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Figure S2-1. Forest plots of subgroup analysis of the WMD of TT in patients with T2DM in cross-sectional studies stratified by ethnicity.
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Figure S2-2. Forest plots of subgroup analysis of the WMD of TT in patients with T2DM in cross-sectional studies stratified erectile function.
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Figure S3-1. Forest plots of subgroup analysis of the WMD of FT in patients with T2DM in cross-sectional studies stratified by ethnicity. 
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Figure S3-2. Forest plots of subgroup analysis of the WMD of FT in patients with T2DM in cross-sectional studies stratified by erectile function.
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Figure S3-3. Forest plots of subgroup analysis of the WMD of FT in patients with T2DM in cross-sectional studies stratified by detecting method.
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Figure S4. Forest plots of subgroup analysis of ethnicity of the WMD of SHBG in patients with T2DM in cross-sectional studies stratified by ethnicity.
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Figure S5-1. Forest plots of the WMD of TT in patients with T2DM in prospective studies. 
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Figure S5-2. Forest plots of the WMD of FT in patients with T2DM in prospective studies. 
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Figure S5-3. Forest plots of the WMD of SHBG in patients with T2DM in prospective studies. 
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Figure S6. Meta-regression analysis of the effects of age (A) and BMI (B) on WMD of TT. [image: ]

Figure S7. Trial sequential analysis of the association between total testosterone and type 2 diabetes. (A) trial sequential analysis of the association between total testosterone and type 2 diabetes in cross-sectional studies; (B) trial sequential analysis of the association between total testosterone and type 2 diabetes in prospective studies. 
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Figure S8. Sensitivity analyses of the enrolled studies. A-C indicated sensitivity analyses of TT, FT and SHBG in cross-sectional studies respectively. D indicated sensitivity analysis of TT in prospective studies. 
[image: ]













[bookmark: _GoBack]Figure S9. Funnel plot of the enrolled studies. A-C indicated funnel plots of TT, FT and SHBG in cross-sectional studies respectively. D indicated the funnel plot of TT in prospective studies. 
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