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Supplementary figure 1. Forest plots of the subgroups analysis evaluating the correlation between circZFR expression and OS, including sample size (A), cancer type (B) and follow up months (C).
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Supplementary figure 2. Forest plots evaluating the correlation between circZFR expression and other clinicopathological parameters, including age (A), gender (B) and DM (C).
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Supplementary figure 3. Sensitivity analysis (A) and funnel plot for publication bias (B) for circZFR on OS.
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Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted
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