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Webfigure 1. Effect of class of antihypertensive agent on incidence of headache compared to 

other antihypertensive classes or placebo, different CCB classes analysed separately 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Webfigure 2. Effect of class of antihypertensive agent on incidence of headache and variability 

in SBP compared to other antihypertensive classes or placebo, limited to trials of 26 weeks 

duration or less. A) Effect on incidence of headache. B) Effect on variability in SBP. 
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Webfigure 3. Effect of class of antihypertensive agent on incidence of headache compared to 

other antihypertensive classes or placebo in trials reporting the incidence of new-onset 

headache or headache felt to be drug-related. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Webfigure 4. Effect of class of antihypertensive agent on difference in variability in DBP at 

follow-up compared to other antihypertensive classes or placebo.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Webfigure 5. Effect of different non-dihydropyridine calcium channel blockers on on incidence 

of headache compared to other antihypertensive classes or placebo. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Webfigure 6. Effect of class of antihypertensive agent on incidence of headache and variability 

in SBP compared to other antihypertensive classes or placebo, excluding amlodipine. A) Effect 

on incidence of headache. B) Effect on variability in SBP. 
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