(A) Ranking of Treatment
(Higher rankings associated with larger outcome values)
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Supplementary Fig.2 NMA results of disability 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.



