1. 
a.                                                                                                              
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_6_t-954500396.png]                      Egger’s test:  p < 0.001


b.
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_1_t-950091806.png]Egger’s test:  p < 0.001


c.
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_1_t-942841067.png]



Egger’s test:  p = 0.086


d.
 [image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_2_t-940603852.png]Egger’s test:  p = 0.342

e. 
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_1_t-937996593.png]Egger’s test:  p < 0.001


f.
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_1_t-869982045.png]Egger’s test:  p < 0.001


g.
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_2_t-869392892.png]Egger’s test:  p < 0.001


h. 
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_2_t-862692746.png] Egger’s test:  p < 0.001


Fig.1: Funnel plots and p value for Egger’s test conducted on BMD of a. Femur total, b. Femur trabecular, c. Tibia trabecular, d. Tibia cortical and e. vertebra and BV/TV of a. Femur, b. Tibia and c. Vertebra 
2.
a.
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_1_t-333411984.png]Egger’s test:  p = 0.018


b.
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_2_t-765264632.png]Egger’s test:  p < 0.001


c.
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_2_t-686291080.png]Egger’s test:  p = 0.254


d. 
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_2_t-770630201.png]Egger’s test:  p = 0.012


e. 
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_2_t-347401001.png]

f.
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_2_t-682296579.png]Egger’s test:  p = 0.001


Fig.2: Funnel plot and p value for egger’s test conducted on a. serum osteocalcin, b. serum calcium, c. serum ALP, d. serum CTX, e. BFR and f. Oc.S/B.S


3.
a.(i)	
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_6_t-358598547.png]Egger’s test: p < 0.001


(ii)
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_3_t-334815087.png]

b. (i)
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_1_t-358144600.png]Egger’s test: p < 0.001


(ii)
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_4_t-334309109.png]
c. (i)
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_1_t-339019407.png]Egger’s test: p = 0.001



(ii)
[image: C:\Users\Dell\AppData\Local\JASP\temp\clipboard\resources\0\_1_t-329943322.png]Egger’s test:  p = 0.004


Fig.3. Funnel plot and egger’s test for comparative analysis conducted on (i) Lactobacillus and (ii) Bifidobacterium using a. Vertebral BMD, b. Femur BV/TV and c. serum calcium
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Fig.4: Risk of bias assessment of the 22 included studies using SYRCLE tool.
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