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Fig. S1 Forest plot summarizing the relationship between PF models and pulmonary fibrosis scores in preclinical models of PF.
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Fig. S2 Forest plot summarizing the relationship between mesenchymal stem cellsMSCs type and pulmonary fibrosis scores in preclinical models of PF.
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Fig. S3 Forest plot summarizing the relationship between MSCsmesenchymal stem cells dose and pulmonary fibrosis scores in preclinical models of PF.
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Fig. S4 Forest plot summarizing the relationship between MSCsmesenchymal stem cells route and pulmonary fibrosis scores in preclinical models of PF.
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Fig. S5 Forest plot summarizing the relationship between transplant type and pulmonary fibrosis scores in preclinical models of PF. 
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[bookmark: _Hlk74661022][bookmark: _Hlk74661023]Fig. S6 Forest plot summarizing the relationship between timinge of MSCsmesenchymal stem cells therapy after PF and pulmonary fibrosis scores in preclinical models of PF.
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Fig. S7 Forest plot summarizing the relationship between geographic location and pulmonary fibrosis scores in preclinical models of PF.
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Fig. S85 Forest plot summarizing the relationship between transplant typBMSC dose and pulmonary fibrosis scores in preclinical models of PF. 
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Fig. S93 Forest plot summarizing the relationship between ADMSC dose mesenchymal stem cells dose and pulmonary fibrosis scores in preclinical models of PF.
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