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[bookmark: OLE_LINK840][bookmark: OLE_LINK841][bookmark: OLE_LINK907][bookmark: OLE_LINK908]Supplementary Figure S1. Sensitivity analysis of the RR of pericardial effusion. 
CI, confidence interval; RR, relative risk.
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[bookmark: OLE_LINK844][bookmark: OLE_LINK845][bookmark: OLE_LINK909][bookmark: OLE_LINK910]Supplementary Figure S2. Sensitivity analysis of the RR of cardiac tamponade. 
CI, confidence interval; RR, relative risk.
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[bookmark: OLE_LINK846][bookmark: OLE_LINK847][bookmark: OLE_LINK813][bookmark: OLE_LINK814]Supplementary Figure S3. Cochrane risk-of-bias assessment of the included studies.
(A) Risk of bias graph. (B) Risk of bias summary.
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[bookmark: OLE_LINK848][bookmark: OLE_LINK849][bookmark: OLE_LINK911][bookmark: OLE_LINK912]Supplementary Figure S4. Funnel plot regarding the RR of pericardial effusion. 
RR, relative risk.
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[bookmark: OLE_LINK856][bookmark: OLE_LINK857][bookmark: OLE_LINK913][bookmark: OLE_LINK914][bookmark: OLE_LINK815][bookmark: OLE_LINK816]Supplementary Figure S5. Funnel plot regarding the RR of cardiac tamponade. 
RR, relative risk.
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[bookmark: OLE_LINK858][bookmark: OLE_LINK859][bookmark: OLE_LINK915][bookmark: OLE_LINK916]Supplementary Figure S6. Egger’s test regarding the RR of pericardial effusion. 
CI, confidence interval; RR, relative risk; SND, standard normal deviate.
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[bookmark: OLE_LINK860][bookmark: OLE_LINK861]Supplementary Figure S7. Egger’s test regarding the RR of cardiac tamponade. 
CI, confidence interval; RR, relative risk; SND, standard normal deviate.
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[bookmark: OLE_LINK1050][bookmark: OLE_LINK1051][bookmark: OLE_LINK1052][bookmark: OLE_LINK1053]Supplementary Figure S8. Forest plot of the single arm meta-analysis of pericardial effusion associated with (A) PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors and (B) chemotherapy. CI, confidence interval.
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[bookmark: OLE_LINK1060][bookmark: OLE_LINK1061][bookmark: OLE_LINK1062][bookmark: OLE_LINK1063][bookmark: OLE_LINK1056][bookmark: OLE_LINK1057][bookmark: OLE_LINK1058][bookmark: OLE_LINK1059]Supplementary Figure S9. Forest plot of the single arm meta-analysis of pericardial effusion associated with PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors monotherapy, subgroup analysis according to the line of therapy. CI, confidence interval.
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Supplementary Figure S10. Forest plot of the single arm meta-analysis of pericardial effusion associated with PD-1 inhibitors monotherapy. CI, confidence interval.
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Supplementary Figure S11. Forest plot of the single arm meta-analysis of pericardial effusion associated with PD-L1 inhibitors monotherapy. CI, confidence interval.
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[bookmark: OLE_LINK1064][bookmark: OLE_LINK1065]Supplementary Figure S12. Forest plot of the single arm meta-analysis of pericardial effusion associated with PD-1/L1 inhibitors combined with chemotherapy. CI, confidence interval.
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Supplementary Figure S13. Forest plot of the single arm meta-analysis of cardiac tamponade associated with (A) PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors and (B) chemotherapy. CI, confidence interval.


[image: ] Supplementary Figure S14. Forest plot of the single arm meta-analysis of cardiac tamponade associated with PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors monotherapy, subgroup analysis according to the line of therapy. CI, confidence interval.
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Supplementary Figure S15. Forest plot of the single arm meta-analysis of cardiac tamponade associated with PD-1 inhibitors monotherapy. CI, confidence interval.
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Supplementary Figure S16. Forest plot of the single arm meta-analysis of cardiac tamponade associated with PD-L1 inhibitors monotherapy. CI, confidence interval.
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Supplementary Figure S17. Forest plot of the single arm meta-analysis of cardiac tamponade associated with PD-1/L1 inhibitors combined with chemotherapy. CI, confidence interval.
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Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.549
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Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.141
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Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.901
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Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.020
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Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.839
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Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.481
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Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.885
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Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.575
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