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Figure S1. Funnel plot of OS between the partial omentectomy and the total omentectomy groups.
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Figure S2. Funnel plot of DES between the partial omentectomy and the total omentectomy groups.
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Figure S3. Forest plot comparing the overall survival between the partial omentectomy and the total omentectomy groups
stratified by surgical approaches.
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Figure S4. Forest plot comparing the disease-free survival between the partial omentectomy and the total omentectomy
groups stratified by surgical approaches.



