Pain score 0-10

Sty IT morphine Contral WD (rancom) iieighit WD (rancom)
or sub-category il Mean (S0 il Mean (500 5% I o 95% I
Lena, 2003; 280 ug 14 1. 99{E_EL) 1& I.0401.98) —=1 1la._ 24 -1.0& [-E.&8, 0.E8]
Techanivate, 2003; 300 ug z0 l.13{1.12) z0 4.77(2.18) —-— z0.87 -3.58 [-4.88, -Z.50]
Yorukoglu, 2005; 100 ug 20 J.90(E.40) z0 4. 50(Z.60) —=— 18.65 -0.&0 [-E.1E, 0.9&]
Turker, 2005; 820 ug ZZ Ll.oo{o. 70 E1l Z.00{1_60} - ZzZ.14 -1.00 [-1.74, -0.Zg]
Boonmak, 2007; 300 g 40 Z.70{z_ 80} 40 £.901{2_50) —a— Z0.10 -4_20 [-E.45, -2.95]
Total (95% CN) 118 117 - 100,00 -z.1z [-3.60, -0.64]
Test for heterogeneity: Chi® = 31.56, df =4 (P = 0.00001), F =87 3%
Test for overal effect: £ =250 (P =0.0051 P dose-response = 0.39
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Pain score (0-10)

Pain score at rest at 2h

N=number of patients. SD= standard deviation. WMD=Weighted mean

difference .Cl=confidence interval



