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Figure S1. Forest plot of endoleak incidence across included studies [7-53]. This figure presents a

meta-analysis of endoleak rates following treatment. Each horizontal line represents a study’s con-

fidence interval, and the diamond shows the pooled estimate.
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Figure S2. Forest plot of re-intervention rates across included studies [7,9-11,13-
22,24,29,30,32,34,38-46,48,51,54,55]. The figure illustrates the pooled incidence of re-intervention

following treatment, with individual study estimates and overall summary effect.
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Figure S3. Forest plot of early mortality rates (<30 days) across studies [7-14,16,18—
22,24,25,29,31,32,34-54,56]. This figure displays the early post-operative mortality rate from each

study and the overall pooled estimate.
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Figure S4. Forest plot of late mortality rates (>30 days) across included studies [7-14,16-18,20—
22,24-26,30-32,34-36,38-56].
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