Appendix F: Ketamine Meta-analyses

Outcome and subgroup Studies | Participants 12 | Risk Ratio (M-H, | Risk Ratio (M-H,
Fixed, 95% CI) | Random, 95% CI)

1.1 Prevalence of any pain at 3 mo., drug <24h, mixed surgical 4 298 0 0.94[0.70, 1.28] | 1.01[0.77,1.32]

procedures

1.2 Prevalence of any pain at 3 mo., drug >24h, mixed surgical 5 331 24 | 0.83[0.58,1.18] | 0.82[0.54, 1.25]

procedures

1.3 Prevalence of moderate/severe pain at 3 mo., drug >24h, 2 128 0 0.51[0.16, 1.58] | 0.52[0.16, 1.64]

mixed surgical procedures

1.4 Prevalence of any pain at 6 mo., drug <24h, mixed surgical 6 553 57 |0.74[0.61,0.91] | 0.62[0.36, 1.07]

procedures

1.5 Prevalence of any pain at 6 mo., drug >24h, mixed surgical 10 591 0 0.91[0.74,1.12] | 0.91[0.75, 1.11]

procedures

1.6 Prevalence of moderate/severe pain at 6 mo., drug >24h, 5 284 0 0.68[0.40, 1.17] | 0.68[0.39, 1.17]

mixed surgical procedures

1.7 Prevalence of any pain at 12 mo., drug <24h, mixed surgical 3 244 0 0.48[0.16, 1.49] | 0.51[0.14, 1.92]

procedures

1.8 Prevalence of any pain at 12 mo., drug >24h, mixed surgical 2 103 0 0.82[0.42,1.61] | 0.83[0.42,1.62]

procedures

1.9 Prevalence of moderate/severe pain at 12 mo., drug >24h, 2 103 0 0.40[0.12,1.27] | 0.420.13, 1.34]

mixed surgical procedures

1.10 Prevalence of any pain at 6 mo., abdominal/pelvic surgery 2 164 31 |0.40[0.19,0.88] | 0.37[0.12,1.11]

1.11 Prevalence of any pain at 3 mo., thoracotomy 4 240 42 | 0.85[0.59,1.22] | 0.84[0.52, 1.38]

1.12 Prevalence of moderate/severe pain at 3 mo., thoracotomy 2 128 0 0.51[0.16,1.58] | 0.52][0.16, 1.64]

1.13 Prevalence of any pain at 6 mo., thoracotomy 5 310 43 | 0.92[0.67,1.26] | 0.90[0.56, 1.44]

1.14 Prevalence of moderate/severe pain at 6 mo., thoracotomy 2 120 0 1.01[0.18,5.69] | 0.95][0.14, 6.29]

1.15 Prevalence of any pain at 6 mo., total knee arthroplasty 2 59 0 0.8410.60,1.17] | 0.87[0.63, 1.20]

Analysis 1.1. Ketamine versus placebo comparisons, prevalence of any pain at 3 months (drug administration <
24 hours)




Ketamine Placebo
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total

Risk Ratio

Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

Risk Ratio
M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

1.1.1 Breast Surgery

Crousier 2008 10 12 12
Subtotal (95% CI) 12
Total events 10 12

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for owverall effect; 2 = 0.73 (P = 0.48)

1.1.2 Hemorrhoidectomy

Spreng 2010 2 E15) 2
Subtotal (95% CI) 36
Tatal events 2 2

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for owverall effect: 2 = Q.00 (P = 1.0M0

1.1.3 Orthopedic Surgery

Femerand 2005 23 75 25
Subtotal (95% CI) 75
Total events 23 25

Heterogeneity. Mot applicable
Test for owerall effect; 2 = 0.52 (P = 0.60)

1.1.4 Thyroidectomy

Lee 2015 ] 25 10
Subtotal (95% CI) 25
Total events 4 10

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for owverall effect; £ = 0.41 (P = 0.68]

Total (95% CI) 148
Total events 44 50

18 21.6%
18 21.6%
36 4.2%
36 4.2%
72 53.0%
72 53.0%
24 21.2%
24 21.2%
150 100.0%

Heterogeneity, Chi* = 1.21, df = 2 (P = 0.75); I* = 0%

Test for owerall effect; 2 = 0.38 (P = 0.70)

115 [0.79, 1.63]
1.15 [0.79, 1.69]

loo[01s, &72]
1.00 [0.15, 6.72]

0.88 [0.55, 1.41]
0.88 [0.55, 1.41]

086 [0.43, 1.75]
0.86 [0.43, 1.75]

0.94 [0.70, 1.28]
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Test for subgroup differences: Chi® = 0.97, df = 2 P = 0.81), I = 0%
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Analysis 1.2. Ketamine versus placebo comparisons, prevalence of any pain at 3 months (drug administration >

24 hours)

Ketamine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
1.2.1 Orthopedic Surgery
Sweticic 2008 3 449 4 42 9.2% 064 [0.15, 2.71] —
Subtotal {(95% CI) 49 42 9.2% 0.64 [0.15, 2.71] ——oui——
Total ewents 3 4
Heterogeneity: Mot applicakble
Test for owerall effect: 2 = 0,60 (F = 0.55)
1.2.2 Thoracotomy
Chumhbley 2015 10 33 2] 34 16 8% 1.259[0.58, 2 86] —T
Mendaola 2012 11 31 2] 30 17 3% 1.33 [0.62, 2.84] —T—
SUZuki 2006 7 22 14 22 29.8% 050 [0.25, 1.00] ——
Tena 2014 a 33 1z 35 26.49% 065 [0.21, 1.37] —&—
Subtotal (95% CI) 119 121  90.8% 0.85 [0.59, 1.22] 4
Total ewents 36 43
Heterageneity, Chi® = 5.15, df = 2 P = 0.16); I* = 42%
Test far overall effect; £ = D88 (F = 0.28)
Total (95% CI) 168 163 100.0% 0.83 [0.58, 1.18] 4
Total ewents 39 47

H 2 _ _ T I I I |

Heterogeneity: Chic = 5 .26, df = 4 (F = 0.26); | = 24% N o1 o ) 1 100

Test far overall effect: 2 = 1L.O3 (F = 0.2M

) . Favours ketamine Favours placebo
Teast for subgroup differences: Chi? = .14, df = 1 (P = 0.71), I* = 0%



Analysis 1.3. Ketamine versus placebo comparisons, prevalence of moderate/severe pain at 3 months (drug
administration > 24 hours)

Ketamine Placebo

Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

Risk Ratio
M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

1.3.1 Thoracotomy

Chumbley 2012 3 33 S 34 &l.8%
Mendola 2012 1 31 3 30 ZE2%
Subtotal (95% CI) 64 64 100.0%
Total events 4 B

Heterogeneity, Chi® = 0.24, df = 1{F = 0.627; I = 0%
Test for overall effect: £ = 1.17 (P = 0.24)

Total (95% CI) 64 64 100.0%
Total events 4 ]

Heterogeneity, Chi® = 0.24, df = 1{F = 0.627; I = 0%

Test for overall effect: £ = 1.17 (P = 0.24)

Test far subgroup differences: Mot applicahble

062 [01&, 2.38]

0.22 [0.04, 2.93]
0.51 [0.16, 1.58]

0.51 [0.16, 1.58]
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Analysis 1.4. Ketamine versus placebo comparisons, prevalence of any pain at 6 months (drug administration <

24 hours)

Ketamine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% ClI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
1.3.1 Abdominal and/or pelvic surgery
De Kaock 2001 0 149 2 4 3.0% 0.10[0.01, 1.89] 4
De Kaock 2001 1 19 3 9 43% 016002, 1.31]
Katz Z2004a & 34 318 41% 112 [0.31, 2.97] e
Katz 20043 2 36 4 19  56% 026009, 1.31] —_—
Subtotal (95% CI) 108 56 17.6%  0.40 [0.19, 0.88) -
Taotal ewvents 4 12

Heterageneity, Chi? = 4.37, df = 2P = 0.22); I = 31%
Test far owerall effect: 2 = 2 28 (P = 0.02)

1.3.2 Orthopedic Surgery

Perrin 2005 2 5 5 7 4.4% n.5e [0.17, 1.81] —_—T
Femerand 200% 16 Te 24 70 25 8% 0GS [0.28, 1.11) —&
Subtotal (95% CI) 77 77 30.4% 0.64 [0.39, 1.04] -
Total events 18 259

Heterogeneity, Chi? = 0.05, df = 1 {P = 0.82); I = 0%
Test for owverall effect; £ = L.80 (P = 0.07)

1.3.3 Spine Surgery

Mielsen 2017 28 43 45 52 47 3% 044 [0083, 1.07] :
Subtotal (95% CI) 43 52 47.3% 0.94 [0.83, 1.07]
Total events 4] 45

Heterogeneity, Mot applicable
Test for owverall effect; 2 = 0.3% (P = 0.22)

1.3.4 Cesarean

Bilgen 2012 4 35 1 11  16% 1.26[0.16 10.10]
Bilgen 2012 0 35 1 12 2.3%  0.12[0.01, 2.77] ¢4

Bilgen 2012 Z2 35 0 12 0.8% 1.81[0.0% 2517]

Subtotal (95% CI) 105 35  4.8%  0.79[0.21, 2.92] ~eei——
Total events & 2

Heterageneity, Chi? = 1.87, df = 2 P = 0.39]; I = 0%
Test for owverall effect; 2 = Q.26 (P = 0.72)

Total (95% CI) 333 220 100.0%  0.74 [0.61, 0.91] 'S
Total ewents 71 a2

i i = = = 1P = : : : :
Heterogeneity, Chi - 2075, df =2 (F =001 1" =57% o1 o1 ] e 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.96 (P = 0.003) Favours ketamine Favours placebo
Test for subgroup differences: Chi? = .42, df = 2 (P = 0.09), 1 = 52.3%




Analysis 1.5. Ketamine versus placebo comparisons, prevalence of any pain at 6 months (drug administration >

24 hours)
Ketamine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
1.4.1 Amputation
Hawes 2004 7 1% 12 17 11.0% 066 [0.3%, 1.23] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 15 17 11.0% 0.66 [0.35, 1.23] il
Total ewvents 7 12
Heterogeneity. Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: 2 = 1L.30 (P = 0.19)
1.4.2 Breast Surgery
Malel 2006 14 46 14 40 14.6% 087 [0.47, 1.60] —=—
Subtotal (95% CI) 46 40 14.6% 0.87 [0.47, 1.60] -l
Tatal ewents 14 14
Heterogeneity. Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: 2 = 0.45 (P = 0.65)
1.4.3 Orthopedic Surgery
Aaline 2014 17 24 15 23 18.0% 091063, 1.27] ——
Sveticic 2008 1 17 1 14 04% 112 [0.08, 16.52]
Subtotal (95% CI) 41 42 18.9% 0.92 [0.65, 1.30] L 3
Total ewvents 18 15
Heterogeneity, Chi? = 0,03, df = 1 (P = 0.87); 17 = 0%
Test for owverall effect: 2 = 0.50 (F = (.62)
1.4.4 Thoracotomy
Chumbley 2014 5 31 & 22 S.B% 0B [0.23, Z2.53) e e—
Hu 2014 15 21 24 47 18.7% 1.14 [0.75%, 1.71] -
Mendala 2012 2] 24 4 28 408 217 [0.75, 6.25] T
SUZUki 2006 & 22 11 22 10.8% 055 [0.2%, 1.21] —
Tena 2014 5 EE] 11 25 10.4% 045 [0.1%, 1.24] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 146 164 49.6% 0.92 [0.67, 1.26] &
Total ewvents 43 56
Heterogeneity, Chi? = 7.01, df = 4 (P = 0.14); I? = 43%
Test for gwverall effect: 2 = .51 (P = 0.&1)
1.4.5 Numerous surgeries
Fewton 2017 g 40 & 40 R S 123 [0.51, 2.445] i
Subtotal (95% CI) 40 40 5.9% 1.33 [0.51, 3.49] e
Total ewvents 8 &
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for owverall effect: 2 = 055 (P = (1.56)
Total (95% CI) 288 303 100.0% 0.91 [0.74, 1.12] &
Total ewvents 40 1o7
i i2 T I | | ]
Heterogeneity, Chic = 8.72, df = 9 (P = 0.46); I = 0% o1 o 1o 100

Test for owverall effect: 2 = 085 (P = (1.37)

) 32 2 Favours ketamine Favours placebo
Test for subgroup differences: Chic = 1.63, df = 4 (P = 0.80), I° = 0%



Analysis 1.6. Ketamine versus placebo comparisons, prevalence of moderate/severe pain at 6 months (drug
administration > 24 hours)

Ketamine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
1.5.1 Amputation
Hayes 2004 4 1= 4 1l 15 4% Loy [D22, 2.52] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 15 16 15.4% 1.07 [0.32, 3.52] -*-
Total events 4 4

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for owerall effect: £ = 011 (F = 0.592)

1.5.2 Breast Surgery

Malek 200& 5 46 G 40 38.3% 045 [0018, 1.32] —a—
Subtotal (95% CI) 46 40 38.3% 0.48 [0.18, 1.32] —~an--
Total events 5 4

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: 2 = 141 {F = 0.1&)

1.5.3 Orthopedic surgery

Aaeline 2014 ) 24 G 23 36.5% 064 (027, 1.51] —a——
Subtotal (95% CI) 24 23 36.5% 0.64 [0.27, 1.51] -
Total events & 4

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for owverall effect: £ = L.02 (P = 0.21]

1.5.4 Thoracotomy

Chumhbley 2015 1 N 2 32 7.8% 052 [0.05 5.41]

Mendola 2012 1 249 0 z28 2.0% 230012, 68.33]

Subtotal (95% CD 60 60 9.8%  1.01[0.18, 5.69] —ens i ———
Total events 2 2

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.74, df = 1 (P = 0.39); [ = 0%

Test for overall effect: 2 = 001 = 1.0

Total (95% CI) 145 139 100.0% 0.68 [0.40, 1.17] -

Total events 17 24
i i? = = = SR = I } t
_Il-_|etterf|:|genewncr;f| ; é.B_?,ldgfg— P4_|:F‘O—1(é.?6], 7 = 0% o1 o1 T % 190
Bstior overall 8 E':_' T ':_2_ 16 . Favours ketamine Favours placebo
Test for subgroup differences: Chic = 1.20, df = 3 (P = 0.75%), |© = 0%




Analysis 1.7. Ketamine versus placebo comparisons, prevalence of any pain at 12 months (drug administration <

24 hours)

Ketamine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
L.6.1 Abdominal and/or pelvic surgery
De Kock 2001 0 18 1 8 26.0% .16 [0.01, 3.51] + L
Oe kock 2001 0 13 2 9 42.5% Q.10 [001, 1.89]) + L
Subtotal (95% CI) 37 17 68.5% 0.12 [0.01, 1.02] —-*——
Total events 0 3
Heterogeneity, Chi® = 0.04, df = 1 (P = 0.833; I = 0%
Test for overall effect: £ = 1.94 (P = 0.0%)
1.6.2 Breast Surgery
Chaparro 2010 1 25 1 25 12.8% 1.00[0.07, 1%.12]
Subtotal (95% CI) 25 25 12.8% 1.00 [0.07, 15.12] — e —
Total events 1 1
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: £ = Q.00 (P = 1.0M
1.6.3 Cesarean
Bilgen 2012 1 35 0 12 9.4% 1.08 [0.05, 24.96]
Bilgen 2012 0 35 0 11 Mot estimalle
Bilgen 2012 2 35 0 12 94% 1.81[0.0% 3% 17]
Subtotal (95% CI) 105 35 18.7% 1.44 [0.17, 12.34] —-*——
Total events 3 0
Heterogeneity, Chi® = 0.0%, df = 1{F = 0.823; 17 = 0%
Test for overall effect; 2 = 0.34 (P = 0.74)
Total (95% CI) 167 77 100.0% 0.48 [0.16, 1.49] -*—
Total events 4 4
Heterogeneity, Chi® = 2.89 of = 4P =058 1° = 0% ID.Dl 0_’1 1 1!@ lml
Test for overall effect: 2 = 1.27 (F = 0.20] Favours ketamine Favours placebo

Test for subgroup differences: Chi® = 2858, df = 2 (P = 0.24), 1P = 30 6%



Analysis 1.8. Ketamine versus placebo comparisons, prevalence of any pain at 12 months (drug administration >

24 hours)

Ketamine Placebo

Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

Risk Ratio
M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

1.7.1 Thoracotomy

Chumbley 2015 3 28 4 28 30.3%
Subtotal (95% CI) 28 28  30.3%
Total events 3 4

Heterogeneity, Mot applicable
Test far owverall effect: £ = 0.40 (P = 0.69)

1.7.4 Orthopedic surgery

Aweline 2014 = 24 9 23 B9.TE
Subtotal (95% CI) 24 23 B9.7%
Total events 8 =)

Heterogeneity, Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: £ = 041 (F = 0 &8

Total (95% CI) 52 51 100.0%
Tatal events 11 1z

Heterogeneity, Chi® = 0.03, df = 1{F = 0.87); 17 = 0%

Test for overall effect: £ = 057 (P = 0.57)

075 [0.18, 2.05]
0.75 [0.18, 3.05]

0.8% [0.40, 1.82]
0.85 [0.40, 1.82]

0.82 [0.42, 1.61]

Test for subgroup differences: Chi® = 0.02, df = 1 (P = 0.88), I? = 0%
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Analysis 1.9. Ketamine versus placebo comparisons, prevalence of moderate/severe pain at 12 months (drug
administration > 24 hours)

Ketamine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
1L.8.1 Orthopedic surgery
Aweling 2014 : 24 & 22 TFLO%  0.48[0.14, 1.59] —l—
Subtotal (95% CI) 24 23 T71.0% 0.48 [0.14, 1.69] -*-—
Total events 3 &
Heterogeneity, Mot applicable
Test far owverall effect: £ = 1.14 (P = 0.25)
1.8.2 Thoracotomy
Chumbley 20145 0 28 2 2B 29.0% 020 [0.01, 2.959] L
Subtotal (95% CI) 28 28 29.0%  0.20[0.01, 3.99] —————
Total events o] 2
Heterogeneity, Mot applicakble
Test for overall effect: £ = 1.05 (P = 0.29)
Total (95% CI) 52 51 100.0% 0.40 [0.12, 1.27] -
Total events z 3
Heterogeneity, Chi® = 0.29, df = 1 (P = 0.59); I° = 0% I~ oh _ 15 o0

Test for overall effect: £ = 1.5&6 (F = .12

Test for subgroup differences: Chi® = 028, df = 1 (P = 0.&0), I? = 0%

Favours ketamine Favours placebo
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Analysis 1.10. Ketamine versus placebo comparisons, prevalence of any pain at 6 months (abdominal and/or

pelvic surgery)

Risk Ratio

Risk Ratio
M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

0.16 [0.02, 1.31]
0.10 [0.01, 1.89]
0.26 [0.05, 1.21]
1.12 [0.21, 2.97]

0.40 [0.19, 0.88]

Ketamine Placebo

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Oe Kock 2001 1 1= 3 9 24.7%

De Kock 2001 0 13 2 9 20.2%

Fatz 20043 2 3G 4 1 31.8%

katz 2004a & 34 3 1 232.3%

Total (95% CI) 108 56 100.0%

Total events g9 12

Heterogeneity, Chi* = 4.37, df = 2 P = 0.223; 1P = 31%
Test for overall effect: £ = 228 (F = 0.02)

ES

L
D —— E——————
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Analysis 1.11. Ketamine versus placebo comparisons, prevalence of any pain at 3 months (thoracotomy)

Ketamine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Chumbley 20145 10 33 e 34 18.5% 1259058, 2 86] e
Mendola 2012 11 31 & a0 19.1% 123 [0.62, 2.84] B e —
SUzUki 2006 7 22 14 22 32.8% 050025, 1.00] ——
Tena 2014 2] 33 1z 3L 29.6% D&% [031, 1.27] ——
Total (95% CI) 119 121 100.0% 0.85 [0.59, 1.22] *
Total events 36 43
Heterogeneity, Chi* = 515, df = 2 (P = 0,163, I* = 42% ICI 01 l:]=1 1=D 1DO=
Test far owverall effect: £ = 0. 88 (P = 0.28) ' Famu.rs ketamine“Famurs placebo
Analysis 1.12. Ketamine versus placebo comparisons, prevalence of moderate/severe pain at 3 months
(thoracotomy)
Ketamine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Chumbley 20145 3 33 5 34 &1.8% 0E2 [01E, 2.28] ——
Mendola 2012 1 31 3 30 38.2% 0,32 [D.04d, 2,52 |
Total (95% CI) 64 64 100.0% 0.51 [0.16, 1.58] -*-—
Total events 4 B
Heterogeneity, Chi® = 0.24, df = 1{F = 0.627; I = 0% ID o1 0’1 1!@ lml

Test for overall effect: £ = 1.17 (P = 0.2

Favours ketamine Favours placebo
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Analysis 1.13. Ketamine versus placebo comparisons, prevalence of any pain at 6 months (thoracotomy)

Ketamine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Ewvents Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% ClI
Chumbley 20145 5 31 £ 32 11.e% 0Be [0.259, 2.53] 4:':
Hu 2014 15 31 24 47 3IT.6% 1.14[0.75, 1.71]
Mendola 2012 ] 249 4 28 8.0% 217 [0.75, 6.25] N B —
SUZUKD 2006 & 22 11 22 21.7% 055 025, 1.21] —
Tena 2014 5 33 11 35 21.0% 0,48 [0.19, 1.24] —
Total (95% CI) 146 164 100.0% 0.92 [0.67, 1.26] ’
Total events 43 56
Heterogeneity, Chi® = 7.0L1, df = 4 {F = 0.143; 17 = 43% ID o1 0’1 1!@ lml

Test for overall effect; 2 = 051 (P = 0.61) Favours ketamina- Favours placebo

Analysis 1.14. Ketamine versus placebo comparisons, prevalence of moderate/severe pain at 6 months

(thoracotomy)
Ketamine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Chumbley 20145 1 N 2 32 TR5X% 052 [0.0% 5.41) .
Mendola 2012 1 28 0 2B 20.5% 280 [0.12, 858.23] =
Total (95% CI) 60 60 100.0%  1.01 [0.18, 5.69] —e
Total events 2 2

i 2 = = = 2 = : : : |
Heterogeneity: Chic = 0.74, df = 1 (P = 0.39]; IF = 0% o1 o1 [ 15 100

Test for overall effect: £ = Q.01 (F = 1.0M Favours ketamine- Favours placebo
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Analysis 1.15. Ketamine versus placebo comparisons, prevalence of any pain at 6 months (total knee

arthroplasty)

Ketamine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Aneline 2014 17 24 18 232 HLGS® 051 [065, 1.27]
Perrin 2005 2 5 ) 7 oO185% 056 [0.17, 1.81] —_—
Total (95% CI) 29 30 100.0% 0.84 [0.60, 1.17] ‘-
Total events 14 23

ity Chi? = =1 = 1= : : : :
Heterogeneity, Chi® = 0.65, df = 1 (P = 0.42); | (4 o1 o1 1 1o 100

Test for overall effect; 2 = 1.01 (P = 0.21)

Favours ketamine Favours placebo
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