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Table S1. Distribution of patients according to the predefined criteria for complex renal calculi.

Complex renal stone criteria PCNL Group (n=86) ECIRS Group (n=82)
Maximum diameter > 2 cm 57 (66.3%) 55 (67.1%)
Staghorn calculi 36 (41.9%) 32 (39.0%)
Multiple stones (>2) with S.T.O.N.E. score > 7 24 (27.9%) 21 (25.6%)

Note: The criteria were not mutually exclusive; individual patients could satisfy more than one

criterion. Therefore, percentages do not sum to 100%.

Table S2. Sensitivity analysis using prespecified cinically relevant covariates.

Variables P OR (95%CI)
ECIRS (vs PCNL) 0.010 0.39 (0.19 ~ 0.80)
Age 0.027 1.04 (1.01 ~ 1.07)
BMI 0.073 1.08 (0.99 ~ 1.18)
S.T.O.N.E. score 0.020 1.53 (1.07 ~2.18)
Operative time 0.046 1.13 (1.01 ~ 1.27)
Stone Side (Left vs Right) 0.470 1.30 (0.64 ~2.68)

Complications (Yes vs No) 0.043 2.14 (1.03 ~ 4.45)
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