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Supplementary Figure 1: Forest Plot showing comparing the risk of acute kidney injury 

between transcather versus surgical aortic valve replacement. 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

Supplementary Figure 2: Forest Plot showing comparing the procedural time between 

transcather versus surgical aortic valve replacement. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Supplementary Figure 3: Forest Plot showing comparing the length of hospital stay between 

transcather versus surgical aortic valve replacement. 


