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Abbreviations

SHTTLPR or 5-HTTLPR serotonin transporter gene (long long/short long/short short allele carrier
(ll/sl/ss) variants)

Cl confidence interval
COMT catechol-O-methyltransferase
df degrees of freedom
DRD4 dopamine D4 receptor
GABRA GABA Subunit A Receptor
M-H Mantel-Haenzsel
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O.1 Biological factors

Figure O.1: Association between DRD4-7 repeat allele and disorganised attachment

Disorganised Mon-disorganised Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
1.3.1 DRD4-7 repeat allele
Cicchetti 2011 32 114 14 41 48.3% 0.68[0.32,1.44] ——
Frigerio 2008 a 18 29 90 17.8% 1.53[0.86, 4.21] —
Lakatas 2002 12 18 29 T 96% 416 [1.40,12.37] e —
Spangler 2004 4 23 20 7rO243% 0aa[o017,1.81] .
Subtotal (95% Cl) 174 280 100.0% 1.13[0.71, 1.81] L 3
Total events a6 a4

Heterageneity, Chi®=9.02, df= 3 (P=0.03);, F=67%
Testfor overall effect: Z=052 (F=061)

1.3.3 DRD4/-521 cc

Frigetio 2009 3 20 32 92 743%  0.33[0.09,1.21)] —l—
Lakatos 2002 2 18 10 F7O267% 084017, 4.20] —-
Subtotal (95% CI) 38 169 100.0%  0.46 [0.17, 1.26] -
Total events L} 42

Heterageneity, Chi®=0.78, df=1 (P =0.38); F=0%
Testfor overall effect: Z=151 (F=013)

1.3.4 DRD4/SHTTLPR I

Cicchetti 2011 82 114 26 41 861%  1.48[0.69,3.14] ——
Lakatos 2003 4 17 B 73 O12.0%  3.44[0.85,13.00] T—
Subtotal (95% CI) 131 114 100.0%  1.75[0.90, 3.40] -

Total events e 32

Heterageneity, Chi®=1.09, df=1 (P =0.30); F= 8%
Testfor overall effect: Z=165(F=0.10)

1 1 1 ]
0.01 01 10 100
) ) Favours non-disorganised Fawours disorganised
Test far subgroup differences: Chif= 470, df= 2 (P =010, F=57.4%

Figure O.2: Association between 5-HTTLRP Il and disorganised attachment

Disorganised  Non-disorganised Odds Ratio (Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
1.4.7 5-HTTLPR I
Bakermans-Kranenburg 2012 7 25 a 12 151% 0.54[0.13, 2.30] I E—
Cicchetti 2011 36 114 10 39 3T% 1.34 [0.59, 3.04] —T
Frigerio 2009 10 20 27 91 151% 2.37[0.89, 6.35] e
Spangler 2009 4 23 il 73 O381% 0.28[0.09, 0.82] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 182 215 100.0% 0.97 [0.59, 1.59] ’
Total events a7 73
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 8.54, df=3 {F = 0.04); F=65%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.11 (P = 0.81)

0.01 01 10 100

) ) Favours non-disorganised Favours disorganised
Test for subgroup differences: Mot applicable
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Figure O.3:

Association between 521 COMT GABRA and disorganised attachment

Disorganised  Non-disorganised Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
1.5.2 521 CTMT
Lakatos 2002 13 18 57 T4 % 0.81[0.29, 2.88]
Spangler 2008 15 23 57 73 558% 0.53[0.19,1.46]
Subtotal {95% CI) a1 150 100.0% 0.67 [0.31, 1.44]
Total events 8 114
Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.00; Chi*= 049 df=1{F=048) F=0%
Test for averall effect Z=1.02 (P=0.31)
155521 cc
Lakatos 2002 g 18 20 T4 % 1.10[0.35, 3.46]
Spangler 2008 a 23 16 T3 OB5O8Wm 1.80[0.68, 5.28] ?
Subtotal {95% CI) aM 150 100.0% 1.49 [0.69, 3.20]
Tatal events 13 36
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi*=049, df=1 (P =048); F=0%
Test for overall effect, £=1.02 (P =0.313
1.5.9 COMT gg
Frigerio 2009 9 1 23 43 100.0% 2.28[0.85,6.11] -t
Subtotal {95% CI) 1 93 100.0% 2,28 [0.85,6.11] 1
Total events 9 23
Heterogeneity: Mot applicakle
Testfor averall effect Z=1.64 (P=010)
1.5.10 GABRAG cc
Frigerio 2009 2 149 16 91 100.0% 0.55[0.12, 2.63] 1—
Subtotal {95% CI) 19 91  100.0% 0.55[0.12, 2.63]
Tatal events 2 16

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect, £=0.75 (F = 0.46)

0.01

01

10 100

Favours non-disorganised Favours disorganised

Test for subaroup differences: Chif=5.07, df=3{P=0.17), F= 40.8%

Figure O.4:
attachment

Insecure
Events Total

Secure
Study or Subgroup  Events Total

Odds Ratio
Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

Association between DRD4-7 repeat allele, DRD4/-521 cc and secure

Odds Ratio

M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

1.6.1 DRD4 ¥ repeat allele

Frigerio 2009 19 a4 18 a0
Spangler 2009 16 60 T 32
Subtotal (95% CI) 119 82
Total events 35 246

Heterogeneity: Chif=0.43, df=1 {F=0451); F= 0%
Test for overall effect: £=0.01 {F = 0.99)

1.6.8 DRD4/-521 cc

Frigerio 20049 12 a1 13 a1
Subtotal (95% CI) 5 5
Total events 12 13

Heterogeneity: Mot applicakle
Testfor overall effect: Z=0.23 (P =0.82)

6E.4%  0.84[0.38,1.67]
336%  1.30([0.47, 3.59)
100.0%  1.00 [0.54, 1.86]
100.0% 0,90 [0.36, 2.22)
100.0%  0.90 [0.36, 2.22]

Test for subgroup differences: Chif=0.03, df=1 (F=0285), F=0%

Children’s attachment
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Figure O.5: Association between 5-HTTLPR and secure attachment

Secure Insecure Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
1.7.2 SHTTLPR I
Barry 2008 21 48 7 40 14.9% 36T [1.36,9.92]
Frigerio 2009 17 G0 20 51 53.8% 0.61[0.28, 1.36] —-
Spangler 2009 23 B 11 32 3N.2% 116 [0.47, 2.83] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 169 123 100.0% 1.24 [0.76, 2.02]
Total events £ 38

Heterogeneity: Chif= 7 60, df= 2 (F=0.02); F=74%
Test for overall effect: 2= 0.85 (P = 0.39)

1.7.3 5-HTTLPR ssisl

Barry 2008 a7 48 33 40 B24%  0.27[040,0.74] —l—
Frigetio 2008 43 B0 31 81 3T6%  1.63[0.74, 3.61] i —
Subtotal (95% CI) 108 91 100.0%  0.78 [0.44, 1.41] <
Total events 70 B4

Heterogeneity; Chif= 7.69, df=1 (P = 0.006); F= 57%
Testfor overall effect Z= 0.81 (P = 0.42)

1.7.5 5-HTTLPR ss
Pauli-Fott 2009 10 40 & 20 100.0%  0.88[0.30,2.59) t
Subtotal (95% CI) 40 20 100.0%  0.82 [0.30, 2.59]

Tatal events 10 8

Heterogeneity: Mot applicakle
Test for overall effect: £=0.24 (P = 0.81)

0.01 0.1 10 100
) . Favours insecure Favours secure
Test for subgroup differences: Chif=1.44, df =2 (F=049), F=0%
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Insecure
Events Total

Odds Ratio

Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

Odds Ratio

Association between -521, GABRA, COMT and secure attachment

M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

Figure O.6:
Secure
Study or Subgroup  Events Total
1.8.6 -521 cc
Spangler 2009 1a
Subtotal (95% CI)
Total events 1a

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=0.73 (P

1.8.7 521 TT alelle

Spangler 2009 16
Subtotal (95% CI)
Total events 16

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: £= 0.07 (P

1.8.10 GABRAG cc

Frigerio 20049 11
Subtotal (95% Cl)
Total events 11

Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle
Testfor overall effect: Z= 049 (P

1.8.11 COMT-gg

Frigerio 2009 1a
Subtotal (95% CI)
Total events 18

Heterogeneity: Mot applicakle
Test for overall effect: £=0.08 (P

71 B
71
B
= 0.46)
71 7
71
7
=094
52 7
62
7
= 06D
B2 15
62
15
=083

32 100.0%
32 100.0%

32 100.0%
32 100.0%

49 100.0%
49 100.0%

53 100.0%
53 100.0%

1.47 [0.52, 4.15)
1.47 [0.52, 4.15]

1.04 [0.38, 2.84]
1.04 [0.38, 2.84]

1.29[0.46, 3.63]
1.29 [0.486, 3.63]

1.04 [0.46, 2.33]
1.04 [0.46, 2.33]

Test for subdgroup differences: Chif= 036, df= 2 (F=095), F=0%

z
2 S
B
3

0.01

01

10 100

Favours insecure Favours secure

Figure O.7: Concordance between genetic background and secure attachment:
comparing monozygotic with dizygotic twins
MZ_Biological siblings  DZ_HNon biological (Odds Ratio (Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Biokhaorst 2003 32 a7 49 21 211%  0.84[0.42, 1.66) ——
Caonstanting 2006 26 3 13 14 46%  0.29[0.03,2.57]
Fearan 2014 127 2a8 a9 261 B1.9%  1.52[1.08 214 i
O'Connar 1991 40 a7 a4 3 12.48%  1.31[0.48,2.92) —_
Total {95% CI) 435 409 100.0%  1.30 [0.98,1.72] >
Total events 225 185
Heterogeneity: Chif= 4.23, df= 3 (P = 0.24); F= 20% ID ” 051 150 100’
Testfor overall effect 2= 1.80 (F=0.07) Favours DZ_non biological Favours MZ_biological
6
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0.2

0.21

Video feedback versus control

Psychosocial interventions for interventions for children
on the edge of care

Testfor overall effect £= 367 (P =0.0002)

Figure O.10: Insecure attachment (2-5 months)

Figure 0.8: Sensitivity (1-30 months)

Videofeedback Control 5td. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
Akai 2008 316 116 23 262 1.02 25 11.0% 0.49 [-0.09, 1.08] N
Guttentag 2014 3.8 1 ar  3.38 1 128 511% 04210015 0.69 ——
Koniak-Griffin 1992 3617 5.32 15 3094 508 16 B.4% 0881[0.23,1.73] e
Moss 2011 048 0.3 35 0.3 039 32 15.4% 0.48 [-0.01, 0.97] I
VanDoesum 2008 482 1.78 34 379 1.86 36 161% 056 [0.08,1.03] —
Total (95% CI) 205 237 100.0% 0.49 [0.30, 0.69] <&
Heterageneity: Tau?= 0.00; Chi*=1.99, df= 4 (P =0.74); F= 0% 1_2 11 5 11 21
Testfor overall effect: 2= 5.08 (P = 0.00001) Favours control Favours videofeedbac

Figure 0.9: Secure attachment (2-5 months)

Videofeedback Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Eernard 2012 il <11 20 6O 39.4% 1.561.00, 2.39] i
Moran 2005 28 49 149 a0 40.2% 1.560[0.98, 2.31] il
Moss 2011 23 34 g 32 204% 234 11.28, 4.27] —=
Total (95% CI) 144 142 100.0% 1.66 [1.27, 2.19] <
Total events az 43
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chif=1.44, df= 2 (P = 0.46); F= 0% T 0 10 P

Fawvours control  Favours videofeedbac

Videofeedback Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Eernard 2012 28 G0 40 G0 A7.59% 0.72[0.53,1.00 8
Maran 2005 21 19 KK} a0 381% 0.69[0.47,1.02) i
Maoss 2011 A 35 A 3z 4.4% 0.91 [0.28, 2.87] I B
Total (95% CI) 144 142 100.0% 0.72 [0.57,0.91] L 2
Total events a4 TB
?ehta;ngenemrl:l T?fu :ng;gghlpz—nﬁEJd?fz 2{P=090;F=0% T 0 10 P
estfor overall effect: 2= 2.69 (F = 0.007) Favours videofeedback Favours control
Figure O.11: Disorganised attachment (2-5 months)
Videofeedback Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Eernard 2012 18 G0 4 6O 35.6% 0.56 [0.36, 0.86] ——
Maran 2005 28 44 29 A0 38.6% 0.99 [0.70, 1.38]
Maoss 2011 7 35 18 32 258% 036 (017, 0.74] —
Total (95% CI) 144 142 100.0% 0.62 [0.35,1.10]
Total events a4 1
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 019, Chi*= 868, df=2 (F=0.01); F=77% "1 0z o' ] 3 P

Testfor overall effect Z=165 (P=010)

Children’s attachment

Favours videofeedback Favours control



Figure O.12: Externalising behaviour (2 months)

Videofeedback Control 5td. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Mass 2011 A7.85 9.34 35 ara4 1261 32 100.0% 0.03 [-0.45 0.481]
Total (95% CI) 35 32 100.0% 0.03 [-0.45, 0.51]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable 5_2 51 3 15 25
Testforoverall effect 2= 0.11 {F = 0.81) Favours videofeedback Favours control

Figure O.13: Internalising behaviour (2 months)

Videofeedback Control 5td. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI|
Mass 2011 A4.43 744 35 A5.86 1144 32 100.0% -0.12 [-0.60, 0.36]
Total (95% CI) 35 32 100.0% -0.12 [-0.60, 0.36]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable 5_2 51 3 15 25
Testforoverall effect: 2= 0.48 (P = 0.63) Favours videofeedback Favours control

Figure O.14: Sensitivity/responsiveness at follow-up (1-6 months)

Videofeedback Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Std. Mean Difference SE Total Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Bakermans-Kranenburg 1998 0.83 0.469 10 10 10.0% 0.83[-0.08, 1.75] T
Klein-velderman 2006 0504 0238 a4 27 38.48% 0.50[0.04, 0.97] — &
Koniak-Grifin 1992 0.82 0378 15 16 15.4% 0.82 [0.08, 1.596]
WanDoesum 2008 0.81 0.247 ki 36 36.1% 0.81[0.33,1.29] —
Total (95% Cl) 114 89 100.0% 0.70 [0.40, 0.99] e o
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=1.08, df= 3 (P = 0.79); F= 0% 5_2 51 p 15 25
Testfor overall effect: 2= 4.69 (P < 0.00001; Favours control Favours videofeedback

Figure O.15: Secure attachment at follow-up (dichotomous measure) (+3 months)

Videofeedback Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Klein-velderman 2006 36 a4 15 27 100.0% 1.20[0.82,1.77]
Total (95% CI) 54 27 100.0% 1.20 [0.82,1.77]
Total events 36 15
e et e <035 (RN I S T
estfor overall efiect. 2= 0.82 (F = 0.36) Favours control  Favours videofeedbac

Figure O.16: Secure attachment at follow-up (continuous measure) (+6 months)

Videofeedback Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
YanDoesum 2008 0.41 0.3 35 026 035 36 100.0% 0.45[-0.02, 0.93]
Total (95% CI) 35 36 100.0% 0.45[-0.02, 0.93] o
Heterageneity: Mat applicable 5_2 51 p 15 25
Testforoverall effect Z=1.89 (P =0.08) Favours control  Favours videofeedbac

Figure O.17: Externalising behaviour at follow-up (+6 months)

Videofeedback Control 5td. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 85% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
WanDoesum 2008 06 039 35 0457 0.3 36 100.0% 0.09 [-0.38, 0.55]
Total (95% CI) 35 36 100.0% 0.09 [-0.38, 0.55]
Heterogenaity: Mot applicable :—2 I1 : 1: 2:
Testfor averall effect: Z=0.36 (F=10.72) Favours videofeedback Favours control
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Figure O.18: Internalising behaviour at follow-up (+6 months)

Videofeedback Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean S0 Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
YanDoesurm 2008 045 023 35 039 016 36 100.0% 030017, 0.77]
Total (95% CI) 35 36 100.0% 0.30 [-0.17,0.77]

Heterageneity: Mot applicahle
Testfor overall effect £=1.26 (P=0.21)

1 1 1 ]
-2 -1 0 1 2z
Favours videofeedback Favours control

Figure O.19: Secure attachment at follow-up (+56 months)

Videofeedback Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl I, Random, 95% CI
YanDoesum 2008 13.29 072 29 12498 072 24 100.0% 0.42 010, 0.99] N
Total (95% CI) 29 20 100.0% 0.42 [-0.10, 0.95] e

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect Z=1.60 (F=0.11)

1
-2 -1 0 1 2
Favours control Favours videofeedbac

Figure 0.20: Externalising behaviour at follow-up (+56 months)

Videofeedback Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
YanDoesum 2008 5051 208 29 508 206 29 100.0% -0.14 [-0.65, 0.38]
Total (95% CI) 29 29 100.0% -0.14 [-0.65, 0.38]

Heterageneity: Mot applicahle
Testfor overall effect 2= 053 (P =0.60)

-2 - 0 1 7
Favours videofeedback Favours control

Figure O.21: Internalising behaviour at follow-up (+56 months)

Videofeedback Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
YanDoesum 2008 534 206 29 4967 2.06 29 100.0% 1790117, 2.40]
Total (95% CI) 29 29 100.0% 1.79 [1.17, 2.40] ]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicakile I_2 I1 p 1: 2:
Testforoverall effect: 2= 5.69 (P = 0.00001) Favours videofeedback Favours control
0.2.2 Video feedback versus counselling
Figure 0.22: Insensitivity (6 months)
Videofeedback  Counselling Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Stein 2006 17 38 26 39 100.0% 067 [0.44,1.02]
Total (95% CI) 38 39 100.0% 0.67 [0.44,1.02] <P
Total events 17 25
Heterageneity: Mot applicahle 'D.D1 Df1 1- 1'D 1UU'

Testfar averall effect: Z=1.87 (F = 0.06)

Children’s attachment

Favours videofeedback Favours counselling



0.2.3 Parent-child psychotherapy versus control

Figure O.23: Sensitivity/responsiveness (1-12 months)

Psychotherapy Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean S0 Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
Lieherrman 1991 583 243 30 415 2.4 23 485% DE8[0121.24] ——
Sleed 2013 3498 85 51 3806 7.3 a7 51.5% -0.38 [-0.81, 0.05]
Total (95% CI) 81 60 100.0% 0.14 [-0.91,1.18]
Heterogeneity; Tau?= 0.50; Chif= .78, df=1 (P = 0.003); F= 89% 5_2 51 X 15 25

Test for overall effect. £=0.24 (P =0.80)

Favours control

Favours psychotherap

Figure O.24: Secure attachment (dichotomous measure) (1-16 months)

Psychotherapy Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Cicchetti 1999Toth 2006 il 46 g 54 AB9% 4.04[2.15, 7.549] -
Cicchetti 2008 17 28 1 54 411%  32.T79[4.60, 233.80] —
Total (95% CI) 74 108 100.0% 9.55[1.09, 83.42] —agglii——
Total events L 10
Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.497; Chi*=4 86 df=1 (P =0.03); F=78% 'D.DDE DH 1-0 SDD'

Testfor overall efiect: Z=2.04 {F = 0.04) Favours control  Favours psychotherap

Figure O.25: Secure attachment (continuous measure) (12 months)

Std. Mean Difference
I, Random, 95% Cl

5td. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Control
Mean SD Total Weight

Psychotherapy
Study or Subgroup  Mean 5D Total
5.3.1 Preschool (=4 years)

Lieberman 1991 025 041 30 0.3 034 23 50.3% -013 FOBT, 0.41]

Subtotal (95% Cl) 30 23 50.3% -0.13 [0.67, 0.41]

Heterogeneity, Mot applicahle

Testfor averall effect Z= 047 (P=0.64)

5.3.2 Primary school {4-11 years)

Toth 2002 3491 0545 23 0323 104 a0 49.7% 067 [011,1.23] ——
Subtotal {95% Cl) 23 30 49.7% 0.67 [0.11,1.23] -
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Testfor averall effect: 2= 2.34 (P=0.02)

Total (95% CI) 53 53 100.0% 0.27 [-0.51, 1.05] —?—

R 0 1 2
Favours control  Favours psychotherap

Heterogeneity, Tau*=0.24, Chi®=4.02, df=1 (F=0.08);, F=T5%
Test for overall effect. £= 067 (P =0.50)
Test for subgroup differences: Chif=4.02, df=1{P=005,F=751%

2

Figure O.26: Insecure attachment (continuous measure) (12 months)

Psychotherapy Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Lieberman 1981 212 1.49566039 an 3.4 196724427 23 100.0% -0.74 F1.30,-017]
Total (95% CI) 30 23 100.0% -0.74 [-1.30, -0.17] e
Heterogeneity: Nat applicable 5_2 51 b 15 25

Test for overall effect: Z=2.46 (F=0.01) Favours psychotherapy Favours control

Children’s attachment



Figure O.27: Insecure attachment (dichotomous measure) (1-16 months)

Psychotherapy Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Cicchetti 1999Toth 2006 10 46 23 54 B39% 0.51 [0.27, 0.96]
Cicchetti 2008 2 28 11 54 161% 0.35[0.08, 1.47] . —
Total {95% CI) 74 108 100.0% 0.48 [0.27, 0.86] E 3
Total events 12 kL]
Heterageneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi®=0.23, df=1 (P = 0.63); F= 0% :D m 051 150 1DD:
Testfor overall effect Z= 249 (P =001} Favours psychatherapy Favours contral
Figure 0.28: Disorganised attachment (1-16 months)
Psychotherapy Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% ClI
Cicchetti 1999Toth 2006 5 46 22 54 2B.2% 0.27 011,068 —— @& —
Cicchetti 2006 g 8 42 54 T1.8% 0.41[0.24,0.72] —l—
Total {95% CI) 74 108 100.0% 0.37 [0.23, 0.59] -
Total events 14 64
Heterogeneity, Tau?= 0.00; Chi®= 0.69, df=1 (P =0.41);F= 0% ID y 052 DIS é é 1DI
Testfor overall effect Z=4.1% (P = 0.0001) Fa'»'ciurs ;.]S'y'chuth.erap'y' Favours contral
Figure 0.29: Secure attachment at follow-up (+12 months)
Psychotherapy Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Cicchetti 2006 15 7 B 49 100.0% 454 [1.99, 10.32]
Total (95% CI) 27 49 100.0% 4.54 [1.99,10.32] ~i——
Total events 15 G
Heterogeneity: Mat applicable =IJ ] IJ:E E|=5 é :55 1D=

Test for overall effect: Z= 3.61 (F=0.0003)

Figure O.30: Insecure attachment at follow-up (+12 months)

Favours control

Favours psychotherap

Psychotherapy Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Cicchetti 2006 5 27 149 48 100.0% 0.48[0.20,1.14] T~
Total (95% CI) 27 49  100.0% 0.48 [0.20,1.14] —agl—
Total events ] 19
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable f } } | } |
o B 01 02 nAa 2 5 10
Testfor averall effect 2= 1.67 (F = 0.09) Favours psychotherapy Favours control
Figure 0.31: Disorganised attachment at follow-up (+12 months)
Psychotherapy Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Cicchetti 2006 7 27 24 48 100.0% 0.53 [0.26, 1.08] T
Total (95% CI) 27 49 100.0% 0.53 [0.26, 1.06] —agi—
Total events 7 24
ity i f } f } f !
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable 01 02 0's ! L

Testfor overall effect, Z=1.78{FP =007

Children’s attachment

Favours psychotherapy Favours control



0.2.4 Parent-child psychotherapy versus home visiting

Figure 0.32: Secure attachment (dichotomous measure) (12 months)

Risk Ratio

Weight M-H, Random, 95% ClI

Risk Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% ClI

Psychotherapy  Home visiting
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events  Total
Cicchetti 2006 17 28 12 22 100.0%
Total (95% CI) 28 22 100.0%
Total events 17 12

Heteragenaeity: Mot applicable
Test far overall effect. £=0.43 (P = 0.6B)

111 [0.69, 1.81]

1.11 [0.69, 1.81]

010z 05 1 2 5 10
Favours home visiting Favours psychotherapy

Figure 0.33: Secure attachment (continuous measure) (16 months)

5td. Mean Difference

Psychotherapy Home visiting Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SO Total Mean S0 Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
Tath 2002 1.7 208 23 238 142 34 100.0% -0.39[-0.93,0.14] I~
Total (95% CI) 23 34 100.0% -0.39 [-0.93, 0.14] —ai--
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable 5_2 51 1 1= 2=

Testfor overall effect Z=1.43 (P=0.15)

Favours home visiting Favours psychotherapy

Figure O.34: Less likely to have an insecure attachment (12 months)

Risk Ratio

Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI

Risk Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% Cl

Psychotherapy Home visiting
Study or Subgroup Evenis Total Evenis Total
Cicchetti 2008 26 28 22 22 100.0%
Total {(95% CI) 28 22 100.0%
Total events 26 22

Heterogeneity. Mot applicable
Test for averall effect: Z=1.05 (F = 0.29)

0.93[0.82,1.086]

0.93 [0.82, 1.06]

Figure 0.35: Disorganised attachment (12 months)

I 1 1 1 1 1
o102 05 z 5 10
Favours home visiting Favours psychotherapy

Psychotherapy Home visiting Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Evenis Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Cicchetti 2008 9 28 10 22 100.0% 0.71[0.35,1.43] —
Total {(95% CI) 28 22 100.0% 0.71 [0.35, 1.43] ol
Total events 9 10
Heterogeneity. Mot applicable -0_1 sz DTS ﬁ é m-

Test for averall effect: Z= 096 (F=0.34)

Favours psychotherapy Favours home visiting

Figure 0.36: Secure attachment at follow-up (+12 months)

Psychotherapy  Home visiting Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight WM-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% ClI
Cicchetti 2006 15 27 i 22 100.0% 244 1.05 567]
Total (95% CI) 27 22 100.0% 2.44 [1.05, 5.67] -
Total events 15 ]

Heteragenaeity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect. £=2.08 (P =0.04)

Children’s attachment

0.01 0.1 10 100
Favours home visiting Favours psychotherapy



0.25

Figure O.37: Less likely to have insecure attachment at follow-up (+12 months)

Favours psychotherapy  Home visiting

Risk Ratio

Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Cicchetti 2006 22 27 18 22 100.0% 1.00[0.78, 1.30]

Total (95% CI) 27 22 100.0% 1.00 [0.76, 1.30]

Tatal events 22 18

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfar averall effect £=0.03 (F=0.98)

01 02 o5 1 2 510
Favours psychotherapy Favours home visiting

Figure 0.38: Disorganised attachment at follow-up (+12 months)

Psychotherapy  Home visiting Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Cicchetti 2006 ¥ a7 13 22 100.0% 0.44[0.21, 0.81]
Total (95% CI) 27 22 100.0% 0.44 [0.21, 0.91] e
Total events ¥ 13
Heteragenaeity: Mot applicable o 0 0 100

Testfor overall effect £=222 (P=003

Favours psychotherapy Favours home visiting

Parent sensitivity and behaviour training versus control

Figure 0.39: Sensitivity/responsiveness (1-13 months) (pre-school 1-13 months)

(primary school 3—4 months)

Sensitivity training Control Std. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean S0 Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
10.1.1 Preschool =4 years
Armmaniti 2006 725 106 45 BBET 3T 33 9.5% 0.02[-0.43, 0.47] —
Eritt 1994 526 4.3 14 519 59 12 41% 013 [-0.64, 0.91] I —
Cooper 2008 B.51 273 153 582 264 165 154% 0.26[0.04, 0.48] —=
Harawyitz 2001 9455 177 1] 8.8 1.86 a7 12.3% 0.41[0.04,0.78] —
Harowitz 2013 53.16 8.3 B2 5371 7 B3 1249% -0.07 [-0.42, 0.28] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 334 330 58.3% 0.18 [0.02, 0.35] L3
Heterageneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 4,42 df=4 {F=0.29); F= 9%
Testfor overall effect: 2= 217 (P=003)
10.1.2 Primary school {(4-11 years)
Hughes 2004 0r3 013 13 062 015 13 3.9% 0.76[-0.04, 1.56] | B —
O'Connor 2013 4 153 88 361 1.33 86 15.3% 0.27 [-0.03, 0.57] =
Thomas 2011 5.2 1.6 43 52 18 33 9.4% 0.00[-0.45, 0.45] I
Thomas 2012 6.3 1.2 L] 54 14 81 13.2% 068 [0.33,1.07] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 203 213 41.7% 0.39 [0.06, 0.71] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.06, Chi*= 694 df=3 (P=0.07), F=57T%
Testfor overall effect: Z=235(F=002)
Total (95% CI) 537 543 100.0% 0.26 [0.09, 0.43] . 3
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.03; Chi*= 13.65, df= 8 {P = 0.09); F= 41% 5_2 51 ] 15 2’

Testfor overall effect 2= 3.00 (P = 0.003)
Testfor subgroup differences: Chif=1.21, df=1(P=0271, F=17.2%

Favours control  Fawvours training

Figure 0.40: Externalising behaviour (3—4 months)

Sensitivity training Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD  Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
Thamas 2011 633 113 42 654 103 36 36.0% -0.19 [-0.64, 0.25] —
Thomas 2012 59 126 A7 629 111 89 B4.0% -0.33 [-0.67, 0.00] —
Total (95% CI) 99 125 100.0% -0.28 [-0.55, -0.01] <
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.24, df=1 (P = 0.62); F= 0% 5_2 51 : 15 25

Testfor averall effect. 2= 2.06 (P =0.04)

Children’s attachment

Favours training Favours control



Figure O.41: Internalising behaviour (3—4 months)

Sensitivity training Control Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD  Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
Thamas 2011 a5.1 124 42 84 1141 36 35.8% 0.09 [-0.35, 0.54]
Thomas 2012 A5 104 A7 A51 122 89 B4.2% 012 [F0.21, 0.45)
Total (95% CI) 99 125 100.0% 0.11 [-0.16, 0.38]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.01, df=1 (P =0.82); F= 0% 5_2 51 : 15 25
Testfor aoverall effect 2= 0.80 (F = 0.42) Favours training Favours control
Figure 0.42: Negative parenting attitudes (3—4 months)

Sensitivity training Control 5td. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
Thomas 2011 174 1193 40 170.8 10598 36 34.6% 0.03[-0.4Z2, 048]
Thomas 2012 1371 1107 59 1491 1034 91 65.4% -0011 0044, 0023
Total (95% Cl) 99 127 100.0% -0.06 [-0.33, 0.20]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.24, df= 1 (F = 0.62); F= 0% 1_2 11 3 ,i 21
Testfor overall effect Z=0.47 (P = 0.64) Favours training Favours control

Figure 0.43: Sensitivity/responsiveness at follow-up (+6 months)

Sensitivity training Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Cooper 20049 116 156 102 162 100.0% 1.18[1.02,1.37]
Total (95% CI) 156 162 100.0% 1.18 [1.02, 1.37] -
Total events 116 102
Heterogeneity: Mat applicakle 'IZI.S IZITT 115 2-

Test for overall effect Z= 218 (F=003

Figure O.44: Secure attachment at follow-up (+6 months)

Favours control  Favours training

Sensitivity training Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 50 Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Cooper 2008 6.51 273 153 582 264 165 100.0% 0.26[0.04, 0.48]
Total (95% CI) 153 165 100.0% 0.26 [0.04, 0.48] -
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable 5_2 51 : 15 25

Testfar overall effect 2= 228 (P =0.02)

Favours control  Favours training

Figure 0.45: Less likely to have an insecure attachment at follow-up (+6 months)

Sensitivity training Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Cooper 2009 126 156 118 162 100.0% 1.11 [0.98, 1.29)
Total (95% CI) 156 162 100.0% 1.11 [0.98, 1.25]
Total events 126 118

Heterogeneity: Mat applicakle
Test for overall effect Z=1.67 (F=00%9

Children’s attachment

oaoz o5 1 2 £ 10
Favours control  Favours training




Figure 0.46: Less likely to have disorganised attachment at follow-up (+6 months)

Sensitivity training Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Cooper 20049 146 156 146 162 100.0% 1.04 097, 1.11]
Total (95% CI) 156 162 100.0% 1.04 [0.97, 1.11]
Total events 146 146

Heterogeneity; Mot applicable
Test for overall effect £=1.13 (F = 0.26)

0.2.6 Home visiting versus control

Figure O.47:

Sensitivity/responsiveness (1-36 months)

Home visiting Control

Std. Mean Difference

1 1 1
2 a 10
Favours training

L 1 1
0102 na 1
Favours control

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Std. Mean Difference SE Total  Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Armstrong 1999 053 0155612 ar ay  a0% 0.53[0.23,0.83] I
Barlow 2007 0.36 0183673 62 59 4.3% 0.36 [0.00,0.72]

Barlow 2013 0.099 0112 158 163 6.2% 010012, 0.32] T

Booth 1989 013 0206633 43 42 38% 013027, 0.53] -
Caldera 2007 019 01275451 126 123 58% 019 [-0.06, 0.44] I
Duggan 2004 018 00867345 320 2N 6.9% 0.18[0.01, 0.35] —
Goodson 2000 -0.02 0.038265 1369 1430 2.0% -0.02[-0.09, 0.08] T

Heinicke 2001 161 0290816 )| 33 25% 1.61[1.04, 2.18] —_—*
Infante-Rivard 1989 0.43 0303571 21 23 24% 0.43[0.16,1.02] I

kemp 2011 0.38 0155612 a9 80 40% 0.38 [0.08, 0.68] a—
Kitzman 1997 0.045 n.og 511 224 T1% 0.04 [-0.11,0.20] T

knoche 2012 0.44 0265306 37 24 218% 0.44[-0.08, 0.96] T
Love 2005 0.11 0.048469 av4 784 TH% 0.11[0.02, 0.20] ™

Maorr 20033 021 0112244 182 141 6.2% 0.21[-0.01,0.43] —

Maorr 2003k 0 0163265 7E 78 458% 0.00[-0.32,0.32] -1

Olds 1994 0.706 0302 19 a0 4% 0.71[0.11,1.30]

Olds 2002 0.205 0102 178 210 65% 0.20[0.01, 0.40] —
Schuler 2000 075 0168163 a4 a7 449% 0.75[0.44, 1.06] -
YWagner 2002 0.03 0234694 ] 47 33% 0.03[-0.43, 0.49] T
Walkup 2009 -0.14 0191327 47 62 41% -0.14 [-0.81, 0.23] -1

Total (95% CI) 4355 3954 100.0% 0.24[0.14, 0.35] L ]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.04; Chi®= 78.749, df=19 (P < 0.00001); F= T6% 5_2 51 b 1’ 2’

Testfor overall effect Z=4.44 (P = 0.00001)

Favours control  Favours home visiting

Figure 0.48: Secure attachment (dichotomous measure) (12 months)

Home visiting Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Barnett 1987 17 29 17 23 100.0% 079 [0.54,1.17] —
Total (95% Cl) 20 23 100.0% 0.79 [0.54, 1.17] -
Total events 17 17
Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle 103 05 5 LR

Testfor averall effect Z=116 (P =024

Favours control  Favours home visiting

Figure 0.49: Secure attachment (continuous measure) (1-24 months)

Home visiting Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Armstrong 19599 -12.44 361 a7 -13.51 361 87 37.8% 0.30[-0.00, 0.59] -
Heinicke 2001 B1 094 kil 421 1.8 33 32.0% 1.281[0.74,1.82] —
Jacohson 1991 1316 1.37 23 1201 096 23 30.0% 0.96 [0.34,1.57] —
Total (95% CI) 141 143 100.0% 0.81 [0.15, 1.47] —~ai—
Heterageneity: Tau®= 0.27; Chi®=11.40, df= 2 (P = 0.003); F= 82% 5_2 51 5 15 25

Testfor overall effect: Z=242 (F =002

Children’s attachment

Favours control Favours home visiting



Figure O.50: Insecure attachment (12-24 months)

Home visiting Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Barnett 1987 12 29 f 23 491% 1.69 [0.70, 2.58] ——
Heinicke 2001 7 kil 16 30 50.89% 0.42 [0.20, 0.88] ——
Total {95% CI) 60 53 100.0% 0.81 [0.22, 2.95] ——e———
Total events 19 22
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.72; Chi*= 560, df=1 (P=003; F=82% F f f f f |
T tfg n;l i t'Z—DIBE F'-EI?SI ( 4 o1 02 05 2 5 10
estfor overall effect 2= 0.32 (F=10.7%) Fawvours home visiting Favours control
Figure O.51: Externalising behaviour (7—36 months)
Home visiting Control Std. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Std. Mean Difference SE Total Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Barlow 2013 -0.262 0112 159 163 9.9% -0.26 [-0.48,-0.04] -
Caldera 2007 -0.24 0.127451 126 123 8.2% -0.24 [-0.458, 0.01] a—
Goodson 2000 -0.03 0.038265 1440 1415 277% -0.03 [-0.10, 0.04] -
Kitzman 1997 -0.132 0.08 511 224 154% -0.13[-0.29, 0.02] ]
Lowe 20045 -0.06 0.04591837 1068 962 251% -0.06 [-0.15, 0.03] -
Olds 2002 -0.08 0.102 178 210 11.3% -0.08 [-0.28,0.132] T
Walkup 2009 -0.63 0.255102 35 30 2.5% -0.63[1.13,-013]
Total {95% CI) 3518 3127 100.0% -0.11 [-0.19, -0.03] +
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi#=11.18, df= 6 (P = 0.08); F= 46% 1_2 i1 p 1i 2‘
Testfor overall effect 7= 2.75 (P = 0.008) Favours home visiting Favours control
Figure O.52: Internalising behaviour (7-36 months)
Home visiting Control 5td. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Std. Mean Difference SE Total Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Barlow 2013 -0.137 0112 1549 163 26.5% -0.14 [-0.36, 0.08] -
Caldera 2007 -0.29 0127491 126 123 239% -0.29 [-0.54,-0.04] ——
Goodson 2000 0.03 0038265 1440 1415 38.0% 0.03[-0.04,010] L
Walkup 2009 -0.35 0.252551 35 30 107% -0.35[-0.84, 0.14] — T
Total (95% CI) 1760 1731 100.0% -0.13[-0.32, 0.06] ‘
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.02; Chi*= 8.98 df=3 (F=0.03), F= 67% 5_2 I1 b 4 2!
Testfor overall effect Z=1.37 (P =017 Favours home visiting Favours control
Figure 0.53: Mental development (9—-36 months)
Home visiting Control 5td. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Std. Mean Difference SE Total  Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Black 1994 -0.09 0257653 ey 24 0.9% -0.09 [-0.59, 0.41] —
Caldera 2007 0.27 0127551 126 123 38% 0.27[0.02,0.52] —
Goodson 2000 0.08 0038265 1401 1335 427% 0.08 [0.01,0.15] o
Heinicke 2001 a 0.25 il 33 1.0% 0.00[-0.43, 0.49] . .
Infante-Rivard 19849 011 030102 21 23 0.7% 0.11 [-0.48 0.70] 1
Kemp 2011 01 0191327 a0 50 1.7% 010[-0.27, 0.47] T
lkitzman 1997 0.014 0.08 511 224 9.8% 0.01 [-0.14,017)] -+
Laove 2005 005 005102 a74 79 240% 0.08[-0.01,019] il
Morr 2003a 022 0112245 182 141 5.0% 0.22[0.00, 0.44] —
Morr 2003k -0.07 0160714 76 78 Z24% -0.07 [[0.38, 0.24] T
Olds 1994 0197 0.284 20 30 0.7% 0.20[-0.37, 0.76] N B
Olds 2002 0.059 o102 178 210 60% 0.06 [-0.14, 0.26] T
Wagner 2002 0.05 0232143 ey 47 1.2% 0.05 [-0.40, 0.50] T
Total (95% CI) 3547 3102 100.0% 0.08 [0.03, 0.13] ]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Shif= 612, df=12 (P = 0.91% F=0% 5_2 51 5 15 25

Test for overall effect 2= 3.36 (P = 0.0008)

Children’s attachment

Favours control  Favours home visiting



Figure O.54: Motor development (13-24 months)

Home visiting Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Black 1994 1007 al.6v kil 100 1292 28 B3% 0.02[-0.449 0483
Caldera 2007 981 11.85 126 96 1098 123 261% 018007, 0.43] T
Heinicke 2001 974 1307 il 931 14 33 BE% 0.31 018, 0.81]
kemp 2011 10326 1347 GO0 103.07 14.85 a0 11.a8% 0.01 [-0.36, 0.38]
Marr 2003a 994 157 182 977 1659 141 334% 0A0[F012, 033 =
Marr 2003k 979 16.3 7B 974 167 T O1B2% 0.03 [-0.29, 0.34]
Total (95% Cl) 506 454 100.0% 0.11 [0.02, 0.24] P
Heterageneity: Tau?= 0.00; Chi*=1.61, df= 8 {F = 0.90); F= 0% 5_2 _51 ] 15 25

Testfor overall effect: Z=1.71 (P =0.09)

Figure O.55: Parenting attitudes (24—-25 months)

Home visiting Control Std. Mean Difference

Favours control  Favours home visiting

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  5td. Mean Difference SE Total Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI

Caldera 2007 0.24 0125 126 123 268% 0.24 [-0.00, 0.48]

Kitzman 1997 0161 0.o08 511 224 B54% 016 [0.00,0.32]

Wagner 2002 019 0232143 K 47 T.8% 019 [-0.26, 0.64] -

Total (95% Cl) 668 394 100.0% 0.18 [0.06, 0.31] .

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.28, df= 2 (P = 0.87); I*= 0% B R 3 ] 7

Testfor overall effect: Z=2.85(F = 0.004)

Figure O.56: Secure attachment at follow-up (+1 month)

Favours control  Favours home visiting

Home visiting Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Armstrong 1999 -12.05 347 80 -1278 367 80 100.0% 0.20 011, 0.51]
Total (95% CI) 80 80 100.0% 0.20 [-0.11, 0.51]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle 5
Testfor overall effect £=1.28 (F=0.20)

Favours control

1
-1 0 1 2
Favours home visiting

Figure O.57: Sensitivity/responsiveness at follow-up (+1-10 months)

Home visiting Control Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  5td. Mean Difference SE Total Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Armstrong 1998 0.41 0160714 a0 g0 60.2% 0.41[0.10,0.73] ——

Black 19594 0.67 0265306 kil 29 221% 067 [0.15,1.19] —

Olds 1994 0.376 0.296 19 ;T T% 0.38 [-0.20, 0.96] T

Total (95% Cl) 130 139 100.0% 0.46 [0.22, 0.71] ‘
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.80, df= 2 (P = 0.67); I*= 0% B R 3 ] 7

Testfor overall effect Z=3.70 (P = 0.0002)

Figure O.58: Mental development at follow-up (+6-10 months)

Home visiting Control Std. Mean Difference

Favours control  Favours home visiting

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup 5td. Mean Difference SE Total Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
Infante-Rivard 1989 011 0.30102 21 23 50.3% 0.11 [-0.48, 0.70]
Olds 1994 0.185 0.303 19 30 49.7% 0.20 [-0.40,0.79]
Total {95% CI) 40 53 100.0% 0.15 [-0.27, 0.57]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi®=0.04, df=1{P =084}, F=0%
Testfor overall effect Z=0.71 (P = 0.48)

Children’s attachment

,
2 -1 0 1 2
Favours control  Favours home visiting




Figure O.59: Motor development at follow-up (+6 months)

Home visiting Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Infante-Rivard 1988 1184 8.8 21 1142 132 23 100.0% 0.36 [-0.23, 0.96] —
Total (95% CI) 21 23 100.0% 0.36 [-0.23, 0.96] e
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable 5_2 51 3 15 25
Testfor overall efiect 2=1.20(F = 0.23) Favours contral Favours home visiting

Figure 0.60: Sensitivity/responsiveness at follow-up (+22 months)

Home visiting Control Std. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup 5td. Mean Difference SE Total Total Weight IV, Random, 85% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Olds 1984 03756448 0.29564303 19 30 100.0% 0.38 [-0.20, 0.96] ]
Total (95% CI) 19 30 100.0% 0.38 [-0.20, 0.96] ol
Heterogeneity: Not applicable 1_2 =1 B 1i 2‘
Testfor overall effect 2= 1.27 (F = 0.20) Favours control  Favours home visiting

Figure O.61: Less likely to have internalising behaviour at follow-up (+48 months)

Home visiting Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Evenis Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Qlds 2002 151 169 1688 176 100.0% 1.00[0.93,1.07]
Total (95% Cl) 169 176 100.0% 1.00 [0.93, 1.07]
Total events 1581 158

o . I 1 | ]
e e o0 - R L
estfor overall effect 2= 013 (F = 0.90) Favours control  Favours home visiting

Figure 0.62: Less likely to have externalising behaviour at follow-up (+48 months)

Home visiting Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Qlds 2002 167 169 171 176 100.0% 1.02[0.99, 1.08]
Total (95% Cl) 169 176  100.0% 1.02 [0.99, 1.05]
Total events 167 171

it i } } 1 } |
e e -0z R LN

estforoverall effect 2=1.10(F = 0.27) Favours control Favours home visiting
Figure 0.63: Mental development (+22 months)
Home visiting Control Std. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Std. Mean Difference SE Total Total Weight IV, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
Olds 1994 01948713 0.30253734 19 30 100.0% 0.19 [0.40,0.79]
Total {95% CI) 19 30 100.0% 0.19 [-0.40, 0.79]
Heterageneity: Mot applicahle I_2 I1 ﬁ 1! 2!
Test for overall effect Z= 0.64 (P = 0.52) Favours control  Favours home visiting

Children’s attachment



Figure O.64: Less likely to have internalising behaviour at follow-up (+84 months)

Home visiting Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Evenis Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Qlds 2002 128 138 148 165 100.0% 1.04 [0.97,1.12]
Total (95% Cl) 138 165 100.0% 1.04 [0.97,1.12]
Total events 128 148
'||_'|ET$;UQE”EH.Y|:| Nfcnrt at;.J;IE:?bJeg . 'D.S IZIT? 1. 155 2.
estforoverall efiect 2=1.18 (F = 0.23) Favours control  Favours home visiting

Figure O.65: Less likely to have externalising behaviour at follow-up (+84 months)

Home visiting Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Evenis Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Olds 2002 133 138 181 164 100.0% 1.05[0.89,1.11]
Total (95% CI) 138 164 100.0% 1.05 [0.99, 1.11]
Total events 133 151
Heterogeneity; Mot applicable ID - DIT 1 155 25
Testfor overall effect £=1.62 (F=011) Favours control  Favours home visiting
0.2.7 Home visiting and parent-child psychotherapy versus control
Figure 0.66: Sensitivity/responsiveness (4 months)
Intervention Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Sadler 2013 28 45 22 a1 100.0% 078055 1.11]
Total (95% CI) 45 31 100.0% 0.78 [0.55,1.11]
Total events 24 22
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable f f T ; |
L _ nm 01 1 10 100
Testior overall effect Z=1.38 (F = 0.18) Favours intervention Favours control
Figure O.67: Secure attachment (12 months)
Intervention Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Sadler 2013 26 41 18 41 100.0% 1.73[1.09, 2.76]
Total (95% CI) 4 41 100.0% 1.73 [1.09, 2.76] <
Total events 2 14
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable f f ; |
L _ nm 01 10 100
Testior overall effect Z=2.32 (F = 0.02) Favours control Favours intervention

Figure 0.68: Disorganised attachment (12 months)

Intervention Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Sadler 2013 ih! a0 13 30 100.0% 0.84[0.45 1.58]
Total (95% CI) 30 30 100.0% 0.85[0.45, 1.58]
Total events i 13
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable f f T ; |
o _ 0.01 01 1 10 100
Testfor overall effect Z=0.53 (F = 0.60) Favours intervention Favours control

Children’s attachment



0.2.8 Psychotherapy versus control

Figure O.69: Sensitivity/responsiveness (12 weeks)

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Psychotherapy Control

Study or Subgroup  Mean S0 Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Suchrnan 2010 3779 345 23 3575 344 24 100.0% 0.58 [-0.00,1.17]
23 24 100.0% 0.58 [-0.00,1.17]

Total (95% CI)

Heterageneity: Mot applicahle
Testfor overall effect £=1.95 (P =0.05)

-1 2
Favours control  Favours psychotherap

el
0 1

Figure O.70: Sensitivity/responsiveness at follow-up (+6 weeks)

Std. Mean Difference

Psychotherapy Control Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean S0 Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Suchrnan 2010 3706 339 23 3461 3.38 24 100.0% 071[0.121.30]
Total (95% CI) 23 24 100.0% 0.71 [0.12, 1.30] ~eonlifiin-—
-2 -1 0 1 2

Heterogeneity; Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect 2= 236 (P=0.02)

Figure O.71: Insecure attachment at follow-up (+6 weeks)

Favours control  Favours psychotherap

Psychotherapy Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Murray 2003 1 40 20 47 100.0% 1.23[0.78, 1.97]
Total {95% Cl) 40 47 100.0% 1.23[0.79,1.92]
Total events 21 20
1 |

L
0.1
Favou

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect, Z=093 (P =0.39)

0.2.9 Cognitive behavioural therapy versus control

Figure O.72: Insecure attachment (14 months)

1 | |
0.z nAa 1 2 5 10
rs psychotherapy Favours control

CBT Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Murray 2003 22 41 20 47 100.0% 1.26[0.81,1.958)]
Total (95% CI) 4 47 100.0% 1.26 [0.81, 1.95]
Total events 22 20

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect £=1.04 (F=0.30)

0.2.10 Cognitive behavioural therapy versus psychotherapy

Figure O.73: Insecure attachment (14 months)

0102 085 1 2 5 10
Favours CBT Favours control

CBT Psychotherapy Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Murray 20073 22 41 1 40 100.0% 1.02 [0.68, 1.54]
Total (95% CI) M 40 100.0% 1.02 [0.68, 1.54]
Total events 22 21

Heteragenaity: Mot applicahle
Testfor overall effect: F=010{F =082

Children’s attachment

nioz 05 10 2 5 10
Favours CBT Fawvours Psychothera



0.2.11 Cognitive behavioural therapy versus counselling

Figure O.74: Insecure attachment (14 months)

CBT HNon-directive counselling Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CIl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Murray 2003 22 41 16 39 100.0% 1.31[0.82, 2.10] ]
Total (95% CI) 41 39 100.0% 1.31 [0.82, 2.10] e
Total events 22 16
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable f f t f t {
0102 0.4a 2 5 10
Testfor overall effect Z=1.12 (F = 0.26) Favours CBT Favours counselline

Cognitive behavioural therapy versus counselling for children on the edge of care

Figure O.75: Insecure attachment (14 months)

Psychotherapy  Counselling Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Murray 2003 21 40 16 39 100.0% 1.281[0.79, 2.08] ]
Total (95% CI) 40 39 100.0% 1.28 [0.79, 2.06] el
Total events 21 16
Heterogeneity Mat applicakle =D1 D=2 055 é % 10:
Testfor averall sffect Z=1.01 (F = 0.31) Favours psychotherapy Favours counselling

0.2.12 Counselling versus control

Figure O.76: Insecure attachment (14 months)

Counselling Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
hturray 2003 16 39 20 47 100.0% 0.96 [0.58, 1.549]
Total (95% Cl) 39 47 100.0% 0.96 [0.58, 1.59]
Total events 16 20
Heterogenaity: Mot applicable iﬂ 1 D=2 D=5 } é é 1E|:
Testfor overall efiect Z=0.14 (P = 0.85) Favours counselling Favours control

0.3 Psychosocial interventions for children on the edge of care
who have been or are at risk of maltreatment

0.3.1 Home visiting versus control

Figure O.77: Sensitivity/responsiveness

Home visiting Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Std. Mean Difference SE Total Total VWeight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
Caldera/Duggan 2007 019 01275851 126 123 1M.2% 019 [-0.06, 0.44] T
Duggan 199972004 0.18 0086735 320 221 458% 0.18[0.01,0.358] — -
Olds 2002/2004/2014 0205 0102 178 210 331% 0.20[0.01, 0.40) -
Total (95% CI) 624 554 100.0% 0.19 [0.08, 0.31] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi®= 0.03, df= 2 (P = 0.98); F= 0% '1 _Dl 5 b uls 1'
Testfor overall effect 2= 325 (P = 0.001) Favours control  Favours home-visiting

Children’s attachment



Figure O.78: Parenting attitudes

Home visiting Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
CalderafDuggan 2007 130 1864 126 1296 1712 123 39.0% 0.24 [-0.00, 0.449] i
Fergusson 2005 1014 1 184 988 1 207 B1.0% 0.26 [0.08, 0.4G] . =
Total (95% CI) 30 330 100.0% 0.25[0.10, 0.41] &
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi=0.01, df=1 (P = 0.93); F= 0% 5_2 =1 5 15 25

Testfor overall effect: 2= 3.19 (P = 0.001)

Figure O.79: Externalising behaviour

Home visiting Control

Std. Mean Difference

Favours control

Favours home-visiting

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup 5td. Mean Difference SE Total Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Caldera/Duggan 2007 -0.24 0127591 126 123 211% -0.24 [0.49, 0.01] =
Fergusson 2005 -0.27 0.0816 184 207 471% -0.27 [-0.43,-0.11] E
Olds 2002200472014 -0.08 0102 178 2110 31.8% -0.08 028,017 —-
Total (95% Cl} 488 540 100.0%  -0.20 [-0.32, -0.08] *
Heterageneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 2.21, df= 2 (P = 0.33); F=10% 5_2 I1 D 1! 2!
Testfor overall effect: 2= 3.38 (F= 0.0008) Favours home visiting Fawours control
Figure 0.80: Internalising behaviour
Home visiting Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CIl IV, Random, 95% CIl
CalderaiDuggan 2007 482 9.08 126 81 1036 123 3849% -0.29[-0.54,-0.04] ——
Fergussan 2005 4 86 1 184 1012 1207 B11% -0.26 [-0.46, -0.08] . =
Total (95% CI) 30 330 100.0% 0.27 [0.43, 0.11] L 2
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.00; Chif=0.03, df=1 (P = 0.87); F= 0% 5_2 _51 p 1| QI
Testfor overall effect Z=3.40 (F = 0.0007) Favours home-visiting Favours control
Figure 0.81: Mental development
Home visiting Control 5td. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup 5td. Mean Difference SE Total Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Clds 2002200472014 0.059 0.102 178 210 56.6% 0.06 [-0.14, 0.26]
Caldera/Duggan 2007 0.27 0427551 126 123 43.4% 0.27[0.02,0.52]
Total {95% CI) 304 333 100.0% 0.15 [-0.05, 0.36]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.01; Chi®=1.67, df=1 (P = 0.20), F= 40% I_2 11 b 1: 2:
Testfor overall effect: Z=1.44 (F=0.15) Favours control  Favours home visiting
Figure O.82: Motor development
Home visiting Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI|
Caldera/Duggan 2007 981 11835 126 96 10598 123 100.0% 018007, 0.43]
Total (95% CI) 126 123 100.0% 0.18 [-0.07, 0.43]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable 5_2 51 B 15 25
Testfor overall efiect: Z=1.44 (P =0.15) Favours contral  Favours home-visiting
Figure 0.83: Child abuse reports (12 weeks mid treatment)
Home visiting Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Caldera’rDuggan 2007 14 191 16 138 100.0% 118 062 2.27]
Total (95% CI) 151 158 100.0% 1.18 [0.62, 2.22]
Total events 18 16
P . I Il Il |
Heterageneity: Mat applicatile T o ] s P

Test for overall effect 2= 050 (P=0E1)

Children’s attachment

Favours home visiting Favours control



Figure O0.84: Child abuse report

Home visiting Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CIl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Caldera/Duggan 2007 13 147 14 1580 23.0% 0.95[0.48, 1.95]
Fergusson 2005 36 184 44 207 FT.O0% 0.892[0.62, 1.36]
Total {95% CI) 33 357 100.0% 0.93 [0.66, 1.31]
Total events 44 a3

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi*=0.00, df=1 (P=0.84); F= 0%
Testfor overall effect £= 043 (P=0.67)

Figure O.85: Severe physical assault

(T 1 10 100

Favours home visiting Favours control

Home visiting Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Fergusson 2005 8 184 24 207 100.0% 038017, 0.81]
Total (95% CI) 134 207 100.0% 0.38 [0.17, 0.81] L
Total events 8 24
1

t
10

Heterogeneity; Mot applicable f ! |
Testfi Il effect: £=2.48 (P = 0.01 0.01 01 100
Estior overall effect 2= 2.48 (P = 0.01) Favours home visiting Favours control
Figure 0.86: Externalising behaviour (2-year follow-up)
Home visiting Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Olds 200220045201 4 167 1649 171 176 100.0% 1.02[0.99, 1.048]
Total {95% CI) 1649 176 100.0% 1.02 [0.99, 1.05]
Total events 167 17
Heterogeneity: Mat applicable =IZ| 5 05? ] 155 25

Testfor averall effect F=110(F=0.27)

Figure 0.87: Internalising behaviour (2-year follow-up)

Favours control Favours home visiting

Home visiting Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Olds 2002/200472014 151 1649 158 176 100.0% 1.00[0.593,1.07]
Total (95% CI) 169 176 100.0% 1.00 [0.93, 1.07]
Total events 141 148

Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle
Testfor overall effect: £= 013 (F = 0.90)

Figure 0.88: Externalising behaviour (7-year follow-up)

0.01

10 100
Favours home visiting

0 1

Favours control

Home visiting Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Eventis Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Olds 200220047201 4 133 138 151 164 100.0% 1.05[0.99, 1.11]
Total {95% CI) 138 164 100.0% 1.05 [0.99, 1.11]
Total events 133 151

Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle
Testfor overall effect =162 (F=0.11)

Children’s attachment

0.0

1 |
10 100
Favours home visiting

|
01 1

Favours control



Figure 0.89: Externalising behaviour (7-year follow-up)

Home visiting Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Eventis Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Olds 200220047201 4 1249 138 148 165 100.0% 1.04 097, 1.12]
Total {95% CI) 138 165 100.0% 1.04 [0.97,1.12]
Total events 129 148
L

Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle .

Testfor overall effect £=119(F =023

0.3.2 Parent child psychotherapy versus control

Figure O0.90: Secure attachment

1 |
10 100
Favours home visiting

|
01 1

Favours control

1

Experimental Control 5td. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CIl IV, Random, 95% Cl
Taoth 2002 3491 0845 23 315 1.23 34 100.0% 0.67[0.12,1.21]
Total (95% CI) 23 34 100.0% 0.67 [0.12,1.21] -
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable |_2 |1 p 1| 25

Testfor overall effect: £= 240 (P =0.02)

Figure O.91: Less likely to have insecure attachment

Favours [control] Favours [psychotherap

Psychotherapy Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 85% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Cicchetti200B/Stranach 3 11 28 A3 54 100.0% 0.40[0.25, 0.64]
Total (95% CI) 28 54 100.0% 0.40 [0.25, 0.64] <
Total events 11 a3
Heterogeneity; Mot applicable I f f |
T _ 0.0 0.1 10 100
Testfor overall effect 2= 3.88 (F=0.0001) Favours psychatherapy Favours contral
Figure 0.92: Insecure attachment
Psychotherapy Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Cicchettiz006/Stronach' 3 2 28 11 54 100.0% 0.35[0.08, 1.47] —
Total (95% CI) 28 54 100.0% 0.35[0.08, 1.47] i
Total events 2 11
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable I f f |
T _ 0.0 0.1 10 100
Testfor averall efect £=1.43 (F=0.15) Favours psychotherapy Favours control
Figure 0.93: Disorganised attachment
Psychotherapy Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Cicchetti200B/Stronach™ 3 9 28 42 a4 100.0% 0.41[0.24,0.72]
Total (95% CI) 28 54 100.0% 0.41[0.24,0.72] S
Total events q 42
Heterogeneity: Mat applicable :D m 051 150 1DD:

Testfor overall effect 2= 311 (P=0.002)

Children’s attachment

Favours psychotherapy Favours control



Figure 0.94: Maternal maladaptive representations

Std. Mean Difference

Psychotherapy Control Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
Toth 2002 1.7 208 23238 1.42 34 100.0% -0.39 [-0.83,0.14] —
Total (95% CI) 23 34 100.0% -0.39 [-0.93, 0.14] ol
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable 1_2 =1 3 1‘ 2‘

Testfor overall effect: Z=143(FP=0.1%)

Figure 0.95: Secure attachment (12-month follow-up)

Favours [psychotherapy]

Favours [control]

Psychotherapy Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Cicchettiz006/Stronach' 3 15 27 B 49 100.0% 4.54[1.98,10.32]
Total (95% CI) 27 49 100.0% 4.54 [1.99,10.32] L 3
Total events 15 B
Heterogeneity, Mot applicable 'EI.E|1 DH 1'E| 1E|E|'

Testfor overall effect 2= 3.61 (F=0.0003)

Favours control  Favours psychotherap

Figure 0.96: Less likely to have a secure attachment (12-month follow-up)

Psychotherapy Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Cicchettiz006/Stronach' 3 22 27 30 49 100.0% 1.33[1.00,1.77]
Total (95% CI) 27 49 100.0% 1.33 [1.00,1.77]
Total events 24 30

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect Z=1.96 (P=0.0%)

1 10 100
Favours psychotherap

0.1
Favours control

0.01

Figure O.97: Disorganised attachment (12-month follow-up)

Psychotherapy Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Cicchettiz006/Stronach' 3 7 27 24 49 100.0% 0.53[0.26, 1.06]
Total (95% CI) 27 49 100.0% 0.53 [0.26, 1.06] s
Total events 7 24

10

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable ID o 051 100
Testfor overall effiect 2=1.78 (F = 0.07) Favours psychotherapy Fawvours control
0.3.3 Parent child psychotherapy versus home visiting
Figure 0.98: Secure attachment
Psychotherapy  Home visiting Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Cicchettiz006/Stranach'1 3 17 28 12 22 100.0% 1.11[0.69, 1.81]
Total (95% CI) 28 22 100.0% 1.11 [0.69, 1.81]
Total events 17 12
Heterogeneity; Mat applicahle 'D.IZI1 IZIT1 1. 1.0 100'

Test for averall effect Z=043 (P =0.68)

Children’s attachment

Favours home visiting Favours psychotherapy



Figure 0.99: Secure attachment

Std. Mean Difference

Psychotherapy Home visiting 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Toath 2002 381 085 230323 104 30 100.0% 067 [011,1.23]
Total (95% CI) 23 30 100.0% 0.67 [0.11, 1.23] el
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable 5_2 51 D 15 25

Testfor overall effect Z=234 (P=0.02%)

Figure O.100: Less likely to have

Favours home visiting Favours psychotherapy

an insecure attachment

Psychotherapy  Home visiting Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Cicchetti 2006/5tronach'l 3 26 28 22 22 100.0% 0.93 [0.82, 1.06]
Total (95% CI) 28 22 100.0% 0.93 [0.82, 1.06]
Total svents 26 22

Heterogeneity; Mat applicahle
Test for averall effect Z=1.05 (P =028

0.0 0.1 1 10 100
Favours home visiting Favours psychotherapy

Figure O.101: Disorganised attachment

Psychotherapy Home visiting Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% ClI
Cicchettiz006/5tronach'13 9 28 10 22 100.0% 0.71[0.39,1.43]
Total (95% CI) 28 22 100.0% 0.71[0.35, 1.43]
Total events 9 10

Heterogeneity; Mat applicahle
Testfor overall effect Z= 086 (F =034

0. 0.1 1 10 100
Favours psychotherapy Favours home visiting

Figure O.102: Maternal maladaptive representations

Std. Mean Difference

Psychotherapy Home visiting Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Toth 2002 17 208 30238 142 34 100.0% -0.38 [-0.93, 0.14] —
Total (95% CI) 23 34 100.0% -0.39 [-0.93,0.14] el
Heterogeneity; Mot applicable I_z I1 p 1! 2:

Testfor overall effect. Z=143 (F=015)

Favours [psychotherapy] Favours [home visiting]

Figure 0.103: Secure attachment (12-month follow-up)

Psychotherapy  Home visiting Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Cicchettiz006MStranach' 3 14 27 5 22 100.0% 2.44 [1.08, 567
Total (95% CI) 27 22 100.0% 2.44 [1.05, 5.67] .
Total events 14 5
Heterogeneity; Mat applicahle 'D.IZI1 IZIT1 110 100'

Test for averall effect Z=2.08(P=0.04)

Favours home visiting Favours psychotherapy

Figure O.104: Less likely to have an insecure attachment (12-month follow-up)

Favours psychotherapy Home visiting Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total \Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
CicchettiZ00B/Stronach' 3 22 27 18 22 100.0% 1.00 [0.76, 1.30]
Total {95% CI) 27 22 100.0% 1.00 [0.76, 1.30]
Total events 22 18
|

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor averall effect: Z=0.03 (P = 0.95)

Children’s attachment

0 0.7 1 15 2
Favours psychotherapy Favours home visiting



Figure O.105: Disorganised attachment (12-month follow-up)

Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight WM-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
CicchettiZz00B/Stronach13 7 27 13 22 100.0% 0.44[0.21, 0.81]
Total (95% CI) 27 22 100.0% 0.44 [0.21, 0.91] L
Total events T 13
Heterogeneity: Mat applicable f f t i

A _ 0.01 IR 10 100
Testfor overall effect. 2= 2.22 (F = 0.03) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

0.3.4 Parent sensitivity and behaviour training
Figure O.106: Sensitivity/responsiveness
Training Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean S0 Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl I, Random, 95% CI
Chaffin 2004 152 72.5843 42 107 106.4894 35 26.6% 0.50[0.04, 0.95] —
Hughes 2004 073 013 13 0.62 015 13 13.3% 0.76 [-0.04, 1.56]
Thomas 2011 5.2 16 43 5.2 16 33 267% 0.00[-0.45, 0.45] —
Thomas 2012 6.3 1.2 59 5.4 1.4 81 334% 0.68[0.33,1.02] ——
Total (95% CI) 157 162 100.0% 0.46 [0.12, 0.80] -
Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.06; Chi*=6.04, df=3 (P =0.11); F=50% 1_2 11 ) ,i 2!

Testfor overall effect: Z= 2 66 (P = 0.008)

Figure O.107: Negative parenting behaviours

Favours control  Favours training

PCIT Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI|
Chaffin 2004 14 18749415 42 32 2839718 35 100.0% -0.7a E1.22 -0.249]
Total (95% CI) 42 35 100.0% 0.75[1.22, -0.29] -~
Heterogensity: Mot applicable 5_2 51 3 15 25
Test for averall effect: Z=3.18 (F =0.001) Favaurs PCl Favours contral
Figure O.108: Negative parenting attitudes

Parent-child interaction Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean sD Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
Thamas 2011 174 119.3 40 1708 10549 36 36% 0.03[-0.42 048]
Thomas 2012 13741 1107 A9 1481 1034 91 E5.4% -0.11 F0.44, 022
Total (95% CI) 99 127 100.0% -0.06 [-0.33, 0.20]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=0.24, df=1 (P = 0.62); F= 0% I_2 I1 B 1: 2:
Test for averall effect: Z=0.47 (P = 0.64) Favours fraining  Favours cantrol

Figure O.109: Internalising behaviour

Parent-child interaction Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean sD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Chaffin 2004 474 97N 42 472 1360698 35 261% 0.02[-0.43,0.47]
Thomas 2011 a6.5 109 a7 541 122 88 47 4% 012 [-0.21, 0.45]
Thomas 2012 851 125 42 a4 111 3B 26.5% 0.09[-0.35, 0.54]
Total {95% CI) 141 160 100.0% 0.09 [-0.14, 0.31]

Heterogeneity, Tau®=0.00; Chi*=013,df= 2 {P=084), F=0%
Testfor overall effect Z=073 (F=0.47)

Children’s attachment

-2 -1 0 1 2
Favours training Favours control




Figure O.110: Externalising behaviour

Parent-child interaction Control

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Chaffin 2004 553 14.25763 42 HB.4 2366432 3\ 26.3% -0.06 [-0.51, 0.35] —
Tharmas 2011 63.3 11.3 42 G54 10.3 36 26.6% -0.19 [-0.64, 0.25] —
Tharmas 2012 a4 126 a7  B28 111 89 47 2% -0.33 [-0.67, 0.00] —l—
Total (95% CI) 141 160 100.0% -0.22 [-0.45, 0.01] L 2
Heterogeneity, Tau®=0.00; Chi*= 095, df= 2 (P= 062, F=0% I—Z I1 P 1! 2:
Testfor averall effect Z2=1.89 (F=0.08) Favours training  Favours control
Figure O.111: Child abuse potential

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean S0 Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
Thormas 2011 174 1183 40 1708 10589 36 346% 003 [-0.42 048]
Thormas 2012 1371 1107 a5 1491 1034 91 B54% -011 [-0.44, 0.23]
Total (95% CI) a9 127 100.0% -0.06 [0.33, 0.20]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi*=024, df=1 (P=062; F=0%
Test for overall effect Z=047 (P = 0.64)

Figure 0.112: Re-report of physical abuse

-2 R 0 1 2
Favours [Training] Favours [control]

Training Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Chaffin 2004 a8 42 17 35 100.0% 0.39[019, 0.80]
Total (95% Cl) 42 35 100.0% 0.39 [0.19, 0.80] L
Total events a 17

Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle
Testfor overall effect: Z=2.98(P=0.010)

0.3.5 Video feedback versus control

Figure 0.113: Sensitivity/responsiveness

0.01

0.1 10 100
Favours training Favours control

Videofeedback Control Std. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Moss 2011 048 0.3 35 031 039 32 100.0% 0.48 [0.01, 0.97]
Total (95% CI) 35 32 100.0% 0.48 [-0.01, 0.97] oo
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable |_2 51 ] 15 25
Testior overall efiect: Z=1.93 (P = 0.03) Favours control  Favours videofeedbac
Figure O.114: Secure attachment
Videofeedback Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Bernard 2012 il aq] 20 B0 G3.6% 1.55[1.00, 2.39] -
Moss 2011 23 35 q 32 3B4% 2.3411.28,427] ——
Total (95% CI) 95 92 100.0% 1.80 [1.22, 2.65] &
Total events a4 29
Heterogeneity: Tauw*=0.01;, Chi*=1.18,df=1 (P=028), F=15% 'D.D'l D:1 1ID 1DDI

Testfor averall effect £= 297 (P =0.003)

Children’s attachment

Favours control  Favours videofeedbac



Figure O.115: Insecure attachment

Videofeedback Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Bernard 2012 24 aq] 40 B0 92.9% 0.72[0.53 1.00]
Moss 2011 5 35 A 32 T1% 0.91[0.29, 2.87] I —
Total (95% CI) 95 92 100.0% 0.74 [0.54, 1.00] &»
Total events 34 45

0.01

01

10

Heterogeneity: Tau®*=0.00; Chif= 015, df=1 (P =069, F= 0% 1DDI

Testfor overall effect 2= 1.96 {F = 0.05) Favours videofeedback Favours control
Figure O.116: Disorganised attachment

Videofeedback Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl

Bernard 2012 14 aq] 34 B0 F1.7% 0.56 [0.36, 0.86] E 3

Moss 2011 7 35 18 32 28.3% 036017, 074 —a—

Total (95% CI) 95 92 100.0% 0.49 [0.33, 0.73] &

Total events 26 a2

Heterogeneity: Tauw*=0.01; Chif=1.10,df=1 (P =029}, F= 9% 'D.D'l D:1 1ID 1DDI

Testfor averall effect £=3.47 (P =0.0005)

Figure O.117: Externalising behaviour

Favours videofeedback Favours control

Videofeedback Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
Moss 2011 57.85 0.84 35 57.54 1281 32 100.0% 0.03 [0.45, 0.51]
Total {(95% CI) 35 32 100.0% 0.03 [-0.45, 0.51]
Heterogeneity: Mat applicakle |_2 51 1 15 3
Testfor overall effect: 2= 0.11 (F=10.91) Favours videofeedback Favours control

Figure O.118: Internalising behaviour

Videofeedback Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CIl IV, Random, 95% CI
Moss 2011 5443 7.44 35 5556 11.45 32 100.0% -0.12 [0.60, 0.38]
Total {(95% CI) 35 32 100.0% -0.12 [-0.60, 0.36]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle
Testfor overall effect Z= 048 (P=063

Children’s attachment

-2

-1 0

1

Favours videofeedback Fawvours control



0.3.6 Trauma-focused cognitive behavioural therapy versus parent child
psychotherapy

Figure 0.119: Sensitivity/responsiveness

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

0.4

041

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Cohen 2004/0eblinger 2006 890.28 GA& 88 87495 8049 99 100.0% 0.32[0.02, 0.61]
Total (95% CI) a8 91 100.0% 0.32 [0.02, 0.61] S
5 |

-2

R

-t
(]

Testfor overall effect Z=210 (P =0.04)

Figure O.120: Internalising behaviour

Favours psychotherapy Favours CBT

Experimental

Control

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
Cohen 2004/Ceblinger 2006 g.02 7. 28 1141 887 91 100.0% -0.42 [-0.71,-0.12]
Total (95% CI) a8 91 100.0% 0.42[0.71,-012] g 3
Heterooeneity: Mot applicable I_2 I1 ? 1! 2:
Testfor averall effect 2= 2.76 (P = 0.006) Favours CET Favours psychothera
Figure 0.121: Externalising behaviour
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean S0 Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Caohen 2004iDeblinger 2006 111 852 a8 1382 1022 91 100.0% -0.29 [-0.58, 0.01]
Total (95% Cl) 88 91 100.0% -0.29 [-0.58, 0.01] L -
Heterageneity; Mot applicable 5_2 51 5 15 25

Test for overall effect: Z=1.91 (P = 0.06) Favours CBT Favours psychothera

Psychosocial interventions for children who are in care

Video feedback versus control

Figure 0.122: Effect of video feedback on secure attachment in pre and primary
school-aged children who are in care

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
2.1.1 Pre-school
Spieker 2012 058 0.3 86 054 0.29 89 79.3% 014 [-016, 0.43]
Subtotal (95% CI) 86 89  T9.3% 0.14 [-0.16, 0.43]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect, Z= 0,89 (P =0.37)
2.1.2 Primary school
Dozier 2009 1.3 0.3 22 118 0.54 24 207% 0.27 [-0.31, 0.89] e
Subtotal (95% CI) 22 24 20.7% 0.27 [-0.31, 0.85] sl
Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle
Testfor overall effect, £2= 090 (P =0.37)
Total (95% CI) 108 113 100.0% 0.16 [-0.10, 0.43] ?
Heterageneity: Chi®= 016, df=1 (P = 0.69); F= 0% 1_2 11 5 11 21

Testfor overall effect Z=1.20(P=0.23)
Test for subgroup differences: Chif= 0,16, df=1 (P=0E%, F=0%

Fawvours control  Favours video feedbac

Children’s attachment



Figure 0.123: Effect of video feedback on maternal sensitivity in preschool-
aged children who are in care

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
2.3.1 Pre-school
Bick 2013 2.35 0.94 4 176 1.23 52 296% 053[0.12, 0.94] —
Groeneveld 2011 453 0.81 24 475 086 24 15.3% -0.26 [-0.83, 0.31] I
Spieker 2012 1326 37 B6 1176 407 89 553% 0.38[0.08, 0.68] ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 154 165 100.0% 0.33 [0.11, 0.55] <

Heterogeneity, Chi*= 516, df=2(P=003); F=61%
Test for overall effect 2= 2.90 (P = 0.004)

-2 -1 0 1 2
Fawvours control  Favours video feedbac

Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicable

Figure 0.124: Effect of video feedback on attachment difficulties in primary
school-aged children who are in care
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
2.4.1 Primary school
Dozier 2009 012 0.24 22 03 0 24 100.0% -0.67 [-1.26,-0.07] i
Subtotal (95% CI) 22 24 100.0% -0.67 [-1.26, -0.07]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor averall effect £= 219 (P =0.03)

-2 -1 0 1 2
Favours video feedback Favours control

Test for subgroup differences: Mot applicable

Figure 0.125: Effect of video feedback on parenting stress and mental
wellbeing for carers of primary school-aged children
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
2.11.1 Pre-school
Spieker 2012 613 5.04 g6  45.659 458 89 100.0% 010 F0.20, 0.40]
Subtotal (95% CI) 86 89 100.0% 0.10 [-0.20, 0.40]

Heterogeneity. Mot applicahle
Test for overall effect; 2= 0,66 (P =0.51)

1 1 1 ]
-2 R 0 1 2
Favours contral  Favours video feedbac

Test for subgroup diferences: Mot applicahle

Figure 0.126: Effect of video feedback on parenting
attitude/knowledge/behaviour for carers of preschool-aged children
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% Cl

2.12.1 Pre-school

Groeneveld 2011 387 0.4 24 369 042 24 20.7% 0.66[0.08,1.25] e

Spieker 2012 5216 4.9% a5 5082 36 23 FTY.3% 0.28 [-0.01, 0.59] _._

Subtotal (95% Cl) 110 113 100.0% 0.36 [0.10, 0.63] P

Heterogeneity, Chi*=1.29, df=1 (P=0.26); F=22%
Test for overall effect 2= 2.68 (P =0.007)

-2 -1 0 1 2
Fawvours control  Favours video feedbac

Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicable

Children’s attachment



Figure O0.127: Effect of video feedback on secure attachment 6 months post-
intervention for carers of preschool-aged children

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI

2.16.1 Pre-school

Spieker 2012 053 0.37 59 055 0.28 70 100.0% 0.06 [0.41,0.29]

Subtotal {95% CI) 59 70 100.0% -0.06 [-0.41, 0.29]

Heterogeneity. Mot applicahle

Test for overall effect 2= 035 (P=0.73)

2 R i 1 7
) _ Favours control  Favours video feedbac
Test for subgroup diferences: Mot applicahle
Figure 0.128: Effect of video feedback on maternal sensitivity 6-12 months
post-intervention for carers of preschool-aged children
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% Cl

2.17.1 Pre-school

Bick 2013 358 16 44 1.9 1.33 52 3891% 1.14[0.71,1.58] —a—
Spieker 2012 1452 314 a9 1364 322 70 BD.9% 0.27 [-0.07, D.6Z] ——

Subtotal (95% CI) 103 122 100.0% 0.61 [0.34, 0.89] -

Heterogeneity: Chi*= 9.34, df=1 (P =0.002); F= 89%
Testfor overall effect 2= 4.43 (P = 0.00001)

1 ]
-2 - 0 1 2
Favours control  Favours video feedbac

Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicable

Figure 0.129: Effect of video feedback on parenting
attitude/knowledge/behaviour 6 months post-intervention for carers of

preschool-aged children

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
2.23.1 Pre school
Spieker 2012 .69 5.41 A9 AH06 472 70 100.0% 012 [0.22,0.47]
Subtotal (95% CI) 59 70 100.0% 012 [-0.22,047]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor averall effect £=0.70 (P =0.43)
-2 -1 0 1 7
. . Favours control  Favours video feedbac
Test for subgroup differences: Mot applicable
Figure 0.130: Effect of video feedback on parenting stress and wellbeing 6
months post-intervention for carers of preschool-aged children
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CIl
2.24.1 Pre school
Spieker 2012 5242 491 59 A0.87 409 7O 100.0% 0.32 [0.03, 0.67] t
Subtotal (95% CI) 59 70 100.0% 0.32 [-0.03, 0.67]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for averall effect Z2=1.81 (P=0.07)

1 1 1 ]
-2 - 0 1 2
Favours contral  Favours video feedbac

Test for subgroup diferences: Mot applicahle

Children’s attachment



Figure O.131: Effect of video feedback on externalising/internalising behaviour
6 months post-intervention on preschool-aged children

Experimental Control

Std. Mean Difference

5td. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
2.25.1 Pre-school
Spieker 2012 ThH5 4388 30 7.29 585 35 40.5% 0.03 [-0.46, 0.582]
Spieker 2012 1394 8.35 29 1287 B8A5 35 49.5% 012 [-0.37, 0.62]
Subtotal (95% CI) 59 70 100.0% 0.08 [-0.27,0.42]
Heterogeneity: Chi®= 0.07, df=1 (P = 0.79); F= 0%
Testfor overall effect Z= 043 (P=0.67)
-2 R 0 1 2
. _ Favours video feedback Favours control
Test for subgroup differences: Mot applicable
0.4.2 Parental training, education and support versus usual care
Figure 0.132: Effect of parental training, education and support intervention on
reactive attachment disorder of primary school-aged children who are in
care
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean 3D Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% ClI
1.3.1 Primary school
Minnis 2001 21 8 a0 17 9 a0 100.0% 0.47 [0.07, 0.86] t
Subtotal (95% CI) 50 50 100.0% 0.47 [0.07, 0.86]
Heterageneity: Mot applicahle
Testfar overall effect Z= 230 (P=0.02)
-2 R 0 1 2
) . Favours parent training Favours control
Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicable
Figure 0.133: Long-term effect of parental training, education and support
intervention (9 months post) on reactive attachment disorder of primary
school-aged children who are in care
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 85% Cl
1.18.2 Primary school
Minnis 2001 il 5 kil 1 44 850.2% 0.00[-0.46, 0.48]
Minnis 2001 18 8 3 16 8 44  45.8% 0.25[0.21, 0.71]
Subtotal (95% CI) 62 88 100.0% 0.12 [-0.20, 0.45]
Heterageneity: Chi*= 055, df=1 (P = 0.46);, F=0%
Testfor overall effect 2= 0.74 {(F = 0.46)
-2 -1 0 1 7
) . Favours parenttraining Favours control
Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicable
Figure O.134: Long-term effects of parental training, education and support
intervention (9 months post) on internalising/externalising behaviour of
primary school-aged children who are in care
Experimental Control 5td. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
1.17.1 Primary school
Minnis 2001 21 8 62 18 49 88 100.0% 0.35[0.02, 0.67]
Subtotal (95% CI) 62 88 100.0% 0.35[0.02, 0.67]
Heterageneity: Mot applicahle
Testfar overall effect Z=2.08 (P =0.04)
10 -5 0 5 10

Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicable

Children’s attachment

Favours parent training Favours control



Figure O.135: Long-term effects of parental training, education and support
intervention (9 months post) on mental wellbeing of primary school-aged

children who are in care

Experimental Control

5td. Mean Difference

5td. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean 3D Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% ClI
1.24.1 Primary school
Minnis 2001 3 ] 62 32 B 88 100.0% -0.18 [-0.50,0.19]
Subtotal (95% CI) 62 88 100.0% 0.18 [-0.50, 0.15]
Heterageneity: Mot applicahle
Testfar overall effect Z=1.07 (P=0.29)
-2 -1 D 1 2

Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicable

Favours control Favours parent trainin

0.4.3 Multidimensional treatment foster care programme versus usual care

Figure 0.136: Effect of multidimensional treatment foster care programme on secure
attachment of preschool-aged children who are in care

Psychoeducation Control

Risk Ratio

Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
3.1.1 Pre-school

Fizher 2007 40 a7 40 G0 100.0% 1.05[0.82,1.35]

Subtotal (95% CI) a7 60 100.0% 1.05 [0.82, 1.35]

Total events ] 40

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect: £=0.41 (F=0.68)

Testfor subaroup differences: Mot applicable

010z 05 102 510
Favours control  Favours MFTC

Figure 0.137: Effect of multidimensional treatment foster care programme on
attachment difficulties of preschool-aged children who are in care

Experimental Control

Risk Ratio

Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Evenis Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl
3.5.1 Pre-school

Fisher 2007 26 29 27 N B4T% 1.00([0.24,1.148]

Fisher 2007 14 23 14 . 353% 1.36[0.87, 2.11]

Subtotal (95% Cl) 57 60 100.0% 1.12 [0.92, 1.37]

Total events 415 42

Heterageneity: Chi#= 260, df=1 {F=011); F=61%
Testfor overall effect £=1.14 (P =0.29)

Testfar subgroup differences: Mot applicahle

Children’s attachment

010z 05 1 2 & 10
Favours control  Favours MTFC




0.4.4 Parent sensitivity training versus control

Figure O.138: Effect of parental sensitivity training on attachment difficulties of
preschool- up to secondary school-aged children who are in care

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
4.1.1 pre-school to secondary school
Briskman 2014 5366 7.62 34 5012 956 29 100.0% 0.41 [F0.09, 0.91] -t
Subtotal (95% CI) 34 29 100.0% 0.41 [-0.09, 0.91] b
Heterageneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect: Z=1.60(FP=0.11)
Total (95% CI) 34 29 100.0% 0.41 [-0.09, 0.91] i
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable 5_2 51 1 15 25

Testfor overall effect: Z=1.60(FP=0.11)
Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicable

Fawvours control  Favours educatio

Figure 0.139: Effect of parental sensitivity training on internalising/externalising
behaviour of preschool- up to secondary school-aged children who are in

n

care
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean S0 Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
4.2.1 pre-school to secondary school
Brizskman 2014 171 B4 34 173 6§ 29 100.0% -0.03 [F0.53, 0.47]
Subtotal (95% CI) 34 29 100.0% -0.03 [0.53, 0.47]
Heterageneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect Z=012(F=0.91}
22 -1 0 1 2
) . Favours education Favours control
Testfor subgroup diferences: Naot applicahle
Figure O.140: Effect of parental sensitivity training on parental attitude/knowledge/
behaviour of preschool- up to secondary school-aged children who are in
care
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean S0 Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
4.3.1 ppre-school to secondary school
Briskman 2014 41 38 32 418 35 23 1000%  -0.24 F0.78, 0.30] 1—
Subtotal (95% CI) 32 23 100.0% -0.24 [-0.78, 0.30]
Heterageneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect £=0.88 (F=0.38)
22 -1 0 1 2

Testfor subgroup diferences: Naot applicahle

Favours education Favours control

Figure O.141: Effect of parental sensitivity training on child behavioural problems of
pre- up to secondary school-aged children who are in care

5td. Mean Difference

Experimental Control 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
4.4.1 pre-school to secondary school
Eriskman 2014 41,2 232 34 594 257 27 100.0% -0.74 [1.26,-0.22] i
Subtotal (95% CI) 34 27 100.0% -0.74 [-1.26, -0.22]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicakle
Test for overall effect: 2= 2.77 (P = 0.006)

Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicable

Children’s attachment

2 R 0 1
Favours education Favours control
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Figure 0.142: Effect of parental sensitivity training on quality of life of preschool- up
to secondary school-aged children who are in care

Std. Mean Difference

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
4.5.1 pre-school to secondary school
Briskman 2014 979 1.8 34 1028 1.8 28 100.0% 027 [-0.77,0.23] 1—
Subtotal {95% CI) 34 20 100.0% -0.27 [[0.77,0.23]

Heterageneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect £=1.06 (F = 0.29)

Testfor subgroup diferences: Naot applicahle

0.4.5 Foster care versus institutionalised

2

-1

0 1 2

Favours control  Favours education

Figure O0.143: Long-term effects (11-36 months) of entering foster care (with training
and support) versus staying institutionalised on secure attachment of

preschool-aged children who are in care

Risk Ratio
Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl

Foster care Control

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total

Risk Ratio
M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

5.1.1 Pre-school

Smyke 2010 a0 G1 10 a7 100.0% 2.80[1.51,5.20]
Subtotal (95% CI) 61 57 100.0% 2.80[1.51, 5.20]
Total events an 10

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect Z=3.27 (P=0.001)

Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicahle

L 3

0.01

01

10 100

Favours contral  Favours foster care

Figure O.144: Long-term effects (11-36 months) of entering foster care (with training
and support) versus staying institutionalised on attachment difficulties of

preschool-aged children who are in care

Risk Ratio
Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

Foster care Control

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total

Risk Ratio
M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

5.2.1 Pre-school

Srmyke 2010 Ky fil 47 a7 100.0% 062 (047, 0.81]
Subtotal {95% CI) 61 57 100.0% 0.62 [0.47, 0.81]
Total events M 47

Heterogeneity: Bot applicable
Testfor overall effect £=3.46 (P = 0.0005)

Testfor subaroup diferences: Mot apnlicable

Children’s attachment
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Figure O.145: Long-term effects (11-36 months up to 5.5-7.5 years) of entering foster
care (with training and support) versus staying institutionalised on reactive
attachment disorder of pre and primary school-aged children who are in

care

Foster care Institutionalised

5td. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean  SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
5.3.2 Pre-school

Smyke 2012 0rg 1.3 B8 204 M 68 49.3% 0.71 [-1.06, -0.36] —i—

Subtotal {95% CI) 68 68 49.3% -0.71 [-1.06, -0.36] e

Heterageneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect: Z=4.01 (P = 0.0001)

5.3.3 Primary school

Smyke 2012 053 1.28 B8 145 204 A8 A0.7% -0.54 [-0.88,-0.149] ——

Subtotal {95% CI) 68 68 50.T% -0.54 [-0.88, -0.19] -

Heterageneity: Mot applicable

Testfor averall effect: = 3.08 (P = 0.002)

Total (95% CI) 136 136 100.0% -0.62 [-0.87, -0.38] -

Heterogeneity: Chi*= 048, df=1 (P = 0.49); F= 0% 5_2 51 1 15 25

Test for overall effect: Z=5.00(F = 0.00001)
Testfor subgroup differences: Chit= 048, df=1 (P =049, F=0%

Favours foster care  Favours institutionalised

Figure 0.146: Long-term effects (5.5-7.5 years) of entering foster care (with training
and support) versus staying institutionalised on social skills of primary
school-aged children who are in care

Foster care Control

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
5.4.1 Primary school

Alamas 2012 a645 18 a0 25 25 44 100.0% 2.36[1.83, 2.89] !
Subtotal {95% CI) 50 44  100.0% 2.36 [1.83, 2.89]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=8.69 (P = 0.00001)

Test for subgroup differences: Mot applicable

Children’s attachment

0 -5 0 5 10
Favours control  Favours foster care




0.4.6 Studies that provided placement disruption as an outcome but did not
measure attachment

Figure O.147: Effects of parental education, training and support on placement
disruption of primary to secondary school-aged children in care

Experimental Control Risk Ratio (Non-event) Risk Ratio (Non-event)
Study or Subgroup Evenis Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CIl
1.1.1 Primary school
Fizher 2005 3 a7 9 43 305% 1.181[1.00,1.40] -
MacDanald 2004 2 kil i 45  37.8% 1.08[0.97,1.22] i
Subtotal (95% CI) 102 88 68.4% 1.13[1.02,1.25] i
Total events ] 14

Heterogeneity, Chir= 077, df=1 (P=0.38); F=0%
Test far overall effect: £= 237 (F=0.02)

1.1.2 Primary - Secondary school

Gavita 2012 2 44 2 35 3E% 1.01 [0.91,1.12] I

Subtotal (95% CI) 44 35 31.6% 1.01 [0.91, 1.12]

Total events 2 2

Heterageneity: Mot applicabla

Testfor overall effect Z=023{F=082)

Total {95% Cl) 146 123 100.0% 1.09 [1.01, 1.18] L]

Total events 7 16

?etﬂngenemrl:l CQ Ti?g czﬂ;:SEF‘D:DDEQSJ;I =3% 107 0s ) a—
estior ouerall effect: 2= 225 (P = 0.02) Favours control Favours intervention

Test for subgroup diferences: Chif= 218, df=1{F=014) F=541%

Figure 0.148: Effects of parental education, training and support on placement
disruption of primary school-aged children in care

Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Odds Ratio] SE Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
1.2.1 Primary school
Taussig 2012 -0LBT334455 032 1000% 051 [0.27,0.99] t
Subtotal (95% CI) 100.0% 0.51 [0.27,0.95]
Heterageneity: Mot applicakle
Testfor overall effect: Z=210(FP=0.04)

001 0 10 100

) ) Favours intervention Favours control
Testfor subgroun differences: Mot applicable

Figure 0.149: Effects of parental education, training and support on positive exists
from care of primary school-aged children in care

Psychoeducation Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight WM-H, Fixed, 95% CIl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
1.7.1 Primary school
Price 2008 B2 350 31 341 1000%  1.90[1.27, 2.85] t
Subtotal {95% CI) 359 341 100.0% 1.90 [1.27, 2.85]
Total ewents G2 KX

Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle
Testfor overall effect, £= 311 {F=0.002)

01 032 05 2 5 10
Favours control  Favours psychoeducati

Test for subgroup differences: Mot applicable

Children’s attachment



Figure O.150: Effects of parental education, training and support on negative exists
from care of primary school-aged children in care

Psychoeducation Control

Risk Ratio (Non-event)

Risk Ratio (Non-event)

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl
1.8.1 Primary school

Price 2008 14 359 49 341 100.0% 1.02[0.97,1.04]

Subtotal (95% Cl) 359 341 100.0% 1.02 [0.97, 1.09]

Total events 44 19

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect Z=0.82 (P =0.41)

Testfor subagroup diferances: Mot aprlicabla

0.1

02 05 1 2 5 10
Favours control  Favours psychoeducati

Figure O.151: Effects of parental education, training and support on placement
stability of primary school-aged children in care

Pyschoeducation Control

Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight WM-H, Fixed, 95% CIl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
1.9.1 Primary school

Frice 2008 282 359 261 341 100.0% 0.92 [0.84,1.00]

Subtotal {95% CI) 359 341 100.0% 0.92 [0.84, 1.00]

Total ewents 2452 261

Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle
Testfor overall effect: £=1.90 {F = 0.06)

Test for subgroup differences: Mot applicable

2 5 10
Favours psychoeducati

0.1

02 R

Favours contral

Figure O.152: Effects of parental education, training and support on placement
disruption of secondary school-aged children in care

Psychoeducation Control

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
1.10.1 Secondary school

Kim 2011 033 105 48 076 118 52 100.0% -0.38 [-0.78,0.07] t
Subtotal (95% CI) 48 52 100.0% -0.38 [-0.78, 0.02]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor averall effect: Z=1.88 (P = 0.06)

Testfor subdroup differences: Mot applicable

} t
-2 -1 a 1
Favours psychoeducation Favours control

Figure 0.153: Effects of parental education, training and support on the carer’s quality
of parenting of primary to secondary school-aged children

Psychoeducation Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean S0 Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
1.11.2 Primary school
MacDaonald 2005 24.81 7.3 55 1929 7.2 45 a7.0% 0.75[0.35,1.16] —i—
Subtotal {95% CI) 55 45 57.0% 0.75 [0.35, 1.16] -
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect, £= 3.62 (F = 0.0003)
1.11.3 Primary to secondary school
Gavita 2012 -r4.06 29.73 44 -101.34 2613 35 43.0% 0.96[0.49,1.43] —a—
Subtotal {95% CI) 44 35 43.0% 0.96 [0.49, 1.43] .
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor averall effect; Z=4.00 (P = 0.0001}
Total (95% Cl) 99 80 100.0% 0.84 [0.53,1.15] -
Heterogeneity: Chif= 041, df=1 (P = 0.52% F= 0% 5_2 51 1 15 25

Testfor overall effect: 2= 536 (P = 0.00001)
Testfor subaroup differences: Chit=0.41, df=1 (P =052}, F= 0%

Children’s attachment

Favours contral Favours psyhoeducatic



Figure O.154: Effects of parental education, training and support on delinquency of
secondary school-aged children

Intervention Control 5td. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
1.13.1 Secondary school
Kirm 2011 1.42 0493 48 216 1.93 A2 100.0% -0.48 [-0.88,-0.08]
Subtotal (95% CI) 48 52 100.0% -0.48 [-0.88, -0.08]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect: Z= 236 (F=002)

40 -5 0 5 10
Favours intervention  Fawours control

Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicable

Figure O.155: Effects of parental education, training and support on
internalising/externalising behaviour of primary school-aged children

Intervention Control 5td. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
1.14.1 Primary school
MacDonald 2004 f8.58 1267 26 G888 1364 20 100.0% -0.02 [0.60, 0.57]
Subtotal (95% CI) 26 20 100.0% -0.02 [-0.60, 0.57]

Heterogeneity, Mot applicahle
Test for overall effect Z= 0.06 (F = 0.96)

1.14.2 Primary to secondary school

Gavita 2012 58.75 17.64 44 7088 18.08 35 100.0% -0.67 [-1.13,-0.23] t
Subtotal (95% CI) 44 35 100.0% -0.67 [1.13, -0.22]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect Z= 289 (P =0.004)

1.14.3 Secondary school

Kim 2011 1277 8453 48 125 829 52 100.0% 0.
Subtotal (95% CI) 48 52 100.0% 0.
Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle

Testfor overall effect Z2=016 (F=0.87)

=

36, 0.43) t
36, 0.42]

o
—_—
(=N

=

-2 -1 D 1 2
Favours Intervention  Fawours control

Test for subgroup differences: Chi*= 584, df= 2 (P=0.05), F=65.7%

Figure O.156: Effects of parental education, training and support on placement
disruptions after the intervention in primary school-aged children

Intervention Control Risk Ratio (Non-event) Risk Ratio (Non-event)
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Evenis Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
1.19.2 Primary school
MacConald 20048 4 44 4 40 59.0% 1.02[0.89,1.17]
Taussig 2012 20 A 27 a4 41.0% 1.29[0.92,1.79]
Subtotal (95% CI) 105 94 100.0% 1.13 [0.96, 1.33]
Total events 24 M

Heterogeneity: Chi®=2 82, df =1 (P=0.09); F=65%
Testfor overall effect £= 146 (FP=0.14)

Total (95% CI) 105 94 100.0% 1.13 [0.96, 1.33] "

Total events 24 31

_Iliiet?;ngenemrl:l C#I T;?a ig:F‘I.EPDjEI‘.DEI);I = [5% "1 032 s 1 .
estioroverall efiect Z=1.46 (P =10.14) Favours control  Favours Intervention

Testfor subagroup differences: Mot applicable

Children’s attachment



0.5

0.5.1

Psychosocial interventions for children who have been

adopted

Video feedback versus control

Figure O.157: Effects of video feedback on secure attachment

Experimental Control Risk Ratio

Risk Ratio
M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl

6.1.1 Pre-school

Juffer 1897 27 30 21 30 100.0% 1.29[0.99, 1.67] !
Subtotal (95% CI) 30 30 100.0% 1.29 [0.99, 1.67]

Total events 27 21

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect Z=1.87 (P = 0.08)

0.

Testfor subaroup differences: Mot applicable

Figure 0.158: Effects of video feedback on maternal sensit

5td. Mean Difference
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Experimental Control

1 | |
102 05 2 510
Fawvours control  Favours video feedbac

ivity

5td. Mean Difference
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight

6.2.1 Pre-school

Juffer 19597 a8 1.5 30 52 14 30 100.0% 038012, 0.91] —t
Subtotal (95% CI) 30 30 100.0% 0.39 [-0.12, 0.91] -

Heteraogeneity: Mot applicahle
Test for overall effect Z=1.51 (P=0.13)

Testfor subaroup differences: Mot applicable

-2 -1 0 1 2
Favaours control Favours video feedbac

Figure 0.159: Effects of video feedback on likelihood of having attachment difficulties

Risk Ratio
Weight WN-H, Fixed, 95% CI

Experimental Control

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total

Risk Ratio
M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

6.3.1 Pre-school

Juffer 18497 27 a0 21 30 100.0% 1.28[0.98, 1.67]
Subtotal (95% Cl) 30 30 100.0% 1.29 [0.99, 1.67]
Total events 27 21

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfar averall effect: 7 =187 (F=0.08)

L 3

0.1

Testfor subaroup differences: Mot applicahle

Y 2 £ 10
Favours control Favours video feedbac

Figure 0.160: Effects of video feedback on likelihood of having disorganised

attachment

Experimental Control Risk Ratio

Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
6.4.1 Pre-school

Juffer 2004 16 19 38 49 100.0% 1.21[1.02,1.43]

Subtotal (95% CI) 49 49 100.0% 1.21 [1.02,1.43]

Total events 46 38

Heterogeneity: Kot applicahle
Testfor overall effect Z=2.28(F=0.02)

Testfor subaroup differences: Mot applicable

Children’s attachment

0102 0s 10 2 510
Favours control  Favours video feedbac




Figure O.161: Effects of video feedback on parental behaviour

Experimental Control

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
6.5.1 Pre-school
Juffer 1997 8 17 30 45 15 30 100.0% 0.86 [0.33,1.39] i
Subtotal (95% CI) 30 30 100.0% 0.86 [0.33, 1.39]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect: £= 318 (F=0.001)
-2 -1 D 1 2

Testfor subaroup differences: Mot applicable

Figure O.162:

Experimental Control

Std. Mean Difference

Favours video feedback Favours control

Effects of video feedback on child behaviour

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI

6.6.1 Pre-school

Juffer 1997 145 0.63 a0 147 0484 30 100.0% -0.34 [-0.85,0.17] i
Subtotal (95% CI) 30 30 100.0% -0.34 [-0.85, 0.17]

Heterogeneity. Mot applicahle
Test for overall effect; Z=1.29 (P = 0.20)

Test for subgroup diferences: Mot applicahle

1 1
-2 R 0 1 2
Fawvours video feedback Fawvours contral

0.5.2 Parental sensitivity and behaviour training versus control

Figure O.163: Effects of parental sensitivity and behaviour training on secure

attachment

Experimental Control

Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Eventis Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% ClI
7.1.1 Pre-school
Juffier 1987 24 30 21 30 100.0% 1.14[0.85,1.583]
Subtotal (95% Cl) 30 30 100.0%  1.14[0.85,1.53]
Total events 24 1
Heterogeneity: Mot applicakle
Testfor owerall effect, £=0.39(F =037}
0102 05 1 2 5 10

Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicahle

Favours control  Favours parent trainin

Figure O.164: Effects of parental sensitivity and behaviour training on maternal

sensitivity

Intervention Control

5td. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean 3D Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
7.3.1 Pre-school

Juffer 1997 54 1.8 30 82 1.5 30 100.0% 012039, 0.63]

Subtotal (95% CI) 30 30 100.0% 0.12 [-0.39, 0.63]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect: £= 046 (P = 0.64)

Test for subgroun diferences: Mot applicable

Children’s attachment

2 - 0 1 2
Favours control  Favours parent trainin




Figure O.165: Effects of parental sensitivity and behaviour training on likelihood of

having disorganised attachment

Experimental Control

Risk Ratio

Risk Ratio
M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

Study or Subgroup Events Total Eventis Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl
7.4.1 Pre-school

Juffier 2005 24 30 KL 49 100.0% 1.03[0.82,1.30]
Subtotal (95% Cl) 30 49 100.0%  1.03[0.82,1.30]
Total events 24 KE]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicakle
Testfor overall effect, £Z=0.26(F =079

Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicahle

01 02

05 1 2 5 10
Favours control  Favours parent trainin

Figure 0.166: Effects of parental sensitivity and behaviour training on
internalising/externalising behaviour

Experimental Control

Std. Mean Difference

IV, Fixed, 95% Cl

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight

7.5.1 Pre-school

Juffer 1987 5 22 30 45 15 30 100.0% 0.26[-0.25 0.77] jt
Subtotal {95% CI) 30 30 100.0% 0.26 [-0.25,0.77]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect Z=1.01 (F=0.31)

-2 1 0 1 2
. , Favours parent training Favours control
Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicable
Figure O.167: Effects of parental sensitivity and behaviour training on parental
behaviour
Experimental Control 5td. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI

7.6.1 Pre-school

Juffer 1997 1453 063 30 147 044 30 100.0% 0.28[-0.78,022 i—

Subtotal (95% CI) 30 30 100.0% -0.29 [0.79, 0.22]

Heterageneity: Mot applicahle

Testfor overall effect Z=110(P=0.27)

-2 -1 0 1 ]
. . Favours parenttraining Favours control
Testfor subaroun differences: Mot applicable
Figure O.168: Effects of parental sensitivity and behaviour training on maternal
empathy (lower is better)
Intervention Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI [V, Random, 85% CI

Carnes-Halt 2014 2736 8.01 31 4337 1084 27 100.0% -1.67 [2.28,-1.07]

Total {95% Cl) K} | 27 100.0% -1.67[-2.28,-1.07] ’

Heterageneity: Mot applicable T = ] : m

Testfor overall effect 2= 543 (P = 0.00001)

Children’s attachment

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]



Figure O.169: Effects of Parental sensitivity and behaviour training on child behaviour
CBCL total problems (lower is better)

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
7.7.1 Primary school-aged
Carnes Holt 2014 57.44 10.25 32 5762 11.23 29 100.0% -0.02 [-0.52, 0.48]
Subtotal (95% CI) 32 29 100.0% -0.02 [-0.52, 0.49]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle
Test for overall effect, 2= 0.06 (F=0.99)

Total (95% CI) 32 29 100.0% -0.02 [-0.52, 0.49]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle I—‘ID I5 ﬁ % 1IZII
Testfor averall effect Z=0.06 (P = 0.95) Favours intervention Fawvours control

Testfor subaroup differences: Mot applicable

0.5.3 Parental education, training and support versus control

Figure O.170: Effects of parental education, training and support on likelihood of
improving attachment by >50%

Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
8.2.1 Primary school
Rushton 2010 14 14 17 18 100.0% 1.06[0.91,1.23]
Subtotal {95% CI) 19 18 100.0%  1.06 [0.91,1.23]
Total events 19 17

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect £=0.75 (F = 0.49)

Test for subdgroun differences: Mot applicable

Figure O.171: Effects of parental education, training and support on
internalising/externalising behaviour

01 o0z 05 1 2 £ 10
Favours control Favours behavioural/Cl

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
8.6.1 Primary school
Rushton 2010 47 65 19 3314 7.2 18 100.0% 0.22[-0.42,0.87] —_t
Subtotal (95% CI) 19 18 100.0% 0.22 [-0.42,0.87]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test far overall effect Z= 0.68 (P = 0.50)

Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicable

Figure O.172: Effects of parental education, training and support on placement

1
-2 -1 0 1 2
Favours control Favours parent trainin

problems
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
8.9.2 Primary school
Rushton 2010 1874 B 19 1856 67 18 100.0% 0.03[-0.62, 0.6T]
Subtotal (95% CI) 19 18 100.0% 0.03 [-0.62, 0.67]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect Z=0.08 (F=0.93)

74 8
) . Favours parent training Favours control
Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicable

Children’s attachment



Figure O.173: Effects of parental education, training and support on quality of

parentlng
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
8.8.1 Primary school
Rushton 2010 1026 3.8 19 115 7.2 18 100.0% -0.21 [-0.86, 0.43]
Subtotal (95% CI) 19 18 100.0% -0.21 [-0.86, 0.43]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test far overall effect Z= 064 (P=052)

10 5 0 5 10
. . Favours parent training Favours control
Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicable
Figure O.174: Effects of parental education, training and support on
externalising/internalising behaviour at 6 months follow-up
Experimental Control 5td. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
8.10.1 Primary school
Rushton 2010 1737 48 19 1841 54 18 100.0% -0.18 [-0.83, 0.46]
Subtotal {95% CI) 19 18 100.0% -0.18 [-0.83, 0.46]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect; £= 055 (P =0.58)
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Figure O.175: Effects of parental education, training and support on placement
problems at 6 months follow-up
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
8.11.1 Primary school
Rushton 2010 974 43 19 11.7 BB 18 100.0% -0.35 [-1.00, 0.30]
Subtotal (95% CI) 19 18 100.0% -0.35[-1.00, 0.30]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test far overall effect Z=1.04 (P =0.30)
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Figure 0.176: Effects of parental education, training and support on quality of
parenting at 6 months of follow-up
Experimental Control 5td. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
8.12.1 Primary school
Rushton 2010 36.65 7 19 3325 7.3 18 100.0% 0.47[-019,1.12] —t
Subtotal {95% CI) 19 18 100.0% 0.47 [-0.19,1.12] -
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect Z=1.39 (P =0.16)
- -1 0 1 2
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Testfar subgroup differences: Mot applicable
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