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pain level for endometriosis

Patient or population: patients with endometriosis

Settings:
Intervention: pain level
lilustrative comparative risks* (96% C1)
{Assumed risk  Corresponding risk
(Control Pain level
pain The mean pain in the intervention groups was. 865 EER]
0.95 lower (7 studies) tow'?
(12210 0.69 lower)
pain - Chronic pelvic pain The mean pain - chronic pelic pain in the intervention groups. 315 6660
was (6 studies) tow"?
2.06 lower
(25310 1.6 lower)
pain - Dysmenorrhea The mean pain - dysmenorrhea in the intervention groups was 325 ©660
0.57 lower (6 studies) moderate’
(0.9810 0.16 lower)
pain - Dyspareunia The mean pain - dyspareunia i the intervention groups was 225 6800
048 lower (5 studies) tow'?
(0.7 lower to 0.34 higher)
*The basis for the assumed risk (e.g. the median control group risk across studies) is provided in The cor ling risk (and its 95% interval) is based on the assumed

risk in the comparison group and the relative effect of the intervention (and its 95% CI).

CE: Confidence interval;

GRADE Working Group grades of evidence
High quality: Further research is very unliely to change our confidence in the estimate of effect
Moderate quality: Further research is kel to have an important impact on our confidence in the estimate of effect and may change the estimate.

Low quality: Further research is very likely to have an important impact on our confidence in the estimate of effect and is likely to change the estimate.

Very low quality: We are very uncertain about the estimate.

" Poor concealment, poor double blindness
2 Small sample size, large confidence interval
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Pain Degree for endometriosis
Patient or population: patients with endometriosis

Settings:
Intervention: Pain Degree
lustrative comparative risks® (95% C1)
risk Corresponding risk
Pain Degree
Pain reduction ‘Study population OR5.45 657 2060
T9per 1000 318 per 1000 (33610885) (3 studies) moderate’
(22310 431)
Moderate
0 per 1000 0 per 1000
(0t00)
Pain reduction - Chronic pelvic pain Study population OR11.46 219 86606
54 per 1000 34 per 1000 (442102972) (3 studies) moderate’
(20110628)
Moderate
0per 1000 0 per 1000
(0t00)
Pain reduction - Dysmenorrhea ‘Study population OR3.02 219 660
40 per 1000 379 per 1000 (15106.07) (3 studies) moderate’
(1960 497)
Moderate
180 per 1000 399 per 1000
(24810 571)
Pain ion - Dy i Study OR6.35 219 660
T per 1000 222 per 1000 (2271017.77) (3 studies) moderate’
(9310 444)
Moderate
0 per 1000 0 per 1000
©t00)
*The basis for the assumed risk (e.9. the median control group risk across studies) is provided in The cor ing risk (and s 95% interval) s based on the assumed

risk in the comparison group and the relative effect of the intervention (and ts 95% CI).

Cl: Confidence interval; OR: Odds ratio;

GRADE Working Group grades of evidence

High quality: Further research is very unikely to change our confidence in the estimate of effect

Moderate quality: Further research is ikely to have an important impact on our confidence in the estimate of effect and may change the estimate.

Low quality: Further research is very likely to have an important impact on our confidence in the estimate of effect and is liely to change the estimate.
Very low quality: We are very uncertain about the estimate.

' Small sample size, large confidence inter





