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Strength of

Domains pertaining to strength of evidence Magnitude of effect evidence
Number of High,
studies; Risk of bias Moderate,
Number of (design/ Low,
subjects quality) Consistency Directness Precision Summary effect size Insufficient
Outcome 2 Withdrawal due to adverse events
Comparison: Gabapentin 400 or 800 mg pIu_s opioids vs. imipramine 10 mg plus opioids for
cancer-related neuropathic pain
1 o e
. Randomized controlled NA Direct Imprecise L Insufficient
52 subjects trial/Eair events in either

group

Comparison: Gabapentin 3600 mg vs, amitriptyline 150 mg for spinal cord injury-related neuropathic pain
Moderate/ Amltrlptyll_n(-e Vs
! . Randomized controlled NA Direct Imprecise gabapentin: Low
38 subjects trial/Eair RR=0.88 (95% ClI
0.36, 1.57)
Comparison: Amitriptyline vs, carbamazepine in patients with central poststroke pain
. Moderate/ Carbamazepine:
15 subjects tF:iz?/'cic;ri?lzed controlled NA Direct Imprecise 0/12 vs 3/12 Low

P=0.10
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