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Type of mesh and incisional hernia.

[image: ]

Type of mesh and surgical site infection 

[image: ]

Wall plane for the mesh and incisional hernia 
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Wall plane for the mesh and surgical site infection
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Direct evidence proportion for each network estimate (fixed-effect model)
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Direct evidence proportion for each network estimate (fixed-effect model)

Intraperitoneal vs. No mesh
No mesh vs. Onlay.

No mesh vs. Retromuscular

Onlay vs. Retromuscular

Network Estimate

Intraperitoneal vs. Retromuscular

0%25%50%75%400% 0.0 0.5 10 15 0.00.51.01.520
Percentage Minimal Parallelistean Path Lengt




image4.jpeg
Direct evidence proportion for each network estimate (fixed-effect model)
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