SUPPLEMENTARY FIGURE

Study %
ID SMD (95% CI) Weight
Mice
Fudong Liu 2010 | —-— -0.30(-1.34,0.74) 18.54
Gulnaz Begum 2015 (24h) —_—— :L -4.37 (-6.20, -2.54) 5.97
Gulnaz Begum 2015 (48h) —_— -4.37 (-6.20, -2.54) 5.97
Gulnaz Begum 2015 (72h) —_— :L -5.06 (-7.10, -3.01) 4.79
Huachen Huang 2019 —_— -4.04 (-5.99, -2.09) 5.26
Subtotal (l-squared = 88.1%, p = 0.000) <>E -2.55(-3.25, -1.84) 40.52

3
Rat }
Genbao Wang 2014 %—0—— -0.67 (-1.83, 0.50) 14.66
Mohammad Igbal H Bhuiyan 2017 (24h) | ——— -0.50 (-1.49, 0.50) 20.14
Mohammad Igbal H Bhuiyan 2017 (48h) + -1.88 (-3.20, -0.76) 13.36
Mohammad Igbal H Bhuiyan 2017(72h) —_— -2.43 (-3.76, -1.10) 11.31
Subtotal (l-squared = 60.2%, p = 0.057) l -1.24 (-1.82, -0.66) 59.48
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Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.005 :
Overall (I-squared = 83.7%, p = 0.000) O -1.77 (-2.22, -1.32) 100.00
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Supplementary Figure 1. Forest plot shows the effects of different species on

neurological score.

www.aging-us.com 1

AGING



