Supplementary Information

Supplemental Figures Legend
Supplementary Fig. S1 Risk of bias summary
Supplementary Fig. S2a Preoperative cervical lordosis.
Supplementary Fig. S2b Postoperative cervical lordosis.

Supplementary Fig. S1 Risk of bias summary
The review authors' judgements about each the risk of bias item for each of the included studies. (+) The study presented this information: “low risk of bias”; (−) the study did not report this information: “high risk of bias”; (?) uncertain bias that raises some doubt about the study’s information: “unclear risk of bias”. That is, the authors did not specify how this item was performed.
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a Preoperative cervical lordosis. 
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