Appendix 1
Sensitivity analysis:

After obtaining all data regarding the 22 patients receiving 24 treatments, we obtained a sensitivity analysis by removing the two subjects receiving bilateral treatment and then replicated all analyses. The following tables are the statistics and estimated effects based on the set excluding two subjects receiving bilateral treatment (N=20).


	
	N=20

	Age, median (min, max)
	58.5 (40, 76)

	Male sex
	6 (30%)

	Race
White
Black
Native Hawaiian
Unknown
	
11 (55%)
2 (10%)
1 (5%)
6 (30%)

	Weight (km), mean ± SD
	84.60 ± 14.95

	Height (cm), mean ± SD
	169.42 ± 9.72

	BMI, mean ± SD
	30.31 ± 5.35

	Baseline NPS, median (min, max)
	5 (2, 10)

	Baseline PGIC, median (min, max)
	2 (1, 4)


Supplementary Table 1. Demographics and baseline scores (N=20)




	Relative change from baseline
	N
	Mean
	Standard deviation

	(Week 1 – baseline)/baseline×100%
	20
	-46.8%
	34.4%

	(Week 2 – baseline)/baseline×100%
	20
	-50.0%
	36.9%

	(Week 4 – baseline)/baseline×100%
	20
	-39.6%
	50.4%

	(Week 8 – baseline)/baseline×100%
	20
	-31.1%
	73.5%

	(Week 12 – baseline)/baseline×100%
	18
	-35.4%
	86.8%


Supplementary Table 2. Descriptive statistics for NPS relative changes from baseline (N=20)



	Relative change from baseline
	N
	Mean
	Standard deviation

	(Week 1 – baseline)/baseline×100%
	20
	207.9%
	180.2%

	(Week 2 – baseline)/baseline×100%
	20
	212.5%
	190.5%

	(Week 4 – baseline)/baseline×100%
	20
	250.4%
	185.6%

	(Week 8 – baseline)/baseline×100%
	20
	222.1%
	207.7%

	(Week 12 – baseline)/baseline×100%
	18
	205.1%
	227.7%


Supplementary Table 3. Descriptive statistics for PGIC relative changes from baseline (N=20)

	Time
	Estimate
	Standard error
	95% CI
	P value

	Week 1
	-46.9%
	11.6%
	(-70.2%, -23.5%)
	<0.001

	Week 2
	-50.0%
	11.4%
	(-72.8%, -27.2%)
	<0.001

	Week 4
	-39.6%
	11.4%
	(-62.5%, -16.8%)
	0.001

	Week 8
	-31.1%
	13.6%
	(-58.2%, -3.9%)
	0.026

	Week 12
	-34.8%
	18.2%
	(-71.3%, 1.8%)
	0.06


Supplementary Table 4. Estimates of relative changes from baseline at different time points based on the mixed model for NPS (N=20)

	Time
	Estimate
	Standard error
	95% CI
	P value

	Week 1
	207.9%
	43.7%
	(120.4%, 295.4%)
	<0.001

	Week 2
	212.5%
	42.5%
	(127.4%, 297.7%)
	<0.001

	Week 4
	250.4%
	41.3%
	(167.7%, 333.1%)
	<0.001

	Week 8
	222.1%
	43.5%
	(134.9%, 309.2%)
	<0.001

	Week 12
	188.2%
	52.3%
	(83.3%, 293.0%)
	<0.001


Supplementary Table 5. Estimates of relative changes from baseline at different time points based on the mixed model for PGIC (N=20)

Removal of two study subjects led to loss of efficiency, however our mixed models on the reduced set still suggested improvements on pain since baseline. 


