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Fig.S1 Forest plot and meta-analysis of preoperative prostate volume.
[image: ]Fig.S2 Sensitivity analysis of operation time.


[image: ]Fig.S3 Sensitivity analysis of lasing duration.


[image: ]Fig.S4 Sensitivity analysis of postoperative catheterization duration.


[image: ]Fig.S5 Sensitivity analysis of energy consumption.


[image: ]Fig.S6 Sensitivity analysis of laser fibers used.


[image: ]Fig.S7 Sensitivity analysis of LOS.


[image: ]Fig.S8 Sensitivity analysis of IPSS improvement.
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Fig.S9 Sensitivity analysis of QoL improvement.


[image: ]Fig.S10 Sensitivity analysis of PVR improvement.
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Fig.S11 Sensitivity analysis of Qmax improvement.
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