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Supplementary Tables
Supplementary Table 1 PRISMA checklist
	Section and Topic 
	Item #
	Checklist item 
	Location where item is reported

	TITLE 
	

	Title 
	1
	Identify the report as a systematic review.
	Title

	ABSTRACT 
	

	Abstract 
	2
	See the PRISMA 2020 for Abstracts checklist.
	Abstract

	INTRODUCTION 
	

	Rationale 
	3
	Describe the rationale for the review in the context of existing knowledge.
	Introduction

	Objectives 
	4
	Provide an explicit statement of the objective(s) or question(s) the review addresses.
	Introduction

	METHODS 
	

	Eligibility criteria 
	5
	Specify the inclusion and exclusion criteria for the review and how studies were grouped for the syntheses.
	Criteria for study selection and data extraction

	Information sources 
	6
	Specify all databases, registers, websites, organisations, reference lists and other sources searched or consulted to identify studies. Specify the date when each source was last searched or consulted.
	Search strategy

	Search strategy
	7
	Present the full search strategies for all databases, registers and websites, including any filters and limits used.
	Search strategy

	Selection process
	8
	Specify the methods used to decide whether a study met the inclusion criteria of the review, including how many reviewers screened each record and each report retrieved, whether they worked independently, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the process.
	Search strategy

	Data collection process 
	9
	Specify the methods used to collect data from reports, including how many reviewers collected data from each report, whether they worked independently, any processes for obtaining or confirming data from study investigators, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the process.
	Search strategy

	Data items 
	10a
	List and define all outcomes for which data were sought. Specify whether all results that were compatible with each outcome domain in each study were sought (e.g. for all measures, time points, analyses), and if not, the methods used to decide which results to collect.
	Criteria for study selection and data extraction

	
	10b
	List and define all other variables for which data were sought (e.g. participant and intervention characteristics, funding sources). Describe any assumptions made about any missing or unclear information.
	Criteria for study selection and data extraction

	Study risk of bias assessment
	11
	Specify the methods used to assess risk of bias in the included studies, including details of the tool(s) used, how many reviewers assessed each study and whether they worked independently, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the process.
	Quality assessment and Supplementary Table 2

	Effect measures 
	12
	Specify for each outcome the effect measure(s) (e.g. risk ratio, mean difference) used in the synthesis or presentation of results.
	Statistical analysis

	Synthesis methods
	13a
	Describe the processes used to decide which studies were eligible for each synthesis (e.g. tabulating the study intervention characteristics and comparing against the planned groups for each synthesis (item #5)).
	Methods

	
	13b
	Describe any methods required to prepare the data for presentation or synthesis, such as handling of missing summary statistics, or data conversions.
	Statistical analysis

	
	13c
	Describe any methods used to tabulate or visually display results of individual studies and syntheses.
	Statistical analysis

	
	13d
	Describe any methods used to synthesize results and provide a rationale for the choice(s). If meta-analysis was performed, describe the model(s), method(s) to identify the presence and extent of statistical heterogeneity, and software package(s) used.
	Statistical analysis

	
	13e
	Describe any methods used to explore possible causes of heterogeneity among study results (e.g. subgroup analysis, meta-regression).
	Statistical analysis

	
	13f
	Describe any sensitivity analyses conducted to assess robustness of the synthesized results.
	Statistical analysis

	Reporting bias assessment
	14
	Describe any methods used to assess risk of bias due to missing results in a synthesis (arising from reporting biases).
	Methods

	Certainty assessment
	15
	Describe any methods used to assess certainty (or confidence) in the body of evidence for an outcome.
	Methods

	RESULTS 
	

	Study selection 
	16a
	Describe the results of the search and selection process, from the number of records identified in the search to the number of studies included in the review, ideally using a flow diagram.
	Methods, Figure 1

	
	16b
	Cite studies that might appear to meet the inclusion criteria, but which were excluded, and explain why they were excluded.
	Criteria for study selection and data extraction

	Study characteristics 
	17
	Cite each included study and present its characteristics.
	Table 1

	Risk of bias in studies 
	18
	Present assessments of risk of bias for each included study.
	Results

	Results of individual studies 
	19
	For all outcomes, present, for each study: (a) summary statistics for each group (where appropriate) and (b) an effect estimate and its precision (e.g. confidence/credible interval), ideally using structured tables or plots.
	Prevalence of SSI following ORIF for mandibular fractures

	Results of syntheses
	20a
	For each synthesis, briefly summarise the characteristics and risk of bias among contributing studies.
	Results

	
	20b
	Present results of all statistical syntheses conducted. If meta-analysis was done, present for each the summary estimate and its precision (e.g. confidence/credible interval) and measures of statistical heterogeneity. If comparing groups, describe the direction of the effect.
	Prevalence of SSI following ORIF for mandibular fractures, Figure 2

	
	20c
	Present results of all investigations of possible causes of heterogeneity among study results.
	Prevalence of SSI following ORIF for mandibular fractures, Subgroup and meta-regression analysis

	
	20d
	Present results of all sensitivity analyses conducted to assess the robustness of the synthesized results.
	Prevalence of SSI following ORIF for mandibular fractures

	Reporting biases
	21
	Present assessments of risk of bias due to missing results (arising from reporting biases) for each synthesis assessed.
	Results

	Certainty of evidence 
	22
	Present assessments of certainty (or confidence) in the body of evidence for each outcome assessed.
	Results

	DISCUSSION 
	

	Discussion 
	23a
	Provide a general interpretation of the results in the context of other evidence.
	Discussion

	
	23b
	Discuss any limitations of the evidence included in the review.
	Study’s strengths and limitations

	
	23c
	Discuss any limitations of the review processes used.
	Study’s strengths and limitations

	
	23d
	Discuss implications of the results for practice, policy, and future research.
	Discussion

	OTHER INFORMATION
	

	Registration and protocol
	24a
	Provide registration information for the review, including register name and registration number, or state that the review was not registered.
	NA

	
	24b
	Indicate where the review protocol can be accessed, or state that a protocol was not prepared.
	NA

	
	24c
	Describe and explain any amendments to information provided at registration or in the protocol.
	NA

	Support
	25
	Describe sources of financial or non-financial support for the review, and the role of the funders or sponsors in the review.
	Statements and Declarations

	Competing interests
	26
	Declare any competing interests of review authors.
	Statements and Declarations

	Availability of data, code and other materials
	27
	Report which of the following are publicly available and where they can be found: template data collection forms; data extracted from included studies; data used for all analyses; analytic code; any other materials used in the review.
	Availability of data and material



Supplementary Table 2 Risk of bias assessment
	Author
	Year of publication
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10
	Q11
	Q12
	Q13
	Q14
	Quality assessment

	Ardary C.W.
	1989
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Sargent L.A.
	1992
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Stone I.E.
	1993
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	High

	Zachariades N.
	1995
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Widmark G.
	1996
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	High

	Herford A.S.
	1998
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Eckelt U.
	1999
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Moreno J.C.
	2000
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	High

	Bolourian R.
	2002
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Ellis E.
	2002
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	High

	Kim Y.K.
	2002
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Suzuki T.
	2004
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Guimond C.
	2005
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Zix J.
	2007
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Barry C.P.
	2007
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Tiwana P.S.
	2007
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Bell R.B.
	2008
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Downie J.J.
	2009
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Biglioli F.
	2009
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Bui P.
	2009
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Burm J.S.
	2009
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Gerbino G.
	2009
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Bindra S.
	2011
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Chen C.T.
	2011
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Hochuli-Vieira E.
	2011
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Li Z.
	2011
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Benech A.
	2011
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Gokkulakrishnan S.
	2012
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Zhou J.H.
	2012
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Hofer S.H.
	2012
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Kim B.K.
	2012
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Singh R.P.
	2013
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Prasad R.
	2013
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Yazdani J.
	2013
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Kang D.R.
	2013
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Lee T.
	2013
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Pal U.S.
	2013
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Rao J.K.D.
	2013
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Yabe T.
	2013
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Chhabaria G.
	2014
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Kanno T.
	2014
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Gutta R.
	2014
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	High

	Song S.W.
	2014
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Spinzia A.
	2014
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Pilanci O.
	2014
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Rahpeyma A.
	2014
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Bhatt K.
	2015
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	High

	Pandey V.
	2015
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Tracy K.
	2015
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Spinelli G.
	2016
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	High

	Aslan C.
	2016
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Balaji S.M.
	2016
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Domingo F.
	2016
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Odom E.B.
	2016
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Yadav S.
	2016
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Bouchard C.
	2017
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Bruneau S.
	2017
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Monnazzi M.S.
	2017
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Rastogi S.
	2017
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Ribeiro-Junior P.D.
	2017
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Lim H.Y.
	2017
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Ferreira R.C.
	2018
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Van Hevele J.
	2018
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Balasundram S.
	2019
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	High

	Choi T.J.
	2019
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Rao E.
	2019
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Sudheer R.
	2019
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Bhargava D.
	2020
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Ramaraj P.N.
	2020
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Bhardwaj B.
	2020
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Felix K.
	2020
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Singla S.
	2021
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Bhagat M.J.A.
	2021
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Kumar P.
	2022
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Lagana F.
	2022
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Q:question, Q1: Was the research question or objective in this paper clearly stated?, Q2: Was the study population clearly specified and defined?, Q3: Was the participation rate of eligible persons at least 50%?, Q4: Were all the subjects selected or recruited from the same or similar populations (including the same time period)? Were inclusion and exclusion criteria for being in the study prespecified and applied uniformly to all participants?, Q5: Was a sample size justification, power description, or variance and effect estimates provided?, Q6: For the analyses in this paper, were the exposure(s) of interest measured prior to the outcome(s) being measured?, Q7: Was the timeframe sufficient so that one could reasonably expect to see an association between exposure and outcome if it existed?, Q8: For exposures that can vary in amount or level, did the study examine different levels of the exposure as related to the outcome (e.g., categories of exposure, or exposure measured as continuous variable)?, Q9: Were the exposure measures (independent variables) clearly defined, valid, reliable, and implemented consistently across all study participants?, Q10: Was the exposure(s) assessed more than once over time?, Q11: Were the outcome measures (dependent variables) clearly defined, valid, reliable, and implemented consistently across all study participants?, Q12: Were the outcome assessors blinded to the exposure status of participants?, Q13: Was loss to follow-up after baseline 20% or less?, Q14: Were key potential confounding variables measured and adjusted statistically for their impact on the relationship between exposure(s) and outcome(s)?, Low quality: high risk of bias, Moderate quality: moderate risk of bias, High quality: low risk of bias



Supplementary Table 3 Meta-regression analysis
	Variable
	K
	QM
	Regression coefficient
	p-value

	Year of publication
	74
	1.85
	-0.003(95%CI -0.006-0.001)
	0.17

	Fractures Patients ratio
	28
	0.25
	-0.061 (95%CI -0.301-0.179)
	0.62

	Proportion of males
	65
	0.72
	0.001 (95%CI -0.002-0.005)
	0.40

	Mean age
	51
	7.03
	-0.010 (95%CI -0.018- -0.003)
	0.008























Supplementary Figures
Supplementary Figure 1 Visual representation of the influence diagnostics for each of the included studies regarding the prevalence of SSI after ORIF for mandibular fractures
[image: ]




Supplementary Figure 2 Forest plot displaying the re-calculated pooled effects, with one study omitted each time, using the leave-one-out method

[image: ]




Supplementary Figure 3 Forest plot illustrating the prevalence of SSI after ORIF for mandibular fractures by continent of origin: Europe, Asia, America
[image: ]



1

image1.tiff
H

o012

00105 00110 00115

00005 00100

0000

o

0008 o010 o00s o020 00088

0000

rtudent

’

H

s 72

2222w

s

cook.d

LR

505 57 8

@seennn

T35 7 8 111315 17 19 21 22 25 27 20 21 % 3% T B 4 445 47 4 S K5 T 6 K65 GG T TS

covr

"

s 7o 2

ooz

s e

tauz.del

LR

505 57 % 6

@

T35 7 9 11 1315 17 19 2023 25 27 20 2 3\ I T W 4 445 47 49 51 555 T S 6 K65 66T TS

QEdel

"

RO

mos e

BRI

hat

LR

055 % 6

@

T35 7 8 11 1315 17 19 2023 25 27 20 3 W I T W 4 44547 49 51 555 T N 6 K65 66T TS

weight

00

7

s

"

EROR R

nos e

BRI

ER

55 5 % 6

EROC A

T35 7 9 11 1315 17 19 212325 27 29 9N W I T B 4 445 47 49 51 55 T K 6 66566 TI TS




image2.tiff




image3.tiff
Source Events (95% Cl)
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Burm J.S. 0.00 [ 0.00; 10.00]
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Hofer S.H. 5.00[1.04;13.92]
Singh R.P. 9.60 [ 6.53; 13.50]
Spinzia A. 4.00[0.10; 20.35]
Spinelli G. 8.23[5.69; 11.41]
Bruneau S. 0.00 [ 0.00; 8.22]
Van Hevele J. 0.00[0.00; 6.72]
Lagana F. 0.00 [ 0.00; 24.71]
5.13[4.00; 6.37] =
4.18[223; 6.56] <>
Kim Y.K. 8.16[2.27;19.60] —_—
Suzuki T. 0.00[0.00;23.16] ———+——
Bindra S. 0.00[0.00;30.85] +——F+——————
ChenC.T. 3.92[0.48;13.46] —
Lz 9.52[1.17;30.38] —t—
Gokkulakrishnan S.  5.00[0.61;16.92] —+——
Kim BK. 0.00[0.00;12.34] ————
Zhou J.H. 0.00[0.00; 4.62] ~—:
Pal US. 5.56[0.14;27.2] ———————————
Rao J.K.D. 0.00[0.00;21.80] —F——
Prasad R. 16.67 [ 3.58; 41.42] _
Yabe T. 7.14[0.18;3387) ————
Yazdani J. 4.60[1.27;11.36] +
Chhabaria G. 10.00[1.23;81.70) —+—————
Kanno T. 0.00[0.00;26.46] —
Song S.W. 0.00[0.00;10.28] ————
Pilanci O. 6.25[0.16;30.23) —+—
Rahpeyma A. 0.00[0.00; 13.72] ——+——
Bhatt K. 8.33[2.76;18.39] ~—————
Pandey V. 0.00 [ 0.00; 21.80] —————
Aslan C. 0.00[0.00;14.25] ————
Balaji S.M. 0.00[0.00; 4.80] — !
Yadav S. 7.14[0.88;23.50] +
Rastogi S. 6.67[0.82;2207] ————
Lim H.Y. 10.20[3.40; 22.23] A~
Balasundram S. 5.73[4.00; 7.92] 4
Choi T.J. 7.14[0.18; 33.87] L
Rao E. 0.00 [ 0.00; 24.71]
Sudheer R. 0.00[0.00;30.85] ——+————————————
Bhardwaj B. 526[1.10;1462] ———
Bhargava D. 0.00[0.00;16.84] ———F——
Felix K. 10.00 [ 0.25; 44.50] .
Ramaraj P.N. 0.00[0.00; 13.23] +——+—o
Bhagat M.J.A. 0.00[0.00; 26.46]
Singla S. 0.00[0.00;21.80] ——+——
Kumar P. 0.00 [ 0.00; 16.84] T

274[181; 381] <
238[1.13; 394] <

PSR

Total (common effect) 5.98 [ 5.30; 6.68]
Total (random effect) 4.28 [ 3.08; 5.62]

lo

[ 10 20 30 40
Events (95% CI)
Heterogeneity: x2, = 263.91 (P < .001), /2= 72%
Test for subgroup differences (common effect): %2 = 54.92 (P < .001)
Test for subgroup differences (random effects): x5 = 6.71 (P = .03)




