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Figure 4a

Forrest Plot to Show Meta-analytic Correlation Between Depression Scores and CSI Total Scores

Correlation (Schmidt-Hunter) meta-analysis plot
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Figure 4b

Forrest Plot to Show Meta-analytic Correlation Between Anxiety Scores and CSI Total Scores
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Figure 4c

Forrest Plot to Show Meta-analytic Correlation Between Pressure Pain Threshold Scores and CSI Total

Scores
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Figure 4d

Forrest Plot to Show Meta-analytic Correlation Between Temporal Summation Scores and CSI Total
Scores
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Figure 4e

Forrest Plot to Show Meta-analytic Correlation Between Depression Scores and PSQ Total Scores

Correlation (Schmidt-Hunter) meta-analysis plot
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Figure 4f

Forrest Plot to Show Meta-analytic Correlation Between Anxiety Scores and PSQ Total Scores
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Figure 4g

Forrest Plot to Show Meta-analytic Correlation Between Pressure Pain Threshold Scores and PSQ
Total Scores

Correlation (Schmidt-Hunter) meta-analysis plot
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Figure 4h

Forrest Plot to Show Meta-analytic Correlation Between Temporal Summation Scores and PSQ Total
Scores

Correlation (Schmidt-Hunter) meta-analysis plot
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