Need to make sure they are all in the same direction for

interpretation.
Meta-analysis of PTSD studies
Intervention Program Usual Care
Study nl meanl =dl n2 mean? =d2 Instru~t
Ander=sen 41 B.68 5.3 44 10.33 4.75 ?
Dmonne 1 12 15.62 B8.16 11 23.31 7.97 FDS
Dmonne 2 12 15.52 10.43 11 22.23 11.53 IES-R
Koopman 22 39.9 18.7 25 38.1 15.4 PCL-5
Browne 31 33.93 18.7 25 38.1 15.5 BCL-C
Engesl 292 -6.07 11.61 288 -3.54 12.21 FDS
Jull 46 10.8 15.5 51 12.2 14.3 IES
%
Study SMD (95% Cl) Weight
Intervention lower (better?) Intervention higher (worse?)
Andersen —o—é—— -0.33 (-0.76, 0.10) 9.28
Dunne 1 * - -0.95 (-1.82, -0.09) 2.26
Dunne 2 :‘ -0.21 (-1.03, 0.61) 2.53
Koopman —é——o— 0.11 (-0.47, 0.68) 5.18
Browne —_—— -0.24 (-0.77, 0.29) 6.09
Engel —_—— -0.21 (-0.38, -0.05) 63.94
Jull —;—0—— -0.09 (-0.49, 0.30) 10.71
Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.594) @ -0.21 (-0.34, -0.08) 100.00
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis E
T ! T
-1.82 0 1.82
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SMD = standardized mean difference

Study | SHD [85% Conf. Intervall % Weight
_____________________ o
Andersen | -0.32%9 -0.757 0.100 9.28
Dunne 1 | -0.953 -1.820 -0.085 2.26
Dunne 2 | -0.207 -1.027 0.614 2,53
Koopman | D.106 -0.468 0.679 5.18
Browne | —-0.240 -0.765 0.288 6.09
Engel | -0.212 -0.376 -0.04% 63.54
Jull | -0.094 -0.453 0.305 10.71
_____________________ o
D+L pooled SHD | -0.212 -0.343 -0.082 100.00
_____________________ o

Heterogeneity chi-squared = 4.61 (d.f. = 6) p = 0.594
I-=guared (wvariatiomn in SMD attributable to heterogeneity)} = O.0%
Eztimate of between-study wvariance Tau-sgquared = 0.0000
Meta-analysis of pain
Intervention Program Usual Care
Study nl meanl =dl n2 mean2 =d2 Instrument
Andersen 41 5.25 2.36 44 5.4%9 2.41 ?
Duonne 1z 36.69 12.58 11 43.85 12.88 HDI
Eoopman 22 5.2 2.6 25 9.1 2.3 5F36
Browne 1 31 §.87 5.91 35 10.22 7.18 Fain detect
Browne 2 31 3.13 2.03 35 3.03 2.74 Average pain
Browne 3 31 4.61 1.47 35 4.29 1.72 Pain CC
Browne 4 31 66.92 31.72 35 43.89 26.65 Pain relief
Engel 1 292 5.45 2.56 288 5.78 2.03 Pain intensity
Engel 2 252 4.81 2.73 288 5.2 2.88 Pain interference
Jnll 1 46 15.3 17.9 51 16.1 16.9 HDI
Jull 2 46 1.5 1.5 51 1.8 1.9 WAS



rbrown
Typewritten Text
SMD = standardized mean difference

rbrown
Highlight

rbrown
Highlight

rbrown
Typewritten Text
Intervention Program    Usual Care


Study

Andersen

Dunne

L

Koopman

Browne 1

Browne 2

Browne 3

Erowne 4

Engel 1

Engel 2

Jull 1

Jull 2

Owerall (l-squared = 44.4%, p = 0.055)

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

*

-

A4

SMD (95% CI)

2010 (-0.53, 0.33)

0.41 (-1.23, 0.42)

1037 (-0.95, 0.21)

0,20 {-0.69, 0.28)

0.04 (-0.44, 0.52)

0.20 (-0.29, 0.58)

0.79 (0.29, 1.29)

014 (-0.31, 0.02)

-0.14 (-0.30, 0.02)

0.18 (-0.22, 0.58)

0.05 (-0.35, 0.45)

20.02 (017, 0.13)

Weight

8.26

2.90

529

6.90

6.92

6.90

6.55

19.16

19.16

8.93

9.00

100.00

I
-1.29

129



Study | SHD [85% Conf. Intervall % Weight
_____________________ e
Ander=en | -0.101 -0.526 0.325 8.26
Dunne | -0.406 -1.233 0.422 2.90
Koopman | -0.368 -0.5946 0.210 5.29
Browne 1 | -0.204 -0.6859 0.281 6.50
Browne 2 | ©0.041 -0.442 0.525 6.92
Browne 3 | D0.195 -0.286 0.684 6.90
Browne 4 | D0.73%0 0.288 1.253 6.55
Engel 1 | -0.143 -0.306 0.020 19.16
Engel 2 | -0.139 -0.302 0.024 19.16
Jull 1 | 0.184 -0.215 0.584 8.98
Jull 2 | D0.053 -0.346 0.451 9.00
_____________________ e
D+4L pooled SHD | -0.018 -0.168 0.132 100.00
_____________________ o

Heterogeneity chi-squared = 17.95% (d.f£. = 10) p = 0.055
I-zquared (wvariation in SMD attributable to heterogeneity) = 44.4%
Eztimate of between-study wvariance Tau-sqguared = 0.0236

Test of SHMD=0 : =z= 0.24 o = 0.814





