1.TKA VS UKA Odds Ratio %

Study (Year) (95% CI) Weight
Wu (2022) 5 2.00(0.12, 32.54) 9.81
Knifsund (2021) -;-—'0— 2.52 (0.62, 10.15) 22.43
Beard (2019) —— 0.91(0.37, 2.22) 30.01
Sun (2012) i 0.05 (0.00, 0.93) 9.16
Costa (2011) : 0.06 (0.00, 1.28) 8.84
Newman (2009) S — 1.45 (0.29, 7.18) 19.74
Overall, DL (I° = 46.9%, p = 0.093) <:> 0.82 (0.30, 2.25) 100.00
T T
.0019531 1 512
NOTE: Weights are from random-effects mode!: continuity correction applied to studies with zero celis
2.TKA VS BCA Odds Ratio %
Study (Year) (95% CI) Weight
Goh (2020) E -+ 0.41 (0.02, 10.69) 2520
Schrednitzki (2020) : 0.32 (0.01, 8.01) 25.66
Engh (2014) E 0.31 (0.03, 3.16) 49.14
QOverall, DL (I = 0.0%, p = 0.989) <>> 0.33 (0.08, 1.71) 100.00
T T
.015625 1 64
NOTE: Weights are from random-effects model; continuty correction applied to studies with zero cells
3,TKA VS BIU 0Odds Ratio %
Study (Year) (95% Cl) Waight
Blyth (2021) - 0.80 (0.05, 13 36) 100.00
Overail, DL (= 0.0%, p = ) <>— 0.80 (0.05, 13.36) 10000
T T
0625 1 16
NOTE Weights are from random-effects model
4.TKA VS KID Odds Ratio %
Study (Year) (95% C1) Weight
Jansen (2021) ‘ 0.38 (0.01, 9.59) 100.00
Overall, DL (I = 100.0%, p = ) <:}=—- 0.38 (0.01, 9.59) 100.00
T T
015625 1 64
NOTE: Weights are from random-effects model; continuity comrection applied to studies with zero cslls
5.UKA VS HTO Odds Ratio %
Study (Year) (95% CI) Weight
Stukenbarg-Colsman (2001) # 0,60 (0.19, 1.94) 100,00
Overall, DL (F=0.0%,p=) —<::=— 060 (0.19, 1.04) 100,00
T T
25 1 4
HOTE: \Weignts ara from random.affscts modal
6. HTO VS KJD Odds Ratia %
Study (Year) (95% Cl) Weight
Jansen (2021) } 0.30 (0.01,7.67) 100.00
Overall, DL (F = 0.0%, p = ) <i:> 0.30 (0.01,7.67) 100.00
T T
016625 1 64

HOTE Weights are from random-effects model. continuity correction applied 1o studies with zero cells

Supplementary Fig. 2. A forest plot of the traditional pairwise meta-analysis for revisions between

different surgical interventions.



