Search strategy:

PubMed: n=516; ("radiofrequency ablation” OR "radiofrequency neurotomy" OR "
radiofrequency lesioning™ OR ™ radiofrequency neurolysis” OR "radiofrequency
ablation” OR "radiofrequency denervation™ OR "injection” OR "joint fusion™) AND
(("sacroiliac* OR "SI Joint" OR "sacroiliac region” OR "pelvic girdle™) AND
("sacroiliitis* OR "sacroiliac joint pathology™ OR "sacroiliac pain™ OR "sacroiliac
syndrome™ OR "sacroiliac  joint disease" OR "back pain™))

(“Radiofrequency Ablation” OR "Radiofrequency Neurotomy" OR " Radiofreq X m
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WoS: n=521; TS= ("radiofrequency ablation" OR "radiofrequency neurotomy"” OR ™
radiofrequency lesioning™ OR ™ radiofrequency neurolysis” OR "radiofrequency
ablation” OR "radiofrequency denervation” OR "injection” OR "joint fusion™) AND
TS=("sacroiliac" OR "SI Joint" OR "sacroiliac region" OR "pelvic girdle") AND
TS=("sacroiliitis" OR "sacroiliac joint pathology" OR "sacroiliac pain™ OR "sacroiliac
syndrome™ OR "sacroiliac joint disease™ OR "back pain")

Results for TS=("Radiofrequency Ablation" OR "Radiofrequency Neurotomy. .

521 results from Web of Science Core Collection for:

[ Q, Ts=("Radiofrequency Ablation" OR "Radiofrequency Neurotomy™” OR " Radiofrequency Lesioning" OR " Radio
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Scopus: n=842; TITLE-ABS-KEY ("radiofrequency ablation” OR "radiofrequency
neurotomy” OR "radiofrequency lesioning” OR "radiofrequency neurolysis” OR
"radiofrequency ablation™ OR "radiofrequency denervation" OR "injection™ OR "joint
fusion™) AND (TITLE-ABS-KEY ("sacroiliac" OR "SI Joint" OR "sacroiliac region™
OR "pelvic girdle"™) AND TITLE-ABS-KEY ("sacroiliitis" OR "sacroiliac joint
pathology” OR "sacroiliac pain” OR "sacroiliac syndrome"™ OR "sacroiliac joint
disease" OR "back pain"))
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Cochrane: n=35;

MeSH descriptor: [Sacroiliac Joint] explode all trees
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7 (back pain):ti.ab,kw Sw Limits
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Comparison-adjusted funnel plot for the PI (A) and QoL (B); (A) conservative therapy;
(B) cooled radiofrequency; (C) thermal radiofrequency; (D) pulsed radiofrequency; (E)

Injection; (E) Fusion.
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Pain Intensity Quality of Life
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y. eh2(1)+1.30, Pe0.254 Test of consistency. chi2(1)+35.86. P=0.000

Fit side-splitting model to explore inconsistency. Upper is estimated in pain intensity
model, lower is estimated in QoL model.

.3 .8877807 -1.601221 1.488313 1.961221 1.664782 .7832547

-3.81 .8717263 -1.907796  1.419282 -1.962204 1.665613 .7834694
1.843356 .6466369 -.0587681 1.534884 1.902124 1.66555 .7834405
2.134 .96084933 2.632753  79.14201 -.4987527 79.14835 .8438026
-4.049997 .8997206 -5.952108 1.401%9e5 1.962111 1.665784 . .7835084

contrasts comes from the trials which directly compare them.

Indirect i tau
d. Err.

5.55e819 1.239126  4.113438 .29818  1.437382 .34009 . 1.158177
-6.177954 1.22086 -3.476184 63.37497 -2.70185 .38687 . 1.156545
-3.25943  1.296634 -3.844906 63.37572 .5854764 .38898 . 1.156557
7.461691 1.251901 8.656218 21.14133 -1.194527 21.17792 . 1.158179

* Warning: all the i ce about these contrasts comes from the trials which directly compare them.
e help file for more information.

To evaluate the inconsistency separately in each closed loop of networks of
interventions using loop-specific approach.

luation of inconsistenc sing 1 ecific heterogeneity

A-C-E-F 1.954 | ©.791 2.470 e.e14 (e.40,3.50@ 0.000




Sensitivity analysis

Direct
Coef. Std. Err.
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Treatment Effect

Mean with 95%ClI

Graphs by Treatment

CRF vs CON —— -2.94 (-4.21,-1.67)
TRF vs CON ———— -1.40 (-4.82,2.03)
PRF vs CON . -1.69 (-5.75,2.37)
1J vs CON -0.21 (-4.61,4.20)
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Direct Indirect Difference tau
Coef. Std. Err. Coef. Std. Err. Coef. Std. Err.
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11 .4970693 9.95634  196.5469 1.04366 196.5476

5.62 1.551322 18.6632 268.412 -4.983196 268.4174
-25.40001 3.302851 -24.96852 79.0447 -.4314869 79.11361

son
CRF vs CON -12.42994 3.728275 -19.73723 -5.122656 -19.73723 -5.122656
TRF vs CON -5.70132 4.621638 -14.75956 3.356925 -14.75956 3.356925
PRF vs CON -.32151e4 4.849369 -9.826098 9.183078 -9.826098 9.183078
IJ vs CON 5.298674 4.594889 -3.707143 14.30449 -3.707143 14.30449
FUS vs CON -20.10e55 3.28298 -26.37828 -13.82283 -26.37828 -13.82283
TRF vs CRF 6.728621 5.937977 -4.9096 18.36684 -4.9096 18.36684
PRF vs CRF 12.10843 6.116896 .1195357 24.89733 .1195357 24.89733
IJ vs CRF 17.72861 5.917182 6.131151 29.32608 6.131151 29.32608
FUS vs CRF -7.670612 4.915192 -17.30e421 1.962987 -17.30e421 1.962987
PRF vs TRF 5.379809 1.62898 2.187067 8.572553 2.1870e67 8.572553
IJ vs TRF 10.99999 .4978677 10.02576 11.97423 16.02576 11.97423
FUS vs TRF -14.39923 3.33716 -20.93995 -7.858521 -20.93995 -7.858521
IJ vs PRF 5.620184 1.55129 2.579711 8.660657 2.579711 8.668657
FUS vs PRF -19.77904 3.646194 -26.92545 -12.63264 -26.92545 -12.63264
FUS vs IJ -25.39923 3.299975 -31.86706 -18.93139 -31.86706 -18.93139
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Treatment Effect

Mean with 95%CI

Graphs by Treatment

CRF vs CON —— -12.43 (-19.74,-5.12)
TRF vs CON ——1— -5.70 (-14.76,3.36)
PRF vs CON — -0.32 (-9.83,9.18)
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PRF vs TRF —— 5.38 (2.19,8.57)
IJ vs TRF L 11.00 (10.03,11.97)
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