
[bookmark: _GoBack][image: ]Supplemental Figure 2. Sensitivity analysis: Forest plot of analgesic efficacy (pain Numerical Rating Scores) of trials on selective cannabinoids with a low risk of bias.
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Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Random, 95% CI 1V, Random, 95% CI
Berman 2004 (Ref #22) 6.1 14 48 6.6 1.4 48 15.0% -0.50[-1.06, 0.06] I

Frank 2008 (Ref #23) 6 2.4 96 5.9 2.4 96 13.1% 0.10 [-0.58, 0.78] .
Langford 2013 (Ref #13) 4.5 2.2 167 4.7 2.3 172 16.3% -0.20[-0.68, 0.28] — 1

Lynch 2014 (Ref #14) 6 1.2 18 6.4 1.2 18 11.6% -0.40[-1.18, 0.38] [
Nurmikko 2007 (Ref #15) 5.8 1.4 63 6.7 1.5 62 15.8% -0.90[-1.41, -0.39] e

Rog 2005 (Ref #16) 3.9 2.1 34 5 2.2 32 8.6% -1.10[-2.14, -0.06] e —

Svendsen 2004 (Ref #19) 4 2.7 24 5 1.8 24 6.4% -1.00[-2.30, 0.30] — 1

Toth 2012 (Ref #20) 3.5 1.3 13 5.4 1.7 13 7.5% -1.90 [-3.06, -0.74] —_—

Turcotte 2015 (Ref #21) 3.5 1.4 8 5.6 1.4 7 5.7% -2.10[-3.52,-0.68] —_—

Total (95% CI) 471 472 100.0% -0.70 [-1.10, -0.31] ‘
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.19; Chi? = 18.78, df = 8 (P = 0.02); I> = 57% t t
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Test for overall effect: Z = 3.50 (P = 0.0005) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
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