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Supplementary Fig. 2. Result of Asian dominant studies. Effects of sodium-glucose cotransporter-2 (SGLT2) inhibitors on (A)
body weight, (B) systolic blood pressure, (C) diastolic blood pressure, (D) hypoglycemia, (E) genital infection, (F) urinary tract
infection, and (G) volume depletion. SD, standard deviation; IV, inverse variance; M-H, Mantel-Haenszel; CI, confidence interval.
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