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[bookmark: _GoBack]Forest Plot - Intervention Effects by Number of Adapted Elements

This forest plot depicts the relative mean differences for studies reporting sufficient data for testing. This plot addresses Hasnain et al.’s[endnoteRef:1] question about the potential influence of numerous adaptations combined. The forest plot used “inverse variance” and “random effect” estimates in Review Manager 5.3. [1:  Hasnain R, Kondratowicz DM, Portillo N, Borokhovski E, Balcazar F, Johnson T, et al. The use of culturally adapted competency interventions to improve rehabilitation service outcomes for culturally diverse individuals with disabilities. Submitted to the Campbell Collaboration, Education Coordinating Group. 2009; http://www.ncddr.org/partners/subgroup/resources/hasnain_competency_interventions_review_2010.pdf] 
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Culturally Adapted Standard Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
10.10.1 One Adapted Element

A etal, 2008 (47] 1) 8 44 148 7T 44 43 55%  0.07(027,0.41] T
Havranek et al. 2012 52] (2 663 BB 55 481 53 44 44%  281(225338 —
Kalichman et al. 1993 40] (3) 124 22 21 132 17 22 42%  -0.40(1.01,020) —

Mohan etal, 2014 53] (4 864 125 99 74 18 101 57%  064[036,082) -
Shaptaw et al. 2005 [72] (5) 55 8BS 40 35 74 40 50%  -0.24(068020] —
‘Subtotal (95% CI) 250 24.8% 0.57 [0.32,1.45] -
Heterageneity: Talr = 0.96; ChF

Test for overall eflect Z= 1.26 (P = 0.21)

10.40.2 Two Adapted Elements

Fizgibhon et al. 2005 [44) 504 373 27 628 07 25 45%  -0.09(063,045) T
Holt et al. 2000 (65] (6) 839 107 28 885 038 13 40%  -0.49(116,017) —
Holt et al. 20120 [61] (7) 181 D52 152 185 D44 133 59%  -0.081032,015) -
Nollen et al. 2007 [67] (8) 63 10 250 77 108 250 0%  -0.05(022,013] T
Resnicow et a. 2009 (57] @) 46 203 304 46 208 164 0%  0.00F019,019]

Webh 2009 [69] (10) 727 255 88 822 238 95 56%  -0.38[065,-009 -]

Webb etal. 2010 [63] (11) 399 123 62 369 103 61 54% 0260009062 —
Subtotal (95% Ci) o1 741 374% 0080210061 ]
Heterogeneity Tau?= 0.01; Ch 0%

Test for overall efect Z= 1.08 (P = 0.26)

10.40.3 Three Adapted Elements

Burow-Sanchez &Wrona, 2012701 12) 5592 956 13 B1.27 638 15 35%  -0B5[1.41,012] —
Burtow-Sanchez et al, 2015 [71] (13) 157 18BS 29 1333 1385 30 A7T%  0.14(037,085 T
Kallchman et al 1993 [40] (14) 125 23 33 124 22 21 45%  0.04(050,059)

Pan etal. 2011 [56] 15) 2145 2871 10 4451 2823 10 30%  -080[1.72,012]

Subtotal (35% CI) 85 76 157%  0.210064,023]

Heterogeneity: Tau*= 0.09; Ch =01 F= 4%

Test for overall eflect Z= 0,03 (P = 0.35)

10.10.4 Four Adapted Elements

Kallchman et al 1993 40] (16) 125 23 3 132 17 22 45%  -0330087,021) —]
McCabe et al. 2012 [50] 484 @52 20 528 1443 15 39%  036(031,104 e
Newton & Perri 2004 [39] (17) 2045 351 11 2335 390 12 32%  -075L1ED,0A0] —
Wang etal. 20120 [43] (18) 768 1E2 191 775 1B4 187 60%  -0.041024,018) &
Subtotal (95% Ci) 255 236 A76%  0.120044,020]

Heterogeneity: Tau*= 0.04; Ch 0%

Test foroverall eflect Z= 0.74 (P = 0.46)

10.40.5 Five Adapted Elements

Lee etal. 2013 (48] (19) 5948 193 26 5404 907 27 45%  -036[0.90,0.19] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 2 27 45%  036[0.90,019] -
Hetetogeneity: Not applicable

Test for overall efect Z= 1.28 (P = 0.20)

Total (95% C1) 1640 1330 1000%  002(0.20,023] 1
Heterageneity: Talr = 0.20; ChP = 143.20, df= 20 (P < 0.00001); F= 88% - 3
Testfor overall eflect 2=0.14 (P = 0.89) Favors Standard Favors Adapted
Test for subgroup diflerences: Chi*= 3.41, df= 4 (P = 0.48), F= 0%

Footnotes
(1) Mlean Number of Daily Fruit & Vegetable Senvings at 20 Weeks

(2) Requested Provided More Information Regarding Medical Condition
(3) HIV Knowledge (Ethnic Matching Only vs. Standard Control) at 2 Weeks

(4) Medication Regimen Knowledge at 1 Week

(5) SelfReported Days of Meth Use (Past-Month) at 12 Month Follow-Up.

(6) Knowledge of Prostate Cancer at Post-Test
(7) Perceived Benefts of CRC Screening at P12 Honth Follow-Up
(8) Reduction in Cigarettes Per Day at 6 Honth Follow-Up

(9) Fruit & Vegetable Intake at 3 Month Follow-Up.

(10) Readiness to Quit at 3 Month Follow-Up.

(1) Readiness to Quit at Post-Test

(12) Program Satisfaction (Adolescent) at Post-Test

(13) Days of Drug Use (Past-90) at 3 months

(14) HIV Knowledge (Culturally Adapted with Ethnic Matching vs. Ettnic Matching Only Control) at Follow-Up.

(15) Subjective Units of Distress at Post-Test

(16) HIV Knowledge (Culturally Adapted with Ethnic Matching vs. Standard Control) at Follow-Up.

(17) Fitness (V02 max) at 6 Month Follow-Up.
(18) Breast Cancer and Screening Knowledge at Post-Test
(19) Alcohoknduced Problem Behaviors at 6 Honth Follow-Up




