
Supplementary Figure 1: Funnel plot and Sensitivity analysis using Trim and Fill 
method 

 

1. BNP 

 

 
Visually, there is evidence of positive publication bias, However, meta-regression and Egger’s 
test failed to show it statistically. Also, due to only 4 studies the power of these are low. 

 

 
 



With trim and fill method of sensitivity analysis, no missing studies are suggested. The results 
suggest, statistically significant effect size (2.646). As shown, the dots are relatively balanced on 
both sides of the center and the "missing estimates" count is zero, there is no evidence of 
publication bias. 

2. NT Pro BNP: 

 

This funnel plot suggests publication bias, and it was also noted to be statistically significant in 

the asymmetry tests.  

 



With trim and fill method of sensitivity analysis, no missing studies are suggested. Even though 

funnel plot suggests publication bias, the trim and fill sensitivity analysis suggests that the effect 

size is highly statistically significant (estimate of 2.63, p=<0.001).  

 

3. eGFR 

 
The funnel plot suggests positive bias, but both meta-regression and Egger’s asymmetry 

test failed to show it statistically significant.  

 



The trim and fill sensitivity analysis showed no missing studies. The effect estimate (0.974) is 
statistically significant. As shown, the dots are relatively balanced on both sides of the center 
and the "missing estimates" count is zero, there is no evidence of publication bias. 
 
 
 
 
 

4. Trop T 

 
The funnel plot suggests publication bias visually, but when analyzed by meta-
regression and Egger’s test it failed to show any statistically significant bias. 
 



 
The trim and fill method suggests there was one study likely missing. The true 
average effect size even after hypothetical missing study is added remains 
significant (4.238, p<0.001), suggesting effect size remains strong.   

5. IVSd (Interventricular septal diameter)  

 
The funnel plot suggests there is publication bias, visually. But when analyzed using 
meta-regression and Egger’s test no statistically significant publication bias noted.  
 



 
The trim and fill sensitivity analysis suggests that there may be 1 study missing. 
Despite that when this hypothetical study was added, the effect estimate (1.096) 
remained highly statistically significant (p<0.001).  
 

6. PWT (posterior wall thickness) 

 
The funnel plot suggests there is publication bias, visually. But when analyzed 
statistically by meta-regression and Egger’s test, no statistically significant 
publication bias noted.  



 
The trim and fill method suggests no missing studies. The effect estimate (1.040) 

remains statistically significant. This suggests, no significant effect of visually apparent 

publication bias on the results.  

 

 

7. LVEF 

 
The funnel plot visually suggests publication bias with studies in center and two towards 

right side of funnel. But when analyzed by asymmetry test, no statistically significant 

publication bias noted.  

 



 
 

The trim and fill sensitivity analysis suggested no missing studies. It showed that the 

effect estimate (2.083) remained highly statistically significant (p<0.015) and hence, no 

publication bias. 

 
 
 

8. NYHA  

 



Visually, funnel plot suggests publication bias. But when analyzed by meta-
regression and Egger’s asymmetry test no statistically significant publication bias 
noted.  

 
The trim and fill sensitivity analysis suggests no missing studies. The effect estimate 
remains statistically significant and robust (estimate = 1.040, p= <0.001) with very 
less heterogeneity, suggesting publication bias is not present.  
 

9. Gillmore stage 3 vs 1 



 
The funnel plot visual assessment suggests publication bias. But when further 
analyzed with asymmetry test it was not statistically significant.  
 

 
The trim and fill method sensitivity analysis suggests there may be 2 studies 
missing. Even when these hypothetical studies were added the effect estimate 
(1.578) remained highly statistically significant. 
 

10. Gillmore stage 2 vs 1 



 
The funnel plot suggests publication bias, visually. But when analyzed further with 
meta-regression and egger’s test, no statistically significant publication bias noted.  

 
The trim and fill method sensitivity analysis suggests there may be 2 studies 
missing. Even when these hypothetical studies were added the effect estimate 
(0.567) remained highly statistically significant (p=<0.001).  

11. Gillmore stage 3 vs 2 



 
The funnel plot suggests publication bias, visually. But when analyzed further with 
meta-regression and egger’s test, no statistically significant publication bias noted.  

 
The trim and fill method sensitivity analysis suggests there may be 1 study missing. 
Even when this hypothetical study was added the effect estimate (0.719) remained 
highly statistically significant (p=<0.001).  
 


