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Supplemental Figure 1. a) Subgroup analysis of average pain intensity after treatment. b) Subgroup analysis of the proportion of patients who discontinued treatment due to adverse treatment effects.



Supplemental Figure 2. Node analysis for consistency
* all evidence regarding these contrasts were derived from trials in which these treatments were directly compared.
(A) Gabapentin (GBP); (B) pregabalin (PGB); (C) amitriptyline; (D) carbamazepine; and (E) placebo.
Supplemental Figure 3. Treatment rankings based on the overall incidence of treatment-related adverse effects.
zero: gabapentin (GBP); _y _B: pregabalin (PGB); _y _C: placebo
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Supplemental Figure 3. Treatment rankings based on the overall incidence of treatment-related adverse effects.
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