1.TKA VS UKA Odds Ratio %
Study (Year) (95% CI) Weight
Wu (2022) — 0.99 (0.09, 11.16) 8.45
Knifsund (2021) —vl--‘-— 1.37 (0.30, 6.37) 17.09
Beard (2019) 4 1.18 (0.65, 2.12) 41.28
Kulshrestha (2017) : 2.77(0.11,70.23) 5.09
Sun (2012) ‘ 0.05 (0.00, 0.93) 6.11
Costa (2011) 4 0.06 (0.00, 1.28) 5.87
Newman (2009) —v:--‘-— 1.45(0.29,7.18) 16.11
Overall, DL (I = 27.5%, p = 0.218) <> 0.90 (0.42, 1.92) 100.00
T T
.0019531 i 512
NOTE Weights are from random-effects model, continuity correction applied to studies with zero cells
2.TKA VS BCA
Odds Ratio %
Study (Year) (85% CI) Weight
Goh (2020) : 0.23 (0.01,5.21) 2713
Schrednitzki (2020) - 0.32(0.01, 8.01) 25.00
Engh (2014) —-—— 0.31(0.03, 3.16) 47.87
Overall, DL (I = 0.0%, p = 0.989) <>:- 0.29 (0.06, 1.44) 100.00
T T
0078125 1 128
NOTE: Weights are from random-effects model; confinuity correction applied to studies with zero cells
3.TKA VS BIU —— %
Study (Year) (95% ClI) Weight
'
Blyth (2021) ‘ 0.87 (0.35, 2.15) 100.00
Overall, DL (F = 0.0%, p =) —Q}- 0.87 (0.35, 2.15) 100.00
T T
25 1 4
NOTE: Weights are from random-effects model
4TKA VS KID Odds Ratio %
Study (Year) (95% CI) Weight
Jansen (2021) % 0.08 (0.03, 0.24) 100.00
Overall, DL (= 0.0%, p = ) <>— 0.08 (0.03, 0.24) 100.00
T T
03125 1
NOTE: Weights are from random-eflects model
5.UKA VS HTO 0dds Ratio %
Study (Year) (95% Cl) Weight
Stukenborg-Colsman (2001) ‘ir 056 (0.18, 1 69) 10000
Ovorall, DL (F = 0.0%, p= ) —Q} 0.56 (0.18, 1.69) 100.00
T T
25 1 4
HOTE: Weights are from randarm-sfects morel
6. HTO VS KID
Odds Ratio %
Study (Year) (95% C) Weight
Jansen (2021) # 0,04 (0.01,0.13) 100.00
Overall, DL (" = 0.0%, p = ) —<_t:::=— 0.04 (0.01,0.13) 100.00
T T
015625 1

NOTE: Weights are from random-effects model

Supplementary Fig. 3. A forest plot of the traditional pairwise meta-analysis for reoperations

between different surgical interventions.



