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Supplemental Figure 1. Forest plot for primary outcome pain, short term, sensitivity analysis
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Supplemental Figure 2: Forest plot for primary outcome pain, medium term, sensitivity analysis
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Supplemental Figure 3: Forest plot for primary outcome pain, long term, sensitivity analysis



[image: ]Supplemental Figure 4. Forest plot for primary outcome disability, short term, sensitivity analysis
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Supplemental Figure 5: Forest plot for primary outcome disability, medium term, sensitivity analysis
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Supplemental Figure 6: Forest plot for primary outcome disability, long term, sensitivity analysis
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