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S2 Shahin Hajibandeh, et al.

A Clinically relevant POPF-hand-sewn B Clinically relevant POPF-reinforced
closure versus stapler closure stapler versus sandarad stapler
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Supplementary Fig. 1. Funnel plots of comparison of (A) clinically relevant POPF: hand-sewn closure versus stapler closure, (B) clinically relevant POPF:
reinforced stapler versus sandarad stapler. POPF, postoperative pancreatic fistula; OR, odds ratio; SE, standard error.
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