Supplementary figure S1. Cumulative proportion of responder analysis - NRS at Rest
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Supplementary figure S2. Cumulative proportion of responder analysis - NRS at Movement
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Supplementary figure S3. Cumulative proportion of responder analysis - NRS at Pressure

Percentage of Subjects

Percentage of Subjects

Percentage of Subjects

Percentage of Subjects

NRS at Pressure().5hrs

100 T T T
Rhulea
Placeh
80 = "
7]
53
o | 1 4
=
k]
" @
0 [ 4
) £
\ :
20 | B &
I| -
0 by 1 I
0 20 40 G0 B0 100
Minimum Percent Improvement in Pain
from Baseline
NRS at Prossurel.Shrs
100 T T T
sf o L .
T
1 2
ol L 1 4
@
k-
o
10 | B
. g
B | :
20 Al B o
| - &
| .
0 L. 1 L 1
0 20 40 G0 80 100
Minimum Percent Improvement in Pain
from Baseline
MRS at Pressure?.5hrs
100 — T T T
- "L HRhuleave
! Placebo
50 ul
|
G0 |- B
10 - B
20 L— B
|
I-.
D l'—l ] ] ]
] 20 40 &0 20 100
Minimum Percent Improvement in Pain
from Baseline
NRS at Pressured.Shrs
100 T T T T
—— Rhuleave |~ -
ol - Placebo b 7
o0 |- [
40 - B
20 L—I B
|
|
\
0 - L L L
] 20 40 60 80 100

Minimum Percent Improvement in Pain

from Baseline

&0

Gl

10

20

0

100

80

60

Percentage of Subjects

Percentage of Subjects

NRS at Pressurelhrs

T T T I
—— Rhuleave
—— Placeba
Y
| —,
| -
A I L
0 20 40 G0 50

Minimum Percent Improvement in Pain
from Baseline

NRS at Pressure2hrs

100

T T T
Rhuleave
L Placebo
= | -
I|
LI
— 1 1 1
] 20 40 G0 50 100
Minimum Percent Improvement in Pain
from Baseline
NRS at Pressure3hrs
100 T T T I
e —— Rhuleave
—— Placebo
a0 . i
6l - | -
10 i+ B
) 1
IW
0 A L L L
] 20 40 0 80 100
Minimum Percent Improvement in Pain
from Baseline
NRS at Pressuredhrs
100 =T T T T
Rhuleave ‘ T
B Placeho L 7
G0 - B
10 1+ B
:"ﬂ +ﬁ|| |
i,
0 L I — L L L
] a0 40 G0 80 100

Minimum Percent Improvement
from Baseline

in Pain



Percentage of Subjects

Percentage of Subjects

80

G0

40

100

1]

G0

40

20

0

NRS at Pressured Shrs

LS. T T T
—— Rhuleave "_\
|| — Placebo B
Lﬂ \ J
!
I\-
"—r_ 1 I |
0 20 40 G0 20 100
Minimum Percent Improvement in Pain
from Baseline
NRS at Pressure5_Shrs
T — T n
—— Rhuleave '
|| — Placebo B
L—'I A
[}
hy
‘_‘—.
T L L .
0 20 40 60 20 100

Minimum Percent Improvement in Pain
from Baseline

Percentage of Subjects

Percentage of Subjects

&0

=

100

&b -

0

NRS at PressureShrs

= T T T
Rhuleave
| — Placeba 7
W 4
|
I-
e ! !
0 20 40 60 50 100

Minimum Percent Improvement in Pain
from Baseline

NRS at Pressureshrs

T T T n
Rhuleave
—— Placebo 1
— -
-l- |
L
i 1 | !
o 20 40 @l 80 100

Minimum Percent Improvement in Pain
from Baseline






