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Supplementary Figure 1. Risk of bias 2 diagram

Risk of bias domains

Study

Domains: Judgement

D1: Bias arising from the randomization process.

D2: Bias due to deviations from intended intervention. = Some concerns
D3: Bias due to missing outcome data. . LowW

D4: Bias in measurement of the outcome.
D5: Bias in selection of the reported result.

Supplementary Figure 2. Forest plot of the requirement of rescue analgesics

Penehyclidine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Lu 2021 4 50 4 50  7.9% 1.00[0.26, 3.78]
Sun 2021 1 114 3 104 6.2% 0.30[0.03, 2.88]
Wang 2021 42 117 44 118 B6.0% 0.96 [0.69, 1.35] :
Total (95% CI) 281 272 100.0%  0.93[0.67, 1.28]
Total events 47 51
Heterogeneity: Chi*=1.01, df= 2 (P = 0.60); F=0% 0 505 012 é 250

Testfor overall effect: Z= 0.47 (P = 0.64) Favours Penehyclidien Favours Placeho



Supplementary Figure 3. Forest plot of dizziness

Penehyclidine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Lu 2021 10 50 9 50 311% 1.11 [0.48, 2.50]
Wang 2021 18 17 10 118 34.4% 1.82[0.88,3.77)
Zhao 2020 12 46 10 46 34.5% 1.20[0.58, 2.50]
Total (95% CI) 213 214 100.0%  1.38[0.90, 2.14]
Total events 40 29
Heterageneity: Chi*= 0.96, df= 2 (P = 0.62); F=0% ) t T t {
e 3 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Testfor overall effect: Z=1.46 (P=0.14) Favours Penehyclidine Favours Placeho
Supplementary Figure 4. Forest plot of headache
Penehyclidine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Lu 2021 9 50 g 50 50.0% 1.13[0.47, 2.68]
Zhao 2020 7 46 g 46 50.0% 0.88[0.35,2.21]
Total (95% CI) 96 96 100.0%  1.00[0.53, 1.88]
Total events 16 16
Heterogeneity: Chi*=0.15,df=1 {P=0.70); F=0% I t 1 t i
el 2 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Testfor overall effect: Z=0.00 (P = 1.00) Favours Penehyclidine Favours Placeho
Supplementary Figure 5. Forest plot of dry mouth
Penehyclidine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Lu 2021 14 50 g 50 17.8% 1.75[0.81, 3.80] e B ]
Wang 2021 73 17 27 118 59.9% 2.73[1.90,3.91) —i—
Zhao 2020 kil 46 10 46 22.3% 310[1.73, 5.56] TS TR
Total (95% CI) 213 214 100.0%  2.64[1.98, 3.50] R
Total events 118 45
Heterageneity: Chi*=1.40, df= 2 (P = 0.50); F= 0% 012 055 % é

Test for averall effect: Z= 6.69 (P < 0.00001)

Favours Penehyclidine Favours Placeho



