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Figure S1: Risk of bias summary: review authors' judgments about each risk of bias item (using a green
symbol for low risk of bias, yellow for unclear, and red for high risk of bias) for each included study [23—
58].
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Figure S2: Forest plot of the systematic review of the association between temperature and childhood
diarrhea [23-27, 31-35, 3741, 43, 45, 47, 49, 50-58].
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Figure S3: Funnel plot of the systematic review of the association between temperature and childhood
diarrhea [23-27, 31-35, 3741, 43, 45, 47, 49, 50-58].
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Figure S4: Funnel plot of the systematic review of the association between temperature and childhood
diarrhea after removing those articles that contributed high heterogeneity [24, 26-27, 32-33, 35, 37, 39, 41,
43, 45, 47, 50-55, 58].
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Figure S5: A forest plot of the systematic review of the association between temperature and childhood
diarrhea at country income level [23-27, 31-34, 3641, 43, 45, 47, 49, 50-58].
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Figure S6: Funnel plot of the systematic review of the association between temperature and childhood
diarrhea at country income level [23-27, 31-34, 36-41, 43, 45, 47, 49, 50-58].
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Figure S7: Funnel plot of the systematic review of the association between rainfall and
childhood diarrhea [23, 26-29, 34, 36, 39, 44—46, 49, 54-55, 58].
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Figure S8: Funnel plot of meta-analysis on the modified association of temperature with childhood
diarrhea due to water and sanitation conditions [47, 39, 32].
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Figure S9: Forest plot of meta-analysis on the modified association of rainfall with childhood diarrhea

due to water and sanitation conditions (without removing any study) [28, 30, 4243, 49].
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Figure §10: Funnel plot of meta-analysis on the modified association of rainfall with childhood diarrhea
due to water and sanitation conditions (without removing any study) [30, 28, 4243, 49].
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Figure S11: Funnel plot of meta-analysis on the modified association of rainfall with childhood diarrhea
due to water and sanitation conditions [28, 49, 30, 42].



