S2 Appendix: Forest plots for subgroup analyses*

[bookmark: _GoBack]* No significant results remain following Holm-Bonferroni correction for multiple comparisons

Multidisciplinary team versus single case manager
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]
Strength of primary care orientation
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]

Type of risk tool used
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]
RCT versus non-RCT
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]
Inclusion of a social worker in case management
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]
[image: ]
26

image4.emf
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Schraeder 2001
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Fan 2012

Leung 2004
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Sledge 2006
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Subtotal  (I-squared = 70.4%, p = 0.001)
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Toseland 1996

Subtotal  (I-squared = 42.9%, p = 0.173)

Burns 1995

Schraeder 2001

Counsell 2007

van Hout 2010

Gravelle 2007

Low

Morishita 1998

Dalby 2000

Stuck 2000

Coburn 2012

Intermediate/High

Boult 2008

Dorr 2008

0.03 (-0.04, 0.09)

size (95% CI)

0.01 (-0.20, 0.22)

0.05 (-0.01, 0.12)

0.19 (-0.12, 0.50)

-0.10 (-0.27, 0.08)
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Overall  (I-squared = 35.1%, p = 0.094)

Newcomer 2004

Subtotal  (I-squared = 41.2%, p = 0.131)
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Leung 2004

van Hout 2010
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Subtotal  (I-squared = 35.5%, p = 0.145)
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Study
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0.07 (-0.39, 0.52)

size (95% CI)

-0.07 (-0.29, 0.14)
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Subtotal  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.525)

Dorr 2008

De Stampa 2014

Sledge 2006

Shannon 2006

Levine 2012

Subtotal  (I-squared = 71.0%, p = 0.002)

0.04 (-0.02, 0.10)

0.19 (-0.16, 0.54)

0.19 (0.04, 0.34)

size (95% CI)

0.30 (0.02, 0.58)

-0.01 (-0.32, 0.30)

-0.10 (-0.34, 0.14)

0.00 (-0.09, 0.10)

-0.12 (-0.31, 0.07)

0.54 (0.12, 0.97)

0.13 (-0.07, 0.33)

-0.01 (-0.20, 0.18)

-0.10 (-0.26, 0.06)

0.23 (-0.12, 0.58)

-0.05 (-0.32, 0.21)

-0.37 (-0.79, 0.04)

0.19 (-0.15, 0.52)
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Effect
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0.19 (-0.15, 0.52)

-0.03 (-0.35, 0.30)

Effect

-0.01 (-0.16, 0.14)

0.02 (-0.13, 0.17)

0.01 (-0.03, 0.06)

-0.09 (-0.24, 0.06)

0.16 (-0.25, 0.57)

0.19 (-0.21, 0.59)

0.30 (-0.05, 0.65)

0.19 (-0.04, 0.41)

0.08 (-0.10, 0.26)

100.00

2.43

7.26

Weight

3.42

2.90

4.13

9.64

5.61

1.74

5.33

5.60

6.84

2.42

3.75

1.83

2.55

2.70

%

7.13

7.03

73.46

7.08

1.86

1.92

2.36

4.49

26.54

Favours usual care  Favours case management 

0 1 .5 -.5 -1

Low versus intermediate/high PHC

Utilisation of secondary care (short-term)


image12.emf
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

.

.

Overall  (I-squared = 22.8%, p = 0.194)

Study

Schraeder 2008

Dalby 2000

Boult 2008

Toseland 1996

Rubenstein 2007

Subtotal  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.414)

Intermediate/High

Kruse 2010

Stuck 2000

Schraeder 2001

Hogg 2009

van Hout 2010

Low

Dorr 2008

Fordyce 1997

Subtotal  (I-squared = 35.3%, p = 0.117)

Counsell 2007

Burns 1995

Beland 2006a

Gravelle 2007

-0.02 (-0.08, 0.04)

size (95% CI)

-0.07 (-0.29, 0.15)

0.13 (-0.20, 0.47)

0.06 (-0.13, 0.25)

0.08 (-0.23, 0.39)

0.01 (-0.14, 0.16)

-0.02 (-0.12, 0.07)

0.06 (-0.16, 0.27)

-0.41 (-0.75, -0.07)

0.06 (-0.09, 0.20)

0.08 (-0.17, 0.33)

-0.10 (-0.28, 0.07)

-0.15 (-0.33, 0.03)

0.06 (-0.07, 0.19)

-0.02 (-0.10, 0.05)

-0.30 (-0.57, -0.03)

0.07 (-0.33, 0.46)

0.02 (-0.14, 0.18)

-0.17 (-0.42, 0.08)

Effect

100.00

Weight

5.61

2.82

7.30

3.19

9.95

29.27

5.96

2.68

10.19

4.55

8.03

7.81

11.96

70.73

4.03

2.04

9.24

4.63

%

-0.02 (-0.08, 0.04)

size (95% CI)

-0.07 (-0.29, 0.15)

0.13 (-0.20, 0.47)

0.06 (-0.13, 0.25)

0.08 (-0.23, 0.39)

0.01 (-0.14, 0.16)

-0.02 (-0.12, 0.07)

0.06 (-0.16, 0.27)

-0.41 (-0.75, -0.07)

0.06 (-0.09, 0.20)

0.08 (-0.17, 0.33)

-0.10 (-0.28, 0.07)

-0.15 (-0.33, 0.03)

0.06 (-0.07, 0.19)

-0.02 (-0.10, 0.05)

-0.30 (-0.57, -0.03)

0.07 (-0.33, 0.46)

0.02 (-0.14, 0.18)

-0.17 (-0.42, 0.08)

Effect

100.00

Weight

5.61

2.82

7.30

3.19

9.95

29.27

5.96

2.68

10.19

4.55

8.03

7.81

11.96

70.73

4.03

2.04

9.24

4.63

%

Favours usual care   Favours case management 
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image13.emf
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

.
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Overall  (I-squared = 63.6%, p = 0.001)

Dorr 2008

Fan 2012

Threshold/Predictive risk modelling

Toseland 1996

Bernabei 1998

Ploeg 2010

Judgement

Sledge 2006

Boyd 1996

Fitzgerald 1994

Bird 2010

Shannon 2006

Burns 1995

Study

Subtotal  (I-squared = 68.2%, p = 0.001)

Subtotal  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.824)

Schraeder 2001

0.08 (-0.03, 0.19)

0.11 (0.03, 0.18)

-0.31 (-0.50, -0.12)

0.37 (0.06, 0.67)

0.03 (-0.25, 0.30)

0.00 (-0.14, 0.15)

0.14 (-0.26, 0.54)

-0.10 (-0.63, 0.43)

-0.00 (-0.15, 0.15)

0.52 (-0.07, 1.11)

0.33 (0.10, 0.56)

0.27 (-0.08, 0.61)

size (95% CI)

0.09 (-0.06, 0.24)

0.10 (0.03, 0.17)

0.05 (-0.41, 0.51)

Effect

100.00

15.77

11.25

7.24

8.15

13.02

5.24

3.42

12.79

2.90

9.61

6.32

Weight

79.95

20.05

4.28

%

0.08 (-0.03, 0.19)

0.11 (0.03, 0.18)

-0.31 (-0.50, -0.12)

0.37 (0.06, 0.67)

0.03 (-0.25, 0.30)

0.00 (-0.14, 0.15)

0.14 (-0.26, 0.54)

-0.10 (-0.63, 0.43)

-0.00 (-0.15, 0.15)

0.52 (-0.07, 1.11)

0.33 (0.10, 0.56)

0.27 (-0.08, 0.61)

size (95% CI)

0.09 (-0.06, 0.24)

0.10 (0.03, 0.17)

0.05 (-0.41, 0.51)

Effect

100.00

15.77

11.25

7.24

8.15

13.02

5.24

3.42

12.79

2.90

9.61

6.32

Weight

79.95

20.05

4.28

%

Favours usual care   Favours case management 

0 1 .5 -.5 -1

Judgement versus modelling

Mortality (short-term)
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.

.

Overall  (I-squared = 40.0%, p = 0.067)

Subtotal  (I-squared = 30.8%, p = 0.154)

Subtotal  (I-squared = 78.5%, p = 0.031)

Judgement

Threshold/Predictive risk modelling

Kruse 2010

Dalby 2000

Toseland 1996

Dorr 2008

van Hout 2010

Counsell 2007

Coburn 2012

Burns 1995

Boult 2008

Stuck 2000

Study

Morishita 1998

Schraeder 2001

Gravelle 2007

0.03 (-0.04, 0.09)

0.02 (-0.05, 0.09)

-0.02 (-0.30, 0.26)

0.01 (-0.20, 0.22)

-0.21 (-0.54, 0.12)

0.19 (-0.12, 0.50)

0.10 (0.03, 0.17)

0.03 (-0.13, 0.18)

0.03 (-0.10, 0.16)

0.09 (0.00, 0.19)

0.36 (-0.04, 0.76)

0.07 (-0.15, 0.29)

-0.26 (-0.58, 0.06)

size (95% CI)

0.02 (-0.14, 0.19)

-0.19 (-0.44, 0.06)

-0.21 (-0.46, 0.04)

Effect

100.00

76.95

23.05

6.53

3.25

3.60

18.03

9.91

12.10

15.44

2.34

6.19

3.36

Weight

9.14

5.02

5.10

%

0.03 (-0.04, 0.09)

0.02 (-0.05, 0.09)

-0.02 (-0.30, 0.26)

0.01 (-0.20, 0.22)

-0.21 (-0.54, 0.12)

0.19 (-0.12, 0.50)

0.10 (0.03, 0.17)

0.03 (-0.13, 0.18)

0.03 (-0.10, 0.16)

0.09 (0.00, 0.19)

0.36 (-0.04, 0.76)

0.07 (-0.15, 0.29)

-0.26 (-0.58, 0.06)

size (95% CI)

0.02 (-0.14, 0.19)

-0.19 (-0.44, 0.06)

-0.21 (-0.46, 0.04)

Effect

100.00

76.95

23.05

6.53

3.25

3.60

18.03

9.91

12.10

15.44

2.34

6.19

3.36

Weight

9.14

5.02

5.10

%

Favours usual care   Favours case management 
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Overall  (I-squared = 39.6%, p = 0.027)

Rodenas 2008

Fan 2012

Bernabei 1998

Gagnon 1999

Newcomer 2004

Ploeg 2010

Leung 2004

Counsell 2007

Rubenstein 2007

Threshold/Predictive risk modelling

Martin 2004

Levine 2012

Schraeder 2001

Subtotal  (I-squared = 36.8%, p = 0.051)

Fitzgerald 1994

Burns 1995

Sledge 2006

De Stampa 2014

Study

Sylvia 2008

Boult 2008

Shannon 2006

Enguidanos 2006

Judgement

Toseland 1996

Dorr 2008

Subtotal  (I-squared = 17.5%, p = 0.297)

Bird 2010

0.04 (-0.02, 0.10)

0.19 (-0.15, 0.52)

-0.01 (-0.20, 0.18)

0.30 (0.02, 0.58)

-0.12 (-0.31, 0.07)

0.00 (-0.09, 0.10)

0.19 (0.04, 0.34)

-0.10 (-0.34, 0.14)

-0.05 (-0.32, 0.21)

-0.01 (-0.16, 0.14)

-0.37 (-0.79, 0.04)

0.19 (-0.04, 0.41)

-0.10 (-0.26, 0.06)

0.06 (-0.00, 0.13)

0.02 (-0.13, 0.17)

0.19 (-0.16, 0.54)

0.19 (-0.21, 0.59)

0.16 (-0.25, 0.57)

size (95% CI)

0.23 (-0.12, 0.58)

0.13 (-0.07, 0.33)

Effect

0.30 (-0.05, 0.65)

-0.03 (-0.35, 0.30)

-0.01 (-0.32, 0.30)

-0.09 (-0.24, 0.06)

-0.06 (-0.18, 0.06)

0.54 (0.12, 0.97)

100.00

2.55

5.60

3.42

5.61

9.64

7.26

4.13

3.75

7.13

1.83

4.49

6.84

83.54

7.03

2.43

1.92

1.86

Weight

2.42

5.33

%

2.36

2.70

2.90

7.08

16.46

1.74

0.04 (-0.02, 0.10)

0.19 (-0.15, 0.52)

-0.01 (-0.20, 0.18)

0.30 (0.02, 0.58)

-0.12 (-0.31, 0.07)

0.00 (-0.09, 0.10)

0.19 (0.04, 0.34)

-0.10 (-0.34, 0.14)

-0.05 (-0.32, 0.21)

-0.01 (-0.16, 0.14)

-0.37 (-0.79, 0.04)

0.19 (-0.04, 0.41)

-0.10 (-0.26, 0.06)

0.06 (-0.00, 0.13)

0.02 (-0.13, 0.17)

0.19 (-0.16, 0.54)

0.19 (-0.21, 0.59)

0.16 (-0.25, 0.57)

size (95% CI)

0.23 (-0.12, 0.58)

0.13 (-0.07, 0.33)

Effect

0.30 (-0.05, 0.65)

-0.03 (-0.35, 0.30)

-0.01 (-0.32, 0.30)

-0.09 (-0.24, 0.06)

-0.06 (-0.18, 0.06)

0.54 (0.12, 0.97)

100.00

2.55

5.60

3.42

5.61

9.64

7.26

4.13

3.75

7.13

1.83

4.49

6.84

83.54

7.03

2.43

1.92

1.86

Weight

2.42

5.33

%

2.36

2.70

2.90

7.08

16.46

1.74

Favours usual care   Favours case management 
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Overall  (I-squared = 22.8%, p = 0.194)

Toseland 1996

Gravelle 2007

Counsell 2007

Schraeder 2001

Burns 1995

Hogg 2009

Dorr 2008

Subtotal  (I-squared = 44.0%, p = 0.168)

Rubenstein 2007

Fordyce 1997

Beland 2006a

Stuck 2000

Boult 2008

Dalby 2000

van Hout 2010

Kruse 2010

Study

Subtotal  (I-squared = 24.3%, p = 0.198)

Schraeder 2008

Judgement

Threshold/Predictive risk modelling

-0.02 (-0.08, 0.04)

0.08 (-0.23, 0.39)

-0.17 (-0.42, 0.08)

-0.30 (-0.57, -0.03)

0.06 (-0.09, 0.20)

0.07 (-0.33, 0.46)

0.08 (-0.17, 0.33)

-0.15 (-0.33, 0.03)

-0.01 (-0.15, 0.14)

0.01 (-0.14, 0.16)

0.06 (-0.07, 0.19)

0.02 (-0.14, 0.18)

-0.41 (-0.75, -0.07)

0.06 (-0.13, 0.25)

0.13 (-0.20, 0.47)

-0.10 (-0.28, 0.07)

Effect

0.06 (-0.16, 0.27)

size (95% CI)

-0.02 (-0.09, 0.04)

-0.07 (-0.29, 0.15)

100.00

3.19

4.63

4.03

10.19

2.04

4.55

7.81

22.56

9.95

11.96

9.24

2.68

7.30

2.82

8.03

%

5.96

Weight

77.44

5.61

-0.02 (-0.08, 0.04)

0.08 (-0.23, 0.39)

-0.17 (-0.42, 0.08)

-0.30 (-0.57, -0.03)

0.06 (-0.09, 0.20)

0.07 (-0.33, 0.46)

0.08 (-0.17, 0.33)

-0.15 (-0.33, 0.03)

-0.01 (-0.15, 0.14)

0.01 (-0.14, 0.16)

0.06 (-0.07, 0.19)

0.02 (-0.14, 0.18)

-0.41 (-0.75, -0.07)

0.06 (-0.13, 0.25)

0.13 (-0.20, 0.47)

-0.10 (-0.28, 0.07)

Effect

0.06 (-0.16, 0.27)

size (95% CI)

-0.02 (-0.09, 0.04)

-0.07 (-0.29, 0.15)

100.00

3.19

4.63

4.03

10.19

2.04

4.55

7.81

22.56

9.95

11.96

9.24

2.68

7.30

2.82

8.03

%

5.96

Weight

77.44

5.61

Favours usual care   Favours case management 

0 1 .5 -.5 -1

Judgement versus modelling
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Overall  (I-squared = 63.6%, p = 0.001)

Toseland 1996

Burns 1995

Subtotal  (I-squared = 18.3%, p = 0.294)

Bird 2010

Study

Dorr 2008

Shannon 2006

Non-RCT

Schraeder 2001

Subtotal  (I-squared = 68.6%, p = 0.001)

Fitzgerald 1994

Boyd 1996

RCT

Fan 2012

Sledge 2006

Bernabei 1998

Ploeg 2010

0.08 (-0.03, 0.19)

0.37 (0.06, 0.67)

0.27 (-0.08, 0.61)

0.12 (-0.06, 0.30)

0.52 (-0.07, 1.11)

size (95% CI)

0.11 (0.03, 0.18)

0.33 (0.10, 0.56)

Effect

0.05 (-0.41, 0.51)

0.07 (-0.07, 0.22)

-0.00 (-0.15, 0.15)

-0.10 (-0.63, 0.43)

-0.31 (-0.50, -0.12)

0.14 (-0.26, 0.54)

0.03 (-0.25, 0.30)

0.00 (-0.14, 0.15)

100.00

7.24

6.32

22.08

2.90

Weight

15.77

9.61

%

4.28

77.92

12.79

3.42

11.25

5.24

8.15

13.02

0.08 (-0.03, 0.19)

0.37 (0.06, 0.67)

0.27 (-0.08, 0.61)

0.12 (-0.06, 0.30)

0.52 (-0.07, 1.11)

size (95% CI)

0.11 (0.03, 0.18)

0.33 (0.10, 0.56)

Effect

0.05 (-0.41, 0.51)

0.07 (-0.07, 0.22)

-0.00 (-0.15, 0.15)

-0.10 (-0.63, 0.43)

-0.31 (-0.50, -0.12)

0.14 (-0.26, 0.54)

0.03 (-0.25, 0.30)

0.00 (-0.14, 0.15)

100.00

7.24

6.32

22.08

2.90

Weight

15.77

9.61

%

4.28

77.92

12.79

3.42

11.25

5.24

8.15

13.02

Favours usual care   Favours case management 
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RCT versus other
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.
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Overall  (I-squared = 40.0%, p = 0.067)

van Hout 2010

Study

Burns 1995

Subtotal  (I-squared = 33.6%, p = 0.139)

Dalby 2000

Counsell 2007

Gravelle 2007

Morishita 1998

Coburn 2012

Toseland 1996

Boult 2008

Kruse 2010

Schraeder 2001

Dorr 2008

Subtotal  (I-squared = 66.5%, p = 0.050)

Stuck 2000

Non-RCT

RCT

0.03 (-0.04, 0.09)

0.03 (-0.13, 0.18)

size (95% CI)

0.36 (-0.04, 0.76)

0.03 (-0.05, 0.10)

-0.21 (-0.54, 0.12)

0.03 (-0.10, 0.16)

-0.21 (-0.46, 0.04)

0.02 (-0.14, 0.19)

0.09 (0.00, 0.19)

0.19 (-0.12, 0.50)

0.07 (-0.15, 0.29)

0.01 (-0.20, 0.22)

-0.19 (-0.44, 0.06)

Effect

0.10 (0.03, 0.17)

-0.00 (-0.18, 0.17)

-0.26 (-0.58, 0.06)

100.00

9.91

Weight

2.34

70.34

3.25

12.10

5.10

9.14

15.44

3.60

6.19

6.53

5.02

%

18.03

29.66

3.36

0.03 (-0.04, 0.09)

0.03 (-0.13, 0.18)

size (95% CI)

0.36 (-0.04, 0.76)

0.03 (-0.05, 0.10)

-0.21 (-0.54, 0.12)

0.03 (-0.10, 0.16)

-0.21 (-0.46, 0.04)

0.02 (-0.14, 0.19)

0.09 (0.00, 0.19)

0.19 (-0.12, 0.50)

0.07 (-0.15, 0.29)

0.01 (-0.20, 0.22)

-0.19 (-0.44, 0.06)

Effect

0.10 (0.03, 0.17)

-0.00 (-0.18, 0.17)

-0.26 (-0.58, 0.06)

100.00

9.91

Weight

2.34

70.34

3.25

12.10

5.10

9.14

15.44

3.60

6.19

6.53

5.02

%

18.03

29.66

3.36
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Overall  (I-squared = 39.6%, p = 0.027)

Levine 2012

RCT

Burns 1995

Martin 2004

Study

Subtotal  (I-squared = 68.9%, p = 0.022)

Toseland 1996

Boult 2008

Gagnon 1999

Rubenstein 2007

Rodenas 2008

Dorr 2008

Leung 2004

Fitzgerald 1994

Ploeg 2010

Schraeder 2001

Counsell 2007

Shannon 2006

Bernabei 1998

Non-RCT

Sylvia 2008

Enguidanos 2006

Bird 2010

Fan 2012

De Stampa 2014

Sledge 2006

Newcomer 2004

Subtotal  (I-squared = 32.8%, p = 0.083)

0.04 (-0.02, 0.10)

0.19 (-0.04, 0.41)

0.19 (-0.16, 0.54)

-0.37 (-0.79, 0.04)

size (95% CI)

0.17 (-0.11, 0.45)

-0.01 (-0.32, 0.30)

0.13 (-0.07, 0.33)

-0.12 (-0.31, 0.07)

-0.01 (-0.16, 0.14)

0.19 (-0.15, 0.52)

-0.09 (-0.24, 0.06)

-0.10 (-0.34, 0.14)

0.02 (-0.13, 0.17)

0.19 (0.04, 0.34)

-0.10 (-0.26, 0.06)

-0.05 (-0.32, 0.21)

Effect

0.30 (-0.05, 0.65)

0.30 (0.02, 0.58)

0.23 (-0.12, 0.58)

-0.03 (-0.35, 0.30)

0.54 (0.12, 0.97)

-0.01 (-0.20, 0.18)

0.16 (-0.25, 0.57)

0.19 (-0.21, 0.59)

0.00 (-0.09, 0.10)

0.04 (-0.02, 0.10)

100.00

4.49

2.43

1.83

Weight

13.10

2.90

5.33

5.61

7.13

2.55

7.08

4.13

7.03

7.26

6.84

3.75

%

2.36

3.42

2.42

2.70

1.74

5.60

1.86

1.92

9.64

86.90

0.04 (-0.02, 0.10)

0.19 (-0.04, 0.41)

0.19 (-0.16, 0.54)

-0.37 (-0.79, 0.04)

size (95% CI)

0.17 (-0.11, 0.45)

-0.01 (-0.32, 0.30)

0.13 (-0.07, 0.33)

-0.12 (-0.31, 0.07)

-0.01 (-0.16, 0.14)

0.19 (-0.15, 0.52)

-0.09 (-0.24, 0.06)

-0.10 (-0.34, 0.14)

0.02 (-0.13, 0.17)

0.19 (0.04, 0.34)

-0.10 (-0.26, 0.06)

-0.05 (-0.32, 0.21)

Effect

0.30 (-0.05, 0.65)

0.30 (0.02, 0.58)

0.23 (-0.12, 0.58)

-0.03 (-0.35, 0.30)

0.54 (0.12, 0.97)

-0.01 (-0.20, 0.18)

0.16 (-0.25, 0.57)

0.19 (-0.21, 0.59)

0.00 (-0.09, 0.10)

0.04 (-0.02, 0.10)

100.00

4.49

2.43

1.83

Weight

13.10

2.90

5.33

5.61

7.13

2.55

7.08

4.13

7.03

7.26

6.84

3.75

%

2.36

3.42

2.42

2.70

1.74

5.60

1.86

1.92

9.64

86.90

Favours usual care  Favours case management 

0 1 .5 -.5 -1

RCT versus other

Utilisation of secondary care (short-term)
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

.

.

Overall  (I-squared = 22.8%, p = 0.194)

Boult 2008

Toseland 1996

Subtotal  (I-squared = 24.9%, p = 0.199)

Study

Kruse 2010

Fordyce 1997

Hogg 2009

RCT

Schraeder 2001

Dalby 2000

Dorr 2008

Stuck 2000

van Hout 2010

Beland 2006a

Counsell 2007

Rubenstein 2007

Burns 1995

Gravelle 2007

Non-RCT

Subtotal  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.445)

Schraeder 2008

-0.02 (-0.08, 0.04)

0.06 (-0.13, 0.25)

0.08 (-0.23, 0.39)

-0.00 (-0.07, 0.07)

size (95% CI)

0.06 (-0.16, 0.27)

0.06 (-0.07, 0.19)

0.08 (-0.17, 0.33)

0.06 (-0.09, 0.20)

0.13 (-0.20, 0.47)

-0.15 (-0.33, 0.03)

-0.41 (-0.75, -0.07)

-0.10 (-0.28, 0.07)

0.02 (-0.14, 0.18)

Effect

-0.30 (-0.57, -0.03)

0.01 (-0.14, 0.16)

0.07 (-0.33, 0.46)

-0.17 (-0.42, 0.08)

-0.08 (-0.19, 0.02)

-0.07 (-0.29, 0.15)

100.00

7.30

3.19

75.98

Weight

5.96

11.96

4.55

10.19

2.82

7.81

2.68

8.03

9.24

%

4.03

9.95

2.04

4.63

24.02

5.61

-0.02 (-0.08, 0.04)

0.06 (-0.13, 0.25)

0.08 (-0.23, 0.39)

-0.00 (-0.07, 0.07)

size (95% CI)

0.06 (-0.16, 0.27)

0.06 (-0.07, 0.19)

0.08 (-0.17, 0.33)

0.06 (-0.09, 0.20)

0.13 (-0.20, 0.47)

-0.15 (-0.33, 0.03)

-0.41 (-0.75, -0.07)

-0.10 (-0.28, 0.07)

0.02 (-0.14, 0.18)

Effect

-0.30 (-0.57, -0.03)

0.01 (-0.14, 0.16)

0.07 (-0.33, 0.46)

-0.17 (-0.42, 0.08)

-0.08 (-0.19, 0.02)

-0.07 (-0.29, 0.15)

100.00

7.30

3.19

75.98

Weight

5.96

11.96

4.55

10.19

2.82

7.81

2.68

8.03

9.24

%

4.03

9.95

2.04

4.63

24.02

5.61

Favours usual care   Favours case management 

0 1 .5 -.5 -1

RCT versus other

Utilisation of secondary care (long-term)
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

.

.

Overall  (I-squared = 63.6%, p = 0.001)

Study

Shannon 2006

Sledge 2006

Social worker

Fitzgerald 1994

Subtotal  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.445)

No social worker

Subtotal  (I-squared = 69.4%, p = 0.003)

Fan 2012

Ploeg 2010

Burns 1995

Toseland 1996

Dorr 2008

Bernabei 1998

Bird 2010

Boyd 1996

Schraeder 2001

0.08 (-0.03, 0.19)

size (95% CI)

0.33 (0.10, 0.56)

0.14 (-0.26, 0.54)

-0.00 (-0.15, 0.15)

0.24 (0.10, 0.37)

-0.01 (-0.14, 0.13)

Effect

-0.31 (-0.50, -0.12)

0.00 (-0.14, 0.15)

0.27 (-0.08, 0.61)

0.37 (0.06, 0.67)

0.11 (0.03, 0.18)

0.03 (-0.25, 0.30)

0.52 (-0.07, 1.11)

-0.10 (-0.63, 0.43)

0.05 (-0.41, 0.51)

100.00

Weight

9.61

5.24

12.79

36.57

63.43

%

11.25

13.02

6.32

7.24

15.77

8.15

2.90

3.42

4.28

0.08 (-0.03, 0.19)

size (95% CI)

0.33 (0.10, 0.56)

0.14 (-0.26, 0.54)

-0.00 (-0.15, 0.15)

0.24 (0.10, 0.37)

-0.01 (-0.14, 0.13)

Effect

-0.31 (-0.50, -0.12)

0.00 (-0.14, 0.15)

0.27 (-0.08, 0.61)

0.37 (0.06, 0.67)

0.11 (0.03, 0.18)

0.03 (-0.25, 0.30)

0.52 (-0.07, 1.11)

-0.10 (-0.63, 0.43)

0.05 (-0.41, 0.51)

100.00

Weight

9.61

5.24

12.79

36.57

63.43

%

11.25

13.02

6.32

7.24

15.77

8.15

2.90

3.42

4.28

Favours usual care   Favours case management 

0 1 .5 -.5 -1

Social worker included/not included

Mortality (short-term)
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

.

.

Overall  (I-squared = 40.0%, p = 0.067)

Social worker

Toseland 1996

Dorr 2008

Dalby 2000

Burns 1995

Counsell 2007

Subtotal  (I-squared = 9.4%, p = 0.346)

Subtotal  (I-squared = 52.0%, p = 0.034)

Boult 2008

Stuck 2000

Morishita 1998

Study

Gravelle 2007

Coburn 2012

van Hout 2010

Kruse 2010

No social worker

Schraeder 2001

0.03 (-0.04, 0.09)

0.19 (-0.12, 0.50)

Effect

0.10 (0.03, 0.17)

-0.21 (-0.54, 0.12)

0.36 (-0.04, 0.76)

0.03 (-0.10, 0.16)

0.07 (-0.04, 0.17)

-0.00 (-0.09, 0.08)

0.07 (-0.15, 0.29)

-0.26 (-0.58, 0.06)

0.02 (-0.14, 0.19)

size (95% CI)

-0.21 (-0.46, 0.04)

0.09 (0.00, 0.19)

0.03 (-0.13, 0.18)

0.01 (-0.20, 0.22)

-0.19 (-0.44, 0.06)

100.00

3.60

%

18.03

3.25

2.34

12.10

27.18

72.82

6.19

3.36

9.14

Weight

5.10

15.44

9.91

6.53

5.02

0.03 (-0.04, 0.09)

0.19 (-0.12, 0.50)

Effect

0.10 (0.03, 0.17)

-0.21 (-0.54, 0.12)

0.36 (-0.04, 0.76)

0.03 (-0.10, 0.16)

0.07 (-0.04, 0.17)

-0.00 (-0.09, 0.08)

0.07 (-0.15, 0.29)

-0.26 (-0.58, 0.06)

0.02 (-0.14, 0.19)

size (95% CI)

-0.21 (-0.46, 0.04)

0.09 (0.00, 0.19)

0.03 (-0.13, 0.18)

0.01 (-0.20, 0.22)

-0.19 (-0.44, 0.06)

100.00

3.60

%

18.03

3.25

2.34

12.10

27.18

72.82

6.19

3.36

9.14

Weight

5.10

15.44

9.91

6.53

5.02

Favours usual care   Favours case management 

0 1 .5 -.5 -1

Social worker included/not included

Mortality (long-term)
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

.
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Overall  (I-squared = 35.1%, p = 0.094)

Subtotal  (I-squared = 27.8%, p = 0.206)

Newcomer 2004

Metzelthin 2013

van Hout 2010

Burns 1995

Fan 2012

De Stampa 2014

No social worker

Study

Toseland 1996

Bernabei 1998

Rubenstein 2007

Morishita 1998

Social worker

Gagnon 1999

Ploeg 2010

Leung 2004

Sledge 2006

Subtotal  (I-squared = 8.0%, p = 0.365)

0.07 (0.00, 0.14)

0.03 (-0.04, 0.10)

Effect

0.00 (-0.07, 0.07)

-0.07 (-0.29, 0.14)

-0.08 (-0.23, 0.07)

0.30 (-0.04, 0.65)

0.07 (-0.20, 0.35)

0.48 (0.06, 0.89)

size (95% CI)

0.12 (-0.19, 0.43)

0.34 (0.06, 0.62)

0.11 (-0.03, 0.25)

0.17 (0.01, 0.34)

0.08 (-0.14, 0.31)

0.06 (-0.08, 0.21)

-0.05 (-0.30, 0.19)

0.07 (-0.39, 0.52)

0.15 (0.04, 0.27)

100.00

71.61

%

18.71

6.81

10.33

3.10

4.69

2.26

Weight

3.76

4.51

11.48

9.53

6.43

10.91

5.57

1.92

28.39

0.07 (0.00, 0.14)

0.03 (-0.04, 0.10)

Effect

0.00 (-0.07, 0.07)

-0.07 (-0.29, 0.14)

-0.08 (-0.23, 0.07)

0.30 (-0.04, 0.65)

0.07 (-0.20, 0.35)

0.48 (0.06, 0.89)

size (95% CI)

0.12 (-0.19, 0.43)

0.34 (0.06, 0.62)

0.11 (-0.03, 0.25)

0.17 (0.01, 0.34)

0.08 (-0.14, 0.31)

0.06 (-0.08, 0.21)

-0.05 (-0.30, 0.19)

0.07 (-0.39, 0.52)

0.15 (0.04, 0.27)

100.00

71.61

%

18.71

6.81

10.33

3.10

4.69

2.26

Weight

3.76

4.51

11.48

9.53

6.43

10.91

5.57

1.92

28.39

Favours usual care   Favours case management 

0 1 .5 -.5 -1

Social worker included/not included

Self-rated health (short-term)
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

.

.

Overall  (I-squared = 79.2%, p = 0.000)

Subtotal  (I-squared = 85.2%, p = 0.000)

Sylvia 2008

Newcomer 2004

Burns 1995

Ploeg 2010

Enguidanos 2006

Study

Morishita 1998

Social worker

Levine 2012

Fitzgerald 1994

Sledge 2006

Subtotal  (I-squared = 7.1%, p = 0.371)

Leung 2004

Toseland 1996

No social worker

Shannon 2006

Boult 2008

Rodenas 2008

Martin 2004

Bernabei 1998

-0.08 (-0.22, 0.05)

-0.13 (-0.38, 0.12)

-0.08 (-0.43, 0.26)

0.00 (-0.15, 0.15)

-0.10 (-0.50, 0.29)

0.03 (-0.12, 0.18)

0.05 (-0.41, 0.51)

size (95% CI)

0.28 (0.01, 0.55)

0.05 (-0.18, 0.28)

0.07 (-0.09, 0.22)

-0.48 (-0.88, -0.08)

0.03 (-0.05, 0.10)

-0.19 (-0.43, 0.05)

-1.01 (-1.32, -0.70)

-0.40 (-0.66, -0.14)

0.09 (-0.06, 0.24)

0.12 (-0.21, 0.46)

-0.39 (-0.81, 0.03)

0.34 (0.03, 0.65)

Effect

100.00

58.41

5.50

7.84

4.96

7.88

4.32

Weight

6.45

6.95

7.82

4.91

41.59

6.77

5.95

6.57

7.83

5.63

4.72

5.91

%

-0.08 (-0.22, 0.05)

-0.13 (-0.38, 0.12)

-0.08 (-0.43, 0.26)

0.00 (-0.15, 0.15)

-0.10 (-0.50, 0.29)

0.03 (-0.12, 0.18)

0.05 (-0.41, 0.51)

size (95% CI)

0.28 (0.01, 0.55)

0.05 (-0.18, 0.28)

0.07 (-0.09, 0.22)

-0.48 (-0.88, -0.08)

0.03 (-0.05, 0.10)

-0.19 (-0.43, 0.05)

-1.01 (-1.32, -0.70)

-0.40 (-0.66, -0.14)

0.09 (-0.06, 0.24)

0.12 (-0.21, 0.46)

-0.39 (-0.81, 0.03)

0.34 (0.03, 0.65)

Effect

100.00

58.41

5.50

7.84

4.96

7.88

4.32

Weight

6.45

6.95

7.82

4.91

41.59

6.77

5.95

6.57

7.83

5.63

4.72

5.91

%

Favours usual care   Favours case management 

0 1 .5 -.5 -1

Social worker included/not included

Utilisation of primary care (short-term)
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

.

.

Overall  (I-squared = 39.6%, p = 0.027)

No social worker

Enguidanos 2006

Gagnon 1999

De Stampa 2014

Subtotal  (I-squared = 50.4%, p = 0.019)

Study

Levine 2012

Martin 2004

Rodenas 2008

Boult 2008

Sledge 2006

Sylvia 2008

Newcomer 2004

Shannon 2006

Toseland 1996

Burns 1995

Fitzgerald 1994

Leung 2004

Rubenstein 2007

Ploeg 2010

Fan 2012

Bernabei 1998

Social worker

Schraeder 2001

Counsell 2007

Subtotal  (I-squared = 5.4%, p = 0.391)

Bird 2010

Dorr 2008

0.04 (-0.02, 0.10)

-0.03 (-0.35, 0.30)

-0.12 (-0.31, 0.07)

0.16 (-0.25, 0.57)

0.02 (-0.06, 0.09)

size (95% CI)

0.19 (-0.04, 0.41)

-0.37 (-0.79, 0.04)

0.19 (-0.15, 0.52)

0.13 (-0.07, 0.33)

Effect

0.19 (-0.21, 0.59)

0.23 (-0.12, 0.58)

0.00 (-0.09, 0.10)

0.30 (-0.05, 0.65)

-0.01 (-0.32, 0.30)

0.19 (-0.16, 0.54)

0.02 (-0.13, 0.17)

-0.10 (-0.34, 0.14)

-0.01 (-0.16, 0.14)

0.19 (0.04, 0.34)

-0.01 (-0.20, 0.18)

0.30 (0.02, 0.58)

-0.10 (-0.26, 0.06)

-0.05 (-0.32, 0.21)

0.10 (0.00, 0.20)

0.54 (0.12, 0.97)

-0.09 (-0.24, 0.06)

100.00

2.70

5.61

1.86

69.35

Weight

4.49

1.83

2.55

5.33

%

1.92

2.42

9.64

2.36

2.90

2.43

7.03

4.13

7.13

7.26

5.60

3.42

6.84

3.75

30.65

1.74

7.08

0.04 (-0.02, 0.10)

-0.03 (-0.35, 0.30)

-0.12 (-0.31, 0.07)

0.16 (-0.25, 0.57)

0.02 (-0.06, 0.09)

size (95% CI)

0.19 (-0.04, 0.41)

-0.37 (-0.79, 0.04)

0.19 (-0.15, 0.52)

0.13 (-0.07, 0.33)

Effect

0.19 (-0.21, 0.59)

0.23 (-0.12, 0.58)

0.00 (-0.09, 0.10)

0.30 (-0.05, 0.65)

-0.01 (-0.32, 0.30)

0.19 (-0.16, 0.54)

0.02 (-0.13, 0.17)

-0.10 (-0.34, 0.14)

-0.01 (-0.16, 0.14)

0.19 (0.04, 0.34)

-0.01 (-0.20, 0.18)

0.30 (0.02, 0.58)

-0.10 (-0.26, 0.06)

-0.05 (-0.32, 0.21)

0.10 (0.00, 0.20)

0.54 (0.12, 0.97)

-0.09 (-0.24, 0.06)

100.00

2.70

5.61

1.86

69.35

Weight

4.49

1.83

2.55

5.33

%

1.92

2.42

9.64

2.36

2.90

2.43

7.03

4.13

7.13

7.26

5.60

3.42

6.84

3.75

30.65

1.74

7.08

Favours usual care   Favours case management 

0 1 .5 -.5 -1

Social worker included/not included

Utilisation of secondary care (short-term)
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Overall  (I-squared = 22.8%, p = 0.194)

Kruse 2010

Hogg 2009

Toseland 1996

Study

Stuck 2000

Social worker

Boult 2008

Counsell 2007

Subtotal  (I-squared = 23.9%, p = 0.209)

Dorr 2008

Dalby 2000

Subtotal  (I-squared = 39.0%, p = 0.178)

Fordyce 1997

Beland 2006a

Schraeder 2001

Schraeder 2008

van Hout 2010

Gravelle 2007

Rubenstein 2007

Burns 1995

No social worker

-0.02 (-0.08, 0.04)

0.06 (-0.16, 0.27)

0.08 (-0.17, 0.33)

0.08 (-0.23, 0.39)

size (95% CI)

-0.41 (-0.75, -0.07)

0.06 (-0.13, 0.25)

-0.30 (-0.57, -0.03)

-0.02 (-0.08, 0.05)

-0.15 (-0.33, 0.03)

0.13 (-0.20, 0.47)

-0.04 (-0.21, 0.13)

0.06 (-0.07, 0.19)

0.02 (-0.14, 0.18)

0.06 (-0.09, 0.20)

-0.07 (-0.29, 0.15)

-0.10 (-0.28, 0.07)

-0.17 (-0.42, 0.08)

0.01 (-0.14, 0.16)

0.07 (-0.33, 0.46)

Effect

100.00

5.96

4.55

3.19

Weight

2.68

7.30

4.03

81.49

7.81

2.82

18.51

11.96

9.24

10.19

5.61

8.03

4.63

9.95

2.04

%

-0.02 (-0.08, 0.04)

0.06 (-0.16, 0.27)

0.08 (-0.17, 0.33)

0.08 (-0.23, 0.39)

size (95% CI)

-0.41 (-0.75, -0.07)

0.06 (-0.13, 0.25)

-0.30 (-0.57, -0.03)

-0.02 (-0.08, 0.05)

-0.15 (-0.33, 0.03)

0.13 (-0.20, 0.47)

-0.04 (-0.21, 0.13)

0.06 (-0.07, 0.19)

0.02 (-0.14, 0.18)

0.06 (-0.09, 0.20)

-0.07 (-0.29, 0.15)

-0.10 (-0.28, 0.07)

-0.17 (-0.42, 0.08)

0.01 (-0.14, 0.16)

0.07 (-0.33, 0.46)

Effect

100.00

5.96

4.55

3.19

Weight

2.68

7.30

4.03

81.49

7.81

2.82

18.51

11.96

9.24

10.19

5.61

8.03

4.63

9.95

2.04

%

Favours usual care   Favours case management 

0 1 .5 -.5 -1

Social worker included/not included

Utilisation of secondary care (long-term)
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Overall  (I-squared = 63.6%, p = 0.001)

Ploeg 2010

Sledge 2006

Subtotal  (I-squared = 78.0%, p = 0.000)

Schraeder 2001

Study

Burns 1995

Subtotal  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.504)

Toseland 1996

MDT

Bernabei 1998

Bird 2010

Boyd 1996

single

Fitzgerald 1994

Dorr 2008

Fan 2012

Shannon 2006

0.08 (-0.03, 0.19)

0.00 (-0.14, 0.15)

0.14 (-0.26, 0.54)

0.01 (-0.13, 0.16)

0.05 (-0.41, 0.51)

size (95% CI)

0.27 (-0.08, 0.61)

0.20 (0.05, 0.35)

0.37 (0.06, 0.67)

0.03 (-0.25, 0.30)

0.52 (-0.07, 1.11)

-0.10 (-0.63, 0.43)

-0.00 (-0.15, 0.15)

0.11 (0.03, 0.18)

-0.31 (-0.50, -0.12)

0.33 (0.10, 0.56)

Effect

100.00

13.02

5.24

65.86

4.28

Weight

6.32

34.14

7.24

8.15

2.90

3.42

12.79

15.77

11.25

9.61

%

0.08 (-0.03, 0.19)

0.00 (-0.14, 0.15)

0.14 (-0.26, 0.54)

0.01 (-0.13, 0.16)

0.05 (-0.41, 0.51)

size (95% CI)

0.27 (-0.08, 0.61)

0.20 (0.05, 0.35)

0.37 (0.06, 0.67)

0.03 (-0.25, 0.30)

0.52 (-0.07, 1.11)

-0.10 (-0.63, 0.43)

-0.00 (-0.15, 0.15)

0.11 (0.03, 0.18)

-0.31 (-0.50, -0.12)

0.33 (0.10, 0.56)

Effect
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