NKR 59, Autisme blandt bgrn og unge, PICO 1 foreeldreintervention 01-Mar-2021
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Risk of bias summary: review authors' judgements about each risk of bias item for each included study.
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NKR 59, Autisme blandt bagrn og unge, PICO 1 foreeldreintervention

Figure 2 (Analysis 1.2)

Foraldremedieret intervention Ingen foraldremedieret intervention

01-Mar-2021

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Std. Mean Difference SE Total Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI
1.2.1 Sprogintervention

Aldred 2004 (1) 04181 03827 14 14 9.9% 0.42[F0.33,117]
Carer 2011 0.5466 03269 19 20 13.2% 0.85[0.09,1.19
Subtotal (95% CI) 33 34 23.1% 0.49[0.01, 0.98]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi#=0.07, df=1 (P =080}, F= 0%

Test for overall effiect £=1.98 (P =0.09)

1.2.2 Intervention malrettet agression og non-compliance

Subtotal (95% CI) 0 1} Not estimable
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for averall effect: Mot applicable

1.2.3 Traening i social fardigheder

Scherz 2013 04414 04235 11 12 8.2% 0.44 [0.39,1.27]
Subtotal (95% CI) 1 12 8.2% 0.44 [-0.39, 1.27]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for averall effect: £=1.04 {F =030}

1.2.4 @vrige interventioner

Brian 2017 (2} -0.2011 02548 a0 32 202% -0.20 [-0.70,0.30]
Yernan 2019 (3) 0 04174 12 11 8.4% 0.00[0.82, 082
Tonge 2014 (4) 04602 02424 35 35 220% 046 [-0.01, 0.94]
Dawsan 2010 (5) 0.7207 03092 24 21 1458% 0.72[0.11,1.33]
Reitzel 2013 (8) 0.74 0657 7 4 36% 0.74 [-0.55, 2.03]
Subtotal (95% CI) 108 103 68.7% 0.29 [-0.10, 0.68]
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.08; Chi*=7.09 df=4 (F=013); F= 44%

Testfor overall effiect Z=1.47 (F=0.14)

Total (95% CI) 152 149 100.0% 0.34 [0.09, 0.59]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.01; Chi®=7.80, df=7 (F=0.39), F=10%
Test for overall effect: £=2.71 (P=0.007)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi*=042 df=2{P=0.81), F=0%
Footnotes

(1) Vineland

(2)Vineland Il

(3 Vineland Il

(4) VABS daily living

(5) Vineland Il

(6) VABS daily living

,
}
-4

Favours Ingen forzeldremedi

Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence ger
(B} Allocation concealment
(C) Blinding of participants
(D} Blinding of outcome as
({E) Incomplete outcome dz
(F) Selective reporting (rep
(G) Other hias

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Foraeldremedieret intervention vs ingen foreeldremedieret intervention, outcome: 1.2 Funktionsniveau, foraeldrebedemt, lower is better.

Figure 3 (Analysis 1.3)

Forazldremedieret intervention

Ingen foraldremedieret intervention

Mean Difference

Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
1.3.1 Sprog intervention

Hardan 2015 (1) 46 049 25 i 0.8 22 355% -0.40[-0.89, 0.0%] —
Gengoux 2019 (2) 513 07 23 5.4 05 20 B45%  -0.27 F0O.63,0.09] —l—
Subtotal (95% CI) 48 42 100.0% -0.32[-0.61, -0.03] e
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi#F=018, df=1 (P=067), F= 0%

Test for overall effiect Z=2.14 (F=0.03)

1.3.2 Intervention malrettet agression og non-compliance

Subtotal (95% CI) 1} 0 Not estimable

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for averall effect: Mot applicable

1.3.3 Traening i social feerdigheder

Subtotal (95% CI) i} 1] Not estimable

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect: Mot applicable

1.3.4 Svrige interventioner

Subtotal (95% CI) 1} 0 Not estimable

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect: Mot applicable

Total (95% CI) 48 42 100.0% -0.32[-0.61, -0.03] B
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=018, df=1 (P=067), F= 0% 12 i1 b

Test for overall effect Z=2.14 (P=0.03)
Test for subgroup differences: Mot applicable
Footnotes

(1) CGl-severity

(2) CGl-severity

Favours Forzeldremedieret intervention  Favours |

Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel {performan
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection hias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting hias)

(G) Other hias

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Foraeldremedieret intervention vs ingen foreeldremedieret intervention, outcome: 1.3 Funktionsniveau, klinikerbedemt, CGl-severity, hgjre

bedre.
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NKR 59, Autisme blandt bagrn og unge, PICO 1 foreeldreintervention

Figure 4 (Analysis 1.4)

Forazldremedieret intervention

Ingen foraldremedieret intervention

Std. Mean Difference

01-Mar-2021

Std. Mean Differen

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% (
1.4.1 Sprog intervention

Direwy 2002 (13 18.3 449 12 201 4.3 12 T.T% -0.38 [-1.19,0.43] R
Gengoux 2019 () 91.49 228 23 931 274 20 128% -0.05 [-0.65, 0.54] CTR R
Hardan 2015 (3) -744 12.4 25 -B0.B 107 22 135% 0.48 [0.10,1.08] o
Subtotal (95% CI) 60 54  34.0% 0.07 [-0.41, 0.55] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.07; Chi®= 322 df=2 (F=0.20), F= 38%

Testfor overall effect Z=030(F=077)

1.4.2 Intervention malrettet agression og non-compliance

Subtotal (95% CI) 0 0 Not estimable

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect: Mot applicable

1.4.3 Trazning i social faerdigheder

Subtotal (95% CI) 0 0 Not estimable

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect: Mot applicable

1.4.4 @vrige interventioner

Jocelyn 1998 (4) -5.5 11.6 16 -1 14.2 19 10.7% -0.33 F1.00,0.34] CRENN T
Ginn 2017 (5) 80.83 12.23 14 82.33 849 18 85% -0.16 [-0.88, 0.54] R I TR
Solamon 2014 (5 17.92 573 62 17.98 6.04 60 27.3% -0.01 [0.37,0.34] T T
Tonge 2014 (7) -35.86 6.14 il -38.73 6.73 | 18.5% 0.44 [-0.03,0.92] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 128 129  66.0% 0.04 [-0.27, 0.35] i
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.03; Chi*=428, df =3 (P=0.23); F= 30%

Test for overall effiect Z=0.25 (F=0.80)

Total (95% CI) 188 183 100.0% 0.06 [-0.18, 0.30] ?

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.02; Chi®=7.85, df=6 (F=027), F= 20%

Test for overall effiect Z=048 (P=063)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi*=0.01, df=1 (F=091), F=0%

Footnotes

(1) ADI- RSI

(2) SRS

(3 5RS

(4) ABC total parentversion, change

(5) SRS-2, lower is better

(B)y5CQ

{7y CARS total score, change, higheris hetter

-2 -1 0
Favours Foreeldremedieretintervention  Favour:

Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performs
(D) Blinding of outcorme assessment (detection hias
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting hias)

(G) Other hias

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Foraeldremedieret intervention vs ingen foraeldremedieret intervention, outcome: 1.4 Kernesymptomer autisme, foreeldrerapporteret.

Figure 5 (Analysis 1.5)
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NKR 59, Autisme blandt bgrn og unge, PICO 1 foreeldreintervention 01-Mar-2021
Forzldremedieret intervention Ingen forzldremedieret intervention Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Differen

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% (
1.5.1 Sprog intervention

Aldred 2004 (1) 11.8 6.4 14 16.1 4.4 14 87% -0.76 [-1.53, 0.01]

Carter 2011 (2 15.56 456 25 136 489 25 122% 0.41 015, 0.97] =
Subtotal (95% CI) 39 39 21.8% -0.14 [-1.29, 1.00] -*-—
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.56; Chi*=4577, df=1 (F=002), F=83%

Test for overall effect: Z=0.25 (P =0.80)

1.5.2 Intervention malrettet agression og non-compliance

Subtotal (95% CI) 0 0 Not estimable

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect: Mot applicable

1.5.3 Trazning i social faerdigheder

Subtotal (95% CI) 0 0 Not estimable

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect: Mot applicable

1.5.4 @vrige interventioner

Wernon 2019 (3 4.92 1.81 12 7.82 218 11 T.9% -1.60 [-2.45, -0.56] g e =

Fajareya 2011 (4) -249 2 14 -0.8 1.2 16 96% -1.25 [-2.03,-0.47] N —

Yaleri 2019 (5) 449 1.2 15 [ 15 15 9.9% -0.79 [-1.53,-0.04] = E
Dawson 2010 (8) 7 1.4 24 723 1.8 21 11.8% -016 [F0.75, 0.43] ST B
Green 2010 (7) 187 6 I 16.8 ar A 151% -0.14 045 0.18] b o

Brian 2017 (&) 6.4 207 30 672 2.56 32 129% 0.08[0.42, 0.57] R
Jocelyn 1998 (3 -11.6 181 16 -158.1 15.5 19 10.9% 0.20 [0.46, 0.87] — =
Subtotal (95% CI) 189 189 78.2% -0.41[-0.81, -0.01] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.19; Chi*=19.05, df=6 (P = 0.004); F=69%

Test for overall effect, Z= 2.00 (P = 0.09)

Total (95% CI) 228 228 100.0% -0.35 [-0.71, 0.02] <

Heterogeneity, Taw®= 0.20; Chi®= 2591, df=8 (P = 0.001}; F=69%

Test for overall effect. £=1.88 (F = 0.068)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi*=018, df=1 (P =0.67), F=0%

Footnotes

(1) ADOS

(2)ADOS

(3) ADOS-2 CSS

(4) CARS total score, change, higheris hetter
(5) ADDS-2 C58

(6) ADOS-2 CSS

(71 ADOS total score, lower is better

(8) ADDS-2 C5S8

(9) ABC total, lower is better, change

-4 -2 0
Favours Foreeldremedieretintervention  Favour:

Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performe
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection hias
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting hias)

(G) Other bias

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Foraeldremedieret intervention vs ingen foreeldremedieret intervention, outcome: 1.5 Kernesymptomer autisme, klinikerbedgmt.

Figure 6 (Analysis 1.6)
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NKR 59, Autisme blandt bgrn og unge, PICO 1 foreeldreintervention 01-Mar-2021

Foraeldremedieret intervention Ingen foraeldremedieret intervention Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight I, Random, 95% CI IV, Rando
1.6.1 Sprogintervention
Subtotal (95% CI) 0 0 Not estimable

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: Mot applicable

1.6.2 Intervention malrettet agression og non-compliance

Whittingham 2009 (1) 121.4 25.28 29 148 63 30.33 o av% -0.96 [-1.50,-0.42] I —
ladarola 2018 (2) 14 6.5 a4 16.6 7.6 a1 11.2% -0.66 [-0.95, -0.36] SR TR
Eearss 2015 (3) 18 1.8029 29 24 1.9207 91 6% -0.36 [-0.68,-0.07] — =
Aman 20093 (4) 1.23 1.36 74 1.68 1.36 43 171% -0.33 [0.69, 0.03] o
Solomon 2008 (3) 59.7 495 10 6222 a4.77 9  40% -0.32[-1.22,0.59] . _ms &
Subtotal (95% CI) 292 270  73.6% -0.52[-0.73, -0.30] i

Heterogeneity: Tauw®=0.02; Chi*=571, df=4 (F=022), F= 30%
Test for overall effect £=4.73 (P = 0.00001)

1.6.3 Traening i social faerdigheder

Subtotal (95% CI) 0 0 Not estimable
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect: Mot applicable

1.6.4 @vrige interventioner

Ginn 2017 (B) 101.2 aF18 15 13427 19.35 19 53% -1.09 [-1.86,-0.31]
Kuravackel 2018 (7) -17.09  17.8742 23 i 17.8743 1m0 52% -0.93[1.71,-0.14]
Waleri 2019 (8) 51.2 7.3 17 471 a 16 B.2% -0.75 [-1.46,-0.04] T e L
Williams 2020 (9 63,32 1081 25 64,96 2.15 28 87% -0AT 0T, 0.37] R
Subtotal (95% CI) 80 69 26.4% -0.67 [-1.11, -0.23]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.07; Chi*=480, df =3 (F=019); 7= 38%
Test for overall effect, 2= 3.01 (P =0.003)

Total (95% CI) 372 339 100.0% -0.55[-0.74, -0.36] i
Heterogeneity, Tauw®=0.02; Chi*=10.86, df=8 (F=0.21);, F= 26%
Test for overall effect £=5.68 (P = 0.00001)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi*= 038, df=1 (P = 0.53), F=0%
Footnotes

(1) ECEI - intensity

(2) ABC -irritability subscale

(3) HSQ total

(4) HS QO total

(5) ECBI - intensity

(6) ECBI - intensity

(TYECEI

(8) CBCL-EXT

(9) CBCL-EXT

-2 -1 |
Favours Foreeldremedieret intervention

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Foraeldremedieret intervention vs ingen foraeldremedieret intervention, outcome: 1.6 Adfeerdsvanskeligheder, foreeldre rap..

Figure 7 (Analysis 1.7)
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NKR 59, Autisme blandt bgrn og unge, PICO 1 foreeldreintervention 01-Mar-2021
Forzldremedieret intervention Ingen forzldremedieret intervention Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Differ

Study or Subgroup Mean sD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95°

1.7.1 Sprog intervention

Drew 2002 (1) 104.3 20 10 11241 201 10 31% -0.37 [1.26, 0.51]

Subtotal (95% CI) 10 10 31% -0.37 [-1.26, 0.51] | e T P

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect Z=082 (F=0.41)

1.7.2 Intervention malrettet agression og non-compliance

Whittingham 2008 {3) -39.41 6.04 249 -35.23 7h 0 BAE% -0.60 [-1.12,-0.08] T

ladarola 2018 (3) 91.4 19.6 849 938 19.4 91 23.9% -0.13 0,42, 0.16] —

Subtotal (95% CI) 118 121 32.4% -0.31[-0.76, 0.14] -*'-

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.06; Chi®= 239 df=1 (F=012), F= 58%

Test for overall effect Z=1.35(F=018)

1.7.3 Treaening i social fardigheder

Subtotal (95% CI) 0 0 Not estimable

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect: Mot applicable

1.7.4 @vrige interventioner

Kuravackel 2018 (4) -8.25 139681 23 0 13.9681 10 42% -0.88 [1.33,0.18] &, | =

Ginn 2017 (5) 91 1466 15 9993 19.07 15 45% -0.51 [1.24,0.22] =

Reitzel 2013 (&) -11.7 15.8 G -5.8 101 B 1.9% -0.43[-1.88 0.72]

Solamon 2014 (7) 237 4548 62 24997 40.35 63 17.4% -0.30 [-0.65, 0.04] =

Valeri 2019 (8) 251 9.1 16 261 9.5 15 48% -0.10[0.81, 0.60] e

Lecavalier 2012 (3) 88.4 24.3 ki 9.9 21.7 o 9.2% -0.06 [-0.56, 0.44] R

Jocelyn 1998 (10) 148 L] 16 -0.4 4 19 54% 0.06 [0.61,0.73] =

Williams 2020 {11) 9213 19.51 23 89.64 19.83 28 TT% 0.12[0.43, 0.68] N

Erian 2017 {12) av.36 22 a0 7877 23491 32 9.2% 0,37 [F0.13,0.87] = @

Subtotal (95% CI) 222 218 64.5% -0.11[-0.31, 0.09] -

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.01; Chi*=8.51, df =8 (P=0.38), F= 6%

Testfor overall effect Z=110(F=0.27)

Total (95% CI) 350 349 100.0% -0.16 [[0.32, -0.01] -

Heterogeneity, Taw®=0.01; Chi*=11.74, df=11 (P = 0.38), F=6% 52 51 b

Test for overall effect £=2.04 (F=0.04)

Test for subaroup differences: Chi*=0.88, df= 2 (P = 0.64), F=0%
Footnotes

(1) PSI

(2) Being a parent satisfaction scale, higher better
(3) PSliparent stress subscale, lower is hetter

(4) PSI

(5) PSliparent stress subscale, lower is hetter

(6) PSOC higheris hetter, change

(T)PSI

(8) Parent stress subscale

(9) Being a parent satisfaction scale, higher better
(10) Stress Arousal Checklist, change

(11) PSI, lower is better

(12) PSI, lower is hetter

Favours Foreeldremedieretintervention  Favo

Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) BElinding of participants and personnel {perforr
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection b
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting hias)

(G) Other hias

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Foraeldremedieret intervention vs ingen foreeldremedieret intervention, outcome: 1.7 Foreeldretrivsel.

Figure 8 (Analysis 1.8)

Review Manager 5.3



NKR 59, Autisme blandt bgrn og unge, PICO 1 foreeldreintervention 01-Mar-2021

Foraeldremedieret intervention  Ingen foraeldremedieret intervention Risk Difference Risk Difference
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
1.8.1 Sprogintervention
Hardan 2015 a a7 0 26 58.0% 0.00[-0.07,0.07]
Subtotal (95% CI) 27 26  58.0% 0.00 [-0.07, 0.07]
Total events 0 1]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect Z=0.00 (P =1.00)

1.8.2 Intervention malrettet agression og non-compliance

Subtotal (95% CI) 0 0 Not estimable
Total events 0 0

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect: Mot applicable

1.8.3 Traening i sociale faerdigheder

Subtotal (95% CI) 0 0 Mot estimable
Total events 1} 1]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for averall effect: Mot applicable

1.8.4 @vrige interventioner

Dawsan 2010 1] 24 0 21 42.0% 0.00[-0.08 0.08]
Subtotal (95% CI) 24 21 42.0% 0.00 [-0.08, 0.08]
Total events 1} 1]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effiect Z=0.00 (F=1.00)

Total (95% CI) 51 47 100.0% 0.00 [-0.05, 0.05] —f—

Total events 1} 1]
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.00; Chi*=0.00, df=1 (P=1.00%; F= 0%
Test for overall effiect Z=0.00 (P =1.00)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi*=0.00, df=1 {P=1.00), F=0%
Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Allacation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)

(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection hias)

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)

(G) Other hias

, ,
-0.2 -0.1 0
Favours Forseldremedieret intervention  Favours Ini

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Foraeldremedieret intervention vs ingen foreeldremedieret intervention, outcome: 1.8 Bivirkninger, antal personer_RD.

Figure 10 (Analysis 1.7)
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@] Sprog intervention
<> Intervention malrettet agression og non-compliance
[ Treening i social feerdigheder

@vrige interventioner

Funnel plot of comparison: 1 Foraeldremedieret intervention vs ingen foreeldremedieret intervention, outcome: 1.7 Foreeldretrivsel.
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