110 1.0541 99.9%
Omitting Feng et al. (2022) — 63.78 [52.47;73.75] 1.0154 1.0076 99.8%
Omitting Zhou et al. (2022) i 62.03 [50.04;72.71] 1.1157 1.0563 99.9%
Omitting Yan et al. (2023) — 58.42 [49.49; 66.83] 0.6021 0.7760 99.7%
Omitting Zhang (2023) + 60.65 [48.53;71.58] 1.1242 1.0603 99.9%
Omitting Chen et al. (2024) — 61.71 [48.48;73.40] 1.3486 1.1613 99.8%
Omitting Zhou (2024) — 61.64 [49.24;72.70] 1.1876 1.0897 99.9%
Omitting Dai et al. (2025) . 61.20 [49.11;72.06] 1.1249 1.0606 99.9%
Omitting Zeng et al. (2025) — 61.74 [49.66; 72.52] 1.1279 1.0620 99.9%
Random effects model —_— 60.85 [49.16; 71.42] 1.1087 1.0529 99.8%
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rstudent Figure S8. Influence diagnostics for the included studies dffits
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Standard Error

Figure S9. Trim-and-fill- adjusted funnel plot
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