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Data and analyses
1 rTMS vs placebo

Outcome or Subgroup Studies :’sarticipan Statistical Method Effect Estimate
1.1 Frafald 14 1040 Risk Ratio (1V, Random, 95% ClI) 1.11[0.71, 1.76]
1.2 Sammentraekning/smerter i 5 457 Risk Ratio (IV, Random, 95% ClI) 2.02 [1.01, 4.04]
ansigtsmuskulaturen

1.3 Krampeanfald 8 767 Risk Ratio (IV, Random, 95% ClI) 0.34 [0.01, 8.13]
1.4 Hovedpine 3 245 Risk Ratio (IV, Random, 95% ClI) 1.33[0.89, 1.97]

Figures
Figure 1 (Analysis 1.1)
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rTMs placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Bvents Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Avery 2006 1] 35 il 33 Mot estimable
Berman 2000 1] 10 K] 10 26% 0.141[0.01,2.49) *
Blumberger 2012 4 24 1 22 4.7% 367 [0.44, 30.39] +
Blumberger 2016 T 40 ] 41 18.4% 1.44[0.50, 418] =
Boutros 2002 1] 12 1 ] 2.2% 0.26[0.01, 5.658] 4
Bretlau 2008 3 25 1 24 4.3% 288032 2580 +
Fitzgerald 2012 i 24 3 20 5% 0.12[0.01, 219 4
Garcia Toro 2001 K] 17 2 18 T.5% 1.59[0.30,8.37]
George 2010 11 92 4 48 29.9% 1.30[0.587, 3.00] S
Haoltzheitmer 2004 1] 7 il a Mot estimable
Mogg 2008 1 24 K] a0 4.3% 034 [0.04, 313 4
OReardon 2007 5 143 3 146 104% 1.70[0.41, 6.99]
Theleritis 2017 4 a4 ] 44 13.2% 0EA[0.19, 2.28) o
Triggs 2010 1] 13 il 7 Mot estimable
Total (95% CI) 530 510 100.0% 1.11[0.71, 1.76] e
Total events KE] Kl
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi®= 9.73, df= 10 (P = 0.463%; F= 0% F | J !

Testfor overall effect: £= 046 (P = 0.64) 01 he 0.8 : g 1

Favours ITMS  Favours placeb
Forest plot of comparison: 1 rTMS vs placebo, outcome: 1.1 Frafald.

Figure 2 (Analysis 1.2)

rTMs placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Bvents Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Avery 2006 11 33 1 30 9.7% 10.00[1.37, 72.490] *
Blumberger 2016 a 40 2 41 158.0% 410([0.83 1814 = +
George 2010 17 92 11 898 32.3% 1.65[0.82 3.33) -
Theleritis 2017 13 54 11 44 328% 096 [0.48 1.93] —
Triggs 2010 a 18 1 7To105% 311047 20.52] = +
Total (95% CI) 237 220 100.0% 2.02 [1.01, 4.04] —eni
Total events ar 26
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.26; Chi®=7.32, df= 4 (P= 0120 = 45% F | J !

01 02 0s 2 5 10
[i]

Testfor overall effect £=1.99 (P = 0.058) Favours ITMS  Favours placeh

Forest plot of comparison: 1 rTMS vs placebo, outcome: 1.2 Sammentreekning/smerter i ansigtsmuskulaturen.

Figure 3 (Analysis 1.3)

rTMs placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total BEvents Total Weight I, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Bakitm 2012 1] 23 il 12 Mot estimahble
Fitzgerald 2012 1] 24 il 20 Mot estimahble
George 2010 0 92 ] 98 Mot estimahble
Haoltzheitmer 2004 1] 7 il a8 Mot estimahble
Mogg 2008 1] 24 1 30 100.0% 0.34[0.01,813] # .
OReardon 2007 0 1585 0 146 Mot estimable
Theleritis 2017 1] a4 il 44 Mot estimahble
Triggs 2010 1] 13 il 7 Mot estimahble
Total (95% Cl) 402 365 100.0% 0.34 [0.01, 8.13] E——
Total events 1] 1
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable 'IZI.1 EITE Elfﬁ ﬁ :-5 1D'

Testfor overall effect: £= 0.66 (P = 0.51) Favours rTMS  Favours placeho

Forest plot of comparison: 1 rTMS vs placebo, outcome: 1.3 Krampeanfald.

Review Manager 5.3 4



rTMS for Treatment resistant depression 20-Nov-2019
Figure 4 (Analysis 1.4)

rTMs placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Bvents Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CIl
Bakirm 2012 4 23 1 12 3 E% 209026, 16.6R]
Berman 2000 ] 10 a] 10 24.58% 1.20[0.54, 267] e
George 2010 24 92 23 98 T1.8% 1.34[0.84, 214] -+
Total (95% ClI) 125 120 100.0% 1.33[0.89, 1.97] e
Total events 39 29
Heterogeneity Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=0.25, di= 2 (P = 0.88); F= 0% I | j !

Testfor overall effect Z=1.40(P = 0.16) o1 he 0.3 : g 1

Favours ITMS  Favours placeb

Forest plot of comparison: 1 rTMS vs placebo, outcome: 1.4 Hovedpine.
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