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60  Abstract
61
62  Background: It is estimated 1.5 billion of the global population suffer from chronic pain with
63  prevalence increasing with demographics including age. It is suggested long-term exposure
64  to chronic could cause further health challenges reducing people’s quality of life. Therefore,
65 itis imperative to use effective treatment options.
66
67  Purpose: We explored the current pharmaceutical treatments available for chronic pain
68 management to better understand drug efficacy and pain reduction.
69
70 Methods: A systematic methodology was developed and published in PROSPERO
71 (CRD42021235384). Keywords of opioids, acute pain, pain management, chronic pain,
72 opiods, NSAIDs, and analgesics were used across PubMed, Science direct, ProQuest, Web
73  of science, Ovid Psych INFO, PROSPERO, EBSCOhost, MEDLINE, ClinicalTrials.gov and
74  EMBASE. All randomised controlled clinical trials (RCTs), epidemiology and mixed-methods
75  studies published in English between the 1% of January 1990 and 30" of April 2022 were
76  included.
77
78 Data synthesis: A total of 119 studies were included. The data was synthesised using a tri-
79 partied statistical methodology of a meta-analysis (24), pairwise meta-analysis (24) and
80  network meta-analysis (34).
81
82 Limitations: Small sample sizes, lack of uniformity with pain assessments and sub-optimal
83 clinical trial designs were observed within the pooled data.
84
85  Conclusion: Chronic pain is a public health problem that requires far more effective
86  pharmaceutical interventions with minimal better side-effect profiles which will aid to develop
87  Dbetter clinical guidelines. The importance of understanding ubiquity of pain by clinicians,
88 policy makers, researchers and academic scholars is vital to prevent social determinant
89  which aggrevates issues.
90
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115

116 Introduction

117

118 Chronic non-cancer pain conditions are prevalent, highly debilitating and have high cost
119 implications to health and social care. These conditions affect patients, their families and
120  society at large, impacting approximately 20% of the global population™. The prevalence of
121  pain conditions among females of all ages appears to be increasing”. Complexities around
122  diagnosis and treatment of chronic pain conditions have meant that there is a paucity of
123  standardised clinical guidelines that could potentially improve the clinical practice landscape,
124  globally.

125

126  Convalescent periods for many chronically ill patients can be protracted and daunting. This
127  may be especially true where pain medication has been used in the long term ¥, Long-term
128  exposures to chronic pain coincide with mental health and wellbeing issues, exacerbating
129  patient-reported outcomes such as sleep disturbances, depression, dependence and
130  morbidities such as myalgia, lethargy and fatigue!. Better understanding of long-term
131 implications requires consideration of “life-course approaches” and at present, this could
132 evolve further within pain medicine epidemiology ..

133

134  The increase in chronic pain conditions contributes to higher healthcare costs towards
135  clinical management of patients, and also reduced levels of productivity for employers .
136  This may be partly due to increases in opioid use within this population of patients, often
137 reducing their capacity to conduct normal working hours. Current clinical guidelines
138 recommend non-invasive pain management options as a first-line treatment among non-
139  cancer patients in particular, although overdose, dependency and mortality due to opioid use
140  has consistently increased over time!”. It was reported that global opioid use has doubled
141  between 2011 and 2003 to 2011 and 2013 to 7.35 billion daily doses per year®. These
142  figures were attributed to North America and Europe largely and could reflect the increase in
143 the population [, Attrition data with regards to differentiating those with recreational use and
144 those on medical prescription for a long-term conditions during this period remains scarce.
145

146  The World Health Organisation’s (WHO) analgesic framework could be a useful model to
147  consider while determining the rates and prevalence of pain management methods including
148  opioid use among those with and without cancer pain'®. It is particularly important to develop
149  evidence-based guidelines specific to each condition, with flexible pain medication use as a
150 single regimen or a combination of treatments that could improve the overall quality of life of
151  these patients®. The premise to increase the strength and frequency of pain medications is
152 in general based on disease burden i.e. progression of symptoms and patients reported
153  symptoms. Pain inferences in particular could play a vital role in the use of analgesics ™.
154  The primitive consciousness and the link to mental health is yet another factor that would
155 exacerbate pain medication use. Additional approaches, for example using a cognitive
156  behavioural-based therapeutic protocol with pharmaceutical management can benefit
157  patients . However, the benefits of these approaches remain unclear due to a paucity of
158 evidence from both clinical trials and real-world study evidence. We have designed the POP
159  project as the initial step to conduct exploratory work on pharmaceutical management of
160  chronic pain. With the rising need for comparative effectiveness research, increasingly more
161  systematic reviews focus on evaluating the relative efficacy and acceptability of drugs and
162 therapeutic interventions™. However, some of the interventions for long-term conditions are
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163  not available for clinical practice and there are several options with varying efficacy even
164  within a specific class of interventions!*?-

165

166 Methods

167
168 We developed a wide systematic methodology and published this as a protocol with multiple

169 research questions in the first instance in PROSPERO (CRD42021235384). Data from
170 studies meeting the inclusion criteria were extracted and Pairwise Meta-Analysis with
171 random and fixed effects models was carried out. Pooled mean difference (MD) together
172  with 95% confidence intervals (Cls) are reported overall and for sub-groups. By combining
173  the direct and indirect comparisons between different interventions, Network Meta-Analysis
174  was conducted to explore the relative treatment effects among all the drugs included in our

175 analysis.
176

177  Aims
178

179 The aims of the study was to explore the prevalence of treatments of effects in chronic pain
180 based on pharmaceutical treatments.

181

182  Search strategy

183

184  The search strategy used key words of chronic pain, opioids, acute pain, pain management,

185 opiods, NSAIDs, analgesics across multiple databases (PubMed, Science direct, ProQuest,
186  Web of science, Ovid Psych INFO, PROSPERO, EBSCOhost, MEDLINE, ClinicalTrials.gov
187 and EMBASE).

188

189  Eligibility criteria

190

191  All randomised controlled clinical trials (RCTs), epidemiology and mixed-methods studies

192  reporting the use of pain medication for non-cancer chronic pain conditions published in
193  English between the 1% January 1990 and 30% April 2022 were included. Opinions,
194 commentaries and editorials were excluded.

195

196 {PRISMA diagram}
197

198 Data extraction
199

200  Participants included in the study populations were those who were experiencing chronic
201  pain. All studies reporting drug efficacy associated with chronic pain were extracted by way
202  of the interventions, measures of tool and numeric results. An extraction template specific to
203 the objectives of the study was developed to gather a wider dataset with vital data for
204  statistical analysis. The number of studies was the number of independent RCTs included in
205 analysis, however sub-studies were extracted from the same clinical trials with different
206  duration periods. The results of different stages in one designed study can be regarded as
207  new sub-studies as new rows in data analysis.

208 Data was extracted by two investigators and any disputes for eligibility was discussed and
209  agreed with the Chief Investigator of the study. All studies included within the analyses were
210 independently reviewed.

211

212
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213
214 Outcome measures
215

216  Outcomes were reported as mean, median, standard deviation and confidence intervals.
217 Mean and standard deviation were extracted as the main outcomes including pre-treatment
218 pain scores at baseline, post-treatment pain scores and pain score changes of each group.
219  Multiple pain assessments for confirming a clinical diagnosis, severity and progression of
220  chronic pain were identified. These include VAS (visual analogue scale, 0-10 or 0-100), NRS
221  (11-point numeric rating scale, 0-10), BPI (Brief Pain Inventory interference scale, 0-10),
222  MPQS (McGill Pain Questionnaire-Short Form (Sensory and Affective subscales, VAS
223  intensity measure, 0-10), VRS (verbal rating scale, 0-10), NIH-CPSI (National Institutes of
224  Health Chronic Prostatitis Symptom Index, pain scores, 0-21), Pl (pain intensity on a 20-
225  point scale, 0-20).
226
227  As most widely used tools for assessing pain such as VAS, NRS, VRS, use a 11-point
228 numeric rating scale from 0 to 10, the following standardisation formula was used to unify all
229  pain scores into the same scale:
230

10

Scaled Pain Score = Original Pain Score * ————
Scale Range

231
232 As all outcomes of interest were continuous, the calculation based on pain scores was

233 performed by using mean differences (MD) with a 95% confidence interval (Cl) to report the
234  effects between the group comparisons.

235

236  Exposures

237

238 The exposures of interest were selected based on the key features of pharmacological

239 management used to treat non-cancer chronic pain, including and not limited to a pain
240  condition being the primary or the secondary condition. Neurological and psychological
241  symptoms leading up to the use of pharmaceutical use within the included population were
242  also considered.

243

244 Statistical analysis plan

245

246 A meta-analysis, pairwise meta-analysis (PMA) and Network meta-analysis (NMA) were

247  used to compare all treatments used in managing chronic pain. The fundamental difference
248  between them is that PMA produces only one estimate of pooling effects from the selected
249  pair of interventions, while NMA produces multiple comparative estimates of pooling effects
250 by connecting all alternative interventions. ™

251

252  We incorporated direct and indirect treatment comparisons within the NMA providing greater
253  statistical precision compared to a PMA . Rankings of a set of drugs or combined
254  interventions for assessing chronic pain with respect to their efficacy was calculated based
255  on the netowkr models. Homogeneity and Consistency were tested to see if the assumptions
256  in NMA were violated. NMA was conducted with 2-arm and multi-arm studies including more
257  types of Pharmaceutical interventions. PMA was conducted with 2-arm studies with the
258 placebo as the control group while a pharmaceutical intervention as the experimental group.
259 The overall pharmaceutical efficacy of extracted studies was produced by pooling all
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260 treatment effects. PMA was also used on studies with the same drug as the treatment group
261  to see the specific drug efficacy.

262

263  I?and p-value were commonly used to detect statistical heterogeneity. A value of 12 larger
264  than 50% with a much smaller p-value indicates strong heterogeneity. Correspondingly, 1
265 less than 50% with a large p-value indicates fairly weak heterogeneity "®. A random effects
266  model was chosen when there was high heterogeneity, whereas a fixed effects model was
267 used if weak or no heterogeneity was detected . Due to the presence of high
268 heterogeneity, subgroup analyses were carried out to identify the sources. To assess the
269 robustness of the pooled results within the PMA, a sensitivity analysis was completed.
270  Publication bias was evaluated with funnel plots and Egger tests. The statistical analyses
271  were produced by R and packages were used to provide outputs in compliance with best
272  practice and reporting guidelines 1*#,

273

274

275 Results

276
277  Of the 119 systematically included studies (Table 1) with 17,708 participants, 24 were used

278 in the meta-analysis. The 24 studies were placebo-controlled RCTs with a primary endpoint
279  of efficacy. Of the 119 studies, 34 were used in the NMA to build a connected network.

280

281 Opioids (Table 2) were most commonly tested in 32 (26.89%) studies enrolling 5518
282  (31.16%) participants, where Morphine, Oxycodone and Fentanyl were prominently tested.
283 Lidocaine, Naloxone and Gabapentin were the most frequently tested non-opioid drugs for
284  chronic pain. The most common pain among chronic pain patients were lower back pain,
285  which was explored in 26 (21.85%) studies with a pooled sample of 4626 (26.12%) while 13
286  studies reported chronic back pain among 1068 (6.03%) participants. The following pain
287  types are post-surgical pain and neuropathic pain with 19 (15.97%) and 10 (8.4%) studies
288 involved to test the efficiency of NSAID drugs on patients.

289

290 Meta-analysis of mean difference of pain scores were applied to 24 studies with a sample of
291 2546 participants, producing a pooled mean difference (MD) of -0.89 (95% CI = [-1.31, -
292  0.47]). There was a significant difference between chronic pain scores of patients taking
293 NSAIDs compared to a placebo. Averagely, 0.89 point (0-10 scale) of pain reduction was
294  observed based on the random effects model. A significant statistical drug efficiency was
295  observed with BTX-A and Ketamine. A negative pooled mean difference was determined
296  between BTX-A and Ketamin versus a placebo with a pain reduction of 0.98 -1.26 based on
297 a -10 scale, respectively. Similar statistical results were not obserbed with other drugs in
298 comparison to a placebo.

299

300 With the common comparator as “placebo”, the connected network included 34 studies, 52
301 pairwise comparisons, 32 interventions and 29 study designs. Gabapentin had a significant
302 mean difference equaling to -1.49 (95% CI = [-2.76, -0.23], p-value < 0.05). Most
303 interventions had a negative mean difference compared to a placebo, but a 95% CI covering
304 0 indicated insignificant effects for reducing pain. The results within the network were more
305 conservative with the combination of direct and indirect evidence indicating most
306 pharmaceutical interventions selected might have benefited from the “placebo effect”.

307
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308 Table 1 Characteristics of the studies included in systematic review
309
Stu Public . Sam Includ | Includ
dy Authors ation Study Type Pain Type ::;erventl ple g/le:n :Zount ed for | ed for
ID Year Size 9 y MA NMA
1 Weizman | 2018 P-C,RCT Chronic-pain THC 17 33.3 Israel No No
et al.
2 | Krebset 15018 | ReT Back, Arthritis,Chr | 55i6iq 240 | 568 |USA | No No
al. onic-pain
Double- .
3 | AbdelHaf | 2019 | blind,P- Chronic-pain Gabapenti | g5 | 327 | Uk Yes | Yes
n
eez et al. C,RCT
4 e‘?‘;fhey 2021 | RCT Chronic-pain Opioid 241 | 37 USA | No No
Double- .
- Morphine
Bruehl blind,P- Low-
5 etal. 2021 C,RCT,Cross back,Chronic-pain N 91 36.5 USA No No
Naloxone
over
Worle Buprenorp
6 et al Y 2015 RCT Chronic-pain hine/Nalox | 149 USA No No
) one
Dindo et Single- Postsurgical,Chro
7 al. 2018 blinded,RCT nic-pain ACT 76 62.2 USA No No
8 | Hruscha | 2019 | Single- Chronic-pain IPGT 30 539 | USA | No No
blinded,RCT ’
k et al.
o | feved | ans Chronic-pain Opioid 2213 | 45 P9 | o No
Gudin et Open-label,P- | Low-
10 al 2020 C,Uncontrolle | back,Noncancer,C | NKTR-181 | 402 52 USA No No
) d hronic-pain
11 | S@het | o9 | ReT Low- | Venlafaxin | 559 | 696 | USA | No No
al. back,Chronic-pain | e
. Double- . . .
12 Schliess 2018 blind, P- Low- _ _ Imipramin 50 54.4 Switze No No
bach et back,Chronic-pain | e rland
al C,RCT
Double- PostsurgicalNeuro
13 Mohame | 2016 - pathic,Cancer,Chr | Morphine 90 50.43 | Egypt No No
blind,RCT . -
detal. onic-pain
Oxycodon
Schliess Low- e+Imipram Switze
14 bach et 2018 P-C,RCT back,Chronic-pain | ine+Cloba 98 55 rland No Yes
al. zam
Double-
15 Hermans blind, P- Art_hrltls,chronlc- Naloxone 31 39.8 Belgiu No No
et al C,RCT,Cross pain m
) over
Todorov Gabapenti
16 et al 2005 Chronic-pain n+Tiagabi 91 42 USA No Yes
) ne
Double- Gabapenti
17 Sadatsu blind, P- Chronic-pain n P 40 51.5 Brazil No No
ne et al. C,RCT
18 | FOW9S o016 | ReT Back,Chronic-pain | Opioid 31 | 49 USA | No No
Katz et Double- Low- Naproxen
19 al 2011 blind,P- back Chronic-nain +Tanezum | 129 52.1 USA No No
: C,RCT : p ab
Double- L
20 | Ha¥8k 15051 | plind,RCT,Cro | Chronic-pain Opioid+Bu | ¢ 631 | USA | No No
et al. pivacaine
ssover
. Double- .
21 Schliess 2017 blind,P- Back,Chronic-pain | Clobazam 49 54.3 Switze No Yes
bach et rland
al. C,Crossover
Bruehl bDI(i)nudePe: Low-
22 2004 . back,Noncancer,C | Opioid 28 37.3 USA No No
et al. C,RCT,Cross hroni )
ronic-pain
over
Kim et Double- Postsurgical,Chro South
23 al. 2018 blind,RCT nic-pain Nefopam o8 40 korea No No
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Double-
24 Eisenach | 2010 blind,P- Chronic-pain Ketorolac 15 44 No No
et al C,RCT,Cross
) over
Single- .
25 | Rauck | 5414 | plinded,RCT, | Chronic-pain Adenosine | 5 |44 | UsA | No No
etal. /Clonidine
Crossover
. Double- .
26 e?‘;clhhe't 2019 | blind,P- Ei‘;?tzl:;g'ca"cmo Valproate | 128 | 57 USA | No No
- C,RCT p
Papadok . . _— Greec
27 ostakis 2005 Back,Chronic-pain | Calcitonin 110 65 e No No
et al.
Gould et Double- Desiprami
28 2020 blind,4- Back,Chronic-pain 141 51.5 USA No Yes
al. ne
arm,RCT
Double- D-
29 Schnitzer | 2016 blind,P- Back,Chronic-pain | cycloserin 41 53.2 USA No No
et al. C,RCT e
Double- Low-
30 Nenke 2015 blind, P- back,Noncancer,C Hydrocorti 26 71 Austra Yes Yes
et al. C,RCT,Cross hroni ) sone lia
ronic-pain
over
Sopata Double- Polan
31 b 2015 blind,P- Chronic-pain Opioid 100 62.1 No No
etal. d
C,RCT
Double- .
32 Iier;dall blind,P- rl?:)ftstijrr]glcal,Chro Lidocaine 148 48 usa No No
etal. CRCT c-pal
Honao Risedronat
33 etalg 2015 RCT Back,Chronic-pain | e+Elcatoni | 45 70.9 Japan No No
) n
. Venlafaxin
Amr & Double- Postsurgical,Chro
34 Yousef 2010 blind RCT nic-pain ﬁ;r?abape 150 45 Egypt No No
Double- Codeine+ Norwa
35 Pederse 2014 : Chronic-pain Paracetam | 58 49 No No
blind,RCT y
netal. ol
36 | Choiet | 5516 | Double- Postsurgical,Chro | | ;ocaine | 90 34 Korea | No No
al. blind,RCT nic-pain
37 Bruehl 2014 P-C,RCT Back,Chronic-pain Morphine+ 50 36.9 USA Yes Yes
et al. Naloxone
Double- Germ
38 Chrubasi | 2010 blind,P- Chronic-pain Capsicum 130 48.9 n No No
Ketal. C.RCT any
Double-
Schliess blind,P- . . Oxycodon Switze
39 bach et 2017 C.RCT.Cross Back,Chronic-pain e 50 55 rland No Yes
al. over
Double-
Bruehl & blind,P- Low-
40 Chung 2006 C.RCT Cross back,Chronic-pain Naloxone 119 35.1 USA No No
over
Double-
Bruehl blind,P- Low- Naloxone+
4 etal. 2013 C,RCT,Cross back,Chronic-pain | Morphine 76 37.9 USA No No
over
Double-
42 | BUmset 15017 | plind,p- Low- | Naloxone+ | gg 369 | USA | No No
al. CRCT back,Chronic-pain | Morphine
Eker et Double- Knee,Arthritis,Chr . . Turke
43 al. 2016 blind,RCT onic-pain Lidocaine 52 65.15 y Yes Yes
Kim et Double- Cancer,Chronic- -
44 al. 2015 blind,RCT pain Opioid 49 62 Korea No No
. Double- .
45 | KImoset | 5567 | plind,p- Chronic-pain Gabapenti | g, 3358 | S84 | oo | ves
al. n a
C,RCT
Double-
Narang blind,P- . . -
46 et al. 2008 C.RCT Cross Chronic-pain Opioid 30 435 USA No No
over
47 | Peyon o017 | pcRCT Postsurgical,Chro. | oamine | 80 553 | Austra |\ No
et al. nic-pain lia
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P-
48 Katz et 2005 C,RCT,Cross Low- . . Bupropion | 60 49.8 Yes Yes
al. over back,Chronic-pain
Hashmi Double-
49 2012 blind,P- Back,Chronic-pain | Lidocaine 30 51.36 | USA No No
etal.
C,RCT
Double-
. blind,P- Cancer,Chronic-
50 Shimoya | 2014 C.RCT.Cross pain Fentanyl 51 59.1 Japan | No No
maet al.
over
Wreje & . . Sterile _ Swed
51 Brorsson 1995 RCT Chronic-pain water 117 >=25 en No No
Double- .
s2 | 12" | 2016 | blind,P- Newropathic,Chro- | grx-a 40 | 531 |korea | Yes | Yes
: C,RCT p
Double-
53 | Rauk | o014 | blind,P- Chronic-pain Hydrocodo | 515 | 504 | usa | No No
etal. ne
C,RCT
. Double- .
54 a‘f'm et 2010 blind, P- rl?ig?tztijr:glcal,Chro Pregabalin | 94 39 Korea No No
: C,RCT P
Lee et . .
55 al 2019 RCT Chronic-pain BTX-A 60 50.9 Korea No No
Double-
Rashiq blind,P- Low-
56 et al. 2003 C,RCT,Cross back,Chronic-pain Fentanyl 28 54 ves es
over
Double- .
57 | £2"9°" | 2020 | blind,P- Postourgical ChMo. | etamine | 168 | 50.8 | korea | No No
: C,RCT p
58 E'l-l'pm” e | 2021 | P-c,RCT Chronic-pain Erenumab | 955 | 41.1 g_ig?d No No
Low- Canad
59 Williams 2014 P-C,RCT back,Knee,Arthriti Duloxetine | 780 63.2 a No No
on et al. s,Chronic-pain
60 | SUC 12020 | ReT Low- | Celecoxib |54 | 54 China | No No
al. back,Chronic-pain | Eperisone
Double-
61 Damjano | 2018 blind,P- Chronic-pain ACS 32 59 No No
v et al. C,RCT
Abd- Double- Postsurgical,Chro | Bupivacai
62 Elshafy 2019 : . ; ! 60 35 Egypt No Yes
et al. blind,RCT nic-pain ne
Double- . . BTX+Ropi
63 Levesqu 2021 blind RCT Chronic-pain vacaine 80 53.1 No No
eetal.
Maher . . .
64 et al 2018 P-C,RCT Chronic-pain Ketamine 79 50.32 USA No No
65 a?a”yet 2019 | RCT Back,Chronic-pain gﬂethadon 40 377 | USA | No No
Shokeir Double- Bupivacai
66 2015 blind,P- Chronic-pain p 60 32.8 Egypt Yes Yes
& Mousa ne
C,RCT
Double-
67 Scudds 1995 blind,P- Chronic-pain Lidocaine 61 46.1 Canad No No
et al. a
C,RCT
Gimbel Double- Low- Buccal
68 etal 2016 blind,P- back.Chronic-pain buprenorp | 510 52.8 USA No No
: C,RCT : P hine
Neuropathic,Canc .
69 Matsuok 2019 P-C,RCT er,Chronic-pain Duloxetine | 70 64.7 Japan No No
aetal.
. Double- .
70 e\t“;rlek" 2008 | blind,P- Chronic-pain f:ld'r‘(’)r;‘te 70 40 Turke | ves | ves
: C,RCT P y
Double- Amitriptyli Leban
71 | Maarrawi | 2018 | blind,P- Chronic-pain P 112 | 4354 Yes Yes
ne on
et al. C,RCT
. Ropivacai
. Double- Postsurgical,Chro .
72 Li et al. 2018 blind RCT nic-pain ne+Dexam | 52 62 China No No
ethasone
Almog Double-
73 2020 blind,3- Chronic-pain THC 27 48.3 Israel No No
et al.
arm,RCT,Cro
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ssover
Wyide et Double- Postsurgical,Knee | Bupivacai
4 al. 2015 blind,RCT ,Chronic-pain ne 23 66 UK No No
75 | Matsuka | 2020 | RCT Chronic-pain cermitintT | 100 | 65.9 | Japan | No No
adalafil
wa et al.
Double-
Haddad blind, P- I Apomorphi
76 et al. 2018 C.RCT Cross Chronic-pain ne 35 56.2 Israel No No
over
- Double- .
77 (:elvr'es 2016 | blind,P- Efftsﬁgg'ca"cmo THC 65 52.2 I’\'?]tc:‘e' Yes Yes
et al. CRCT c-pal ands
Urquhart Double- Low- Amitriptyli Austra
8 et al. 2018 blind,RCT back,Chronic-pain | ne 146 535 lia No ves
Double- Cancer,Chronic- Nabiximol Belgiu
79 | Lichtman | 2018 | blind,P- aneen o 397 592 | FE0 | No No
et al. C,RCT p
. . Acetamino
80 | Schiphor | 2014 (T:”FE'S'TB“""'P' tg‘é"k Chronic.ogin | Phen/Tram | 50 42 I':f]tc:‘:r No No
stetal. ’ ’ p adol
81 | Cardena | 2002 | RCT Chronic-pain ﬁg"t”pty“ 84 41 USA | Yes | Yes
setal.
Arnold Double- Milnacipra
82 2012 blind,P- Chronic-pain 1025 49.1 USA No No
etal. n
C,RCT
Double-
Wasan blind,P- Low- .
83 etal. 2005 C,RCT,Cross back,Chronic-pain Morphine 20 44.2 USA No No
over
. Tapentado
Baron et Double- Neuropathic,Low- . Germ
84 al. 2014 blind,RCT back,Chronic-pain KPregabah 445 56.3 any No No
Double- Low-
85 Portenoy | 2007 blind,P- back Chronic-nain Fentanyl 77 48.9 USA No No
et al. C,RCT ’ p
. Double- - . .
gs | Karet | 1997 | plind,RCT,Cro | Atthritis,Chronic- |\ ohine | 21 68 Austri | g No
al. pain a
ssover
Schwartz Double-
87 2009 blind,P- Chronic-pain Ketamine 20 38 USA Yes Yes
man et
C,RCT
al.
Chu et Double-
88 2012 blind,P- Back,Chronic-pain | Morphine 139 44 USA Yes Yes
al.
C,RCT
Sandrini Double-
89 2011 blind,P- Chronic-pain BONTA 56 48.5 USA No No
etal.
C,RCT
Single- - .
90 | Mahowal | 2009 | blinded,P- A;ti*r‘l”“s'cmon'c' BoNTA 40 >=48 | USA | Yes | Yes
detal. C,RCT P
Loftus et Double- Leban
91 al 2010 blind,P- Back,Chronic-pain | Ketamine 102 51.7 on Yes Yes
' C,RCT JUSA
92 | Lehmann | 1997 | P-C,RCT Postsurgical,Chro | o ianyi | 29 4415 | USA | No No
nic-pain
et al.
93 Kahlenb 2017 P-C,RCT Chronic-pain Celecoxib 98 34.2 USA Yes Yes
ergetal.
Double- Topiramat
94 Silberstei | 2009 blind,P- Chronic-pain e p 306 38.2 USA No No
netal. C,RCT
Burgher Double- Low- . .
95 etal 2011 blind RCT back,Chronic-pain Lidocaine 26 44.1 USA No No
Double-
blind,P- Neuropathic,Chro . Irelan
96 eMcCIean 1999 C.RCT Cross nic-pain Phenytoin 20 40 d Yes Yes
over
97 e';k;II'bOﬁ 2011 2-arm,RCT Chronic-pain Opioid 135 52.7 USA No No
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9g | Boothet | 5617 | pcRrerT Postsurgical,Chro |\ hine | 74 28 USA | No Yes
al. nic-pain
Lee et Single- . . Rowatinex
99 al. 2006 blinded,RCT Chronic-pain /lbuprofen 50 44.2 Korea | No No
Double-
10 Levendo | 2004 blind,P- N_europathlc,Chro Gabapenti 20 35.9 Turke Yes Yes
0 C,RCT,Cross nic-pain n y
gluetal.
over
Yousef
10 & Double- . . L
1 Alzeftaw 2018 blind RCT Chronic-pain Opioid 100 53.44 | Egypt No Yes
y
Double-
10 Yelland blind,P- Neuropathic,Chro | Gabapenti Austra
2 etal. 2009 C,RCT,Cross nic-pain n 3 578 lia No No
over
Double- . .
éo a:I(ucel et 2004 blind, P- rl:liifjrgﬁ]athlc,Chro \e/enlafaxm 55 48.94 Turke No No
: CRRCT P Y
10 Hudson Double- Knee,Arthritis,Chr | Nortriptylin New
2 | otal 2021 | blind,P- Iebivibion o TPV 205 | 644 | Zeala | Yes | Yes
: C,RCT p nd
10 Rauck Double-
2006 blind,P- Chronic-pain Ziconotide | 220 52.5 USA No No
5 etal.
C,RCT
. | Naloxone+ Austri
10| Sandner- | o515 | pouble-blind | NoncancerChroni | o v codon | 379 | 562 | a/Ger | No No
6 Kiesling c-pain
e many
etal.
%O &XVang et 2017 RCT Chronic-pain Diosmin 300 41 China No Yes
Double-
10 Hawley blind,P- Cancer,Chronic- . . Canad
8 et al. 2020 C.RCT Cross pain Lidocaine 25 53.76 a No No
over
10 Double- Austra
9 Mathieso | 2017 blind,P- Chronic-pain Pregabalin | 209 66 lia No No
netal. C,RCT
Double- .
: Low- Nonopioid .
11 Wetzel 2015 blind, P- back,Noncancer,C | analgesic 36 55 Austri No No
0 et al. C,RCT,Cross . ) a
hronic-pain drugs
over
PostsurgicalNeuro . .
1| Khanet | o519 | p-cRCT pathic,Cancer,Chr | LI40CINe* | 105 | 55, | Canad |\, No
1 al. ’ ” Pregabalin a
onic-pain
11 Clarke Double- Postsurgical,Chro | Gabapenti Canad
2 et al. 112 blind,RCT nic-pain n 126 58.9 a Yes Yes
11 Double- Oxycodon
3 Maetal. | 113 blind, P- Chronic-pain 4 116 58.2 China | Yes Yes
e
C,RCT
11 J.H. Lee Double- Low-
2 &C.S. 114 blind,P- back Chronic-ain TA-ER 245 59.9 Korea No No
Lee C,RCT : p
11 Trible- Low- . . .
5 LTZImura 2016 Blind.RCT back,Chronic-pain Lidocaine 378 48.26 Brazil No No
11 Baron et Neuropathic,Low- Germ
6 al. 2015 RCT back,Chronic-pain I'I'apentado 258 58.1 any No No
. . Lidocaine+
11 Kim et Double- Postsurgical,Canc .
7 al. 2017 blind,RCT er,Chronic-pain magnesm 126 48.7 Korea Yes Yes
él e';”a""lmura 2015 | RCT Chronic-pain Eviprostat | 100 | 50.1 | Japan | No No
Double-
11 Zhang 2021 blind,P- Chronic-pain Ningmitai 120 33.7 China No No
9 etal.
C,RCT
310 Canada-13*: "Canada-13" was used as the group of 13 countries: “Canada, Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Finland,
311 Germany, Poland, Slovakia, Sweden, the United Kingdom, Turkey, the Netherlands and USA”.
312 Belgium-12*: “Belgium-12” was used as the group of 12 countries: “Belgium, Bulgaria, Czechia, Germany, Hungary, Latvia,

313 Lithuania, Poland, Puerto Rico, Romania, United Kingdom, United States”.
314
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315
316 Table 2 Summary of drug and pain types included in systematic review
317
Summary of drug and pain types included in studies systematic review
Classes Drug types Studies Participants
(Number, %) (Number, %)
Oxycodone 4 (3.36%) 643 (3.63%)
Fentanyl 4 (3.36%) 185 (1.04%)
o Methadone 1 (0.84%) 40 (0.23%)
(3)2"'(02'3_589% ) | Morphine 9 (7.56%) 750 (4.24%)
Buprenorphine 2 (1.68%) 659 (3.72%)
Codeine 1 (0.84%) 58 (0.33%)
Other Opioids 11 (9.24%) 3183 (17.97%)
Naloxone 8 (6.72%) 1084 (6.12%)
Gabapentin 8 (6.72%) 610 (3.44%)
Lidocaine 10 (8.4%) 1036 (5.85%)
. Ketamine 5 (4.2%) 449 (2.54%)
Nonopioids T
Amitriptyline 3 (2.52%) 342 (1.93%)
Bupivacaine 4 (3.36%) 409 (2.31%)
THC 3 (2.52%) 109 (0.62%)
Others 54 (45.38%) 9251 (52.24%)
Categories Pain types Studies Participants
(Number, %) (Number, %)
Postsurgical 19 (15.97%) 1987 (11.22%)
Neuropathic 10 (8.4%) 1171 (6.61%)
Low Back 26 (21.85%) 4626 (26.12%)
Cancer 8 (6.72%) 908 (5.13%)
Chronic Pain (Béfckept LowBacky | 13(10:829%) | 1068 (6.08%)
Knee 4 (3.36%) 1310 (7.4%)
Arthritis 7 (5.88%) 1369 (7.73%)
Pelvic 4 (3.36%) 300 (1.69%)
Other Chronic Pain 42 (35.29%) 8578 (48.44%)
318
319
320 Pairwise Meta-Analysis (PMA)
321

322 The PMA included 24 studies with pairwise comparisons between drugs and a placebo. The
323  experimental and control group comprised of "Amitriptyline”, "BTX-A","Gabapentin”,
324  "Ketamine", "Lidocaine", "Morphine", "Naloxone" and a placebo, respectively. A single study
325 reported "Fentanyl”, "Ningmitai", "THC", and "Oxycodone".

326

327 PMA for Baseline Pain Score

328

329 The PMA was used to test baseline pain score differences between the experimental and
330 control group in 18 studies which comprised of a total sample of 1,691 participants. The
331  experimental and control groups comprised of 837 and 854 participants, respectively, with a
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332  pooled mean difference (MD) of -0.02 (95% CI = [-0.13, 0.08]). The 95% CI was 0 and
333 therefore, no statistically significant difference between baseline pain scores of two groups.
334  [Figure 1]. A weak statistical heterogeneity of 15% of I? (p = 0.26) was determined. This
335 combined with the statistical insignificance indicates the randomisation of was completed
336 accurately and that it is scientifically justifiable to use the post-treatment pain scores directly
337 as the outcomes to evaluate treatment effects.

338
Experimental Control
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean sSD Mean DifferenceMD 95%-Cl Weight
[96] McCleane 1989 [Phenytoin] 20 3.293.3900 20 3.59 3.5000 —— -0.30 [-2.44; 1.84] 02%
[81] Cardenas et al. 2002 [Amitriptyling] 44 5501.8000 40 5.001.7000 ++— 050 [-0.25; 1.25] 2.0%
[100] Levendoglu et al. 2004 [Gabapentin] 20 8.50 0.9000 20 8.40 0.7000 . 0.10 [-0.40; 0.60] 4.4%
[48] Katz et al. 2005 [Bupropion] 44 44917000 44 4.491.7000 ——  0.00 [-0.71; 0.71] 22%
[113] Ma et al. 2007 [Oxycodone] 58 6.821.8300 58 6.421.3100 {040 [0.18; 0.98] 3.3%
[70] Yurekli et al. 2008 [VPA] 40 6.801.1000 30 6.101.6000 -— 070 [0.03; 1.37] 2.5%
[87] Schwartzman et al. 2009 [Ketamine] 9 7.660.4000 10 7.730.4000 + -0.07 [-0.43; 0.29] 8.5%
[80] Mahowald et al. 2009 [IA- BoNT/A] 18 7.600.3000 22 7.700.3000 - -0.10 [-0.29; 0.09] 31.5%
[88] Chu et al. 2012 [Morphine] 48 4.9514700 55 5.021.4800 ~—  -0.07 [-0.64; 0.50] 3.4%
[37] Bruehl et al. 2014 [Morphine] 50 3.862.8900 50 3.322.6800 ——+— 0.54 [0.55; 1.63] 0.9%
[37%] Bruehl et al. 2014 [Morphine] 50 6.906.8800 50 5.806.0700 ——f—— 1.10 [-144; 364] 0.2%
[37] Bruehl et al. 2014 [Naloxone] 50 34328900 50 3.322.6800 —+—  0.11 [0.98; 1.20] 0.9%
[37*] Bruehl et al. 2014 [Naloxone] 50 65071200 50 5.806.0700 ——++— 070 [-1.89; 329] 0.2%
[30] Nenke et al. 2015 [Hydrocortisone] 7 58116100 19 5.811.6100 —+—  0.00 [-1.40; 1.40] 0.6%
[66] Shokeir & Mousa 2015 [Bupivacaine] 30 7.70 0.4200 30 7.90 1.9600 ——  -0.20 [-0.92; 0.52] 2.1%
[43] Eker et al. 2016 [Lidocaine] 26 71111000 26 7.191.6000 ——  -0.08 [-0.83; 0.67] 2.0%
[52] Han et al. 2016 [BTX-A 20 85113600 20 7.711.3300 -—— 0.80 [0.03; 1.63] 1.6%
[52*] Han et al. 2016 [BTX-A] 20 85113600 20 7.711.4000 —— 0.80 [-0.06; 1.66] 1.5%
[77] de Vries et al. 2016 [THC] 21 40018500 29 5.201.7500 —_— -1.20 [-2.22,-0.18]  1.1%
[93] Kahlenberg et al. 2017 [Celecoxib] 50 2.102.0600 48 2.30 1.9800 ——  -0.20 [-1.00; 0.60) 1.7%
[3] AbdelHafeez et al. 2019 [Gabapentin] 30 5.94 0.7300 30 6.09 0.5400 * -0.15 [-0.47; 0.17] 10.4%
[3"] AbdelHafeez et al. 2019 [Gabapentin] 30 5.94 0.7300 30 6.09 0.5400 - -0.15 [-0.47; 0.17) 10.4%
[104] Hudson et al. 2021 [Nortriptyline] 102 6.021.3500 103 6.12 1.2500 - -0.10 [-0.46; 0.26] B.7%
Common effect model 837 854 -0.02 [-0.13; 0.08] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: = 15%, 1° = 0,p=026
21012

339

340 Figure 1. Forest plot for the baseline pain scores of experimental group and control group across 18

341 studies.

342

343  PMA for drug efficacy between NSAID compared to a placebo

344

345  This PMA included 24 studies [Figure 2] with 2418 participants, with a MD of -0.89 (95% ClI

346 = [-1.31, -0.47]). The experimental and control group comprised of 1219 amd 1199,

347 respectively. A significant statistical heterogeneity of 92% of I? (p-value <0.01) was
348 identified. Mean difference (MD) was calculated to assess if there is statistically significant
349  difference of post-treatment pain scores between experimental group and control group. The
350 95% CI was less than 0 which indicated a significant treatment effect with a reduction in pain
351 by 0.89-point (0-10 scale) compared to those who were given a placebo.

352
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Experimental Control

Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD  Mean DifferenceMD 95%-C| Weight
[96) McCleane 1999 [Phenytoin] 20 31332200 20 3.933.5500 —%1— 080 [-2.90; 1.30] 2.0%
[81] Cardenas et al. 2002 [Amitriptyline] 44 45019000 40 4.002.0000 [ 4E— 050 [-0.34; 1.34] 35%
[56] Rashiq et al. 2003 [Fentanyl] 28 31022000 28 4.002.1000 —= -0.90 [-2.03; 0.23] 3.1%
[100] Levendoglu et al. 2004 [Gabapentin] 20 3.20 1.2000 20 7.400.7000 « -4.20 [4.81;-3.59] 3.7%
[48] Katz et al. 2005 [Buprapion] 44 32519300 44 3.421.8600 - 017 [0.96; 0.62] 3.5%
[45] Kimos et al. 2007 [Gabapentin] 25 5103.8900 25 2.434.3500 i | —— 2867 [0.38; 4.96] 1.8%
[113] Ma et al. 2007 [Oxycodone] 58 3.24009200 58 5.010.9700 = -1.77 [-2.11; -1.43]  3.9%
[70] Yurekli et al. 2008 [VPA] 40 3.502.0000 30 4.101.6000 ——t -0.60 [-1.44; 0.24] 3.5%
[87) Schwartzman et al. 2009 [Ketamine] 9 £131.0000 10 7.500.6000 - -1.37 [-2.12;-082] 3.6%
[90] Mahowald et al. 2008 [IA- BoNT/A] 18 4.700.7000 22 5.800.9000 - -1.10 [-1.60; -0.60] 3.8%
[112] Clarke et al. 2009 [Gabapentin] 38 41022000 38 4.202.9000 +—&—  -0.10 [-1.26; 1.06] 3.1%
[112] Clarke et al. 2009 [Gabapentin] 38 4.902.2000 38 4.202.9000 i —#— 070 [-0.46; 1.86] 3.1%
[91] Loftus et al. 2010 [Ketamine] 52 31024000 50 4.202.4000 —— -1.10 [-2.03;-0.17] 3.4%
[88] Chu et al. 2012 [Morphine] 48 21115900 55 1.251.9200 . |- 086 [0.18; 1.54] 3.7%
[37] Bruehl et al. 2014 [Morphine] 50 24228900 50 3.0427500 = -0.62 [-1.73; 0.49] 3.2%
[37*] Bruehl et al. 2014 [Morphine] 50 3.9059900 50 4.806.2900 —s——— -0.90 [-3.31; 1.51] 1.7%
[37] Bruehl et al. 2014 [Naloxone] 50 29428100 50 3.042.7500 —#—  -0.10 [-1.19; 0.99] 3.2%
[37*] Bruehl et al. 2014 [Naloxaone] 50 5.306.1900 50 4.806.2900 ——#— 0.50 [-1.95; 2.95] 1.7%
[30] Nenke et al. 2015 [Hydrocortisone] 7 50025300 19 5.592.2400 —1—— .0.59 [-2.72; 1.54] 2.0%
[66] Shokeir & Mousa 2015 [Bupivacaing] 30 5.400.1400 30 7.70 1.2600 < -2.30 [-2.75;-1.85] 3.9%
[43] Eker et al. 2016 [Lidocaine] 26 2.801.3000 26 4.802.5000 — -2.00 [-3.08;-0.92] 3.2%
[52] Han et al. 2016 [BTX-A] 20 66520700 20 7.451.6000 — -0.80 [-1.95; 0.35] 3.1%
[62*] Han et al. 2016 [BTX-A] 20 6.382.7500 20 7.682.0400 caeso b -1.30 [-2.80; 0.20] 2.7%
[77] de Vries et al. 2016 [THC] 21 24022800 29 3.502.4200 oy -1.10 [-2.41; 0.21] 29%
[93] Kahlenberg et al. 2017 [Celecoxib] 50 46019100 48 5.401.9200 — -0.80 [-1.56;-0.04] 3.6%
[117] Kim et al. 2017 [Lidocaine] 39 24007000 39 2.900.7000 = -0.50 [-0.81;-0.19] 4.0%
[117] Kim et al. 2017 [Magnesium] 38 25006000 39 2.900.7000 it -0.40 [-0.69; -0.11] 4.0%
[71] Maarrawi et al. 2018 [Amitriptyline] 104 3.341.4500 108 6.120.9200 T -2.78 [-3.11; 245] 3.9%
[3] AbdelHafeez et al. 2019 [Gabapentin] 30 5.120.6700 30 5.90 0.9200 = -0.78 [-1.19; -0.37] 3.9%
[3*] AbdelHafeez et al. 2019 [Gabapentin] 30 3.720.6900 30 5.50 1.1300 - -1.78 [-2.25;-1.31] 3.8%
[104] Hudson et al. 2021 [Nortriptyline] 102 3.602.3200 103 4.252.4000 - -0.65 [-1.30;-0.00] 3.7%
Random effects model 1199 1219 = |  -0.89[-1.31; -0.47] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: 12 = 92%, * = 1.1367, p < 0.01 ri UL

353 2101 2

354 Figure 2. Forest plot for the pain scores of experimental group and control group across 24 studies

355 testing all NSAID drugs (including some unnamed Opioids drugs).

356

357

358

359 Meta-Analyses

360

361 A statistically low heterogeneity of 0% of I? (p-value > 0.5) was identified among studies with
362 BTX-A, Ketamine and Naloxone [Figure 3b and 3d]. BTX-A [Figure 3b] and Ketamine
363  [Figure 3d] indicated statistically significant drug efficacy of -1.07 [-1.51, -0.64] and -1.26 [-
364  1.85, -0.68], respectively. The treatment efficiency compared to the placebo had a 1 point
365  pain reduction within a 0-10 evaluation scale. Ketamine demonstrated optimal efficacy with a
366  1.26 point pain reduction on average.

367

368 The PMA for BTX-A (Figure 3b) and Naloxone (Figure 3g) showed a low heterogeneity as
369 the data was pooled from a single study.

370

371  Studies on Amitriptyline, Gabapentin, Lidocaine and Morphine had a high heterogeneity and
372  a statistically insignificant drug efficacy (Figure 3a, c, e, f). The mean difference of 95% CI
373 was 0 indicating an insignificant treatment difference between the drugs and placebo based
374  on the random effects model.

375

376
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Experimental Control
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD  Mean DifferenceMD 95%-C1 Weight
[81] Cardenas et al. 2002 Other_CP [41-50] 44 4,50 1.9000 40 4.00 2.0000 | B 0.50 [-0.34; 1.34] 49.3%
[71] Maarrawi et al. 2018 Other CP [41-50] 104 3.34 1.4500 108 6.120.9200 i -2.78 [-3.11; -2.45] 50.7%
Random effects model 148 148 a -1.16 [-4.38; 2.05] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: I° = 98%, ©° = 5.2742, p < 0.01 T 1
42024
377 _ o o
378 Figure 3a. Forest plot for drug efficiency of Amitriptline.
379
380
Experimental Control
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD  Mean DifferenceMD 95%-Cl1 Weight
[90] Mahowald et al. 2009 Arthritis [61-71] 18 4.700.7000 22 5.800.9000 -1.10 [-1.60; -0.60] 77.1%
[52] Han et al. 2016 Neuropathic [ 51-60 ] 20 66520700 20 7.451.6000 -0.80 [-1.95; 0.35] 14.4%
[52*] Han et al. 2018 Neuropathic [ 51-60 ] 20 B6.382.7500 20 7.682.0400 -1.30 [-2.80; 0.20] 8.4%
Common effect model 58 62 -1.07 [-1.51; -0.64] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: 1#=0%, =0, p =085
4-202 4
381 _ N
382 Figure 3b. Forest plot for drug efficiency of BTX-A.
383
Experimental Control
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD  Mean DifferenceMD 95%-Cl Weight
[100] Levendoglu et al. 2004 Neurcpathic [<=40] 20 3.201.2000 20 7.400.7000 g | -4.20 [4.81;-3.59] 17.5%
[45] Kimos et al. 2007 Other CP [ <=40] 25 51038900 25 2.434.3500 t—'_ 2.67 [0.38; 4.96] 13.8%
[112] Clarke et al. 2009 Postsurgical [ 51-60 ] 38 4.102.2000 38 4.202.9000 . -0.10 [-1.26; 1.06] 16.6%
[112] Clarke et al. 2009 Postsurgical [ 61-71 ] 38 49022000 38 4.202.9000 i 0.70 [-0.46; 1.86] 16.6%
[3] AbdelHafeez et al. 2019 Other_CP [ <=40] 30 51206700 30 5.900.9200 - | -0.78 [-1.19,-0.37] 17.7%
[3*] AbdelHafeez et al. 2019 Other CP [<=40] 30 37206900 30 5.501.1300 -' -1.78 [-2.25;-1.31] 17.7%
|
Random effects model 181 181 = -0.72[-2.51; 1.07]100.0%
Heterogeneity: I = 96%, «* = 4.6585, p < 0.01 L B I TR
42024
384 ] o ;
385 Figure 3c. Forest plot for drug efficiency of Gabapenin.
386
Experimental Control
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD  Mean DifferenceMD 95%-Cl Weight
[87] Schwartzman et al. 2009 Other_CP [ <=40] 9 6.131.0000 10 7.500.6000 = -1.37 [-2.12; -0.62] 60.6%
[91] Loftus et al. 2010 Back [ 51-60 ] 52 3.102.4000 50 4.202.4000 L -1.10 [-2.03;-0.17] 39.4%
Common effect model 61 60 3_ -1.26 [-1.85; -0.68] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: P =0%, =0, p =066 rT T
42024
387 . .. .
388 Figure 3d. Forest plot for drug efficiency of Ketamine.
389
Experimental Control
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD  Mean DifferenceMD 95%-Cl Weight
[43] Eker et al. 2016 Arthritis [ 61-71 ] 26 2.801.3000 26 4.802.5000 = | -2.00 [-3.08; -0.92] 43.8%
[117] Kim et al. 2017 Postsurgical [41-50] 39 2.400.7000 39 2.900.7000 -0.50 [-0.81;-0.19] 56.2%
Random effects model 65 65 - _ -1.16 [-2.62; 0.30] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: I° = 85%, ©* = 0.9597, p < 0.01 T
42024
390

391 Figure 3e. Forest plot for drug efficiency of Lidocaine.
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392
393
Experimental Control
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD  Mean DifferenceMD 95%-Cl Weight
[88] Chu et al. 2012 Back [ 41-50 ] 48 21115900 55 1.251.9200 |-" 0.86 [0.18; 1.54] 46.1%
[37] Bruehl et al. 2014 Back [ <=40 ] 50 24228900 50 3.042.7500 - -0.62 [-1.73; 0.49] 37.0%
[37*] Bruehl et al. 2014 Back [<=40] 50 3.905.9900 50 4.806.2900 —— -0.90 [-3.31; 1.51] 16.9%
Random effects model 148 155 - 0.01 [-1.18; 1.21] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: I° = 67%, < = 0.6853, p = 0.05
42024

394 ) o _

395 Figure 3f. Forest plot for drug efficiency of Morphine.

396

Experimental Control
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD  Mean DifferenceMD 95%-Cl Weight
[37] Bruehl et al. 2014 Back [ <=40] 50 29428100 50 3.04 27500 - -0.10 [-1.19; 0.99] 83.4%
[37*] Bruehl et al. 2014 Back [ <=40] 50 5.306.1900 50 4.806.2900 0.50 [-1.95; 2.95] 16.6%
Common effect model 100 100 -0.00 [-1.00; 0.99] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: = 0%, = 0, p =0.66 T T
4-202 4

397 ) o

398 Figure 3g. Forest plot for drug efficiency of Naloxone.

399

400

401

402  Opioids drugs

403

404 A meta-analysis was conducted with 4 studies with Opioids [Figure 4]. A pooled MD of -0.65
405 and a 95% CI [-1.67, 0.37] was determined indicating an insignificant treatment effect of
406  opioids drugs compared to a placebo. A statistically sginficant heterogeneity of 92% of I? (p-
407  value < 0.01) was identified.

Experimental Control
Study Total Mean  SD TotalMean SD  Mean DifferenceMD 95%-Cl Weight
[56] Rashiq et al. 2003 Low-back [ Fentanyl] 28 3.102.2000 28 4.002.1000 e -0.90 [-2.03; 0.23] 20.0%
[113] Ma et al. 2007 Other_CP [ Oxycodone] 58 3.240.9200 58 5.010.9700 H .77 [2.11;-1.43] 256%
[88] Chu et al. 2012 Back [ Morphine | 48 21115900 55 1.251.9200 |+ 0.86 [0.18; 1.54] 23.6%
[37] Bruehl et al. 2014 Back [ Morphine ] 50 2.4228900 50 3.042.7500 4 -062 [-1.73; 0.49] 20.1%
[37°] Bruehl et al. 2014 Back [ Morphine ] 50 39059900 50 4.806.2900 —=— 090 [-3.31; 1.51] 10.7%
Random effects model 234 241 - -0.65 [-1.67; 0.37] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: /* = 92%, «* = 1.0251, p < 0.01 !
42024

408 | N -

409 Figure 4. Forest plot for drug efficiency of Opioids drugs*.

410

411

412

413

414

415

416

417
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423  Network Meta-analysis (NMA)

424

425 A NMA [Figure 5] was completed for 34 studies. The nodes correspond to each intervention
426  included within the network where the interventions with direct comparisons are linked with a
427  line. The thickness of lines corresponds to the number of trials evaluating the comparison. A
428  connected network was built based on the placebo which was mostly Tolterodine based on
429 the original studies. The evaluations between interventions were supported by direct
430  comparison and indirect comparison

431
432 Opioids drugs*: including Fentanyl, Oxycodone, Morphine and other unnamed Opioids drugs.
CBT_Placebo
ClobaZam
Desipramine
Desipramine_CBT >
Diosmin
Bupivacaine_Dexmedetomidine
Imipramine
Tiagabine
Ketamine
Phenytoin
R/ 1o Nortriptdine
Marphing
/ Fentanyl
Morphine_Acetaminophen
Piroxicam
433 . . , . ,
434 Figure 5 Network plot where Placebo was the reference group with 34 studies and 32 interventions.
435
436
437
438

439
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Direct Comparison: other vs 'Placebo’
Treatment Comparisons (Random Effects Model) MD 95%-CI
ActivePlacebo 0 -0.30 [-2.28; 1.68]
Amitriptyline 2 — T -1.24 [-2.77; 0.30]
Botulinum 3 — -1.06 [-2.54; 042]
Bupivacaine 1 e e e— -2.30 [4.67; 0.07]
Bupivacaine_Dexmedetomidine 0 -3.30 [-6.63; 0.03]
Bupropion 1 — W 017 [[2.62; 2.28]
CBT_Placebo 0 -0.85 [4.16; 2.45]
Celecoxib 1 e R -0.80 [-3.24; 1.64]
Clobazam 0 e -1.00 [4.14; 2.14]
Desipramine 0 -0.88 [4.20; 2.44]
Desipramine_CBT 0 -0.29 [[3.61; 3.02]
Diosmin 0 — -2.30 [-5.36; 0.75]
Fentanyl 1 — s | -0.90 [-3.48; 1.68]
Gabapentin 4 — e -1.49 [-2.76; -0.23]
GPN_Placebo 1 — 010 [-2.69; 2.49]
Hydrocortisone 1 4'—’— -0.59 [[3.74; 2.56]
Imipramine 0 — -0.20 [-3.35; 299]
Ketamine 2 — -1.24 [-2.99; 0.51]
Lidocaine 2 — -1.18 [-2.91; 0.55]
Magnesium 1 —_— T -0.74 [-2.94; 1.46]
Morphine 3 — -0.07 [-1.63; 1.49]
Morphine_Acetaminophen 0 — -1.57 [4.57; 1.43]
Naloxone 2 — e 045 [-1.48; 2.38]
Nortriptyline 1 —_— T 065 [-3.06; 1.76]
Oxycodone 1 e a— -1.74 [[3.64; 0.19]
Phenytoin 1 — -0.80 [-3.93; 2.33]
Piroxicam 0 -0.80 [4.28; 2.68]
Placebo 0 0.00
Placebo_GPN 1 B s e 0.70 [-1.89; 3.29]
THC 1 —_— 110 [[3.77; 1.57]
Tiagabine 0 — -1.31 [-3.96; 1.34]
VPA 1 : : l—'——l : : 060 [-3.07; 1.87]
-6 4 -2 0 2 4 6

440

141 Figure 6 Forest plot for intervention efficiency compared to Placebo in NMA

442

443  In the network with the placebo as the reference group, Gabapentin [Figure 6] comprised of
444  a MD equaling to -1.49 (95% CI = [-2.76, -0.23], p-value < 0.05) indicating a significant effect
445  on reducing chronic pain and direct comparisons were made using 4 studies [Figure 7a]. The
446  pooled MD of Botulinum and Ketamine were -1.06 and -1.24, respectively. These were
447  similar to the results in the PWA, but their 95% CI was 0 therefore showed insignificant effect
448  on pain reduction compared to a placebo. Most combined interventions had a negative MD
449  compared to a placebo with a 95% CI of O indicated statistically insignificant results for
450  reducing pain.

451

452  Imipramine, Diosimin, Desipramine, Clobazam, Piroxicam and Tiagabine had not been
453  directly compared to a placebo based on the identified data therefore the comparative
454  treatment effected between them and a placebo was not possible to complete.

455

456
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Number of Direct

Comparison Studies Evidence |2 Random Effects Model MD 95%-CI
Direct estimate 2 082 98% —ua T -1.22 [-2.92; 0.48]
Indirect estimate — -1.30 [-4.88, 2.29]
Network estimate === 124 [[277; 0.30]
Prediction interval — [-4.31; 1.83]
Direct estimate 3 1.00 0% —Ea -1.06 [-2.54, 0.42]
Indirect estimate
Network estimate e -1.06 [-254; 042]
Prediction interval —_— [-4.09; 1.98]
Direct estimate 1 1.00 — -2.30 [-4.67, 0.07]
Indirect estimate
Network estimate === -2.30 [-467; 0.07]
Prediction interval — [-595; 1.35]
Direct estimate 1 1.00 —_— 017 [-262; 228]
Indirect estimate Q>
Network estimate 017 [-262; 228]
Prediction interval —— [-3.89; 3.55]
Direct estimate 1 1.00 — -0.80 [-3.24; 1.64]
Indirect estimate
Network estimate — -080 [-3.24; 164]
Prediction interval [-4.51; 2.91]
Direct estimate 1 1.00 — wa -0.90 [-3.48, 1.68]
Indirect estimate
Network estimate —_— -0.90 [-3.48; 1.68]
Prediction interval — [-4.73; 2.93]
Direct estimate 4 100  97% —— -1.49 [2.76; -0.23]
Indirect estimate
Network estimate === -1.49 [-2.76; -0.23]
Prediction interval —_— [-4.41, 1.42]
Direct estimate 1 1.00 — -010 [-269; 249]
Indirect estimate
Network estimate -0.10 [-2.69, 2.49]
Prediction interval —_— [-394; 374]
Direct estimate 1 1.00 — -059 [-3.74; 256]
Indirect estimate
Network estimate —_— -059 [-3.74; 256]
Prediction interval ——— [-4.90; 3.72]
Direct estimate 2 1.00 0% — -1.24 [299; 051]
Indirect estimate
Network estimate == -124 [-299; 051]
Prediction interval — [-4.44; 1.96]
Direct estimate 2 100 85% — -1.18 [-2.91; 0.55]
Indirect estimate
Network estimate —_— -1.18 [-2.91; 0.55]
Prediction interval — [-4.37; 2.01]
Direct estimate 1 0.89 — -0.40 [-2.74, 1.94]
Indirect estimate -3.39 [[9.92; 3.13]
Network estimate -0.74 [-294; 146]
Prediction interval [-4.27; 2.79]
457
458 Figure 7a Forest plot for intervention efficiency compared to Placebo in NMA with detailed direct and
459 indirect comparisons
460

461
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Direct estimate 3 1.00  67% —— -0.07 [-1.63; 1.49]
Indirect estimate J>

Network estimate -0.07 [-1.63, 1.49]
Prediction interval —_— [-3.15; 3.01]
Direct estimate 2 090 0% —"— 012 [-192; 216]
Indirect estimate 330 [-268; 929]
Network estimate ‘=J:3= 045 [-148; 238]
Prediction interval —— [-288; 378]
Direct estimate 1 1.00 — -0.65 [-3.06, 1.76]
Indirect estimate

Network estimate —_— -0.65 [-3.06, 1.76]
Prediction interval — [-4.34, 3.04]
Direct estimate 1 0.65 — 1.77 [-4.12; 0.58]
Indirect estimate — -1.70 [-490; 151]
Metwork estimate =T 1.74 [3.64; 0.15]
Prediction interval e [-5.05; 1.56]
Direct estimate 1 1.00 — -0.80 [-3.93, 2.33]
Indirect estimate

Network estimate —_— -0.80 [-3.93; 2.33]
Prediction interval —_— [-5.10; 3.50]
Direct estimate 1 1.00 — 070 [-189; 329]
Indirect estimate

Network estimate —_— 0.70 [-1.89; 3.29]
Prediction interval —_— [-3.14; 4.54]
Direct estimate 1 1.00 — T -1.10 [-3.77, 1.57]
Indirect estimate

Network estimate —==T=—— -1.10 [[3.77, 1.57]
Prediction interval —— [-5.00; 2.80]
Direct estimate 1 1.00 — -0.60 [-3.07; 1.87]
Indirect estimate

Network estimate -0.60 [-3.07; 1.87]
Prediction interval [-4.34, 3.14]
462

463 Figure 7b Forest plot for intervention efficiency compared to Placebo in NMA with detailed direct and
464 indirect comparisons

465

466

467  Subgroup Analysis

468

469 A subgroup analyses was conducted for 24 studies within the meta-analysis to explore the

470  sources of heterogeneity and unbiased estimation based on age, pain type, period and
471  geographical location [Figure 8]. The sub-group analysis for pain type, time period and
472  geographical location can be found in the supplementary file whilst average age is shown
473  below.

474

475 Subgroup analysis for pain ccore difference based on different age groups

476

477 It showed that the heterogeneity among studies with participants who were older than 50

478  years old had changed with decreased |2 (12 =48% for “51-60", |%=68% for “61-71"). A
479  common effects model was chosen for subgroup “51-60", which produced a higher
480  estimation of pain reduction with a mean difference of -1.46 (95% CI =[-1.74, -1.18]). Based

481 on the high heterogeneity (|2>50% ), random effects models were built for other
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482  subgroups. The group with participants younger than 40 years older obtained a significant
483  drug efficiency (MD = -1.05, 95% CI = [-1.85, -0.24]). The pooled drug effects [Figure 8] in
484  the 41-50 and 61-71 years of age groups were much lower than the overall treatment effect
485  of NSAID drugs identified in the PMA. The 95% CI of 0 indicated statistically ineffective
486  compared to the placebo. The random effects models showed the decrease of heterogeneity
487  indicating that age may be a source of heterogeneity.

Experimental Control Weight
Study Total Mean  SD Total Mean  SD Mean Difference MD 95%-Cl (random)
(98] McCleane 1999 [Phenytoin) 20 3.13 32200 20 3.93 3.5500 — -0.80 [-2.90; 1.30) 5.1%
[100] Levendoglu et al. 2004 [Gabapentin] 20 3.20 12000 20 7.40 0.7000 - -4.20 [-4.81; -3.59] 9.4%
[45] Kimos et al. 2007 [Gabapentin] 25 5103.8900 25 243 4.3500 ———— 267 [0.38; 4.96] 4.6%
[70] Yurekli et al. 2008 [VPA] 40 35020000 30 4.10 1.6000 — -0.60 [-1.44; 0.24] 8.8%
[87] Schwartzman et al. 2009 [Ketamine] 9 61310000 10 7.50 0.6000 - -1.37 [-2.12; -0.62) 9.0%
[37] Bruehl et al. 2014 [Morphine] 50 24228900 50 3.04 27500 —+t -0.62 [-1.73; 0.49] 8.0%
[37*] Bruehl et al. 2014 [Morphine] 50 3.90 59900 50 4.80 6.2900 — -0.90 [-3.31; 1.51) 4.4%
[37] Bruehl et al. 2014 [Naloxone] 50 2.94 28100 50 3.04 2.7500 -+ -0.10 [-1.19; 0.99] 8.0%
[377] Bruehl et al. 2014 [Naloxone] 50 53061900 50 4.80 6.2900 —+— 050 [-1.95; 2.95) 4.3%
[66] Shokeir & Mousa 2015 [Bupivacaing] 30 5.40 0.1400 30 7.70 1.2600 + -2.30 [-2.75; -1.85] 9.8%
[93] Kahlenberg et al. 2017 [Celecoxib] 50 46019100 48 540 1.9200 - -0.80 [-1.56;-0.04] 9.0%
[3] AbdelHafeez et al. 2019 [Gabapentin] 30 512 06700 30 590 0.9200 - -0.78 [-1.19;-0.37) 9.8%
[3"] AbdelHafeez et al. 2019 [Gabapentin] 30 3.72 0.6900 30 5.50 1.1300 - -1.78 [-2.25;-1.31) 9.7%
ommon effect mod 454 443 ) -1.58 [-1.78; -1.38] -
& -1.05 [-1.85; -0.24]  100.0%
[90] Mahowald et al. 2000 [IA- BoNT/A] 18 47007000 22 5.800.9000 - -1.10 [-1.60;-0.60) 24.2%
[112] Clarke et al. 2009 [Gabapentin] 38 49022000 38 42029000 e 0.70 [-0.46; 186) 19.6%
[30] Nenke et al. 2015 [Hydrocortisone] 7 50025300 19 55922400 b -059 [2.72; 1.54] 126%
[43) Eker et al. 2016 [Lidocaine] 26 2.80 1.3000 26 4.80 2.5000 —+ -2.00 [-3.08;-0.92)  20.2%
[104] Hudson et al. 2021 [Nortriptyline] 102 3.60 23200 103 4.25 2.4000 | -0.65 [-1.30;-0.00)  23.4%
ommon effect mod 191 208 ¢ -0.89 [-1.23; -0.54) -
| -0.78 [-1.61; 0.06] 100.0%
[81] Cardenas et al. 2002 [Amitriptyline] 44 450 1.9000 40 4.00 2.0000 - 0.50 [-0.34; 1.34] 15.5%
[48] Katz et al. 2005 [Bupropion] 44 32519300 44 3.421.8600 B -017 [-0.96; 0.62) 15.7%
[88] Chu et al. 2012 [Morphine] 48 21115900 55 1.251.9200 - 086 [0.18; 1.54] 16.2%
[117] Kim et al. 2017 [Lidocaine] 39 24007000 39 2.90 0.7000 | -0.50 [-0.81;-0.18] 17.5%
[117] Kim et al. 2017 [Magnesium] 38 250 06000 39 2.90 0.7000 -0.40 [-0.69;-0.11] 17.6%
[71] Maarrawi et al. 2018 [Amitriptyline] 104 3.34 14500 108 6.12 0.9200 -2.78 [-3.11;-245)  17.5%
ommon effect mod 37 325 | -0.91 [-1.08; -0.75] -
- -0.44 [-1.48; 0.59] 100.0%
[56] Rashiq et al. 2003 [Fentanyl] 28 31022000 28 4.0021000 — -0.90 [203; 0.23) 141%
[113] Ma et al. 2007 [Oxycodone) 58 3.24 09200 58 5.010.8700 77 [211;-1.43)  17.7%
[112] Clarke et al. 2009 [Gabapentin] 38 4.10 22000 38 4.20 2.9000 — -0.10 [-1.26; 1.08) 13.9%
[91] Loftus et al. 2010 [Ketamine] 52 3.10 24000 50 4.20 2.4000 + -1.10 [-2.03;-0.17]  15.2%
[52] Han et al. 2016 [BTX-A] 20 66520700 20 745 1.6000 — -0.80 [-1.95; 0.35] 14.0%
[52*] Han et al. 2016 [BTX-A] 20 63827500 20 76820400 S -1.30 [-2.80; 0.20]  12.0%
[77] de Vries et al. 2016 [THC] 21 24022800 29 35024200 — -1.10 [-241; 0.21]  13.0%
Common eff odel 237 243 ¢ -1.46 [-1.74; -1.18) -
@ -1.13 [-1.63; -0.64]  100.0%

rrrr.

Heterogeneity: % = 92%, < = 1.1367, p < 0.01 440 29

Test for subgroup differences (common effect): xi =32.38,df=3(p <0.01)
488 Test for subgroup differences (random effects): ;; =164, df = 3 (p = 0.65)
489 Figure 8. Forest plot for the mean difference of pain scores between experimental group and control

490 group across different mean age of participants.
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491  Sensitivity Analysis
492
493  The sensitivity analysis was conducted [Figure 12] for the PMA where some studies

494  influenced the pooled results compared to the overall estimation (-0.89). To test this theory,
495  study number 71 and 100 were omitted and the pooled results were much lower, -0.82 and -
496  0.79, respectively. Studies with Amitriptyline and Gabapentin produced unstable treatment
497  results, and the absence of these showed an overestimation ( study 81, 45) or

498 underestimates ( study 71, 100). Collectively, the high heterogeneity (I2 =92% p-value <
499  0.01) was stable and a robust treatment effect with negative mean differences and a
500 significant 95% CI remained. Therefore, the pooled treatment effects identified was credible.

Study Mean Difference MD 95%-Cl P-value Tau2 Tau I2
Omitting [71] Maarrawi et al. 2018 [Amitriptyline] "' -0.82 [-1.23;-041] =0.01 1.0254 1.0126 89%
Omitting [81] Cardenas et al. 2002 [Amitriptyline] + -0.94 [-1.36;-0.52] <0.01 1.1032 1.0503 92%
Omitting [52] Han et al. 2016 [Botulinum] + -0.89 [-1.32;-0.46] <0.01 1.1794 1.0860 92%
Omitting [52*] Han et al. 2016 [Botulinum) + -0.88 [-1.31;-0.45] <0.01 1.1720 1.0826 92%
Omitting [80] Mahowald et al. 2009 [Botulinum)] & -0.88 [-1.32;-0.44] <0.01 1.1890 1.0904 92%
Omitting [66] Shokeir & Mousa 2015 [Bupivacaine] +

Omitting [48] Katz et al. 2005 [Bupropion] + -0.92 [-1.35;-0.48] <0.01 1.1614 1.0777 92%

.1855 1.0888 92%
1805 1.0865 92%

Omitting [93] Kahlenberg et al. 2017 [Celecoxib]
Omitting [56] Rashiq et al. 2003 [Fentanyl]
Omitting [3] AbdelHafeez et al. 2019 [Gabapentin]
Omitting [3*] AbdelHafeez et al. 2019 [Gabapentin]
Omitting [45] Kimos et al. 2007 [Gabapentin]
Omitting [100] Levendoglu et al. 2004 [Gabapentin]
Omitting [112] Clarke et al. 2009 [GPN_Placebo]
Omitting [30] Nenke et al. 2015 [Hydrocortisone]
Omitting [87] Schwartzman et al. 2009 [Ketamine]
Omitting [91] Loftus et al. 2010 [Ketamine]
Omitting [43] Eker et al. 2016 [Lidocaine]
Omitting [117] Kim et al. 2017 [Lidocaine]
Omitting [117] Kim et al. 2017 [Magnesium]
Omitting [37] Bruehl et al. 2014 [Morphine]
Omitting [37*] Bruehl et al. 2014 [Morphine]
Omitting [88] Chu et al. 2012 [Morphine]

Omitting [37] Bruehl et al. 2014 [Naloxone]
Omitting [37*] Bruehl et al. 2014 [Naloxone]
Omitting [104] Hudson et al. 2021 [Mortriptyline]
Omitting [113] Ma et al. 2007 [Oxycodone]
Omitting [96] McCleane 1998 [Phenytoin]
Omitting [112] Clarke et al. 2009 [Placebo_GPN)]
Omitting [77] de Vries et al. 2016 [THC]

Omitting [70] Yurekli et al. 2008 [VPA]

B

-0.89 [-1.33;-0.46] <0.01
-0.89 [-1.32;-0.45] <0.01
0.89 [-1.33;-0.46] <0.01 1.1894 1.0906 92%
-0.85 [-1.29;-0.42] <0.01 1.1585 1.0763 92%
-0.96 [-1.37;-0.55] <0.01 1.0330 1.0163 92%
0.79 [-1.15;-0.43] <0.01 0.7235 0.8506 90%
0.91 [-1.34; -0.48] <0.01 1.1573 1.0758 92%
-0.89 [-1.32;-0.47] <0.01 1.1625 1.0782 92%
-0.87 [-1.30;-0.44] <0.01 1.1798 1.0862 92%
-0.88 [-1.31;-0.45] <0.01 1.1832 1.0877 92%

1

1

1
1
1
1
-0.84 [-1.26;-0.41] <0.01 1.1053 1.0513 92%
1
1
1
1
1.

-0.85 [-1.28;-0.42] <0.01 1.1477 1.0713 92%
-0.90 [-1.34;-0.47] <0.01 1.1815 1.0870 92%
-0.91 [-1.34;-0.47] <0.01 1.1766 1.0847 91%
-0.80 [-1.33;-0.46] <0.01 1.1771 1.0850 92%
-0.89 [-1.32;-0.46] <0.01 1.1611 1.0775 92%
-0.96 [-1.38;-0.55] <0.01 1.0459 1.0227 91%
-0.91 [-1.34;-0.48] <0.01 1.1572 1.0758 92%
-0.91 [-1.34;-0.49] <0.01 1.1399 1.0677 92%
-0.90 [-1.33;-0.46] <0.01 1.1841 1.0882 92%
-0.85 [-1.28;-0.42] <0.01 1.1588 1.0765 92%
-0.89 [-1.32;-0.46] <0.01 1.1645 1.0791 92%
-0.94 [-1.36;-0.52] =<0.01 1.0967 1.0473 92%
-0.88 [-1.31;-0.45] =<0.01 1.1770 1.0849 92%
-0.90 [-1.33;-0.46] <0.01 1.1803 1.0864 92%

Random effects model - -0.89 [-1.31; -0.47] <0.01 1.1367 1.0662 92%

T T 711
42024
501
502 Figure 12 Forest plot for Sensitivity Analysis with studies in MA
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Publication bias

The funnel plots [Figure 13] within the PMA indicated symmetry. Although several studies
were not within the remit of the funnel, the Egger’s test showed a p value (0.22) larger than
0.05 which indicated the lack of small-study effects.

0.0

0.2

0.4

Standard Error
0.8 0.6

1.0

1.2

T T T = T T 1
4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

Mean Difference

Figure 13 Funnel plot for studies used in PMA

Table 5 Egger test results for studies used in PMA

Test result: t=1.24, df = 29, p-value = 0.2247
bias se.bias intercept se.intercept
Sample estimates:
1.49 1.2 -1.593 0.3737

Discussion

We identified opiods and non-opiods were the two primary classes of pharmacological
interventions in chronic pain management. The long-term use of opioids in the management
of chronic non-malignant pain has come under scrutiny over the last few years and is now
recommended that it should be offered only if benefits of initiating treatment would
significantly outweigh the potential risks, and possibly as an adjunct to the primary
intervention®”. Our study has shown that judicious use of non-opioid medications along with
other treatment modalities could provide better outcomes in managing chronic pain thereby
removing long-term side-effects observed during opioid therapy. Opioids are widely used in
the management of cancer pain and also non-cancer associated pain ?*>?® However, recent
evidence also indicates that opioids provide limited advantage in managing chronic non-
cancer pain and have similar efficacy to non-opioids.?® The awareness of an opioid crisis
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537  globally has prompted clinicians to exercise caution in their prescription habits, but the WHO
538 supports the use of opioids including Fentanyl and Methadone as an essential class of
539  medication for the management of cancer painf?’2?,

540

541 The meta-analysis of baseline pain scores lacked statistical significance between
542  experimental and control groups. The significant reduction in chronic pain scores of patients
543  taking NSAID versus non-steroidal opioid drugs compared to patients given placebo under a
544  random effects model. The presence of a significant drug efficiency with BTX-A and
545  Ketamine in interesting although the pooled results of other drugs and interventions had
546  statistically insignificant results with a 95% CI of 0. The pooled evidence indicated Ketamine
547  showed the highest pain reduction (1.26) followed by BTX-A (0.98). Studies testing on other
548  drugs including Amitriptyline, Gabapentin, Morphine and Lidocaine had a high heterogeneity
549  and insignificant drug efficiency. Overall, evidence from the PMA showed a strong efficacy
550 within the NSAIDs group with managing pain which were remarkably narrowed when
551  exclusive trials with low risk of bias were included™",

552

553  Many cancer patients are increasingly being cured or achieve long term remission, and
554  prolonged use of opioids could result in aberrant behaviour and dependence, thus limiting
555 opioid use to patients with a terminal illness or as part of end-of-life care. The CDC
556 recommends the use of non-pharmacological therapies and non-opioid pharmacotherapy as
557 the primary intervention in patients with chronic pain, and opioids should be offered only if
558 benefits of initiating treatment significantly outweigh the potential risks and if possible, these
559  should be used as an adjunct to the primary intervention.*” In this study, a pairwise meta-
560 analysis and NMA consolidating the evidence of 46 studies was carried out, with the former
561 comparing several different opioids. Morphine has traditionally been used for the
562 management of moderate to severe chronic pain.®® Despite morphine being a potent
563 analgesic [MD = 0.01 (95% CI=[-1.18,1.21], newer opioids are now being employed owing to
564  their superior safety profile. Oxycodone and Fentanyl appear to be popular due to better
565 availability and vast clinical experience including the well accepted effectiveness
566 demonstrated, as per patient and clinically reported outcomes. Our results are aligned to
567 these trends where the effectiveness is shown to include a MD 1.77 (95% CI=[-2.11,-1.43])
568 for Oxycodone and a MD of -0.90 (95% CI=[-2.03,0.23])] for Fentanyl .*? However,
569 untoward gastrointestinal effects (constipation, nausea, and vomiting) still remain a major
570  concern with opioid use and are often responsible for discontinuation of treatment.®***
571 Recent evidence favours the use of a combination of oxycodone and naloxone in patients
572  with chronic pain (after ensuring that there is no cause for porto-systemic anastomosis), to
573  offer an improved bowel function without any effective change in analgesia.?®" The concerns
574  of developing tolerance, opioid-induced hyperalgesia, aberrant behaviour and dependence
575 with opioids is a pragmatic reason to develop effective alternative treatment modalities
576  especially for vulnerable individuals. In pairwise comparison, we observed Ketamine to be
577  superior to other pharmacological interventions with a mean difference MD -1.26 (95% CI=[-
578  1.85,-0.68]).

579

580 There are several guidelines recommending the use of Pregabalin, Gabapentin, Duloxetine,
581  and Amitriptyline as first line drugs in the management of neuropathic pain "\, However, the
582  use of gabapentinoids is being challenged as it lacks favourable robust evidence for efficacy
583 against pain syndromes other than fibromyalgia, post herpetic neuralgia and diabetic
584  neuropathy, and many clinicians have also highlighted the potential for misuse and
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585  developing dependencel®3%4% The use of BTX-A, Ketamine, Ningmitai and THC for the
586  management of various chronic pain conditions is popular and well established*?**4*% and
587  our study shows the effective use of these as analgesics when compared to placebo. There
588 is evidence to support the efficacy of BTX-A for the management of neuropathic pain
589 although the sample sizes used in the studies were small and therefore the real-world
590 applicability remains limited"®. BTX-A is also used in management of myofascial pains®”*®
591 although further evidence on the efficacy and tolerability within all populations, especially
592  those with existing co-morbidities needs to be evaluated. Ketamine was found to be
593  beneficial in managing some neuropathic pains™ and as an infusion the rates of serious
594 adverse effects were found to be similar to placebo.?”*?4 Further studies are required to
595 gather evidence to better understand its psychedelic effects and its role in the management
596 of PTSD, anxiety and depression . A renewed use of magnesium in managing chronic pain
597  has been demonstrated in some literature.®*™ Our results indicate similar evidence in the use
598 of magnesium, but will require further research to determine the efficacy, safety and
599 effectiveness in managing short, medium and long-term pain.

600

601 The NMA provided more reliable results with direct and indirect comparisons between
602  different drugs under different study designs. However, only a small number of multi-arm
603 trials were eligible and the distribution of trials studying different drugs was uneven. It
604  resulted in the lack of direct evidence of certain drugs and their relative efficacy in the
605 network was unstable due to excessive reliance on indirect comparisons. Therefore, well
606 designed and robust clinical trials should be conducted to verify the efficacy of
607  pharmaceutical interventions used in chronic pain management.

608

609  Conclusion

610 To the best of our knowledge, this is the first pairwise MA and NMA reporting the synthesis
611  of the prevalence of the efficacy of pharmacological treatments used in the management of
612  chronic pain with a large sample size of 17,708 participants. Management of long-term
613  chronic pain needs to be prioritised for several reasons including humanitarian, the strain on
614  the healthcare systems and the impact on the economy due to loss of productivity. The use
615  of pharmaceutical agents in the long-term management of chronic pain has been debated for
616  several decades, yet there has not been a consensus on this matter. This study supports
617 the importance of generating better evidence by way of robust clinical trials, the need for
618  drafting clinical guidelines that is pragmatic, practical as well as clinically significant and the
619 use of better data-connectivity methods to improve clinical practice in the real-world.

620
621
622
623
624
625
626
627
628
629
630

631  Appendix


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.23.23286360
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.23.23286360; this version posted February 26, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

632

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Table 6 Intervetions used in studies

Intervetion Abbreviation

Study_Number | Author Intervetion Details
1 Weizmaneta. | THC Cannabis
2 Krebset al. Opioid opioid and nonopioid medication therapy
3 a'?‘bdd Hafeez et Gabapentin Gabgpentin 2700 mg daily
4 Bushey et al. Opioid analgesic
5 Bruehl et a. Morphine + Naloxone Morphine and Naoxone
6 Worley et al. Buprenorphine/Naloxone Buprenorphine/naloxone
7 Dindo et al. ACT Acceptance and Commitment Therapy
psychoeducation, motivational interviewing,
8 Hruschek eta. | IPGT cognitive behavioral therapy, mindfulness,
and peer suppor
9 Azevedo et al. Opioid Opioid
10 Gudin et 4. NKTR-181 NKTR-181 administered at doses of 100
60011 mg twice daily
11 Stahl et a. Venlafaxine lower-dose venlafaxine (<1501mg/d)
12 aISChI'ESSbaCh e Imipramine imipramine 75
13 Mohamed et d. | Morphine topical morphine (in 1 of 3 doses: 5, 10, or
15 mg)
14 Schliessbach et Oxycodone+ I mipramine+Clobazam Oxycodone 15 mg, imipramine 75 mg,
al. clobazam 20 mg
15 Hermans et al. Naloxone 0 mg morphine or 0.2 mg/mL Naloxone) and
placebo (2 mL Aqua) group.
16 Todorov et al. Gabapentin+Tiagabine Gabagpentin and Tiagabine
Gabagpentin Group received 600 mg of
17 Sadatsuneet a. | Gabapentin gabapentin preoperatively, one hour prior to
surgery, and Control Group received placebo.
18 Edwards et al. Opioid oral opioid therapy,
intravenous tanezumab 200 ug/kg plus ora
placebo (n=88), intravenous placebo plus
19 Katz et al. Naproxen+Tanezumab oral naproxen 500 mg twice a day (n=88), or
intravenous placebo plusoral placebo
(n=41).
20 Hayek et al. Opioid+Bupivacaine opioid with bupivacaine
21 Schliesshach et Clobazam received a single oral dose of clobazam 20
a. mg or active placebo tolterodine 1 mg
22 Bruehl et a. Opioid Opioid
infused with the same volume of saline or
23 Kimet a. Nefopam nefopam (0.2 mg/kg bolus, 120 ug/kg/h
continuous infusion) during surgery
24 Eisenach et al. Ketorolac drug administration
25 Raucketa. | Adenosine/Clonidine mgatheca' clonidine, 100 g, or adenosine, 2
26 Buchheit et al. Valproate oral valproic acid
27 Papadokostakis Calcitonin 200 IU intranasal salmon calcitonin and
etal. 1,000 mg of oral cacium daily
8 Gould et 4l. Desipramine desipramine titrated to reach a serum

concentration level of 15 to 65 ng/mL;
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29 Schnitzer et a. | D-cycloserine D-cycloserine

30 Nenke et al. Hydrocortisone 1Q mg/m2/day of ord hydrocortisone in three
divided doses 0

31 Sopataet al. Opioid opioids

. . 1.5 mg/kg bolus of intravenous lidocaine

32 Kenddletal. | Lidocane followed by a2 mg/kg/hour infusion

33 Hongo et al. Risedronate+Elcatonin risedronate plus el catonin

34 Amr & Yousef | Venlafaxinet+Gabapentin Venlafaxine 37.5 mg/d, gabapentin 300 mg/d

35 Pedersen et al. Codeine+Paracetamol 30 mg codeine and 400 or 500 mg of
paracetamol
The patients received 2 mg/kg of lidocaine

36 Choi et al. Lidocaine followed by continuous infusions of 3
mg/kg/h of lidocaine

37 Bruehl et a. Morphine+Naloxone naloxone (8 mg), morphine (0.08 mg/kg)

38 Chrubasik et al. | Capsicum cream containing capsaicin 0.05%

39 alSchllessbach o Oxycodone oxycodone 15mg

40 Bruehl & Naloxone 8 mg dose of naloxone

Chung

41 Bruehl et a. Naloxone+Morphine naloxone , morphine

42 Burnset a. Naloxone+Morphine naloxone and morphine

43 Eker et . Lidocaine Qroup_ I (n=26) received 7 mL 0.5%
lidocaine

44 Kimet al. Opioid opioid therapy

45 Kimoset d. Gabapentin gabapentin

46 Narang et a. Opioid Opioids

47 Peyton et al. Ketamine Ketamine,

48 Katz et al. Bupropion bupropion

49 Hashmi et al. Lidocaine Lidocaine

50 a|Sh moyama et Fentanyl fentanyl

51 Wree & Sterile water sterile water

Brorsson

52 Hanet a. BTX-A botulinum toxin type A

53 Rauck et al. Hydrocodone hydrocodone 20-1000Jmg every 12 hours)

54 Kim et al. Pregabalin pregabdin

55 Leeetal. BTX-A Botulinum Toxin Injection

56 Rashiq et al. Fentanyl Opioid

57 Kang et al. Ketamine 0.12 mg/kg/h of ketamine

58 Lipton et al. Erenumab erenumab 70 and 1401 /mg

59 ;INllllamsan & Duloxetine duloxetine

60 Guoet al. Celecoxib Eperisone Celecoxib Eperisone

. Autologous conditioned serum (ACS;

61 Damjanov etdl. | ACS marketed as Orthokine®)

Drug: Dexmedetomidine
3 isobaric bupivacaine 0.5% (0.3ml/kg) and
62 De-Elshaly & 1 gy pivecaine dexmedetomidine (1 mcg/kg)
) Drug: Bupivacaine

isobaric bupivacaine 0.5% (0.3ml/kg)
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. . Drug: botulinum toxin A + ropivacaine

63 Levesqueeta. | BTX+Ropivacaine Drug: Ropivacaine

64 Maher et al. Ketamine Ketamine

65 Barry et al. Methadone Methadone

66 Shokeir & Bupivacaine bupivacaine

Mousa

67 Scudds et al. Lidocaine lidocaine

68 Gimbel et d. Buccal buprenorphine buccal buprenorphine

69 Matsuokaet al. | Duloxetine duloxetine 20 mg

70 Yurekli et d. Sodium valproate sodium valproate

71 Maarrawi et a. | Amitriptyline amitriptyline

72 Lietal Ropivacaine+Dexamethasone single 20-mL injection of 0.50% ropivacaine
plus 1001mg dexamethasone

73 Almog et al. THC THC: 0.5mg, 1mg

— ) -

74 Wyldeet d. Bupivacaine anagﬂhet'lc with 3 mL of 0.5% plain
bupivacaine

75 A AKBWAC | o it Tadalafil Tadalafil

76 Haddad et al. Apomorphine Apomorphine

77 de Vrieset al. THC Tetrahydrocannabinol

78 Urquhart et al. | Amitriptyline amitriptyling; 25mg per day

79 Lichtmanetal. | Nabiximols nabiximols

80 alSchlphorst o Acetaminophen/Tramadol acetaminophen/tramadol 325 mg/37.5 mg

81 Cardenaset d. | Amitriptyline amitriptyline

82 Arnold et al. Milnacipran chronic pain

83 Wasan et dl. Morphine morphine

84 Baron et al. Tapentadol/Pregabalin tapentadol PR 300 mg/day+pregabalin

85 Portenoy et al. Fentanyl Fentanyl

86 Likar et al. Morphine morphine hydrochloride

87 alSchwartzman o Ketamine ketamine

88 Chu et d. Morphine Morphine

89 Sandrini et a. BONTA onabotulinum toxin A

90 Jeowdd et gonTa Botulinum Toxin Type A

91 Loftuset al. Ketamine ketamine infusions

92 Lehmanneta. | Fentanyl Transdermal fentanyl

93 al|<ah|enberg o Celecoxib celecoxib

94 a|S|Iberste| net Topiramate topiramate

%5 Burgher et dl. Lidocaine lidocaine and_ elthz_ar clonidine (200 or
400mcg) or triamcinolone

96 McCleane Phenytoin phenytoin (Parke Davis)

97 Naliboff et al. Opioid Opioids

%8 Booth et al. Morphine 300 mcg spinal morphine and 1 gram
acetaminophen
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99 Leeeta. Rowatinex/Ibuprofen rowatinex 200 mg /ibuprofen 600 mg

100 all_.evendoglu o Gabapentin Gabapentin

101 ousdt ¢ 8;/ Opioid oral perixicam

102 Yelland et al. Gabapentin gabapentin

103 Yucel et al. Venlafaxine venlafaxine

104 Hudson et al. Nortriptyline nortriptyline

105 Rauck et al. Ziconotide ziconotide

106 Ii?smget a. Naloxone+Oxycodone oxycodone PR/naloxone PR

107 Wang et al. Diosmin Diosmin

108 Hawley et al. Lidocaine Lidocaine

109 Mathieson et a. | Pregabalin pregabalin at a dose of 150 mg

110 Wetzel et d. Nonopioid analgesic drugs oral nonopioid analgesic drug

111 Khan et a. LidocainetPregabain pregabdin

112 Clarkeet d. Gabapentin Gabapentin

113 Maet d. Oxycodone oxycodone

Sieec o el e

115 Imamuraet al. Lidocaine paraspinous lidocaine injection

116 Baron et al. Tapentadol Tapentadol

117 Kimet al. Lidocaine+tMagnesium lidocaine (L), magnesium (M

118 Iwamura et al. Eviprostat Eviprostat

119 Zhang et al. Ningmitai Ningmitai Capsule
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