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Figure S1. Meta-regression on the basis of number patients
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Figure S2. Meta-regression on the basis of mean age
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Figure S3. Meta-regression on the basis of percentage of male
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Figure S4. Meta-regression on the basis of disease duration
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Figure S5. Meta-regression on the basis of EDSS
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Figure S6. Meta-regression on the basis of duration of follow-up
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Figure S7. Meta-regression on the basis of baseline median Gd+lesion volume
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Figure S8. Meta-regression on the basis of baseline mean Gd+lesion number
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Figure S9. Meta-regression on the basis of baseline median T2 lesion volume
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Figure S10. Meta-regression on the basis of new or enlarging T2 lesions per year
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Figure S11. Meta-regression on the basis of new or enlarging Gd+ lesions per year



