Figure S4. A filled funnel plot that filled the potential missing studies (square) due to publication biasa
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[bookmark: _GoBack]aThe Deek’s test for any diabetic retinopathy of fundoscopic features was significant, indicating the possibility of publication bias. We used trim-and-fill method to incorporate the theoretical missing studies. The original pooled diagnostic OR for any diabetic retinopathy is 1.32 (95% CI: 0.68, 2.53). After incorporating the theoretical missing studies, the update meta-analysis showed a diagnostic OR of 0.50 (95% CI: 0.25, 1.01).
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Figure  S 4 .   A filled funnel plot that filled the potential missing studies (square) due to publication bias a                        a The Deek’s test for  any   diabetic retinopathy of  f undoscopic   features was significant, indicating the possibility of publication bias. We used trim - and - fill method  to incorporate the theoretical missing studies. The original pooled diagnostic OR for  any   diabetic retinopathy is  1.32 (95% CI:   0.68,   2.53) . After incor porating the  theoretical missing studies, the update meta - analysis showed a diagnostic OR of  0.50 (95% CI:   0.25,   1.01) .  

