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[bookmark: _Toc227844105]Appendix 1. Search Strategy
A systematic search was conducted from database inception to December 17, 2025 to identify randomized controlled trials evaluating rimegepant for the acute treatment of migraine. Searches were performed in PubMed, Embase, and the Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials (CENTRAL) using combinations of controlled vocabulary and free-text terms related to migraine and rimegepant. The following Boolean strategy was applied and adapted for each database.

Pubmed: 
("migraine"[MeSH Terms] OR migraine*[Title/Abstract]) AND ("rimegepant"[Title/Abstract] OR "BMS-927711"[Title/Abstract] OR "Nurtec ODT"[Title/Abstract] OR "Vydura"[Title/Abstract]) AND (randomized controlled trial[Publication Type] OR randomized[Title/Abstract] OR placebo[Title/Abstract])

Embase:
('migraine'/exp OR migraine*:ti,ab) AND ('rimegepant'/exp OR rimegepant:ti,ab OR 'bms 927711':ti,ab OR 'nurtec odt':ti,ab OR vydura:ti,ab) AND (random*:ti,ab OR placebo*:ti,ab)

CENTRAL (Cochrane Library)
(rimegepant OR BMS-927711 OR Nurtec ODT OR Vydura) AND (migraine)

Trial Registry Searches:
To identify ongoing, completed, and unpublished trials, we searched the following registries:
· http://clinicaltrials.gov/
· WHO International Clinical Trials Registry Platform (ICTRP)
· European Union Clinical Trials Register (EUCTR)
Search terms used are: rimegepant, BHV-3000, BMS-92711

Regulatory and Sponsor Data Sources:
To ensure comprehensive capture of unpublished or regulatory trial data, we searched publicly accessible regulatory databases and sponsor repositories, including:
· U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA)
· European Medicines Agency (EMA) and European Public Assessment Reports (EPAR)
· Therapeutic Goods Administration (TGA)
· Pharmaceuticals and Medical Devices Agency (PMDA)
· Bundesinstitut für Arzneimittel und Medizinprodukte (BfArM)
· Agence Nationale de Sécurité du Médicament et des Produits de Santé (ANSM)
· British National Formulary (BNF)

Clinical study reports and trial identifiers within these sources were screened to identify additional datasets corresponding to eligible randomized controlled trials. Sponsor-maintained trial registries from Pfizer and Biohaven were also searched for unpublished or supplementary trial data.

Deduplication and Record Management
All records were imported into Covidence systematic review software. Duplicate records across bibliographic databases and trial registries were automatically identified based on title, author, year, and digital object identifier (DOI) matching. A manual verification step was subsequently performed to ensure that duplicate publications and registry entries referring to the same trial were removed before screening.

[bookmark: _Toc227844106]Appendix 2. Secondary Outcomes
Figure S1. Forest Plot of Pain Freedom at 60 Minutes Post-Dose (PF60min).
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Figure S2. Forest Plot of Absence of the Most Bothersome Symptom at 2 Hours (MBS2h).
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Figure S3. Forest Plot of Pain Relief at 2 Hours (PR2h).
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Figure S4. Forest Plot of Rescue Medication Use within 24 Hours (RM).
[image: ]


Figure S5. Forest Plot of Serious Adverse Events (SAEs).
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Figure S6. Forest Plot of Pain Freedom at 30 Minutes (PF30min).
[image: ]


Figure S7. Forest Plot of Sustained Pain Relief at 24 Hours (SPR24h).
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Figure S8. Forest Plot of Absence of Photophobia at 2 Hours.
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Figure S9. Forest Plot of Absence of Phonophobia at 2 Hours.
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Figure S10. Forest Plot of Absence of Nausea at 2 Hours.
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Figure S11. Forest Plot of Ability to Function Normally at 2 Hours (NF).
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[bookmark: _pf7b2ye1ej2u][bookmark: _Toc227844108]Appendix 4. Results From the Modified Intention-to-Treat Analysis
Figure S12. Forest Plot of Pain Freedom at 2 Hours (PF2h) in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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Figure S13. Forest Plot of Sustained Pain Freedom at 24 Hours (SPF24h) in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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Figure S14. Forest Plot of Pain Freedom at 60 Minutes (PF60min) in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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Figure S15. Forest Plot of Absence of the Most Bothersome Symptom at 2 Hours (MBS2h) in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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Figure S16. Forest Plot of Pain Relief at 2 Hours (PR2h) in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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Figure S17. Forest Plot of Rescue Medication Use at 24 Hours (RM) in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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Figure S18. Forest Plot of Pain Freedom at 30 Minutes (PF30min) in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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Figure S19. Forest Plot of Sustained Pain Relief at 24 Hours in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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Figure S20. Forest Plot of Absence of Photophobia at 2 Hours in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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Figure S21. Forest Plot of Absence of Nausea at 2 Hours in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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Figure S22. Forest Plot of Absence of Phonophobia at 2 Hours in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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Figure S23. Forest Plot of Ability to Function Normally at 2 Hours (NF) in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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[bookmark: _Toc227844109]Appendix 5. Sensitivity Analysis Excluding the Phase II Study (Marcus et al., 2014)
Marcus et al., 2014 did not report absence of the most bothersome symptom.
Figure S24. Forest Plot of Pain Freedom at 2 Hours (PF2h) Excluding Marcus et al., 2014.
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Figure S25. Forest Plot of Sustained Pain Freedom at 24 Hours (SPF24h) Excluding Marcus et al., 2014.
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Figure S26. Forest Plot of Rescue Medication Use From 2 to 24 Hours (RM) Excluding Marcus et al., 2014.
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Figure S27. Forest Plot of Pain Relief at 2 Hours (PR2h) Excluding Marcus et al., 2014.
[image: ]


Figure S28. Adverse Events Excluding Marcus et al., 2014. 
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Figure S29. Serious Adverse Events Excluding Marcus et al., 2014. 
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[bookmark: _Toc227844110]Appendix 6. Sensitivity Analysis Excluding the Phase IV Study (Ashina et al., 2025)
Figure S30. Forest Plot of Pain Freedom at 2 Hours (PF2h) Excluding Ashina et al., 2025.
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Figure S31. Forest Plot of Sustained Pain Freedom at 24 Hours (SPF24h) Excluding Ashina et al., 2025.
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Figure S32. Forest Plot of Absence of the Most Bothersome Symptom at 2 Hours (MBS2h) Excluding Ashina et al., 2025.
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Figure S33. Forest Plot of Pain Relief at 2 Hours (PR2h) Excluding Ashina et al., 2025.
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Figure S34. Adverse Events Excluding Ashina et al., 2025.
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Figure S35. Serious Adverse Events Excluding Ashina et al., 2025.
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[bookmark: _Toc227844111]Appendix 7. Sensitivity Analysis Excluding the Phase II Study (Marcus et al., 2014) Using the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population
Marcus et al., 2014 did not report absence of the most bothersome symptom.
Figure S36. Forest Plot of Pain Freedom at 2 Hours (PF2h) Excluding Marcus et al., 2014 in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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Figure S37. Forest Plot of Sustained Pain Freedom at 24 Hours (SPF24h) Excluding Marcus et al., 2014 in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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Figure S38. Forest Plot of Rescue Medication Use From 2 to 24 Hours (RM) Excluding Marcus et al., 2014 in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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Figure S39. Forest Plot of Pain Relief at 2 Hours (PR2h) Excluding Marcus et al., 2014 in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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[bookmark: _Toc227844112]Appendix 8. Sensitivity Analysis Excluding the Phase IV Study (Ashina et al., 2025) Using the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population
Figure S40. Forest Plot of Pain Freedom at 2 Hours (PF2h) Excluding Ashina et al., 2025 in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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Figure S41. Forest Plot of Sustained Pain Freedom at 24 Hours (SPF24h) Excluding Ashina et al., 2025 in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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Figure S42. Forest Plot of Absence of the Most Bothersome Symptom at 2 Hours (MBS2h) Excluding Ashina et al., 2025 in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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Figure S43. Forest Plot of Pain Relief at 2 Hours (PR2h) Excluding Ashina et al., 2025 in the Modified Intention-to-Treat Population.
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[bookmark: _Toc227844113]Appendix 9. Adverse Events
Figure S44. Forest Plot of Nausea.
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Figure S45. Forest Plot of Alanine Aminotransferase (ALT) Increase.
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Figure S46. Forest Plot of Dizziness.
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Figure S47. Forest Plot of Diarrhea.
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Figure S48. Forest Plot of Dry Mouth.
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Figure S49. Forest Plot of Upper Respiratory Tract Infection (URTI).
[image: Et billede, der indeholder tekst, Font/skrifttype, skærmbillede, linje/række

Indhold genereret af kunstig intelligens kan være forkert.]


Figure S50. Forest Plot of Urinary Tract Infection (UTI).
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Figure S51. Forest Plot of Vomiting.
[image: Et billede, der indeholder tekst, skærmbillede, Font/skrifttype, nummer/tal
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[bookmark: _yxow58bg6dok][bookmark: _Toc227844114]Appendix 10. Risk of Bias Assessment of Included Trials Using the Cochrane RoB 2 Tool
	Study
	Domains
	Overall Risk of Bias

	
	Domain 1: Randomization Process
	Domain 2: Deviations From Intended Interventions
	Domain 3: Missing Outcome Data
	Domain 4: Measurement of the Outcome
	Domain 5: Selection of the Reported Result
	

	Croop et al., 2019
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low risk

	Marcus et al.,2014
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low risk

	Yu et al., 2023
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low Risk
	Low risk

	Lipton et al., 2019
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low risk

	Lipton et al., 2024
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low risk
	Low risk

	Ashina et al., 2025
	Low risk
	Low risk

	Low risk

	Low risk

	Low risk

	Low risk


	Ikeda et al., 2025
	Low risk
	Low risk

	Low risk

	Low risk

	Low risk

	Low risk




[bookmark: _Toc227844115]Appendix 11. Certainty of Evidence according to GRADE
	Summary of Findings for Rimegepant Versus placebo for acute treatment of migraine

	Outcome and follow-up
	Patients (studies), N
	Relative effect
(95% CI)
	Absolute effects (95% CI)
	Certainty
	What happens

	
	
	
	placebo
	Rimegepant
	Difference
	
	

	Pain freedom at 2 hours
	6734
(7 RCTs)
	RR = 1.93
(1.51 to 2.47)
	107 per 1.000
	207 per 1.000
(162 to 265)
	100 more per 1.000
(from 55 more to 158 more)
	⨁⨁⨁⨁
High
	Rimegepant results in more people being pain free at 2 hours post-dose.

	Sustained pain freedom from 2 to 24 hours
	6734
(7 RCTs)
	RR = 2.39
(1.75 to 3.27)
	63 per 1.000
	151 per 1.000
(111 to 207)
	88 more per 1.000
(from 47 more to 143 more)
	⨁⨁⨁⨁
High
	Rimegepant results in more people remaining pain free from 2 to 24 hours post-dose.

	Pain freedom at 1 hour
	2437
(2 RCTs)
	RR = 1.61
(0.61 to 4.21)
	41 per 1.000
	67 per 1.000
(25 to 174)
	25 more per 1.000
(from 16 fewer to 133 more)
	⨁⨁◯◯
Lowa
	The effect of rimegepant on pain freedom at 1 hour post-dose is uncertain; it may increase the number of people who are pain free, but little to no difference is also possible.

	Absence of most bothersome symptom at 2 hours
	5885
(6 RCTs)
	RR = 1.38
(1.28 to 1.49)
	298 per 1.000
	411 per 1.000
(381 to 444)
	113 more per 1.000
(from 83 more to 146 more)
	⨁⨁⨁⨁
High
	Rimegepant results in more people being free from their most bothersome symptom at 2 hours post-dose.

	Pain relief at 2 hours
	6734
(7 RCTs)
	RR = 1.38
(1.27 to 1.49)
	415 per 1.000
	573 per 1.000
(527 to 618)
	158 more per 1.000
(from 112 more to 203 more)
	⨁⨁⨁⨁
High
	Rimegepant results in more people experiencing pain relief at 2 hours post-dose.

	Rescue medication use within 24 hours
	6734
(7 RCTs)
	RR = 0.51
(0.43 to 0.60)
	300 per 1.000
	153 per 1.000
(129 to 180)
	147 fewer per 1.000
(from 171 fewer to 120 fewer)
	⨁⨁⨁⨁
High
	Rimegepant results in fewer people needing rescue medication within 24 hours post-dose.

	Any adverse event
	6245
(7 RCTs)
	RR = 1.14
(1.00 to 1.30)
	127 per 1.000
	145 per 1.000
(127 to 165)
	18 more per 1.000
(from 0 fewer to 38 more)
	⨁⨁⨁◯
Moderateb
	Rimegepant probably results in little to no difference in adverse events.

	Serious adverse events
	6245
(7 RCTs)
	RR = 0.98
(0.24 to 3.96)
	2 per 1.000
	2 per 1.000
(0 to 6)
	0 fewer per 1.000
(from 1 fewer to 5 more)
	⨁⨁⨁⨁
High
	Rimegepant results in no difference in serious adverse events.

	CI: confidence interval; RR: risk ratio
	



a. Downgraded two levels for imprecision because the estimate was based on only two studies and the 95% confidence interval was very wide (RR 1.61, 95% CI 0.61 to 4.21), crossing the line of no effect and encompassing the possibility of harm, no important effect, and substantial benefit.
b. Downgraded one level for imprecision because the confidence interval included both little or no difference and a modest increase in adverse events, making the size of the effect uncertain.



	Rimegepant compared to placebo for acute treatment of migraine
Bibliography: 

	Certainty assessment
	Summary of findings

	Participants
(studies)
Follow-up
	Risk of bias
	Inconsistency
	Indirectness
	Imprecision
	Publication bias
	Overall certainty of evidence
	Study event rates (%)
	Relative effect
(95% CI)
	Anticipated absolute effects

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	With placebo
	With Rimegepant
	
	Risk with placebo
	Risk difference with Rimegepant

	Pain freedom at 2 hours

	6734
(7 RCTs)
	not serious
	not serious
	not serious
	not serious
	none
	⨁⨁⨁⨁
High
	369/3434 (10.7%) 
	652/3300 (19.8%) 
	RR 1.93
(1.51 to 2.47)
	369/3434 (10.7%) 
	100 more per 1.000
(from 55 more to 158 more)

	Sustained pain freedom from 2 to 24 hours

	6734
(7 RCTs)
	not serious
	not serious
	not serious
	not serious
	none
	⨁⨁⨁⨁
High
	217/3434 (6.3%) 
	470/3300 (14.2%) 
	RR 2.39
(1.75 to 3.27)
	217/3434 (6.3%) 
	88 more per 1.000
(from 47 more to 143 more)

	Pain freedom at 1 hour

	2437
(2 RCTs)
	not serious
	not serious
	not serious
	very seriousa
	none
	⨁⨁◯◯
Lowa
	54/1307 (4.1%) 
	87/1130 (7.7%) 
	RR 1.61
(0.61 to 4.21)
	54/1307 (4.1%) 
	25 more per 1.000
(from 16 fewer to 133 more)

	Absence of most bothersome symptom at 2 hours

	5885
(6 RCTs)
	not serious
	not serious
	not serious
	not serious
	none
	⨁⨁⨁⨁
High
	878/2946 (29.8%) 
	1216/2939 (41.4%) 
	RR 1.38
(1.28 to 1.49)
	878/2946 (29.8%) 
	113 more per 1.000
(from 83 more to 146 more)

	Pain relief at 2 hours

	6734
(7 RCTs)
	not serious
	not serious
	not serious
	not serious
	none
	⨁⨁⨁⨁
High
	1425/3434 (41.5%) 
	1866/3300 (56.5%) 
	RR 1.38
(1.27 to 1.49)
	1425/3434 (41.5%) 
	158 more per 1.000
(from 112 more to 203 more)

	Rescue medication use within 24 hours

	6734
(7 RCTs)
	not serious
	not serious
	not serious
	not serious
	none
	⨁⨁⨁⨁
High
	1029/3434 (30.0%) 
	494/3300 (15.0%) 
	RR 0.51
(0.43 to 0.60)
	1029/3434 (30.0%) 
	147 fewer per 1.000
(from 171 fewer to 120 fewer)

	Any adverse event

	6245
(7 RCTs)
	not serious
	not serious
	not serious
	seriousb
	none
	⨁⨁⨁◯
Moderateb
	404/3187 (12.7%) 
	437/3058 (14.3%) 
	RR 1.14
(1.00 to 1.30)
	404/3187 (12.7%) 
	18 more per 1.000
(from 0 fewer to 38 more)

	Serious adverse events

	6245
(7 RCTs)
	not serious
	not serious
	not serious
	not serious
	none
	⨁⨁⨁⨁
High
	5/3187 (0.2%) 
	5/3058 (0.2%) 
	RR 0.98
(0.24 to 3.96)
	5/3187 (0.2%) 
	0 fewer per 1.000
(from 1 fewer to 5 more)


CI: confidence interval; RR: risk ratio
Explanations
a. Downgraded two levels for imprecision because the estimate was based on only two studies and the 95% confidence interval was very wide (RR 1.61, 95% CI 0.61 to 4.21), crossing the line of no effect and encompassing the possibility of harm, no important effect, and substantial benefit.
b. Downgraded one level for imprecision because the confidence interval included both little or no difference and a modest increase in adverse events, making the size of the effect uncertain.

[bookmark: _446a4jarwak][bookmark: _Toc227844116]Appendix 12. Funnel Plots
Figure S52. Funnel Plot of Pain Freedom at 2 Hours.
[image: ]
Study identifiers:
1 = Lipton et al., 2024
2 = Lipton et al., 2019
3 = Yu et al., 2023
4 = Croop et al., 2019
5 = Marcus et al., 2014
6 = Ikeda et al., 2025
7 = Ashina et al., 2025




Figure S53. Funnel Plot of Sustained Pain Freedom at 24 Hours.
[image: ]
Study identifiers:
1 = Lipton et al., 2024
2 = Lipton et al., 2019
3 = Yu et al., 2023
4 = Croop et al., 2019
5 = Ashina et al., 2025
6 = Ikeda et al., 2025
7 = Marcus et al., 2014


Figure S54. Funnel Plot of Absence of the Most Bothersome Symptom at 2 Hours.
[image: ]
Study identifiers:
1 = Ikeda et al., 2025
2 = Croop et al., 2019
3 = Lipton et al., 2024
4 = Yu et al., 2023
5 = Lipton et al., 2019
6 = Ashina et al., 2025



Figure S55. Funnel Plot of Pain Relief at 2 Hours.
[image: ]
Study identifiers:
1 = Lipton et al., 2024
2 = Croop et al., 2019
3 = Yu et al., 2023
4 = Lipton et al., 2019
5 = Ikeda et al., 2025
6 = Marcus et al., 2014
7 = Ashina et al., 2025





Figure S56. Funnel Plot of Rescue Medication Use at 24 Hours.
[image: ]
Study identifiers:
1 = Ashina et al., 2025
2 = Yu et al., 2023
3 = Croop et al., 2019
4 = Marcus et al., 2014
5 = Ikeda et al., 2025
6 = Lipton et al., 2019
7 = Lipton et al., 2024





Figure S57. Funnel Plot of Ability to Function Normally at 2 Hours.
[image: ]
Study identifiers:
1 = Lipton et al., 2019
2 = Croop et al., 2019
3 = Lipton et al., 2024
4 = Ikeda et al., 2025
5 = Yu et al., 2023
6 = Ashina et al., 2025






Figure S58. Funnel Plot of Adverse Events.
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Study identifiers:
1 = Yu et al., 2023
2 = Ashina et al., 2025
3 = Lipton et al., 2024
4 = Lipton et al., 2019
5 = Croop et al., 2019
6 = Ikeda et al., 2025
7 = Marcus et al., 2014





Figure S59. Funnel Plot of Serious Adverse Events.
[image: ]
Study identifiers:
1 = Lipton et al., 2019
2 = Yu et al., 2023
3 = Lipton et al., 2024
4 = Ikeda et al., 2025
5 = Ashina et al., 2025
6 = Croop et al., 2019
[bookmark: _5xc0jytaamon]7 = Marcus et al., 2014
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	Section and Topic 
	Item #
	Checklist item 
	Location where item is reported 

	TITLE 
	

	Title 
	1
	Identify the report as a systematic review.
	Page 1

	ABSTRACT 
	

	Abstract 
	2
	See the PRISMA 2020 for Abstracts checklist.
	Page 2-3

	INTRODUCTION 
	

	Rationale 
	3
	Describe the rationale for the review in the context of existing knowledge.
	Page 4

	Objectives 
	4
	Provide an explicit statement of the objective(s) or question(s) the review addresses.
	Page 4

	METHODS 
	

	Eligibility criteria 
	5
	Specify the inclusion and exclusion criteria for the review and how studies were grouped for the syntheses.
	Page 6

	Information sources 
	6
	Specify all databases, registers, websites, organisations, reference lists and other sources searched or consulted to identify studies. Specify the date when each source was last searched or consulted.
	Page 5

	Search strategy
	7
	Present the full search strategies for all databases, registers and websites, including any filters and limits used.
	Page 5-6

	Selection process
	8
	Specify the methods used to decide whether a study met the inclusion criteria of the review, including how many reviewers screened each record and each report retrieved, whether they worked independently, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the process.
	Page 6-7

	Data collection process 
	9
	Specify the methods used to collect data from reports, including how many reviewers collected data from each report, whether they worked independently, any processes for obtaining or confirming data from study investigators, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the process.
	Page 6-7


	Data items 
	10a
	List and define all outcomes for which data were sought. Specify whether all results that were compatible with each outcome domain in each study were sought (e.g. for all measures, time points, analyses), and if not, the methods used to decide which results to collect.
	Page 7-9

	
	10b
	List and define all other variables for which data were sought (e.g. participant and intervention characteristics, funding sources). Describe any assumptions made about any missing or unclear information.
	Page 6-7

	Study risk of bias assessment
	11
	Specify the methods used to assess risk of bias in the included studies, including details of the tool(s) used, how many reviewers assessed each study and whether they worked independently, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the process.
	Page 9

	Effect measures 
	12
	Specify for each outcome the effect measure(s) (e.g. risk ratio, mean difference) used in the synthesis or presentation of results.
	Page 10-11

	Synthesis methods
	13a
	Describe the processes used to decide which studies were eligible for each synthesis (e.g. tabulating the study intervention characteristics and comparing against the planned groups for each synthesis (item #5)).
	Page 6-7

	
	13b
	Describe any methods required to prepare the data for presentation or synthesis, such as handling of missing summary statistics, or data conversions.
	Page 6-7

	
	13c
	Describe any methods used to tabulate or visually display results of individual studies and syntheses.
	Page 7

	
	13d
	Describe any methods used to synthesize results and provide a rationale for the choice(s). If meta-analysis was performed, describe the model(s), method(s) to identify the presence and extent of statistical heterogeneity, and software package(s) used.
	Page 10-11

	
	13e
	Describe any methods used to explore possible causes of heterogeneity among study results (e.g. subgroup analysis, meta-regression).
	Page 10-11

	
	13f
	Describe any sensitivity analyses conducted to assess robustness of the synthesized results.
	Page 10-11

	Reporting bias assessment
	14
	Describe any methods used to assess risk of bias due to missing results in a synthesis (arising from reporting biases).
	Page 9-10 

	Certainty assessment
	15
	Describe any methods used to assess certainty (or confidence) in the body of evidence for an outcome.
	Page 9-10

	RESULTS 
	

	Study selection 
	16a
	Describe the results of the search and selection process, from the number of records identified in the search to the number of studies included in the review, ideally using a flow diagram.
	Figure 1

	
	16b
	Cite studies that might appear to meet the inclusion criteria, but which were excluded, and explain why they were excluded.
	Page 12

	Study characteristics 
	17
	Cite each included study and present its characteristics.
	Page 12

	Risk of bias in studies 
	18
	Present assessments of risk of bias for each included study.
	Appendix 9, page 14, 

	Results of individual studies 
	19
	For all outcomes, present, for each study: (a) summary statistics for each group (where appropriate) and (b) an effect estimate and its precision (e.g. confidence/credible interval), ideally using structured tables or plots.
	Table 2, Page 33

	Results of syntheses
	20a
	For each synthesis, briefly summarise the characteristics and risk of bias among contributing studies.
	Table 1, page 32; page 14

	
	20b
	Present results of all statistical syntheses conducted. If meta-analysis was done, present for each the summary estimate and its precision (e.g. confidence/credible interval) and measures of statistical heterogeneity. If comparing groups, describe the direction of the effect.
	Table 2, page 33; Table 3, page 34

	
	20c
	Present results of all investigations of possible causes of heterogeneity among study results.
	Page 12-15

	
	20d
	Present results of all sensitivity analyses conducted to assess the robustness of the synthesized results.
	Page 14-15

	Reporting biases
	21
	Present assessments of risk of bias due to missing results (arising from reporting biases) for each synthesis assessed.
	Appendix 8

	Certainty of evidence 
	22
	Present assessments of certainty (or confidence) in the body of evidence for each outcome assessed.
	Page 14

	DISCUSSION 
	

	Discussion 
	23a
	Provide a general interpretation of the results in the context of other evidence.
	Page 15-16

	
	23b
	Discuss any limitations of the evidence included in the review.
	Page 15-17

	
	23c
	Discuss any limitations of the review processes used.
	Page 21-22

	
	23d
	Discuss implications of the results for practice, policy, and future research.
	Page 20-21

	OTHER INFORMATION
	

	Registration and protocol
	24a
	Provide registration information for the review, including register name and registration number, or state that the review was not registered.
	Page 5

	
	24b
	Indicate where the review protocol can be accessed, or state that a protocol was not prepared.
	Page 5

	
	24c
	Describe and explain any amendments to information provided at registration or in the protocol.
	

	Support
	25
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Total

674
290
549
543
693
229

2,978

RR

0.95
1.04
1.18
1.21
1.25
1.41

:

1.12

0.5 1 2
Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant

95% ClI

[0.75: 1.20]
[0.67: 1.60]
[0.85: 1.63]
[0.92: 1.59]
[0.94: 1.67]
[0.75: 2.65]

[0.97; 1.29]
[0.97; 1.29]

Weight

29.2%
9.0%
15.8%
21.8%
20.0%
4.2%

100.0%




image24.tiff
Rimegepant Placebo

Author and year SAE Total SAE  Total RR 95% CI Weight
Lipton et al., 2019 1 543 2 543 ' 0.50 [0.05; 5.50] 28.1%
Yu et al.,, 2023 1 668 2 674 ' 0.50 [0.05; 5.55] 28.1%
Lipton et al., 2024 2 546 1 549 — 2.01 [0.18; 22.11] 28.1%
Ikeda et al., 2025 1 238 0 229 8 2.89 [0.12; 70.50] 15.8%
Croop et al., 2019 0 682 0 693 0.0%
Ashina et al., 2025 0 295 0 290 0.0%
Random effects model 2,972 2,978 - == 0.98 [0.24; 3.96] 100.0%
95% prediction interval —— [0.24; 3.96]

T T T 1 T 1T 1T 1
Heterogeneity: /2 = 0.0%, 1> = 0, p = 0.7099 002 01 0512 51020 50

Test for overall effect: t3 = -0.05 (p = 0.962) Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant




image25.tiff
Author and year

Lipton et al., 2024
Lipton et al., 2019
Yu et al., 2023
Croop et al., 2019
Marcus et al., 2014
lkeda et al., 2025

Random effects model
95% predlctlon interval

Rimegepant
PF2h

104
105
132
142
27
144

Total

582
594
716
732
91
268

2,983

Placebo
PF2h

144
64
72
74
31
30

Heterogeneity: 1> =44, 7%, ?=0. 020, p = 0.1075
Test for overall effect: t5 =6.76 (p = 0.001)

Total RR
580 —— 1.35
592 — 1.64
715 —+ 1.83
734 — 1.92
229 —H— 219
268 —— 257
3,118 > 1.82
[ I I
0.2 0.5 1 2 5

Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant

95% ClI

[1.03; 1.77]
[1.22: 2.18]
[1.40: 2.39]
[1.48: 2.50]
[1.39: 3.46]
[1.74: 3.78]

[1.45; 2.28]
[1.19; 2.78]

Weight

19.3%
18.1%
19.6%
20.0%
10.2%
12.8%

100.0%




image26.tiff
Rimegepant

Author and year SPF24h
Lipton et al., 2024 76
Lipton et al., 2019 66
Yu et al., 2023 104
Croop et al., 2019 105
lkeda et al., 2025 55
Marcus et al., 2014 24

Random effects model
95% predlctlon interval

Heterogeneity: I? = 60. 9%, 7 —0071 , P =

Test for overall effect: t5 =5.88 (p =

Placebo
Total SPF24h Total

582 44
594 38
716 53
732 38
268 15
91 15
2,983
0.0256

0.002)

RR
580 —+ 1.72
592 — 1.73
715 A 1.96
734 - 2.77
268 8 367
229 —f— 403
3,118 > 2.36

[ I I I I

01 02 05 1 2 5 10
Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant

95% ClI

[1.21; 2.45]
[1.18: 2.54]
[1.43: 2.68]
[1.94: 3.96]
[2.13: 6.33]
[2.21:7.32]

[1.62; 3.43]
[1.08; 5.16]

Weight

18.7%
17.8%
20.0%
18.6%
13.1%
11.8%

100.0%




image27.tiff
Rimegepant
Author and year MBS2h Total
Ikeda et al., 2025 155 238
Croop et al., 2019 235 669
Lipton et al., 2024 199 543
Yu et al., 2023 336 666
Lipton et al., 2019 202 537
Random effects model 2,653

95% prediction interval
Heterogeneity: /2 = 0.0%, 1> = 0, p = 0.7312
Test for overall effect: t4, = 12.22 (p < 0.001)

Placebo
MBS2h Total RR
116 230 B 1.29
183 682 B 1.31
150 541 —E— 1.32
241 674 8- 1.41
135 535 —E— 1.49
2,662 & 1.36

[ |

0.5 1 2
Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant

95% ClI

[1.10; 1.51]
[1.11: 1.54]
[1.11: 1.58]
[1.24: 1.60]
[1.24: 1.79]

[1.27; 1.46]
[1.27; 1.46]

Weight

19.6%
18.9%
15.9%
30.8%
14.8%

100.0%




image28.tiff
Author and year

Lipton et al., 2024
Croop et al., 2019
Yu et al., 2023
Lipton et al., 2019
lkeda et al., 2025
Marcus et al., 2014

Random effects model
95% prediction interval

Rimegepant
PR2h

304
397
443
312
188
62

Total

582
732
716
594
268
91

2,983

Heterogeneity: /2 = 0.0%, t* = 0, p = 0.5077
Test for overall effect: t5 = 12.47 (p < 0.001)

Placebo
PR2h

247
295
327
229
130
104

Total

580
734
715
592
268
229

3,118

RR

= 1.23
—— 1.35
£ 1.35
—— 1.36
—E— 1.45
— 1.50

‘ 1.35

0.5 1 2
Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant

95% ClI

[1.09; 1.39]
[1.21: 1.51]
[1.23: 1.49]
[1.20: 1.54]
[1.25: 1.67]
[1.23: 1.83]

[1.27; 1.44]
[1.27; 1.44]

Weight

17.3%
21.2%
26.8%
16.1%
12.2%
6.5%

100.0%




image29.tiff
Author and year

Yu et al., 2023
Lipton et al., 2024
Lipton et al., 2019
Croop et al., 2019
lkeda et al., 2025
Marcus et al., 2014

Random effects model
95% prediction interval

Rimegepant

AE

108
69
93
90
22
18

Total

668
546
543
682
238
86

2,763

Placebo

AE

115
59
144
73
15
30

Heterogeneity: /2 = 0.0%, t°> = 0.002, p = 0.5271
Test for overall effect: t5 = 2.32 (p = 0.068)

Total
674 —8-+
549 —
543 e
693 ——
229 —
209 -
2,897 >
[ |
05 1 2

Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant

RR

0.95
1.18
1.21
1.25
1.41
1.46

1.15

95% ClI

[0.75: 1.20]
[0.85: 1.63]
[0.92: 1.59]
[0.94: 1.67]
[0.75: 2.65]
[0.86: 2.47]

[0.98; 1.35]
[0.94; 1.41]

Weight

28.9%
16.6%
22.4%
20.7%
4.7%
6.7%

100.0%




image30.tiff
Rimegepant Placebo

Author and year SAE Total SAE  Total RR 95% CI Weight
Lipton et al., 2019 1 543 2 543 ' 0.50 [0.05; 5.50] 28.1%
Yu et al.,, 2023 1 668 2 674 ' 0.50 [0.05; 5.55] 28.1%
Lipton et al., 2024 2 546 1 549 — 2.01 [0.18; 22.11] 28.1%
Ikeda et al., 2025 1 238 0 229 8 2.89 [0.12; 70.50] 15.8%
Marcus et al., 2014 0 86 0 209 0.0%
Croop et al., 2019 0 682 0 693 0.0%
Random effects model 2,763 2,897 - == 0.98 [0.24; 3.96] 100.0%
95% prediction interval —— [0.24; 3.96]

T T T 1 T 1T 1T 1
Heterogeneity: /2 = 0.0%, 1> = 0, p = 0.7099 002 01 0512 51020 50

Test for overall effect: t3 = -0.05 (p = 0.962) Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant




image31.tiff
Author and year

Lipton et al., 2024
Lipton et al., 2019
Yu et al., 2023
Croop et al., 2019
lkeda et al., 2025
Ashina et al., 2025

Random effects model
95% predlctlon interval

Rimegepant
PF2h

104
105
132
142
144
65

Total

543
537
666
669
238
286

2,939

Placebo
PF2h

144
64
72
74
30
21

Heterogeneity: I1>=61. 9%, ?=0. 043, p = 0.0224
Test for overall effect: t5 = 5.74 (p = 0.002)

Total

541
535
674
682
230
284

2,946

e
=R
k5

_._E_

—
>
I

0.2
Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant

I
0.5

1

2

5

RR

1.35
1.63
1.86
1.96
2.48
3.07

1.91

95% ClI

[1.03; 1.76]
[1.23: 2.18]
[1.42: 2.42]
[1.51: 2.54]
[1.69: 3.63]
[1.93: 4.89]

[1.43; 2.55]
[1.04; 3.49]

Weight

18.6%
17.9%
18.7%
19.0%
14.2%
11.6%

100.0%




image32.tiff
Author and year

Lipton et al., 2024
Lipton et al., 2019
Yu et al., 2023
Croop et al., 2019
Ashina et al., 2025
lkeda et al., 2025

Random effects model
95% predlctlon interval

Rimegepant
SPF24h

76
66
104
105
40
55

543
537
666
669
286
238

2,939

Placebo
Total SPF24h Total

44
38
53
38
14
15

Heterogeneity: I? = 46. 6%, ?=0. 036, p = 0.0956
Test for overall effect: t5 = 6.86 (p = 0.001)

RR

541 —=- 1.72
535 — 1.73
674 -+ 1.99
682 - 2.82
284 —#\— 284
230 —8F— 354
2,946 > 2.24

[ I I

0.2 05 1 2 5
Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant

95% ClI

[1.21; 2.45]
[1.18: 2.53]
[1.45: 2.72]
[1.97: 4.02]
[1.58: 5.10]
[2.06: 6.09]

[1.66; 3.03]
[1.26; 3.97]

Weight

19.3%
17.9%
21.4%
19.1%
10.5%
11.7%

100.0%




image33.tiff
Author and year

Ashina et al., 2025
Yu et al., 2023
Croop et al., 2019
lkeda et al., 2025
Lipton et al., 2019
Lipton et al., 2024

Random effects model
95% prediction interval

Rimegepant
RM

51
56
95
47
113
111

Total

286
666
669
238
537
543

2,939

Placebo
RM

129
135
199
90

198
172

Heterogeneity: /2 = 55.1%, 1° = 0.019, p = 0.0485
Test for overall effect: t5 =-9.05 (p < 0.001)

Total

284
674
682
230
535
541

2,946

—8-
_E_
-

>

[
0.5

1

I
2

RR

0.39
0.42
0.49
0.50
0.57
0.64

0.51

Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant

95% ClI

[0.30; 0.52]
[0.31: 0.56]
[0.39: 0.61]
[0.37: 0.68]
[0.47: 0.69]
[0.52: 0.79]

[0.42; 0.61]
[0.34; 0.76]

Weight

14.8%
14.1%
18.4%
13.6%
19.9%
19.3%

100.0%




image34.tiff
Author and year

Lipton et al., 2024
Lipton et al., 2019
Yu et al., 2023
Croop et al., 2019
lkeda et al., 2025
Ashina et al., 2025

Random effects model
95% prediction interval

Rimegepant
PR2h

304
312
443
397
188
160

Total

543
537
666
669
238
286

2,939

Placebo
PR2h

247
229
327
295
130
93

Heterogeneity: /2 = 40.1%, 1° < 0.001, p = 0.1383
Test for overall effect: t5 =9.41 (p < 0.001)

Total
541 5=
535 —-
674 £
682 S »
230 -
284 =
2,946 P
[ |
0.5 1 2

Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant

RR

1.23
1.36
1.37
1.37
1.40
1.71

1.37

95% ClI

[1.09; 1.38]
[1.20; 1.53]
[1.25: 1.51]
[1.23: 1.53]
[1.23: 1.59]
[1.40: 2.08]

[1.26; 1.49]

[1.23; 1.52]

Weight

17.1%
16.4%
24.7%
20.5%
14.4%
6.9%

100.0%




image35.tiff
Author and year

Lipton et al., 2024
Lipton et al., 2019
Yu et al., 2023
Croop et al., 2019
Marcus et al., 2014
lkeda et al., 2025

Random effects model
95% prediction interval

Rimegepant
PF2h

104
105
132
142
27
144

Total

543
537
666
669
86
238

2,739

Placebo
PF2h

144
64
72
74
31
30

Heterogeneity: /2 = 40.4%, 1* = 0.016, p = 0.1363
Test for overall effect: t5 =7.11 (p < 0.001)

Total

541
535
674
682
203
230

2,865

—=—
—-
——

——

0.5
Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant

1

TE—
>
I
2

RR

1.35
1.63
1.86
1.96
2.06
2.48

1.80

95% ClI

[1.03; 1.76]
[1.23: 2.18]
[1.42: 2.42]
[1.51: 2.54]
[1.31: 3.22]
[1.69: 3.63]

[1.46; 2.23]
[1.22; 2.67]

Weight

19.4%
18.1%
19.7%
20.2%
9.9%
12.7%

100.0%




image36.tiff
Author and year

Lipton et al., 2024
Lipton et al., 2019
Yu et al., 2023
Croop et al., 2019
lkeda et al., 2025
Marcus et al., 2014

Random effects model
95% predlctlon interval

Rimegepant
SPF24h

76
66
104
105
55
24

543
537
666
669
238
86

2,739

Placebo
Total SPF24h Total

44
38
53
38
15
15

Heterogeneity: I?=57. 7%, ?=0. 060, p =0.0374
Test for overall effect: t5 =6.17 (p = 0.002)

RR
541 —+ 1.72
535 —+ 1.73
674 = 1.99
682 —- 2.82
230 “—— 354
203 —8#— 378
2,865 > 2.33
[ I I |
02 05 1 2 5

Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant

95% ClI

[1.21; 2.45]
[1.18: 2.53]
[1.45: 2.72]
[1.97: 4.02]
[2.06: 6.09]
[2.09: 6.84]

[1.64; 3.32]
[1.14; 4.80]

Weight

18.9%
17.8%
20.4%
18.7%
12.8%
11.5%

100.0%




image37.tiff
Author and year

Lipton et al., 2024
Lipton et al., 2019
Yu et al., 2023
Croop et al., 2019
lkeda et al., 2025
Marcus et al., 2014

Random effects model
95% prediction interval

Rimegepant
PR2h

304
312
443
397
188
62

Total

543
537
666
669
238
86

2,739

Heterogeneity: /2 = 0.0%, t*= 0, p = 0.6710
Test for overall effect: t5 = 15.18 (p < 0.001)

Placebo
PR2h

247
229
327
295
130
104

Total RR
541 5= 1.23
535 - 1.36
674 s 1.37
682 -+ 1.37
230 —B- 1.40
203 —— 1.41
2,865 ¢ 1.35

[ |

0.5 1 2

Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant

95% ClI

[1.09; 1.38]
[1.20; 1.53]
[1.25: 1.51]
[1.23: 1.53]
[1.23: 1.59]
[1.17: 1.70]

[1.28; 1.42]
[1.28; 1.42]

Weight

16.8%
15.9%
26.2%
20.7%
13.7%
6.7%

100.0%




image38.tiff
Author and year

Yu et al., 2023
Lipton et al., 2024
Marcus et al., 2014
Lipton et al., 2019
Ashina et al., 2025
Croop et al., 2019

Random effects model
95% prediction interval

Rimegepant
Nausea

—
—

NS WO N

Total

668
546
86
543
295
682

2,820

Placebo
Nausea Total

W= 00 5

Heterogeneity: /2 = 50.9%, 1° = 0.400, p = 0.0701
Test for overall effect: t5 = 0.54 (p = 0.612)

674
549
209
543
290
693

2,958

]
g
b
;

=
=

[
=

[
0.1

I
0.2

I
0.5

1

I
2

I
5

10

RR 95% ClI

0.39 [0.16; 0.93]
0.84 [0.26; 2.73]
1.46 [0.36; 5.97]
1.67 [0.61; 4.55]
1.97 [0.18; 21.56]
3.73 [1.04; 13.30]

1.20 [0.50; 2.85]
[0.19; 7.58]

Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant

Weight

22.9%
17.9%
14.9%
20.6%
7.2%
16.6%

100.0%




image39.tiff
Rimegepant Placebo

Author and year ALT increased Total ALT increased Total RR 95% CI Weight
Ashina et al., 2025 0 295 1 290 = 0.33 [0.01;8.01] 3.9%
Yu et al., 2023 1 668 2 674 #® ; 0.50 [0.05;5.55] 6.9%
Marcus et al., 2014 3 86 10 209 e E 0.73 [0.21;2.58] 24.4%
Croop et al., 2019 16 682 11 693 — 1.48 [0.69; 3.16] 64.7%
Random effects model 1,731 1,866 ‘ 1.09 [0.48; 2.46] 100.0%
95% prediction interval —— [0.45; 2.63]

| | | | | |
Heterogeneity: /2 = 0.0%, > = 0.011, p = 0.5844 01 02 05 1 2 5 10

Test for overall effect: {3 = 0.33 (p = 0.764) Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant




image40.tiff
Rimegepant Placebo
Author and year Dizziness Total Dizziness Total
Croop et al., 2019 6 682 7 693
Yu et al., 2023 2 668 2 674
Marcus et al., 2014 1 86 2 209
Lipton et al., 2024 4 546 2 549
Ashina et al., 2025 2 295 0 290
Ikeda et al., 2025 0 238 0 229
Random effects model 2,515 2,644

95% prediction interval
Heterogeneity: /12 = 0.0%, t*= 0, p = 0.8173
Test for overall effect: t, = 0.80 (p = 0.468)

0.1

B
-
‘
I
1 2

RR 95% ClI Weight

0.87 [0.29; 2.58] 48.7%
1.01 [0.14; 7.14] 15.0%
1.22 [0.11; 13.23] 10.1%
2.01 [0.37; 10.93] 20.0%
4.92 [0.24; 101.94] 6.2%

0.0%

1.21 [0.62; 2.37] 100.0%
[0.62; 2.37]

10

Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant




image41.tiff
Rimegepant Placebo

Author and year Diarrhea Total Diarrhea Total RR 95% CI Weight

Yu et al., 2023 2 668 2 674 1.01 [0.14; 7.14] 45.4%

Lipton et al., 2024 3 546 2 549 1.51 [0.25; 8.99] 54.6%

Marcus et al., 2014 0 86 0 209 0.0%

Random effects model 1,300 1,432 1.26 [0.10; 15.98] 100.0%
[ I I I I |

Heterogeneity: /12 = 0.0%, > = 0, p = 0.7661 01 02 05 1 2 5 10

Test for overall effect: t; = 1.14 (p = 0.458) Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant




image42.tiff
Rimegepant Placebo

Author and year Dry Mouth Total Dry Mouth Total RR 95% CI Weight
Marcus et al., 2014 0 86 2 209 = 0.48 [0.02; 9.99] 35.8%
Ashina et al., 2025 1 295 0 290 — 2.95 [0.12;72.10] 32.1%
Yu et al., 2023 1 668 0 674 ] 3.03 [0.12;74.17] 321%
Random effects model 1,049 1,173 ‘ 1.56 [0.11; 22.13] 100.0%
95% prediction interval > [0.11; 22.13]
| | | | | |
Heterogeneity: /> = 0.0%, t° = 0, p = 0.6404 01 02 05 1 2 5 10

Test for overall effect: t, = 0.72 (p = 0.548) Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant




image43.tiff
Rimegepant
Author and year URTI Total
Yu et al., 2023 3 668
Lipton et al., 2024 3 546
Random effects model 1,214

Heterogeneity: /2 = 0.0%, > = 0, p = 0.5614
Test for overall effect: t1 = 0.02 (p = 0.990)

Placebo
URTI

4
2

Total RR 95% ClI Weight

674 0.76 [0.17; 3.37] 58.8%

549 1.51 [0.25; 8.99] 41.2%

1,223 1.01 [0.01; 75.02] 100.0%
1

0.01 0.05 0.20.51 2 51020 50
Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant




image44.tiff
Rimegepant
Author and year UTI Total
Yu et al., 2023 5 668
Lipton et al., 2019 8 543
Marcus et al., 2014 1 86
Croop et al., 2019 10 682
Random effects model 1,979

95% prediction interval

Placebo
UTI

A 2O

Heterogeneity: 12 = 3.8%, 1> = 0.094, p = 0.3739

Test for overall effect: t3 = 0.87 (p = 0.450)

Total
674 e
543 £
209 —
693 i
2,119 e
[ I I I I |
01 02 05 1 2 5

10

RR 95% ClI Weight

0.63 [0.21; 1.92] 30.9%
1.33 [0.47; 3.82] 33.7%
2.43 [0.15; 38.41] 6.2%
2.54 [0.80; 8.06] 29.2%

1.32 [0.47; 3.73] 100.0%
[0.32; 5.48]

Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant




image45.tiff
Rimegepant
Author and year Vomiting
Yu et al., 2023 1 668
Marcus et al., 2014 2 86
Ashina et al., 2025 1 295
Random effects model 1,049

95% prediction interval

Heterogeneity: /2 = 0.0%, > = 0, p = 0.4158
Test for overall effect: t, =-0.49 (p = 0.675)

Placebo
Total Vomiting Total

4 674

5 209

0 290
1,173

RR 95% ClI

e 0.25 [0.03; 2.25]
—Eﬂ— 0.97 [0.19; 4.91]
] = 2.95 [0.12; 72.10] 14.2%
R 0.76 [0.06; 9.03] 100.0%
[0.06; 9.03]
[ [T 1 I I [T 1
002 01 051 2 51020 50

Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant




image46.tiff
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image47.tiff
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image48.tiff
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image49.tiff
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Rimegepant Placebo

Author and year PF60min Total PF60min Total RR 95% CI Weight
Yu et al.,, 2023 45 716 30 715 1.50 [0.95; 2.35] 54.1%
Lipton et al., 2019 42 594 24 592 1.74 [1.07;2.84] 45.9%
Random effects model 1,310 1,307 | | | | | 1.61 [0.61; 4.21] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: /2 = 0.0%, 1> = 0, p = 0.6534 0.2 0.5 1 2 5

Test for overall effect: {1 =6.25 (p = 0.101) Favours Placebo Favours Rimegepant




