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100

Treatment (SUCRA)

—&— Cons (3.1)

—e— 0D (47.9)

—e— MD (50.8)
—a— PED (70.6)
—e— UBE (59.8)
—e— EDF (71.1)
—&— ODF (46.9)

~3
tn
T

Probability of ranking or better(%o)
3] un
n =
T T

3 5 6 7

S+
wk-e

(B) Comparison
EDF PED UBE MD oD ODF Cons

#-0.93 % -0.89 *-0.8 #-0.78%

Cons
(-1.82,-0.14) (-1.61,-0.26) (-2.16,0.39) (-1.47,-0.14) (-1.39.-0.17)

ODF -0.25 0.2 -0.16 -0.07 0.05

(-1.23,0.73) (-1.01,0.60) (-1.51,1.20) (-0.88,0.73) (-0.91,0.82)

oD 0.2 0.15 -0.11 -0.03 0.05
(-0.82,0.41) (-0.52,0.21) (-1.26,1.05) (-0.41,0.36) (-0.82,0.91) K0
=
5}
% MD -0.18 0.13 -0.08 0.03 0.07
o (-0.78,0.43) (-0.43,0.17) (-1.17.1.01) (-0.36,0.41) (-0.73,0.88)
=
UBE -0.09 0.05 0.08 0.11 0.16
(-1.34,1.15) (-1.18,1.08) (-1.01,1.17) (-1.05,1.26) (-1.20,1.51) REOELRALS
PED -0.05 0.05 0.13 0.15 02
(-0.65,0.55) (-1.08,1.18) (-0.17,0.43) (-0.21,0.52) (-0.60,1.01)
EDF 0.05 0.09 0.18 0.2 0.25

(-0.55,0.65) (-1.15,1.34) (-0.43.0.78) (-0.41,0.82) (-0.73,1.23) N(RE

Supplementary Fig.1 NMA results of pain score. SUCRA plot (A), surface under the curve cumulative
ranking probabilities, shows probability of ranking for each treatment illustrated by graphs. League chart
(B) shows comparison of all treatment in the network, combined indirect and direct. Results are presented
as SMD with 95% confidence intervals. Purple color shows a disadvantage for treatment, brown color

advantage.



