1.TKA VS UKA %
Study (Year) Odds Ratio (95% CI) Weight
Wu (2022) —_— 1.36 (0.22, 8.36) 8.78

'
Knifsund (2021) —Eo-— 2.70(0.97,7.49) 17.26
Beard (2019) — 153 (1.01, 2.31) 27.42
Kulshrestha (2017) —i—-— 22.02 (1.23, 393.57) 420
|
Sun (2012) T 2.39(0.82,6.98) 16.48
Costa (2011) —0——5 0.32(0.05, 1.95) 8.85
Newman (1998) E—-— 5.96 (2.11, 16.79) 17.01
Overall, DL (I° = 53.9%, p = 0.043) @ 2.21(1.17, 4.16) 100.00
T T
.0019531 1 512
NOTE: Weights are from random-effects model, continuity comection applied to studies with zero celis

2.TKA VS BCA Odds Ratio %

Study (Year) (95% Cl) Weight
'

Goh (2020) y 0.09 (0.00, 1.77) 14.34
'

Schrednitzki (2020) —‘:4—— 0.63 (0.10, 4.00) 36.98
Engh (2014) —_—— 0.72 (0.14, 3.59) 4868
Overall, DL ( = 0.0%, p = 0.469) <:> 0.51(0.16, 1.56) 100.00

T T
0039062 1 256

NOTE: Weights are from random-effects mode!, confinuity comection applied to studies with zero cells

3.TKA VS BIU Odds Ratio %
Study (Year) (95% ClI) Weight
Blyth (2021) : 0.87 (0.35, 2.15) 100.00
Overall, DL (I°=0.0%, p = .) <> 0.87 (0.35, 2.15) 100.00

T T
125 1 4

NOTE: Weights are from random-effects model
4.TKA VS KID Odds Ratio %
Study (Year) (95% ClI) Weight
Jansen (2021) + 0.08 (0.03, 0.24) 100.00
Overall, DL (1" = 0.0%. p = ) -@- 0.08 (0.03. 0.24) 100.00

T T
03125 1

NOTE: Weights are from random-sfiects model
5.UKA VS HTO QadsRate *
Study (Year) (95% Cl) Weight
Stukenborg-Colsman (2001) - 1.02 (0.33, 3.15) 8274

I
weldenhielm (1992) - 0.43 (0.04, 5.01) 17.26
Overall, DL (I = 0.0%, p = 0.526) <> 0.88 (0.32, 2.45) 100.00
T T
03125 1 32
NOTE: Weights are from random-effects mode!

6. HTO VS KJD Odds Ratio %
Study (Year) {95% Cl) Weight
Jansen (2021) 0.04 (0.01,0.13) 100.00
Overall, DL (I* = 0.0%, p =) 0.04 (0.01,0.13) 100.00

i

.015625
NOTE: Weights are from randam-sffects modsl

Supplementary Fig. 1. A forest plot of the traditional pairwise meta-analysis for complications

between different surgical interventions.



