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Following publication of the original article [1], the authors noticed that all figures 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 and 14 were missing due to typesetting mistake. The figures are as follows:[image: ]
Fig. 1Processing of the studies extracted for meta-analysis
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Fig. 2Comparison of MBI between JIA and healthy controls
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Fig. 3Comparison of HDL between JIA patients and healthy controls
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Fig. 4Comparison of LDL between JIA patients and healthy controls
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Fig. 5Comparison of VLDL between JIA and healthy controls
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Fig. 6Comparison of TG between JIA and healthy controls
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Fig. 7Comparison of TC between JIA patients and healthy controls
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Fig. 8Comparison of HDL-C between JIA and healthy controls
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Fig. 9Comparison of LDL-C between JIA patients and healthy controls
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Fig. 10Comparison of Apo-A1 between JIA and healthy controls
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Fig. 11Comparison of Apo-B between JIA and healthy controls
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Fig. 12Sensitivity analysis of serum lipids in JIA and healthy controls
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Fig. 13Begg’s funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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Fig. 14Egger’s publication bias plot
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