SUPPLEMENTARY FIGURES

Egger funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

7 7N
/./. \\\
// .\\ °
// \\
// I .. \\
g s ’ N
% 7/ N
& s N
E / / hN
7 N
E s !
g ’ ;
% = 7
v [
’ |
’ [ ]

Supplementary Figure 1. Funnel plots for publication bias testing

of included studies.
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. (A) Egger’s funnel plots of included studies. (B) Begg’s funnel plots
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Supplementary Figure 2. Forest plot of the prevalence of hypertension in general population.
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Supplementary Figure 3. Forest plot of the ACEI/ARB usage rate in the general population (A) and a hypertensive population (B).
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Supplementary Figure 4. Forest plot of the prevalence of adverse outcomes, including severe COVD-19 and mortality, in the
general population.
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