

Epidural Steroid Injections in Sciatica
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SDC 9.1: Forest plots for effect on back pain for studies with epidural placebo. Upper plot refers to 6-week effect, middle plot to 3-month effect and bottom plot to 6-month. A negative value for treatment effect (TE) or overall treatment effect (Total) indicates favour for steroid; a positive value indicates favour for epidural placebo.



[image: ]

SDC 9.2: Forest plots for effect on back pain for studies with non-epidural placebo. Upper plot refers to 6-week effect, middle plot to 3-month effect and bottom plot to 6-month effect. A negative value for treatment effect (TE) or overall treatment effect (Total) indicates favour for steroid; a positive value indicates favour for non-epidural placebo.
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