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[bookmark: _Toc39669525]Figure S1: Funnel plot of HAM-D sum-score meta-analysis
[image: C:\Users\nils_kappelmann\ownCloud\SOrT Project\Meta-analysis\Plots\2020-01-22_HRSD_SumScore_Funnel.png]
[bookmark: _Toc39669526]Figure S2: Funnel plot of BDI sum-score meta-analysis
[image: C:\Users\nils_kappelmann\ownCloud\SOrT Project\Meta-analysis\Plots\2020-01-22_BDI_SumScore_Funnel.png]

[bookmark: _Toc39669527][bookmark: _GoBack]Table S7: Meta-regression of HAM-D and BDI sum-score meta-analyses on differential dropout
	
	HAM-D
	BDI

	
	Beta (SE)
	P
	Beta (SE)
	P

	Intercept
	0.060 (0.052)
	0.254
	0.030 (0.107)
	0.782

	Moderator†
	-0.011 (0.004)
	0.018
	-0.012 (0.007)
	0.124


Note: †Moderator is differential dropout as percentage of greater dropout in ADM arm(s) versus psychotherapy arm(s).

[bookmark: _Toc39669528]Figure S3: Meta-Regression of HAM-D sum-score meta-analysis on differential dropout
[image: C:\Users\nils_kappelmann\ownCloud\SOrT Project\Meta-analysis\Plots\2020-01-24_HRSD_DiffDropout_MetaReg.png]
Note: Shaded area highlights 95% CI as predicted from meta-regression model.
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Figure S4: Meta-Regression of BDI sum-score meta-analysis on differential dropout
[image: C:\Users\nils_kappelmann\ownCloud\SOrT Project\Meta-analysis\Plots\2020-01-24_HRSD_DiffDropout_MetaReg.png]
Note: Shaded area highlights 95% CI as predicted from meta-regression model.
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[bookmark: _Toc39669530]Figure S5: Forest plot of dropout meta-analysis
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Baseline Enpoint

Study PT ADM PT ADM log OR [95% CI]
Barber et al. (2012 51 55 39 33 —a— -0.77 [-1.62, 0.07
Bastos et al. (2015 a0 91 73 67 —.— -0.43[-1.13, 0.27
Bedi et al. (2000 50 49 39 44 —_— 0.91[-0.23, 2.05
Blackburn et al. (1981 30 28 22 20 —_— -0.10 [-1.25, 1.06
Blackburn et al. (1997 27 48 24 43 —_— . 0.07 [-1.44, 1.59
Blom et al. (200g 50 47 34 30 — - -0.19[-1.03, 0.66
David et al. (2008) 113 57 102 49 —_— -0.41[-1.39, 0.56
Dekker et al. (2008) 59 44 38 34 —— 0.63[-0.25, 1.51
DeRubeis et al. (2005) 60 120 51 101 —— -0.06 [-0.93, 0.80
DiMascio et al. (1979 25 24 12 8 —_— -0.61[-1.77, 0.54
Dimidjian et al. (2006 88 100 75 56 —.— : -1.51[-2.22, -0.80
Dunlop et al. (2017) 115 229 69 165 —— 0.5410.07, 1.01
Elkin et al. (1 89% 120 57 84 37 —— -0.23[-0.90, 0.44
Frank et al. (201 160 158 130 122 —— -0.25[-0.79, 0.30
Harkness et al. (2012) 134 69 97 43 —— -0.46 [-1.08, 0.16
Hollon et al. (1992 25 57 16 32 — -0.33[-1.30, 0.64
Husain et al. (2014) 33 33 32 32 : 0.00[-2.81, 2.81
Jarrett et al. (1999) 36 36 31 27 —_— -0.73[-1.93, 0.48
Keller et al. ( 0003 216 220 156 153 —— -0.13[-0.54, 0.28
Kennedy et al. (2007) 17 14 12 12 : 0.92[-0.91, 2.74
Martin et al. (2001) 13 15 13 15 . 0.14 [-3.85, 4.13
McGrath et al. (2013 42 40 34 33 —_— 0.10[-1.02, 1.23
McKnight et al. (1992) 23 23 22 21 : -0.74 [-3.21, 1.73
McLean et al. (1979) 95 53 86 43 —. -0.80 [-1.77, 017
Menchetti et al. (2014 143 144 130 126 — -0.36 [-1.11, 0.40
Moradveisi et aI 2019) 50 50 45 35 — -1.351[-2.45, -0.25
Murphy et al. ( 5) 11 12 11 7 : -2.83[-5.86, 0.21
Mynors-WaIIls et al. (1995)30 31 29 27 . -1.46 [-3.71, 0.80
Mynors-Wallis et al. (2000)80 36 57 30 —— 0.70[-0.30, 1.70
Parker et al. (2013) 11 22 11 18 - -1.72[-4.73, 1.29
Rush et al. (1977) 19 22 18 14 : -2.33[-4.52,-0.14
Salminen et al. (2008 26 25 21 19 — -0.28 [-1.62, 1.06
Scott & Freeman (1992) 60 31 58 26 i -1.72[-3.42, -0.01
Thompson et al. (2001) 31 33 24 21 —. -0.67 [-1.77, 0.43
Zu et al. (2014) 30 60 12 25 —— 0.07 [-0.82, 0.96
Pooled Effect [RE] 2163 2133 1705 1576 - -0.31[-0.53, -0.09]

Heterogeneity Statistics: Q = 57.7, df = 34, p = 0.0; 1 = 40.8%
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