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PICO 1-4 - Akutte/nyopståede lænderygsmerter 06-Feb-2024

Review Manager 5.4.1 1

1 PICO 1 - Paracetamol vs placebo

1.7 Adherence

Study or Subgroup

Williams 2014

Total (95% CI)

Total events
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.07 (P = 0.28)

Events

230

230

Total

451

451

Events

196

196

Total

414

414

Weight

100.0%

100.0%

M-H, Random, 95% CI

1.08 [0.94, 1.23]

1.08 [0.94, 1.23]

Paracetamol Placebo Risk Ratio

Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias

Risk of Bias
A B C D E

Risk Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% CI

0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favours paracetamol Favours placebo



PICO 1-4 - Akutte/nyopståede lænderygsmerter 06-Feb-2024

Review Manager 5.4.1 1

1 PICO 1 - Paracetamol vs placebo

1.10 Adverse events

Study or Subgroup

Williams 2014

Total (95% CI)

Total events
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.04 (P = 0.97)

Events

99

99

Total

534

534

Events

98

98

Total

531

531

Weight

100.0%

100.0%

M-H, Random, 95% CI

1.00 [0.78, 1.29]

1.00 [0.78, 1.29]

Paracetamol Placebo Risk Ratio

Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias

Risk of Bias
A B C D E

Risk Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% CI

0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favours paracetamol Favours placebo



PICO 1-4 - Akutte/nyopståede lænderygsmerter 06-Feb-2024

Review Manager 5.4.1 1

1 PICO 1 - Paracetamol vs placebo

1.1 Disability

Study or Subgroup

Williams 2014

Total (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.31 (P = 0.76)

Mean

3.2

SD

5.2

Total

504

504

Mean

3.3

SD

5.1

Total

497

497

Weight

100.0%

100.0%

IV, Random, 95% CI

-0.10 [-0.74, 0.54]

-0.10 [-0.74, 0.54]

Paracetamol Placebo Mean Difference

Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias

Risk of Bias
A B C

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

-100 -50 0 50 100
Favours paracetamol Favours placebo
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PICO 1-4 - Akutte/nyopståede lænderygsmerter 06-Feb-2024

Review Manager 5.4.1 1

1 PICO 1 - Paracetamol vs placebo

1.5 Pain intensity

Study or Subgroup

Williams 2014

Total (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.00 (P = 1.00)

Mean

1.7

SD

2.3

Total

509

509

Mean

1.7

SD

2.3

Total

499

499

Weight

100.0%

100.0%

IV, Random, 95% CI

0.00 [-0.28, 0.28]

0.00 [-0.28, 0.28]

Paracetamol Placebo Mean Difference

Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias

Risk of Bias
A B C

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

-100 -50 0 50 100
Favours paracetamol Favours placebo
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PICO 1-4 - Akutte/nyopståede lænderygsmerter 06-Feb-2024

Review Manager 5.4.1 1

1 PICO 1 - Paracetamol vs placebo

1.4 Serious adverse events

Study or Subgroup

Nadler 2002
Williams 2014

Total (95% CI)

Total events
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.01 (P = 0.99)

Events

0
5

5

Total

113
550

663

Events

0
5

5

Total

20
547

567

Weight

100.0%

100.0%

M-H, Random, 95% CI

Not estimable
0.99 [0.29, 3.42]

0.99 [0.29, 3.42]

Paracetamol Placebo Risk Ratio

Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias

Risk of Bias
A B C D E

Risk Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% CI

0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favours paracetamol Favours placebo



PICO 1-4 - Akutte/nyopståede lænderygsmerter 06-Feb-2024

Review Manager 5.4.1 1

1 PICO 1 - Paracetamol vs placebo

1.9 Sleep quality

Study or Subgroup

Williams 2014

Total (95% CI)

Total events
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.66 (P = 0.51)

Events

59

59

Total

507

507

Events

52

52

Total

503

503

Weight

100.0%

100.0%

M-H, Random, 95% CI

0.01 [-0.03, 0.05]

0.01 [-0.03, 0.05]

Paracetamol Placebo Risk Difference

Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias

Risk of Bias
A B C D E

Risk Difference
M-H, Random, 95% CI

-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1
Favours paracetamol Favours placebo



Bilag 7 – Metaanalyser og risk of bias vurderinger  

NKA for brug af paracetamol, NSAID og opioider til behandling af akutte lænderygsmerter hos voksne 

 

PICO 1 Risk of bias 

 



Bilag 7 – Metaanalyser og risk of bias vurderinger  

NKA for brug af paracetamol, NSAID og opioider til behandling af akutte lænderygsmerter hos voksne 

 

PICO 2 Metaanalyser 

 



PICO 1-4 - Akutte/nyopståede lænderygsmerter 06-Feb-2024
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3 PICO 2 - NSAID vs placebo

3.7 Adherence

Study or Subgroup

Dreiser 2003 (diclofenac)
Dreiser 2003 (ibuprofen)
EUCTR 2004-005079-40 2006 (aspirin)
EUCTR 2004-005079-40 2006 (ibuprofen)
Predel 2019

Total (95% CI)

Total events
Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.16; Chi² = 8.86, df = 4 (P = 0.06); I² = 55%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.93 (P = 0.35)

Events

19
16
15
16
22

88

Total

119
119
112
110
253

713

Events

17
16
4
5

16

58

Total

59
59
58
58

126

360

Weight

24.5%
23.3%
13.4%
15.2%
23.6%

100.0%

M-H, Random, 95% CI

0.55 [0.31, 0.98]
0.50 [0.27, 0.92]
1.94 [0.68, 5.58]
1.69 [0.65, 4.37]
0.68 [0.37, 1.26]

0.80 [0.49, 1.29]

NSAID Placebo Risk Ratio

Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias

Risk Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% CI

0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favours NSAID Favours placebo



PICO 1-4 - Akutte/nyopståede lænderygsmerter 06-Feb-2024

Review Manager 5.4.1 1

3 PICO 2 - NSAID vs placebo

3.10 Adverse events

Study or Subgroup

Amlie 1987
Babej-Dolle 1994 (diclofenac)
Babej-Dolle 1994 (dipyrone)
Dreiser 2003 (diclofenac)
Dreiser 2003 (ibuprofen)
EUCTR 2004-005079-40 2006 (aspirin)
EUCTR 2004-005079-40 2006 (ibuprofen)
Grevsten 1975
Hancock 2007
Nadler (continous) 2003b
Predel 2019
Szpalski 1994

Total (95% CI)

Total events
Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 4.19, df = 11 (P = 0.96); I² = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.12 (P = 0.26)

Events

18
1
6

16
14
23
21

3
11

0
18

1

132

Total

138
86
88

124
122
112
110
18
58
12

253
33

1154

Events

24
1
1

10
10
14
14
4

11
1
7
0

97

Total

140
43
43
63
63
58
58
18
60
96

126
35

803

Weight

18.7%
0.8%
1.4%

11.2%
10.5%
17.5%
16.7%

3.3%
10.5%

0.6%
8.3%
0.6%

100.0%

M-H, Random, 95% CI

0.76 [0.43, 1.34]
0.50 [0.03, 7.80]

2.93 [0.36, 23.59]
0.81 [0.39, 1.69]
0.72 [0.34, 1.53]
0.85 [0.47, 1.53]
0.79 [0.44, 1.44]
0.75 [0.20, 2.88]
1.03 [0.49, 2.20]

2.49 [0.11, 57.91]
1.28 [0.55, 2.99]

3.18 [0.13, 75.33]

0.87 [0.68, 1.11]

NSAID Placebo Risk Ratio

Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias

Risk Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% CI

0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favours NSAID Favours placebo
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3 PICO 2 - NSAID vs placebo

3.1 Disability

Study or Subgroup

Babej-Dolle 1994 (diclofenac)
Babej-Dolle 1994 (dipyrone)
Dreiser 2003 (diclofenac)
Dreiser 2003 (ibuprofen)
Hancock 2007

Total (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.11; Chi² = 18.00, df = 4 (P = 0.001); I² = 78%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.51 (P = 0.01)

Mean

1.5
2.3
8.6
8.1

4.86

SD

1.5
1.6
5.7
5.2

5.826

Total

82
85

119
118
58

462

Mean

0.9
0.9
5.7
5.7

5.98

SD

1.2
1.2
5.3
5.3

6.052

Total

41
41
58
58
60

258

Weight

19.4%
19.1%
20.9%
20.9%
19.8%

100.0%

IV, Random, 95% CI

0.42 [0.04, 0.80]
0.94 [0.55, 1.33]
0.52 [0.20, 0.84]
0.46 [0.14, 0.77]

-0.19 [-0.55, 0.17]

0.43 [0.09, 0.76]

NSAID Placebo Std. Mean Difference

Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

-100 -50 0 50 100
Favours NSAID Favours placebo
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3 PICO 2 - NSAID vs placebo

3.2 Global improvement

Study or Subgroup

Hancock 2007

Total (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.14 (P = 0.25)

Mean

3.47

SD

1.1716

Total

59

59

Mean

3.12

SD

2.059

Total

60

60

Weight

100.0%

100.0%

IV, Random, 95% CI

0.35 [-0.25, 0.95]

0.35 [-0.25, 0.95]

NSAID Placebo Mean Difference

Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias

Risk of Bias
A B C

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

-100 -50 0 50 100
Favours NSAID Favours placebo
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PICO 1-4 - Akutte/nyopståede lænderygsmerter 06-Feb-2024

Review Manager 5.4.1 1

3 PICO 2 - NSAID vs placebo

3.5 Pain intensity

Study or Subgroup

Babej-Dolle 1994 (diclofenac)
Babej-Dolle 1994 (dipyrone)
Dreiser 2003 (diclofenac)
Dreiser 2003 (ibuprofen)
Hancock 2007
Predel 2019
Szpalski 1994

Total (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Tau² = 122.17; Chi² = 42.72, df = 5 (P < 0.00001); I² = 88%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.63 (P = 0.53)

Mean

41.7
33.4
48.4
48.8
23.2

0
5.6

SD

25.9
25.5
26.1

24
23.7

0
11.4

Total

86
88

122
119
59

0
33

507

Mean

54.8
54.8
37.5
37.5

28
0

7.9

SD

25.3
25.3
26.9
26.9

26
0

10.9

Total

43
43
61
60
60
0

35

302

Weight

16.1%
16.1%
16.7%
16.8%
16.3%

18.0%

100.0%

IV, Random, 95% CI

-13.10 [-22.44, -3.76]
-21.40 [-30.65, -12.15]

10.90 [2.71, 19.09]
11.30 [3.24, 19.36]
-4.80 [-13.74, 4.14]

Not estimable
-2.30 [-7.61, 3.01]

-3.04 [-12.51, 6.42]

NSAID Placebo Mean Difference

Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

-100 -50 0 50 100
Favours NSAID Favours placebo



PICO 1-4 - Akutte/nyopståede lænderygsmerter 06-Feb-2024

Review Manager 5.4.1 1

3 PICO 2 - NSAID vs placebo

3.4 Serious adverse events

Study or Subgroup

Babej-Dolle 1994 (diclofenac)
Babej-Dolle 1994 (dipyrone)
Dreiser 2003 (diclofenac)
Dreiser 2003 (ibuprofen)
EUCTR 2004-005079-40 2006 (aspirin)
EUCTR 2004-005079-40 2006 (ibuprofen)
Nadler (continous) 2003b
Nadler (overnight) 2003a
Nadler 2002
Predel 2019

Total (95% CI)

Total events
Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 0.06, df = 1 (P = 0.80); I² = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.62 (P = 0.54)

Events

0
1
0
0
2
0
0
0
0
0

3

Total

86
88

124
122
112
110
106
12
4

253

1017

Events

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0

Total

43
43
63
63
58
58
20
96
34

126

604

Weight

47.4%

52.6%

100.0%

M-H, Random, 95% CI

Not estimable
1.48 [0.06, 35.67]

Not estimable
Not estimable

2.61 [0.13, 53.49]
Not estimable
Not estimable
Not estimable
Not estimable
Not estimable

2.00 [0.22, 17.84]

NSAID Placebo Risk Ratio

Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias

Risk Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% CI

0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favours NSAID Favours placebo



Bilag 7 – Metaanalyser og risk of bias vurderinger  

NKA for brug af paracetamol, NSAID og opioider til behandling af akutte lænderygsmerter hos voksne 

 

PICO 2 Risk of bias 

 



Bilag 7 – Metaanalyser og risk of bias vurderinger  

NKA for brug af paracetamol, NSAID og opioider til behandling af akutte lænderygsmerter hos voksne 

 

PICO 3 Metaanalyser 



PICO 1-4 - Akutte/nyopståede lænderygsmerter 06-Feb-2024

Review Manager 5.4.1 1

4 PICO 4 - NSAID + paracetamol vs NSAID

4.7 Adherence

Study or Subgroup

Ostojic 2017

Total (95% CI)

Total events
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.53 (P = 0.59)

Events

10

10

Total

40

40

Events

8

8

Total

40

40

Weight

100.0%

100.0%

M-H, Random, 95% CI

1.25 [0.55, 2.84]

1.25 [0.55, 2.84]

NSAID + Paracetamol NSAID Risk Ratio

Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias

Risk Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% CI

0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favours NSAID + Paracetamol Favours NSAID



PICO 1-4 - Akutte/nyopståede lænderygsmerter 06-Feb-2024

Review Manager 5.4.1 1

4 PICO 4 - NSAID + paracetamol vs NSAID

4.10 Adverse events

Study or Subgroup

Bayram 2021
Friedman 2020
Ostojic 2017

Total (95% CI)

Total events
Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 0.82, df = 2 (P = 0.66); I² = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.43 (P = 0.67)

Events

7
4
1

12

Total

70
56
40

166

Events

6
2
2

10

Total

71
53
40

164

Weight

63.0%
24.8%
12.2%

100.0%

M-H, Random, 95% CI

1.18 [0.42, 3.35]
1.89 [0.36, 9.91]
0.50 [0.05, 5.30]

1.20 [0.52, 2.73]

NSAID + Paracetamol NSAID Risk Ratio

Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias

Risk Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% CI

0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favours NSAID + Paracetamol Favours NSAID



PICO 1-4 - Akutte/nyopståede lænderygsmerter 06-Feb-2024

Review Manager 5.4.1 1

4 PICO 4 - NSAID + paracetamol vs NSAID

4.1 Disability

Study or Subgroup

Bayram 2021
Friedman 2020

Total (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 0.17, df = 1 (P = 0.68); I² = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.09 (P = 0.93)

Mean

11.4
11.1

SD

5.12
10.7

Total

70
57

127

Mean

11.3
11.9

SD

6.43
9.7

Total

71
53

124

Weight

79.8%
20.2%

100.0%

IV, Random, 95% CI

0.10 [-1.82, 2.02]
-0.80 [-4.61, 3.01]

-0.08 [-1.79, 1.63]

NSAID + Paracetamol NSAID Mean Difference

Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

-100 -50 0 50
Favours NSAID + Paracetamol Favours NSAID



PICO 1-4 - Akutte/nyopståede lænderygsmerter 06-Feb-2024

Review Manager 5.4.1 1

4 PICO 4 - NSAID + paracetamol vs NSAID

4.3 Global improvement

Study or Subgroup

Ostojic 2017

Total (95% CI)

Total events
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.91 (P = 0.004)

Events

36

36

Total

40

40

Events

24

24

Total

40

40

Weight

100.0%

100.0%

M-H, Random, 95% CI

1.50 [1.14, 1.97]

1.50 [1.14, 1.97]

NSAID + Paracetamol NSAID Risk Ratio

Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias

Risk Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% CI

0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favours NSAID + Paracetamol Favours NSAID



PICO 1-4 - Akutte/nyopståede lænderygsmerter 06-Feb-2024

Review Manager 5.4.1 1

4 PICO 4 - NSAID + paracetamol vs NSAID

4.5 Pain intensity

Study or Subgroup

Bayram 2021

Total (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.10 (P = 0.92)

Mean

4.6

SD

2.14

Total

70

70

Mean

4.56

SD

2.49

Total

71

71

Weight

100.0%

100.0%

IV, Random, 95% CI

0.04 [-0.73, 0.81]

0.04 [-0.73, 0.81]

NSAID + Paracetamol NSAID Mean Difference

Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

-100 -50 0 50
Favours NSAID + Paracetamol Favours NSAID
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Review Manager 5.4.1 1

4 PICO 4 - NSAID + paracetamol vs NSAID

4.4 Serious adverse events

Study or Subgroup

Bayram 2021

Total (95% CI)

Total events
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Not applicable

Events

0

0

Total

70

70

Events

0

0

Total

71

71

Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI

Not estimable

Not estimable

NSAID + Paracetamol NSAID Risk Ratio

Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias

Risk Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% CI

0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favours NSAID + Paracetamol Favours NSAID



Bilag 7 – Metaanalyser og risk of bias vurderinger  

NKA for brug af paracetamol, NSAID og opioider til behandling af akutte lænderygsmerter hos voksne 

 

PICO 3 Risk of bias 

 



Bilag 7 – Metaanalyser og risk of bias vurderinger  

NKA for brug af paracetamol, NSAID og opioider til behandling af akutte lænderygsmerter hos voksne 

 

PICO 4 Metaanalyser 
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Bilag 7 – Metaanalyser og risk of bias vurderinger  

NKA for brug af paracetamol, NSAID og opioider til behandling af akutte lænderygsmerter hos voksne 

 

PICO 4 Risk of bias 

 


