[Intervention] for [health problem] 07-Oct-2015

1 SSRI + antipsyk vs SSRI

1.1 Symptomscore (Y-BOCS) End of treatment

SSRI + antipsyk SSRI Mean Difference Mean Difference Risk of Bias

StudyorSubgroup  Mean SD_Total Mean SD Total Weight IV,Random,95%ClI 1V, Random, 95% CI A
Bystritsky 2004 20 7.9 13 257 47 13 6.8% -5.70[-10.70, -0.70] ?2 2
Carey 2005 =74 7.2 20 -72 84 21 6.9% 0.10 [-4.68, 4.88] D @
Denys 2004 19.2 6.4 20 246 6.7 20 7.6% -5.40 [-9.46, -1.34] e — ?
Diniz 2011 25 6 18 18 7 18 7.4% 7.00[2.74, 11.26] - @
Erzegovesi 2005 23 4.6 10 246 6.7 10 6.7% -1.60 [-6.64, 3.44] - 1 @
Fineberg 2005 211 6.4 11 227 55 10 6.7% -1.60 [-6.69, 3.49] -1 © @
Hollander 2003 23.1 8383 10 28 7.31 6 4.6% -4.90[-12.70, 2.90] — ?2 2
Kordon 2008 -5.22 537 18 -3.85 4.91 20 8.2% -1.37 [-4.65, 1.91] T ?2 72
McDougle 2000 18.7 8.3 18 25 4.4 15 7.3% -6.30[-10.73,-1.87] e o
Muscatello 2011 18.15 7.3 20 247 44 20 7.9% -6.55[-10.29, -2.81] - ®
Sayyah 2012 16.12 6.1 18 242 341 21 8.4% -8.08[-11.19,-4.97] - @
Shapira 2004 5.1 4.9 22 3.8 38 22 8.8% 1.30[-1.29, 3.89] T © @
Simpson 2013 22.6 8.8 32 231 69 17 7.2% -0.50 [-4.98, 3.98] - T ®
Storch 2013 19.14 11.13 17 21.24 8.16 17 5.5% -2.10 [-8.66, 4.46] - 1 @
Total (95% Cl) 247 230 100.0% -2.51[-4.82, -0.21] L

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 13.96; Chi? = 53.52, df = 13 (P < 0.00001); 12 = 76%

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.14 (P = 0.03) 10 -5 0 5 10

Favours SSRI + antipsyk Favours SSRI

Risk of bias legen

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)

(G) Other bias

-

.2 Social funktionsevne Langste follow-up

SSRI + antipsyk SSRI Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V,Random,95%CI IV, Random, 95% Cl ABCDETFG®G
Carey 2005 53 56 20 -61 48 21 28.0% 0.15 [-0.46, 0.76] -— 2000720
Denys 2004 42 18 20 54 25 20 26.6% -0.54 [-1.17, 0.09] —— 22072000
Fineberg 2005 185 86 11 186 69 10 157% -0.01 [-0.87, 0.84] —_— 272072000
Simpson 2013 22 04 32 2105 17 29.8% 0.23 [-0.36, 0.82] — T 0020000
Total (95% Cl) 83 68 100.0% -0.04 [-0.39, 0.32] ’

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.02; Chi? = 3.55, df = 3 (P = 0.31); 2= 16% T t ! T t

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.20 (P = 0.84) 4 05 0 05 1
Favours SSRI + antipsyk Favours SSRI

Risk of bias legen

A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)

D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)

(
(
(
(
(
(
(G) Other bias
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[Intervention] for [health problem] 07-Oct-2015

1.3 Livskvalitet: Leengste follow-up

SSRI + antipsyk SSRI Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Random, 95% CI 1V, Random, 95% Cl ABCDETFG
Kordon 2008 207 775 18 5 844 20 46.4% -0.35 [-1.00, 0.29] — 27202002
Simpson 2013 551 139 32 626 167 17 53.6% -0.49 [-1.09, 0.10] —u— 0020000
Total (95% Cl) 50 37 100.0% -0.43 [-0.87, 0.01] ’

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi2 = 0.10,df =1 (P = 0.75); I2= 0% T T J T

] -2 -1 0 1 2
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.92 (P = 0.05) Favours SSRI Favours SSRI + antipsyk

A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)

G)

(
(
(
(
(
(
(G) Other bias

-

.5 Symptomscore (min 30% reduktion i Y-BOCS) End of treatment

Favours SSRI SSRI Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV,Random,95%ClI IV, Random, 95% CI A EFG
Bystritsky 2004 6 13 0 13 23% 13.00[0.81,209.42] . 2 ®
Carey 2005 8 20 10 21 150% 0.84 [0.42, 1.69] — ® A ]
Denys 2004 8 20 2 20 69%  4.00[0.97,16.55] — 2 [
Diniz 2011 6 18 10 18 13.9% 0.60 [0.28, 1.30] —T @7 A
Erzegovesi 2005 5 10 2 10 72%  250[0.63,10.00] N @ o
Fineberg 2005 3 11 1 10 38%  2.73[0.34,22.16] — 29 [
Hollander 2003 4 10 0 6 23%  5.73[0.36,90.83] S R 29 2@
Kordon 2008 6 18 3 20 84% 2.22[0.65, 7.61] T 29 2
McDougle 2000 9 20 0 16 23% 15.38[0.96,245.70] @® * @
Sayyah 2012 8 18 3 21 90%  3.11[0.97,10.00] — @ 2 @
Shapira 2004 5 22 4 22 89% 1.25[0.39, 4.05] — 29 2
Simpson 2013 9 40 3 17  89% 1.27[0.39, 4.14] -1 @® @®
Storch 2013 6 17 5 17 11.1% 1.20 [0.45, 3.19] —_ @ ?
Total (95% Cl) 237 211 100.0% 1.64 [1.05, 2.56] &

Total events 83 43

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.21; Chi? = 18.65, df = 12 (P = 0.10); 1= 36%

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.19 (P = 0.03) 0.005 0.1 1 10 200

Favours SSRI Favours SSRI + antipsyk
Ri )

A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)

G)

(
(
(
(
(
(
(G) Other bias
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[Intervention] for [health problem] 07-Oct-2015

1.6 Symptomscore (min 30% reduktion i Y-BOCS) Langste follow-up (min 3 mdr)

SSRI + antipsyk SSRI Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total IV,Fixed,95%Cl IV, Fixed,95%Cl ABCDEFG
! N " T N N N
0.1 0.2 05 1 2 5 10
Favours SSRI + antipsyk Favours SSRI
Risk of bias legen
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias
1.7 Remission Symptomscore (Y-BOCS: < 9) End of treatment
SSRI + antipsyk SSRI Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV,Random,95% Cl 1V, Random, 95% Cl ABCDEFG
Denys 2004 1 20 0 20 304%  3.00[0.13,69.52] = 22072000
Simpson 2013 5 40 1 20 69.6%  2.50[0.31,19.99] — 020000

Total (95% Cl) 60 40 100.0% 2.64 [0.47, 14.96]
Total events 6 1

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chiz = 0.01,df =1 (P = 0.92); I2= 0% T T T T t
Test f Il effect: Z=1.10 (P = 0.27 0.01 0-1 ! 0 100
est for overall effect: 2= 1.10 (P = 0.27) Favours SSRI Favours SSRI + antipsyk

Ri )
A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)

G)

(
(
(
(
(
(
(G) Other bias
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[Intervention] for [health problem] 07-Oct-2015

1.8 Clinical Global Impressions-Severity (CGI-S) < 2 : End of treatment

SSRI + antipsyk SSRI Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight 1V,Random,95% CI 1V, Random, 95% CI
Carey 2005 8 20 10 21 31.4% 0.84[0.42, 1.69] -
Denys 2004 8 20 2 20 17.7% 4.00[0.97, 16.55] .
Kordon 2008 4 18 6 20 23.1% 0.74[0.25, 2.21] =
McDougle 2000 8 18 0 15  6.8% 14.32[0.89, 229.27] |
Storch 2013 6 17 3 17 21.0% 2.00[0.60, 6.72] T
Total (95% Cl) 93 93 100.0% 1.56 [0.71, 3.44]
Total events 34 21

0002 0.1 10 500

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.39; Chi2 = 8.24, df =4 (P = 0.08); 2= 51% 1
Favours SSRI Favours SSRI + antipsyk

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.11 (P = 0.27)

A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)

(
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(
(
(G) Other bias
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[Intervention] for [health problem] 07-Oct-2015

1.9 Drop-out End of treatment

SSRI + antipsyk SSRI Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV,Random,95% Cl 1V, Random, 95% Cl ABCDEFG
Bystritsky 2004 2 13 6 13 83% 0.33[0.08, 1.36] - 22@27°200
Carey 2005 2 20 0 21 18% 524[0.27,102.81] — 0200020
Denys 2004 1 20 0 20 17%  3.00[0.13,69.52] — 22072000
Diniz 2011 7 18 2 18 80%  3.50[0.84, 14.61] — @22222@
Erzegovesi 2005 0 10 0 10 Not estimable 0002000
Fineberg 2005 1 11 110  24%  0.91[0.07, 12.69] . 22072000
Hollander 2003 1 10 2 6  35% 0.30 [0.03, 2.65] —_— 2700020
Kordon 2008 6 19 3 20 10.7% 2.11[0.61,7.24] N 220720@
McDougle 2000 2 20 1 16  31%  1.60[0.16, 16.10] — 0000020
Muscatello 2011 4 20 6 20 135% 0.67 [0.22, 2.01] — 0002000
Sayyah 2012 3 18 4 21 89% 0.88[0.22, 3.40] — 0000020
Shapira 2004 5 22 2 22 70%  250[0.54,11.54] - 22@02@22
Simpson 2013 8 40 3 17 11.4% 1.13[0.34, 3.76] B 020000
Storch 2013 6 17 6 17 19.8% 1.00 [0.40, 2.48] —— 00000
Total (95% Cl) 258 231 100.0% 1.13 [0.75, 1.69]

Total events 48 36

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chiz = 11.33, df = 12 (P = 0.50); I = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.58 (P = 0.56) 0.005 0.1 10 200

1
Favours SSRI + antipsyk Favours SSRI

A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)

(
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(
(
(G) Other bias
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[Intervention] for [health problem]

1.10 Frafald pa grund af bivirkninger (AE)

07-Oct-2015

SSRI + antipsyk SSRI Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV,Random,95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl ABCDEFG
Bystritsky 2004 2 13 0 13 7.8%  5.00[0.26,95.02] — 2202200
Carey 2005 2 20 0 21 76% 5.24[0.27,102.81] — 02000720
Denys 2004 0 20 0 20 Not estimable 22072000
Diniz 2011 3 18 0 18 81%  7.00([0.39, 126.48] T @?22222@
Erzegovesi 2005 0 10 0 10 Not estimable 0002000
Fineberg 2005 1 11 0 10 71%  2.75[0.12,60.70] B — 22072000
Hollander 2003 0 10 0o 6 Not estimable 27200020
Kordon 2008 4 19 1 20 153%  4.21[0.52,34.36] S 220720@
Sayyah 2012 0 18 0 21 Not estimable @2@
Shapira 2004 2 22 2 22 19.4% 1.00[0.15, 6.48] — @22
Simpson 2013 4 40 2 20 26.1% 1.00 [0.20, 5.00] — (11}
Storch 2013 6 17 0 17 86% 13.00[0.79, 214.05] T @9~
Total (95% Cl) 218 198 100.0% 2.52 [1.11, 5.72] L 2

Total events 24 5

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 4.67,df =7 (P = 0.70); 2= 0%

0.005

01 1

10 200

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.20 (P = 0.03) Favours SSRI + antipsyk Favours SSRI
Risk of bias legen
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias
1.11 Alvorlige bivirkninger (SAE)
SSRI + antipsyk SSRI Risk Difference Risk Difference Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV,Random,95% Cl 1V, Random, 95% Cl ABCDEFG
Carey 2005 0 20 0 21 221% 0.00 [-0.09, 0.09] — 02000720
Diniz 2011 0 18 0 18 17.3% 0.00[-0.10, 0.10] -t @222220
Fineberg 2005 0 1 0 10 6.4% 0.00 [-0.17, 0.17] 2002000
Kordon 2008 1 19 3 20 52% -0.10 [-0.28, 0.09] _
Simpson 2013 0 40 0 20 33.4% 0.00[-0.07, 0.07] —
Storch 2013 0 17 0 17 15.6% 0.00[-0.11, 0.11] I S
Total (95% Cl) 125 106 100.0% -0.01 [-0.05, 0.04]
Total events 1 3

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chiz = 1.00, df = 5 (P = 0.96); 12 = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.23 (P = 0.82)

)
B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
C)

D)
E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)

(
(
(
(
(
(
(G) Other bias
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A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

02 01 0

01 02

Favours SSRI + antipsyk Favours SSRI



[Intervention] for [health problem] 07-Oct-2015

1.12Vaegtegning

SSRI + antipsyk SSRI Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV,Random,95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl ABCDEFG
Bystritsky 2004 1 13 0 13 109%  3.00[0.13,67.51] B — 222200
Carey 2005 1 20 0 21 106%  3.14[0.14,72.92] — 200020
Denys 2004 6 20 0 20 13.3% 13.00[0.78,216.39] T 272072000
Sayyah 2012 0 18 0 21 Not estimable 0000020
Shapira 2004 1 22 0 22 106%  3.00[0.13,69.87] —_—r 22@02@2 2
Simpson 2013 13 40 2 20 546%  3.25[0.81,13.03] T—a— 020000
Total (95% Cl) 133 117 100.0%  3.83 [1.37, 10.68] -

Total events 22 2

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chiz = 0.84, df = 4 (P = 0.93); I2= 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.56 (P = 0.01) 0.005 01 1 10 200

Favours SSRI + antipsyk Favours SSRI

Risk of bias legen

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)

(G) Other bias
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