Leave-One-Out Results
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Supplementary Figure 1. Leave-one-out sensitivity analyses evaluating the robustness of pooled estimates across key outcomes. Each panel illustrates the impact of
sequentially omitting individual studies on the pooled effect size under a random-effects model. (a) Immediate complete occlusion, (b) packing density, (c) complete
occlusion at last follow-up. RR, risk ratio; Cl, confidence interval.
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Supplementary Figure 2. Risk-of-bias assessment of included randomized studies using the RoB 2 tool. (a) Traffic-light plot showing domain-specific and overall risk-of-
bias judgments for each individual study. (b) Summary plot illustrating the distribution of low-risk, some concerns, and high-risk judgments across all bias domains and
the overall assessment.



