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Table S1. The information of publication bias in all Polymorphisms

Allele model Dominant model Recessive model
Polymorphisms Z P Z P Z P
C-159T 1.77 0.077 14 0.161 14 0.161
C-260T 1.56 0.118 2.51 0.012 1.12 0.264
al
Study 6
1s] OR (85% CI) Weight
East Asian !
Wei ¥.5 (2008) —_— 1.54 (1.04, 2.28) 4.45
Zhang K (2008) 1.81 (1.02, 2.23) 269
Li L (2007} —_ 1.49 (0.90, 2.48) 3.14
HKie . (2008) | L 236 (1.49, 32.72) 367
Liu Z.R {2010} - 2.08 (1.16, 3.73) 2.55
Shimada K (2000} 1.27 (D86, 2.43) 213
Hohda S (2002) —_— 1.17 (0.86, 1.58) 597
Subtotal (l-sgquared = 27.7%, p = 0.217) | e 1.57 (1.28, 1.94) 24.50
1
Eurcpean :
MNaudk M {2002) —_—— 1.03 (D.85, 1.25) 8.55
MNaudk M {2002) ——— | 0.96 (0.79, 1.17) 8.28
Unkelbach K (1999 —_L 1.06 (0.88, 1.27) S.86
Koenig W {2002) —_— 1.14 (0.82, 1.58) 5.48
Longobarde M. T (20032) R B 1.34 (0.85, 2.10) 23.72
Morange PE (2005) —_— 0.89 (0.55, 1.48) 3.32
Giacconi R {2007) —_— 1.32 (0.80, 2.18) 3.19
Hubacek JA& {1993) . SE——— 2.00 (1.25, 3.19) 3.54
Lorsnzowva A [2007) ——Q—e— 1.11 {0.79, 1.58) 528
Amroyo-Espligurc R (20085) r 1.83 (0.95, 2.81) 2.84
Amroyo-Espligurc R (20085) - 1.53 (0.86, 2.73) 2.59
Morange PE (2005) T & 1.83 (0.81, 4.10) 1.48
Morange PE {2005) 1.25 (085, 2.37) 2.18
Morange FE (2004) _—— 0.74 (0.47, 1.17) 3.83
Morange FE (2004) —_— 0.99 (0.80, 1.64) 3.22
Morange FE (2005) —_— 1.16 (0.75, 1.80) =2.90
Subtotal (l-sguared = 19.0%, p = 0.237) e 1.11 ({1.01, 1.23) 69.84
. I
America :
Zee RY (2001) —— 1.14 (D.83, 1.57) 5.86
Subtotal {l-squared = %%, p=.) -==:_."==- 1.14 (0.83, 1.57) 588
. |
Owerall {l-squared = 41.0%, p = 0.020) <= 1.23(1.11, 1.37) 100.00
MO TE: Weights are from random effects analysis :
T

= 1 4.1
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Study %6
13 OR (25% CI) Weight
CHD !
Wei ¥.5 {2008) —_— 1.54 (1.04, 2.28) 4.45
Zhang K {2008) 1.81 {1.02, 3.23) 259
Li L {2007} ——:0— 1.49 (090, 2.48) 3.14
Kie . ¥ (2008) | —— 236 (1.49, 3.72) 387
Hubaosk JA& (1999) —_— 2.00 {1.25 3.19) 3.54
Morange PE (2005) > 1.83(0.81, 410} 1.48
Morange PE (2005) —_— 1.16 (0.75, 1.80) 3.90
Subtotal (l-squared = 0.0%. p = 0.433) [ —eame- 1.67 (1.39, 2.01) 2277

|
- 1
A '
Liu Z.R {2010) . 208 (1.18, 3.73) 265
Mauwds M {2002} —_— 1.03 {0 .85, 1.25) 855
Unkelbach K {1299) —0—1— 1.06 (D88, 1.27) 8.86
Longobarde M. T (2002) — 1.34 (0.85, 2.10) 3.72
Morange FE (2005) —_— 0.89 (0.55, 1.46) 3.32
Amoyo-Espliguro R (2005) T 1.83 (095, 2.81) 284
Arroyo-Espligurc R (20085) . 1.53 (0.8, 2.73) 259
Subtotal (l-sguared = 38.1%, p = 0.131) -=.'.'."'__;_,...""'-- 1.19(1.00, 1.41) 3224
: i
]| |
Shimadsa K (2000} - 1.27 (086, 2.43) 213
Hohda S (2003) — 1.17 (0.86, 1.58) 5.97
Mauds M (200 —0—: 0.96 (D.72, 1.17) 8.28
Koenig W {2002) ——— 1.14 (0.82, 1.58) 546
Giacooni R (2007) —_— 1.32 (0.80, 2.18) 3.19
Lorenzowa A (2007) —_— 1.11 {D.79, 1.58) 526
Morange PE (2005) 4 1.25 (085, 2.37) 218
Morange FE (2004) ———— 0.74 (0.47, 1.17) 323.83
Morange PE (2004) —i—:— 0.99 (D.80, 1.84) 322
Zee RY {2001) R A 1.14 (0.83, 1.57) 5.88
Subtotal (l-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.799) L 1.06 (0.95, 1.19) 4499
. I
Cwverall {l-sguared = 41.0%, p = 0.020) Q 1.232{1.11, 1.37) 100.00
HCOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis :
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Study .3
1s] OR (95% CI) Weight
East Asian '
Wei ¥.5 (2008) :—0— 1.58 {(1.068 235) 453
Zhang K {2008) ——— 0.95(D.84, 1.40) 483
Li L {2007} :—t— 1.76{1.15 2.689) 424
Hie Y X (2008) ——— 1.80 (097, 2.863) 3.50
Liu Z.R {2010} : 1.73(0.99, 3.02) 305
Shimada K (2000) 1 2.30 (1.24, 4.29) 261
Hohda S (2003) —_ 1.41 (1.08, 1.85) 6.28
Subtotal (l-sgquared = 27.3%, p = 0.220) | e 1.49 (1.24, 1.80) 2&.84

1
N 1
Eurcpean '
Maudk M {2002) —— 1.16 {D.95, 1.42) 7.36
Maudc M {20032) — 1.18 (0.97, 1.48) 7.19
Unkelbach K {1299 —— 1.08 (0.89, 1.33) 7.29
Koenig W {2002) ——— 1.05 {0.75, 1.48) 5.29
Longobardo M. T (2003} —'—0_ 1.28 (D.84, 1.93) 4.36
Morange PE (2005) —_— 1.02 (D86, 1.59) 4.04
Giacoconi R {2007) : 2.25(1.24, 4.10) 275
Hubacek JA {1599} 206 (1.17, 3.85) 295
Lorenzowva A [2007) 0.97 (0.7, 1.40) 491
Amoyo-Espliguro R {(2005) 1.71 (0.97, 3.03) 295
Amoyo-Espliguro R (2005) 087 (D.48, 1.84) 251
Morange PE (2005) 1.28 (0.58, 2.98) 1.85
Morange PE (2005) 0.80 (0.33, 1.10) 289
Morange PE (2004} e ] 0.85(0.39, 1.09) 3.41
Morange PE (2004} 1.22(0.74 2.00) 358
Morange FE (2005) 0.88 (0.29, 1.19) 299
Subtotal (l-sgquared = 41.8%, p = 0.040) 1.11 {0.98, 1.27) 668.00
America
Zee RY {2001) 0.83 (0.58, 1.17) 5.16
Subtotal {l-squared = %, p= .} 083 (0.58, 1.17) 518
Cverall {l-squared = 51.2%, p = 0.002) 1.20 {1.06, 1.35) 100.00
MOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Zhang K {2008}

Li L (2007}
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q
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

225(1.24, 4.10) 275

0.97 (D.67. 1.40) 4.91
0.80 (D.33, 1.10) 269
0.85(D.39, 1.09) 3.41
1.22 {0.74, 2.00) 3.58
0.83 (0.58. 1.17) 5.16
1.12{0.91, 1.38) 43.85

1.20 (1.06, 1.35) 100.00
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East Asian

Jin X (2018)

Jin X (2016)

Jin X (2016)

Jin X (2016)

Wei ¥.S (2006)

Li ¥ (2005)

Subtotal (-squared = 44 5%, p = 0.109)

European

W. Haberbosch (2009)

W. Haberbosch (2009)

Koch W (2002)

Koch W (2002)

Unkelbach K (1999}

Damiano P (2012)

Subtotal (l-sguared =0.0%, p = 0.488)

Indian
Banerjee | (2009}
Subtotal (l-squared = %, p =)

Owerall (l-squared = 27.9%, p = 0.164)

———

_Li_.i

—_——

—%_._

—_—

S -

—

OR (95% CI)

0.99 (0.53, 1.85)
1.04 (0.55, 1.97)
1.10 (0.58, 2.09)
1.06 (0.56, 2.02)
0.75 (0.47, 1.20)
219 (1.28,3.73)
112 (0.89, 1.41)

0.93 (0.49, 1.78)
0.75 (0.49, 1.17)
0.93 (0.70, 1.23)
0.84 (0.63, 1.12)
0.98 (0.78, 1.22)

<

<o

—_ T

227 (0.82, 6.29)
0.92 (0.81, 1.06)

072 (0.44, 1.16)
072 (0.44, 1.16)

0.95 (0.85, 1.07)

o
Weight

329
305
294
298
6.71
313
2209

31
T.47
16.90
16.96
2615
083
7142

5.49
6.49

100.00
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Study %
s} OR (95% C1) Weight
EH-LVH i
Jin X (2018) —_—— 0.99 (0.53, 1.85) 3.29
Jdin X (2016) —_— 1.10 (0.58, 2.09) 2.94
Subtotal (-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.817) —_ 1.04 (0.67, 1.63) 6.23
. 1
EH-MLWH :
Jdin X (2016) —_— 1.04 (0.55, 1.97) 3.05
Jin X (2016) _— 1.06 (0.56, 2.02) 2.98
Subtotal (l-sgquared = 0.0%, p=0.967) -==:_"|'|,.:3=‘-=- 1.05 (0.67, 1.65) 6.03

1
- 1
CHD !
Wei¥Y.5 (2006) —_— 0.75 (0.47, 1.20) 6.71
Li ¥ (2005) : — 219(1.28,373) 313
Damianao P (2012} - 227 (0.82, 6.29) 0.83
Subtotal (I-squared = 80.0%, p = 0.007) f::‘:'- 1.29(0.93, 1.79) 10.67
Al !
W. Haberbosch (2009) 0.93 (0.49, 1.78) 3.11
Koch W (2002) —— 0.93 (070, 1.23) 16.90
Unkelbach K (1999} — 0.928 (0.78, 1.22) 26.15
Banerjee | (2009) —_— 0.72 (044, 1.16) 6549
Subtotal (l-sgquared = 0.0%, p=0729) <|':> 0.93 (0.79, 1.09) 5265

1
- 1
il !
W. Haberbosch (2009) — 075 (0.49 1.17) 7.47
Koch W (2002) —_— 0.84 (0.63, 1.12) 16.96
Subtotal (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.669) < 0.82 (0.64, 1.04) 24.43
. 1
overall (l-squared = 27.9%, p = 0.164) < 0.95 (0.85, 1.07) 100.00
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Study %
In] OR (95% CI) Weight
East Asian
Jin X (2018) 0.99 (0.55, 1.80) 3.78
Jin X (2018) 1.44 (0.80, 2.58) 3.24
Jin X (20186) 1.07 (0.58, 1.97) 3.41
Jin X (20186) 1.41(0.77,2.58) 3.09
Wei Y.S (2008) 0.90 (0.62, 1.32) 9.53
Li v {2005) 1.72(1.10, 2.68) 5.03
Subtotal {lsgquared = 12.7%, p =0.227) -K::::— 1.20 (D97, 1.47) 2808
Eurcpean
W. Haberbosch [2009) % 1.41(0.71, 2.80) 224
W. Haberbosch (2009) 0.92 (0.54, 1.54) 5.13
Kaoch W (2002) 1.04(0.77.1.40) 1483
Kaoch W (2002) 0.97 (0.71,1.32) 1413
Unkelbach K (1988) —_— 0.26 (0.68, 1.08) 2525
Damiang F (2012) 1.21(0.54, 2.70) 1.85
Subtotal (l-squered = 0.0%, p=0.751) -u::t::- 0.96 (0.83, 1.11) 63.42
Indian
Banerjee | (2009) 0.73(0.48, 1.12) £.50
Subtotal (l-squared = 3%, p =) e ———— 0.72 (0.48, 1.12) £.50
Overall {l-squared = 12.1%, p = 0.224) <> 1.01(0.90, 1.13)  100.00
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1.07 (0.58, 1.97)
1.03 (0.67, 1.57)

1.44 (0.80, 2.58)
1.41 (0.77, 2.56)
1.42 (0.94, 2.16)

0.90 (0.62, 1.32)
172 (1.10, 2.68)
1.21 (0.54, 2.70)
1.19 (0.90, 1.56)

1.41 (0.71, 2.80)
1.04 (0.77, 1.40)
0.86 (0.68, 1.09)
0.73 (0.48, 1.12)
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Weight
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3.41
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3.24
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Figure Sl. Forest plot for the meta-analysis of the association between
CD14 gene polymorphisms and CVD under the Dominant and Recessive models

(al) rs2569190 and CVD. (CC VS.TT+CT), stratification by ethnicity
(a2) rs2569190 and CVD. (CC VS.TT+CT), stratification by endpoints
(b1) rs2569190 and CVD. (TT VS.CC+CT), stratification by ethnicity
(b2) rs2569190 and CVD. (TT VS.CC+CT), stratification by endpoints
(c1) C-159T and CVD. (CC VS.TT+CT), stratification by ethnicity
(c2) C-159T and CVD. (CC VS.TT+CT), stratification by endpoints
(d1) C-159T and CVD. (TT VS.CC+CT), stratification by ethnicity
(d2) C-159T and CVD. (TT VS.CC+CT), stratification by endpoints
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Figure S2. Begg’s funnel plot of publication bias in the meta-analysis of
the association of CD14 polymorphisms with CVD risk

(a) rs2569190 and CVD. (CC VS.TT+CT)
(b) rs2569190 and CVD. (TT VS.CC+CT)
(c) C-159T and CVD. (CC VS.TT+CT)
(d) C-159T and CVD. (TT VS.CC+CT)
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Figure S3. Sensitivity analysis to assess the stability of the meta-analysis
(@) rs2569190 and CVD. (CC VS.TT+CT)

(b) rs2569190 and CVD. (TT VS.CC+CT)

(c) C-159T and CVD. (CC VS.TT+CT)

(d) C-159T and CVD. (TT VS.CC+CT)



