Oblique supine position versus prone position for percutaneous nephrolithotomy: a systematic review and meta-analysis
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Supplementary Figure S1. Funnel plots of demographic characteristics and surgical outcomes of oblique
supine position (OSP) vs. prone position (PP) for percutaneous nephrolithotomy (PCNL)
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Supplementary Figure S2. Funnel plots of complications of oblique supine position (OSP) vs. prone position

(PP) for percutaneous nephrolithotomy (PCNL)

OR - od(ds ratio.
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