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(1) The subgroup meta-analysis of lung injury score that compares MSC’s derived therapy (MDT) with acute lung injury (ALI) control group. The analysis didn’t detect any statistically significant difference among the microvesicles(MV), exosomes(EX), and conditioned medium (CM) subgroups (p=0.36).
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(2) The subgroup meta-analysis of neutrophil counting in BALF that compares the MDT with the ALI control group. The analysis didn’t detect any statistically significant difference between the MV and the CM subgroups (p=0.93).
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(3) The subgroup meta-analysis of total protein in BALF that compares the MDT with the ALI control group. The analysis didn’t detect any statistically significant difference among the MV, the EX and the CM subgroups (p=0.58).
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(4) The subgroup meta-analysis of IL-6 level that compares the MDT with the ALI control group. The analysis detected statistically significant difference between the EX and the CM subgroups (p<0.00001).


[image: IL-10 subgroup analysis]
(5) [bookmark: _GoBack]The subgroup meta-analysis of IL-10 that compares the MDT with the ALI control group. The analysis didn’t detect any statistically significant difference between the EX and the CM subgroups (p=0.61).
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