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Additional file 6: Metanalyses of indirect outcomes
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Fig. a: Aperture position perpendicular to BL by quadrant method on radiograph
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[bookmark: _Hlk59101504]Fig. b: aperture position along BL by quadrant method on radiograph
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[bookmark: _Hlk59101697]Fig. c: Aperture position along BL by quadrant method on MRI
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Fig. d: Aperture position% from whole BL by Harner method radiograph
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