Supplementary materials

Supplemental Figure S1. Subgroup analysis examined the relationship between DAL and
the risk of CKD. (A) Forest plots of the relationship between PRAL and CKD risk; (B) Forest
plots of the relationship between NEAD and CKD risk. Abbreviations: PRAL: potential renal
acid load; NEAP: net endogenous acid production; Q1 (Percentiles 25); Q2 (Percentiles 50);
Q3 (Percentiles 75); Q4 (Percentiles 100).

Supplemental Figure S2. Subgroup analysis examined the relationship between DAL and
the risk of CKD. (A) Forest plots of the relationship between PRAL and CKD; (B) Forest plots
of the relationship between NEAD and CKD. Abbreviations: PRAL: potential renal acid load;
NEAP: net endogenous acid production; Q1 (Percentiles 25); Q2 (Percentiles 50); Q3

(Percentiles 75); Q4 (Percentiles 100).
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Supplemental Figure S1. Subgroup analysis examined the relationship between DAL and
the risk of CKD. (A) Forest plots of the relationship between PRAL and CKD risk; (B) Forest
plots of the relationship between NEAD and CKD risk. Abbreviations: PRAL: potential renal
acid load; NEAP: net endogenous acid production; Q1 (Percentiles 25); Q2 (Percentiles 50);

Q3 (Percentiles 75); Q4 (Percentiles 100).
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Supplemental Figure S2. Subgroup analysis examined the relationship between DAL and

the risk of CKD. (A) Forest plots of the relationship between PRAL and CKD; (B) Forest plots

of the relationship between NEAD and CKD. Abbreviations: PRAL: potential renal acid load

NEAP: net endogenous acid production; Q1 (Percentiles 25); Q2 (Percentiles 50); Q3

(Percentiles 75); Q4 (Percentiles 100).




