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Supplementary figure S1. Forest plot for fertilization failure type subgroup analysis of clinical pregnancy rate.
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Supplementary figure S2. Forest plot for fertilization failure type subgroup analysis of miscarriage rate.
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Supplementary figure S3. Forest plot for fertilization failure type subgroup analysis of live birth rate.
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Supplementary figure S4. Forest plot for ionophore type subgroup analysis of clinical pregnancy rate.
[image: Imagen que contiene Tabla  El contenido generado por IA puede ser incorrecto.]
Supplementary figure S5. Forest plot for ionophore type subgroup analysis of miscarriage rate.
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Supplementary figure S6. Forest plot for ionophore type subgroup analysis of live birth rate.
[image: Imagen que contiene Diagrama  El contenido generado por IA puede ser incorrecto.]
Supplementary figure S7. Forest plot for control type subgroup analysis of miscarriage rate.
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Supplementary figure S8. Forest plot for perinatal malformations.
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