Supplemental material, Tawfik et al., “Voice Rehabilitation by Voice Prostheses After Total Laryngectomy: A Systematic Review and Network Meta-Analysis for 11,918 Patients,” JSLHR,
https://doi.org/10.1044/2021 JSLHR-20-00597

Supplemental Figure S6. Network meta-analysis for Maximum phonation time of each device.
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