TableS1. Appraisal of methodological quality (Newcastle-Ottawa Scale) of included studies
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* Indicates that afeature is present; X, that afeature is absent. But for comparability by design this checklist awards a maximum of two stars (**),

one (*) or none if the feature is completely able cent(x).



Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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FIGURE S1
Begg's funnel plot of standardized mean differences (SMD) in circulating retinol-binding protein 4 between women with gestational diabetes mellitus and normal
controls for al the studies included in the meta-analysis (P = 0.381).



