Suppl. Figure 1. Results of balneotherapy subgroup analysis
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Suppl.Figure 1 Effect estimates on balneotherapy subgroup comparing thermal water with control





Suppl. Figure 2. Results of mud-pack subgroup analysis
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Suppl. Figure 2 Effect estimates on Mud-pack subgroup comparing thermal water with control





Suppl. Figure 3. Results of physiotherapy subgroup analysis
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Suppl. Figure 3 Effect estimates on physiotherapy comparing thermal water with control





Suppl. Figure 4. Results of sensitivity analysis
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