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Supplemental Digital Content 4 Forest plots for subgroup analyses of first-attempt success
rate. Subgroup analyses was performed according to the (A) neuromuscular blocking agents
(NMBA), (B) allowance of manipulation for laryngeal mask airway placement, and (C) cuff
pressure before insertion. The first-attempt success rate remained significantly higher in the 90°
rotation group than in the standard group in the NMBA (p = 0.004), no NMBA (p < 0.001),
manipulation (p = 0.008), no manipulation (p < 0.001), no cuff (p =0.016), inflated cuft (p =
0.001), and deflated cuff (p = 0.003) subgroups. Abbreviations: NMBA, neuromuscular

blocking agent; RR, risk ratio; CI, confidence interval



