
 

Appendix 1: Neuroma Study Quality of Reporting Assessment Tool 

This 15 point score scale derived for the Downs and Black checklist for assessing study quality 
was used to rate the quality of information presented in each article included in this meta-
analysis. 
 

 

Author/Year: __________________________________  0 = No mention 

Group: _______________________________________  0.5 = Reporting Incomplete 

        1 = Completely Reported 

 

 

1. Hypothesis/Aims/Objectives clearly stated:   ____ 

2. Surgical technique clearly defined:   ____ 

3. Outcome clearly defined:    ____ 

4. Random variability estimates provided:   ____ 

(confidence intervals/standard deviation/range) 

5. Precise probabilities reported:    ____ 

(p=0.0067 not p<0.05) 

6. Time of outcome assessment defined:   ____ 

7. Follow-up >= 6 months:     ____ 

8. Patient selection clearly described:   ____ 

9. Inclusion/Exclusion criteria defined:   ____ 

10. Patient characteristics clearly described:   ____ 

(male v. female & age) 

11. Loss to follow-up less than 20%:    ____ 

12. Lost patient characteristics described:   ____ 

13. Confounding considered?    ____ 

(0=no consideration, 0.5=confounders discussed-no analysis, 1=bias analysis performed) 

14. Complications/bad outcomes described:  ____ 

15. Author disclosures/conflicts of interest reported: ____ 

 

  



Appendix 2: Publication Bias Analysis 

Symmetric distribution of log odds ratios of surgical success among studies and Peter’s test 
p>0.05 indicate a lack of publication bias among the 54 included studies. OR = odds ratio. 
 

 

 

  



Appendix 3: Patient Pain Evaluation Questionnaire.  

This questionnaire is given to every patient in our surgical clinic at every visit to evaluate and 
track pre- and postoperative pain. The patient’s drawing of their pain location and their degree 
of pain are useful adjuncts to the physical exam in making the correct diagnosis.  

 



 



 


