Figure S1. Combined funnel plots for publication bias evaluation. (A) Funnel plot to detect the publication bias of included studies
reporting CR. (B) Funnel plot to detect the publication bias of included studies reporting ADRs. (C) Funnel plot to detect the
publication bias of included studies by ethnicity subgroup. OR, odds ratio; SE, standard error; CR, complete remission; ADR,

adverse drug reaction.
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Figure S2. Forest plots for hematological adverse events. (A) Forest plot of neutropenia in the rituximab group vs. the control
group. (B) Forest plot of leukopenia in the rituximab group vs. the control group. (C) Forest plot of thrombocytopenia in the
rituximab group vs. the control group. (D) Forest plot of anemia in the rituximab group vs. the control group. df, degrees of
freedom; M-H, Mantel-Haenszel.
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Figure S3. Forest plots of non-hematological adverse events. (A) Forest plot of infection in the rituximab group vs. the control
group. (B) Forest plot of hepatic toxicity in the rituximab group vs. the control group. (C) Forest plot of renal toxicity in the

rituximab group vs. the control group. df, degrees of freedom; M-H, Mantel-Haenszel.
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