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Supplementary Fig 1. Dose-response analysis for the curvilinear association between intakes of anthocyanins and CHD risk.
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Supplementary Fig 2. Dose-response analysis for the curvilinear association between intakes of proanthocyanidins and CHD risk.
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Supplementary Fig 3. Dose-response analysis for the curvilinear association between intakes of flavonols and CHD risk.
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[bookmark: OLE_LINK3]Supplementary Fig 4. Dose-response analysis for the curvilinear association between intakes of flavones and CHD risk.
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Supplementary Fig 5. Dose-response analysis for the curvilinear association between intakes of isoflavones and CHD risk.
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[bookmark: OLE_LINK2]Supplementary Fig 6. Forest plot to quantify the association between flavanones intake and CHD
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Supplementary Fig 7. Forest plot to quantify the association between flavan-3-ols intake and CHD
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Supplementary Fig 8. Forest plot to quantify the association between quercetin intake and CHD risk.
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Supplementary Fig 9. Forest plot to quantify the association between kaempferol intake and CHD risk.
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Supplementary Fig 10. Forest plot to quantify the association between myricetin intake and CHD risk.
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Supplementary Fig 11. Filled funnel plots for anthocyanin. The square represents theoretically missing studies. The funnel plots were achieved using trim and fill method.
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Supplementary Fig 12. Sensitivity analysis with respect to flavonols intake.



[image: ]
Supplementary Fig 13. Sensitivity analysis with respect to flavones intake.
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Supplementary Fig 14. Sensitivity analysis with respect to flavanones intake.
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Supplementary Fig 15. Sensitivity analysis with respect to flavan-3-ols intake.
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Supplementary Fig 16. Sensitivity analysis with respect to isoflavones intake.
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Supplementary Fig 17. Sensitivity analysis with respect to anthocyanins intake.
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Supplementary Fig 18. Sensitivity analysis with respect to proanthocyanidins 
intake.
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Supplementary Fig 19. Sensitivity analysis with respect to quercetin intake.
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Supplementary Fig 20. Sensitivity analysis with respect to kaempferol intake.
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Supplementary Fig 21. Sensitivity analysis with respect to myricetin intake.
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