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Additional file 5: Metanalyses of tibial aperture position
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Description automatically generated with medium confidence]
[bookmark: _Hlk94734985]Tibial aperture AP position measured on CT  (Higher percentage is defined as more posterior aperture location)
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[bookmark: _Hlk94735025]Tibial aperture AP position measured on MRI (Higher percentage is defined as more posterior aperture location)
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Tibial aperture AP position measured on radiography (Higher percentage is defined as more posterior aperture location)
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Description automatically generated with low confidence]
Tibial aperture ML position measured on CT (Higher percentage is defined as more lateral aperture location).
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