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Figure S2: Forest Plot of Standard Mean Difference (SMD) between Low Risk Adenoma (LRA) versus Healthy Controls (HC)
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Figure S3: Forest Plot of Standard Mean Difference (SMD) between High Risk Adenoma (HRA) versus Healthy Controls (HC)
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Figure S4: Forest Plot of Standard Mean Difference (SMD) between High Risk Adenoma (HRA) versus Low Risk Adenoma (LRA)
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Figure S5: Forest Plot of Standard Mean Difference (SMD) between Multiple Small Tubular Adenoma (MSTA) versus Healthy Controls (HC)
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Figure S6: Forest Plot of Standard Mean Difference (SMD) between Colorectal Cancer (CRC) versus Healthy Controls (HC)



