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Tubeless vs standard - tubeless vs tubeless with sealant/bupivacaine infiltration

Suctioning sheath

Antibiotic prophylaxis
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

Table 1a. 
Post-operative complications of retrograde intrarenal surgery (RIRS) vs. percutaneous nephrolithotomy (PCNL).

Table 1b. 
Post-operative complications of miniaturized percutaneous nephrolithotomy (mini-PCNL) vs. standard PCNL.
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Table 1c. 
Post-operative complications of tubeless percutaneous nephrolithotomy (PCNL) 

vs. standard percutaneous nephrolithotomy (PCNL).

Table 1d. 
Post-operative percutaneous nephrolithotomy (PCNL) with suctioning sheath vs. standard PCNL.
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Table 1e. 
Post-operative complications of percutaneous nephrolithotomy (PCNL) with simple perioperative 

antibiotic prophylaxis (PAP) plus a short oral antibiotic course vs. PCNL with simple PAP.
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Table 2. 
Results of Funnel Plot Symmetry tests. Missing studies imputed to asymmetric plots 

and the adjusted Odds ratio according to the Trim-and-fill method are presented.


