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Supplemental Figure S30A. Meta-analysis for Aspiration pneumonia rate of each device.
Supplemental Figure S30B. Meta-analysis for Fungal colonization rate of each device.

Meta-analysis for aspiration pneumonia among different voice prosthesis in laryngectomized patients
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Fixed effect model, Heterogeneity: 1*2=0.001, P-value=0.765
Meta-analysis for fungal colonization on top of different voice prosthesisin laryngectomized patients
Study name Dewvice Statistics for each study Ewvent rate and 95% CI
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rate limit limit Total weight
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Random effect model, Heterogeneity: 1"2=52.412, P-value=0.078
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