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Table S1: Quality assessment of studies using a Newcastle-Ottawa scale for assessing studies

Studies Selection Comparability Exposure Total
quality
score

Author (reference) Is the Representativeness  Selection  Definition Comparability Ascertainment Same method of Non-

case of the cases of of controls of cases and of exposure ascertainment response
definition controls controls for cases and rate
adequate controls

Yoshizawa et al. (20) * * * * * * 6

AbdelMageed et al. (27)  * * * * * * 6

Lee et al. (28) * * * * * * * 7

Xuetal. (14) * * * * * * * * 3

Kawasaki et al. (29) * * * * * * 6

Abdelrahman etal. (30)  * * * * * * * 7

Ehara et al. (16) * * * * * * 6

Hagerling et al. (31) * * * * * * 6

Ogasawara et al. (19) * * * * * * 6

Kang et al. (32) * * * * ® * * 7

Zhang et al. (33) * * * * * * * 7

Nagashima et al. (34) * * * * * * * 7

Themelandu et al. (35) * * * * ® * * * 8

Shen et al. (36) * * * * * * € 7

Shekarriz et al. (24) * * * * * * * 7
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Table S1: Continued

Studies Selection Comparability Exposure Total
quality
score

Author (reference) Is the Representativeness  Selection  Definition Comparability Ascertainment Same method of Non-

case of the cases of of controls of cases and of exposure ascertainment response
definition controls controls for cases and rate
adequate controls

Liuetal. (13) * * * * * * * 7

Freiin Grote et al. (37) * * * * * * 6

Koetal. (38) * * * * * * * 7

Maetal. (39) * * * * * * * 7

Rot et al. (40) * * * * * * #* 7

Yuetal. (15) * ® * * ® * * 7

Kuraishi et al. (18) * * * * * * * 7

Hou et al. (41) * * * * * * 6

Jang et al. (42) * * * * * * * 7

Kim et al. (43) * * * * * * * 7

Chen et al. (12) * * * * * * * 7

Harada et al. (44) * * * * * * 6

Lvetal. (45) * * * * * * 6

Liu et al. (46) * * * * * * * * 3

Wuetal. (47) * * * * * * #* 7

Wu et al. (48) * * * * * * * * 3

Jang et al. (49) * * * * * * 6

Sun et al. (50) * * * * * * * 7

Yang etal. (51) * * * * * * * 7

Gao etal. (52) * * * * * * * 7

Sun et al. (53) * * * * * * * 7

Wang et al. (54) * * * ® ® * 6

Gao et al. (55) * * * * * * 6

Liu et al. (56) * * * * * * * 7

Heetal. (57) * * * * * * #* 7

Chen et al. (58) * * * * * * * 7

Xietal. (59) * * * * * * * 7

Hsu et al. (60) * * ® * * * * 7

Jang et al. (61) * * * * * * 6

Zheng et al. (62) * * ® * * * 6

Ryuge et al. (63) * * * * * * * 7

Buetal. (64) * * * * * * * 7

Wuet al. (65) * * * * * * * 7

Ziskin et al. (66) * * * * * * * 7

Takahashi et al. (67) * * * * * * 6

Takeda et al. (68) * * * * * * 6

Becker et al. (69) * * * * * * 6

Fan et al. (70) * * * * * * * 7
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Fig.52: Forrest plot of HR. A. Forest plot for the association between LGR5 Fig.S4: Forrest plot of HR. A. Forest plot for the association between LGR5
expression and age (old vs. young). B. Forest plot the association between expression and tumor stage (high vs. low). B. Forest plot for the association
LGR5 expression tumor grade (high vs. low). between LGR5 expression and distant metastasis (present vs. absent).
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Fig.S5: Forest plot for the association between LGR5 expression and
lymph node metastasis (present vs. absent).
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