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	Section/Topic
	Item #
	Checklist Item
	Reported on Page #

	TITLE
	
	
	

	Title
	1
	Identify the report as a network meta-analysis. 
	#1

	
	
	
	

	ABSTRACT
	
	
	

	Unstructured summary 
	2
	Provide an unstructured summary.

	#2

	INTRODUCTION
	
	
	

	Rationale 
	3
	Describe the rationale for the review in the context of what is already known, including mention of why a network meta-analysis has been conducted. 
	#3-4

	Objectives 
	4
	Provide an explicit statement of questions being addressed, with reference to participants, interventions, comparisons, outcomes, and study design (PICOS). 
	#4

	
	
	
	

	METHODS
	
	
	

	Protocol and registration 
	5
	Indicate whether a review protocol exists and if and where it can be accessed (PROSPERO, including registration number). 
	#4

	Eligibility criteria 
	6
	Specify study characteristics (e.g., PICOS, length of follow-up) and report characteristics (e.g., years considered, language, publication status) used as criteria for eligibility, giving rationale. Clearly describe eligible treatments included in the treatment network, and note whether any have been clustered or merged into the same node (with justification). 
	#4-7

	Information sources 
	7
	Describe all information sources (e.g., databases with dates of coverage, contact with study authors to identify additional studies) in the search and date last searched. 
	#4-5

	Search 
	8
	Present full electronic search strategy for at least one database, including any limits used, such that it could be repeated. 
	#4-5 & Appendix B

	Study selection 
	9
	State the process for selecting studies (i.e., screening, eligibility, included in systematic review, and, if applicable, included in the meta-analysis). 
	#5

	Data collection process 
	10
	Describe method of data extraction from reports (independently, in duplicate) and any processes for obtaining and confirming data from investigators. 
	#4-5

	Data items 
	11
	List and define all variables for which data were sought (e.g., PICOS, funding sources) and any assumptions and simplifications made. 
	#6-7

	Geometry of the network
	S1
	Describe methods used to explore the geometry of the treatment network under study and potential biases related to it. This should include how the evidence base has been graphically summarized for presentation, and what characteristics were compiled and used to describe the evidence base to readers.
	#7

	Risk of bias within individual studies 
	12
	Describe methods used for assessing risk of bias of individual studies (including specification of whether this was done at the study or outcome level), and how this information is to be used in any data synthesis. 
	#5-6 & #8

	Summary measures 
	13
	State the principal summary measures (e.g., risk ratio, difference in means). 
	#8-9

	Planned methods of analysis
	14
	Describe the methods of handling data and combining results of studies for each network meta-analysis. This should include, but not be limited to:  
· Handling of multi-arm trials;
· Selection of variance structure;
·  Assessment of model fit. 
	#7-9

	Assessment of Inconsistency
	S2
	Describe the statistical methods used to evaluate the agreement of direct and indirect evidence in the treatment network(s) studied. Describe efforts taken to address its presence when found.
	#7-9

	Risk of bias across studies 
	15
	Specify any assessment of risk of bias that may affect the cumulative evidence (e.g., publication bias, selective reporting within studies). 
	#8-9

	Additional analyses 
	16
	Describe methods of additional analyses if done, indicating which were pre-specified. This may include, but not be limited to, the following: 
· Sensitivity or subgroup analyses;
· Meta-regression analyses; 
· Alternative formulations of the treatment network.
	#8-9

	RESULTS
	
	
	

	Study selection 
	17
	Give numbers of studies screened, assessed for eligibility, and included in the review, with reasons for exclusions at each stage, ideally with a flow diagram. 
	#9

	Presentation of network structure
	S3
	Provide a network graph of the included studies to enable visualization of the geometry of the treatment network. 
	#Fig. 2 & Appendices H & I

	Summary of network geometry
	S4
	Provide a brief overview of characteristics of the treatment network. This may include commentary on the abundance of trials and randomized patients for the different interventions and pairwise comparisons in the network, gaps of evidence in the treatment network, and potential biases reflected by the network structure.
	#11

	Study characteristics 
	18
	For each study, present characteristics for which data were extracted (e.g., study size, PICOS, follow-up period) and provide the citations. 
	#9-10

	Risk of bias within studies 
	19
	Present data on risk of bias of each study and, if available, any outcome level assessment. 
	Appendix E

	Results of individual studies 
	20
	For all outcomes considered (benefits or harms), present, for each study: 1) simple summary data for each intervention group, and 2) effect estimates and confidence intervals.
	Appendices M, N, O, S & T

	Synthesis of results 
	21
	Present results of each meta-analysis done, including confidence/credible intervals. In larger networks, authors may focus on comparisons versus a particular comparator (e.g. placebo or standard care), with full findings presented in an appendix. League tables and forest plots may be considered to summarize pairwise comparisons. If additional summary measures were explored (such as treatment rankings), these should also be presented.
	#11-15; Tables 1-4

	Exploration for inconsistency
	S5
	Describe results from investigations of inconsistency. This may include such information as measures of model fit to compare consistency and inconsistency models, P values from statistical tests, or summary of inconsistency estimates from different parts of the treatment network.
	#11-15

	Risk of bias across studies 
	22
	Present results of any assessment of risk of bias across studies for the evidence base being studied. 
	#11-15

	Results of additional analyses
	23
	Give results of additional analyses, if done (e.g., sensitivity or subgroup analyses, meta-regression analyses, and so forth). 
	#11-15

	
	
	
	

	DISCUSSION
	
	
	

	Summary of evidence 
	24
	Summarize the main findings, including the strength of evidence for each main outcome; consider their relevance to key groups (e.g., healthcare providers, users, and policy-makers). 
	#15-17

	Limitations 
	25
	Discuss limitations at study and outcome level (e.g., risk of bias), and at review level (e.g., incomplete retrieval of identified research, reporting bias). Comment on the validity of the assumptions, such as transitivity and consistency. Comment on any concerns regarding network geometry (e.g., avoidance of certain comparisons).
	#17-18

	Conclusions 
	26
	Provide a general interpretation of the results in the context of other evidence, and implications for future research. 
	#18-19

	
	
	
	

	FUNDING
	
	
	

	Funding 
	27
	Describe sources of funding for the systematic review and other support (e.g., supply of data); role of funders for the systematic review. This should also include information regarding whether funding has been received from manufacturers of treatments in the network and/or whether some of the authors are content experts with professional conflicts of interest that could affect use of treatments in the network.
	[bookmark: _GoBack]#20


PICOS = population, intervention, comparators, outcomes, study design.
From: Hutton B, Salanti G, Caldwell DM, Chaimani A, Schmid CH, Cameron C, Ioannidis JP, Straus S, Thorlund K, Jansen JP, Mulrow C, Catalá-López F, Gøtzsche PC, Dickersin K, Boutron I, Altman DG, Moher D. The PRISMA Extension Statement for Reporting of Systematic Reviews Incorporating Network Meta-analyses of Health Care Interventions: Checklist and Explanations. Ann Intern Med. 2015;162(11):777-784.
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	[bookmark: _Hlk102291327]Databases
	Search Terms

	MEDLINE and PsycINFO
	( TI ( ptsd OR ptss OR post-traumatic stress OR posttraumatic stress OR post-traumatic syndrome OR posttraumatic syndrome) OR AB ( ptsd OR ptss OR post-traumatic stress OR posttraumatic stress OR post-traumatic syndrome OR posttraumatic syndrome ) OR SU ( ptsd OR ptss OR post-traumatic stress OR posttraumatic stress OR post-traumatic syndrome OR posttraumatic syndrome ) ) AND ( TI ( treatment* OR intervention* OR therap* OR psychotherap* OR exposure OR counse*ing OR trial* ) OR AB ( treatment* OR intervention* OR therap* OR psychotherap* OR exposure OR counse*ing OR trial* ) OR SU ( treatment* OR intervention* OR therap* OR psychotherap* OR exposure OR counse*ing OR trial* ) )


	PTSDpubs
	(ptsd OR ptss OR post-traumatic stress OR posttraumatic stress OR post-traumatic syndrome OR posttraumatic syndrome) AND (treatment* OR intervention* OR therap* OR psychotherap* OR exposure OR counse*ing OR trial*)


	Web of Science
	ALL=( ptsd OR ptss OR post-traumatic stress OR posttraumatic stress OR post-traumatic syndrome OR posttraumatic syndrome ) AND ALL=( treatment* OR intervention* OR therap* OR psychotherap* OR exposure OR counse*ing OR trial* )


	Note that the search string contains APA thesaurus/MeSH search terms (i.e., “posttraumatic stress”, “treatment”, “intervention”, “psychotherapy”, “exposure” and “counseling” as well as additional terms (e.g., “post-traumatic stress”, “PTSD”, “trial”, “therapy”) in case a particular trial was not registered under these APA thesaurus/MeSH search terms.
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Quality criteria based on Cuijpers et al. (2010), sum score ranges from 0 to 8
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1. All participants met diagnostic criteria for PTSD at baseline as assessed via a diagnostic interview based on any iteration of the DSM or ICD
	
1.  Positive
0.    Negative / insufficient information



	
2. Use of treatment manual
(i.e., published, or specifically designed for the study; all psychological interventions of the RCT/included in the analyses were manual-based
 insufficient: manual mentioned but without a reference/specification)
	
1.  Positive 
0.    Negative / insufficient information


	
3. Therapists were trained in applying the manual
(i.e., specifically for the study or general training for respective manual)
	
1.  Positive
0.    Negative / insufficient information


	
4. Treatment integrity was checked formally
(i.e., by regular supervision and/or recordings and/or systematic screenings of protocol adherence with a standardized instrument) 
	
1.  Positive
0.    Negative / insufficient information


	
5. Data analyzed with intent-to-treat analysis 
(i.e., all persons who were randomized to the conditions initially were included in analyses; insufficient: if authors stated that both ITT and completer analyses were performed but only reported on completer results)
	
1.  Positive
0.    Negative / insufficient information


	
6. Study had an adequate level of statistical power to find effects and included N ≥ 50 participants in the comparison groups (i.e., n1+n2)
(note: may differ across assessment timepoints due to attrition (in completer analyses))
	
1.  Positive 
0.    Negative / insufficient information


	
7. Randomization by independent (3rd) party
(e.g., independent person or computerized with valid randomization technique) 
	
1.  Positive
0.    Negative / insufficient information


	
8. Blind assessors for outcomes 
(i.e., PTSD outcomes were assessed either in a diagnostic interviewer or via self-reports; insufficient: non-blinded interviewers)
	
1.  Positive
0.    Negative / insufficient information






	[bookmark: Appendix_E]Appendix E: Risk of bias assessment – quality coding of included trials

	Trial
	Q1 -PTSD
	Q2 -manual
	Q3 -training
	Q4 -integrity
	Q5 -ITT
	Q6 –
N > 50
	Q7 -random-ization
	Q8 -blinding
	Q sum score

	Acarturk et al. (2016)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8

	Akbarian et al. (2015)
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	5

	Andersen et al. (2021)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Asukai et al. (2010)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	7

	Basoglu et al. (2005)
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	6

	Basoglu et al. (2007)
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	6

	Beck et al. (2009)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	5

	Bellehsen et al. (2021)
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	5

	Belleville et al. (2018)
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	6

	Bisson et al. (2020)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	6

	Blanchard et al. (2003)
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	6

	Bohus et al. (2013)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	7

	Bormann et al. (2008)
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	5

	Bormann et al. (2013)
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	6

	Boterhoven de Haan et al. (2020)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Brom et al. (1989)
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	4

	Brom et al. (2017)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Bryant et al. (2003)
	1
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	1
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	0
	1
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	6

	Bryant et al. (2011)
	1
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	0
	1
	1
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	Bryant et al. (2019)
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	4

	Buhmann et al. (2016)
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Butollo et al. (2016)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	7

	Capezzani et al. (2013)
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	4

	Carletto et al. (2016)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	6

	Carlson et al. (1998)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	4

	Carlsson et al. (2018)
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Carter et al. (2013)
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	5

	Castillo et al. (2016)
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	6

	Chard (2005)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	6

	Classen et al. (2020)
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1

	Cloitre et al. (2002)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	5

	Cloitre et al. (2010)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8

	Cottraux et al. (2008)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	6

	Davis et al. (2020)
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	6

	Devilly et al. (1998)
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	3

	Devilly et al. (1999)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	4

	Dorrepaal et al. (2012)
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	6

	Duffy et al. (2007)
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Dunne et al. (2012)
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	4

	Echeburua et al. (1997)
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	3

	Ehlers et al. (2003)
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Ehlers et al. (2005)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	6

	Ehlers et al. (2014)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8

	Engel et al. (2015)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Ertl et al. (2011)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	6

	Falsetti et al. (2008)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	7

	Fecteau et al. (1999)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	6

	Foa et al. (1991)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	5

	Foa et al. (1999)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	5

	Foa et al. (2005)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	7

	Foa et al. (2018)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8

	Fonzo et al. (2017)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	6

	Forbes et al. (2012)
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Ford et al. (2011)
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Ford et al. (2013)
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	6

	Galovski et al. (2012)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8

	Gersons et al. (2000)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	7

	Ghafoori et al. (2017)
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Goldstein et al. (2017)
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	4

	Gray et al. (2019)
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Gray et al. (2021)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	6

	Heffner et al. (2016)
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1

	Hensel-Dittmann et al. (2011)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	6

	Hinton et al. (2011)
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	5

	Hollifield et al. (2007)
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	5

	Ivarsson et al. (2014)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8

	Jacob et al. (2014)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8

	Jalal et al. (2020)
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	3

	Jensen et al. (1994)
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	3

	Johnson et al. (2011)
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	5

	Johnson et al. (2016) post-treatment
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	6

	Johnson et al. (2016) FU2
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	5

	Johnson et al. (2020)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	6

	Karatzias et al. (2011)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	7

	Keane et al. (1989)
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2

	Kearney et al. (2021)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8

	Kelly et al. (2021) post-treatment
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	5

	Kelly et al. (2021) FU
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	4

	Kent et al. (2011)
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	4

	Krakow et al. (2000)
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	3

	Krakow et al. (2001)
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	4

	Krupnick et al. (2008)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	5

	Kubany et al. (2003)
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	5

	Kubany et al. (2004)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	7

	Lang et al. (2019)
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	5

	Langkaas et al. (2017)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8

	Latif et al. (2021)
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Laugharne et al. (2016)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	7

	Lee et al. (2002)
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	4

	Lehavot et al. (2021)
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	7

	Lely et al. (2019)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	7

	Lewis et al. (2017)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	7

	Lindauer et al. (2005)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	7

	Littleton et al. (2016) post-treatment
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Littleton et al. (2016) FU
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	5

	Litz et al. (2007)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	5

	Litz et al. (2021)
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	6

	Maguen et al. (2017)
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	4

	Marcus et al. (1997)
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	6

	Markowitz et al. (2015)
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Marks et al. (1998)
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	4

	McDonagh et al. (2005)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	6

	McGuire Stanbury et al. (2020)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	5

	McLean et al. (2020)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	5

	Mitchell et al. (2014)
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	5

	Monson et al. (2006)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	7

	Monson et al. (2012)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	7

	Morath et al. (2014)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	6

	Mueser et al. (2008)
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	5

	Nacasch et al. (2011)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	7

	NCT00607815
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	5

	Neuner et al. (2004)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	6

	Neuner et al. (2008)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	7

	Neuner et al. (2010)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	7

	Nidich et al. (2018)
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Nijdam et al. (2012)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Niles et al. (2012)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	5

	Orang et al. (2018)
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	5

	Pacella et al. (2012)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8

	Paunovic (2011)
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2

	Power et al. (2002) EMDR vs.WL
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	6

	Power et al. (2002) other comparisons
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	5

	Rauch et al. (2014)
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	4

	Ready et al. (2018)
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	5

	Reger et al. (2016)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8

	Resick et al. (2002)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	6

	Resick et al. (2015)
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	6

	Robjant et al. (2019)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Rothbaum et al. (2005)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	5

	Sautter et al. (2015)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	7

	Schaal et al. (2009)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	7

	Scheck et al. (1998)
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	5

	Schnurr et al. (2003)
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	6

	Schnurr et al. (2007)
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Sloan et al. (2011)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	5

	Sloan et al. (2012)
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	6

	Sloan et al. (2018)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8

	Spence et al. (2011)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	7

	Stenmark et al. (2013)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Suris et al. (2013)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Taylor et al. (2003)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	6

	ter Heide et al. (2016)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Thorp et al. (2019) post-treatment
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	6

	Thorp et al. (2019) FU
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	5

	Tylee et al. (2017)
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	5

	van den Berg et al. (2015)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8

	van der Kolk et al. (2007)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8

	van der Kolk et al. (2014)
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	5

	van Gelderen et al. (2020)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	7

	Vaughan et al. (1994)
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	3

	Vera et al. (2021)
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	6

	Wagner et al. (2019)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	6

	Wahbeh et al. (2016)
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	3

	Wells et al. (2012)
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	6

	Wells et al. (2015)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	6

	Yehuda et al. (2014)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	7

	Yurtsever et al. (2018)
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	5

	Zang et al. (2013)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	7

	Zang et al. (2014)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	7

	Zemansti et al. (2022)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	7

	Zlotnick et al. (1997)
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	3

	Zoellner et al. (2017)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	6








Note: Bold font indicates high quality of trial (i.e., sum score ≥ 7 out of 8).
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	[bookmark: Appendix_F]Appendix F: Trial characteristics of included trials

	Publication, conditions/category, 
(number & length of sessions)
	N at post-treatment assessment
	% fulfilling PTSD diagnosis at baseline
	Outcome measure
	Country
	Mean age (SD or range)
	Longest included follow-up assessment in months
	Treatment format
	Statistical analysis
	% female 
	Type of trauma
	Study quality at post-treatment assessment

	Acarturk et al., 2016
    EMDR/EMDR (7 sessions, 90 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
49
49
	
100

	
IES-R
	
Turkey (Syrian refugees)
	
33.32 (11.09)
34.04 (10.00)
	
1
	
Individual

	
ITT
	
74

	
Mass conflict
	
8

	Akbarian et al., 2015
   CBT/TF-CBT (10 sessions, 60 – 90 min.)
   TAU/ACC (n.r.)
	
14
14
	
100

	
IES-R
	
Iran
	
32.07 (5.76)
31.21 (6.10)
	
n.a.
	
Group
Individual
	
ITT
	
79
	
Various types
	
5

	Andersen et al., 2021
   TF-CBT + exercise/TF-CBT (10 sessions, 60 – 
   90 min.)
   SPT + exercise/non-TF-PIs (10 sessions, 60 
   min.)
	
43
46
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Australia and Denmark
	
39.71 (13.3)
44.49 (11.6)
	
12
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
74
72
	
Motor vehicle accident
	
7

	Asukai et al., 2010
   PE/TF-CBT (8-15 sessions, 90 min.)
   TAU/ACC (n.r.)
	
12
12
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Japan
	
27.10 (5.40)
31.40 (8.80)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
88
	
Various types
	
7

	Basoglu et al., 2005
    SSBT/TF-CBT (1 session, 60 min.) 
    WL/PCC
	
31
28
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Turkey
	
36.30 (11.50)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
	
Compl.
	
84

	
Disaster
	
6

	Basoglu et al., 2007
    SSBT/TF-CBT (1 session, 69 – 130 min.) 
    WL/PCC
	
16
15
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Turkey
	
34.00 (11.00)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
	
Compl.
	
87

	
Disaster
	
6

	Beck et al., 2009
   CBT/TF-CBT (14 sessions, 120 min.)
   MA/PCC
	
17
16
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
43.30 (12.80)
	
r.b.i.
	
Group
Individual
	
Compl.
	
82
	
Motor vehicle accident
	
5

	Bellehsen et al., 2021
   TMed/non-TF-PIs (16 sessions, 60 min.)
   TAU/ACC (n.r.)
	
20
20
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
52.9 (10.7)
50.3 (12.2)
	
r.b.i.
	
Group
	
ITT
	
20
10
	
Combat and other types
	
5

	Belleville et al., 2018
   IRT/other-TF-PIs (5 sessions, 60 min.)
   WL/PCC 
	
19
20
	
100
	
MPSS
	
Canada
	
29.45 (9.05)
31.45 (10.32)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
	
ITT
	
88
	
Sexual assault
	
6

	Bisson et al., 2020
   3MDR/iEMDR (9 sessions, average 63.3 min)
   WL/PCC
	
16
19
	
100
	
CAPS
	
UK
	
40.2 (10.13)
44.0 (11.97)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
	
Compl.
	
0
	
Various types
	
6

	Blanchard et al., 2003
    CBT/TF-CBT (10 sessions, n.r.)
    SPT/non-TF-PIs (10 sessions, n.r.)
    WL/PCC
	
37
36
25
	
77.78
77.78
87.50
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
40.60 (11.00)
40.60 (13.10)
42.10 (10.90)
	
3
	
Individual
Individual

	
ITT
	
78
78
63
	
Motor vehicle accident
	
6

	Bohus et al., 2013
   DBT-PTSD/TF-CBT (23 sessions, 45 min.) 
   TAU/ACC (n.r.)
	
36
38
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Germany
	
35.14 (10.60)
36.71 (9.84)
	
3
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
100
	
Childhood sexual abuse
	
7

	Bormann et al., 2008
   Mantram interv./non-TF-PIs 
   (6 sessions, 90 min.)
   WL/PCC
	
14

15
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
56.00 (6.57)
	
n.r.
	
Group
	
Compl.
	
0
	
Combat
	
5

	Bormann et al., 2013
   Mantram interv./non-TF-PIs 
   (6 sessions, 90 min.)
   TAU/ACC (n.r.)
	
71
75
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
 57.00 (10.10)
	
r.b.i.
	
Group
Individual
	
ITT
	
3
	
Combat
	
6

	Boterhoven de Haan et al., 2020
   EMDR/EMDR (12 sessions, 90 min.)
   IR/other-TF-PIs (12 sessions, 90 min.)
	
68
66
	
93
	
CAPS
	Australia
Germany
NL
	
38.96 (11.51)
38.08 (10.85)
	
12
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
80
73
	
Childhood trauma, Various types
	
7

	Brom et al., 1989
    Trauma desensitization/TF-CBT (n.r.)
    Psychodynamic Therapy/non-TF-PIs (n.r.)
    WL/PCC
	
28
26
20
	
100
	
IES
	
NL
	
42.00 (n.r.)
	
3
	
Individual
	
0
	
79
	
Various types
	
4

	Brom et al., 2017
    SE/non-TF-PIs (15 sessions, 60 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
32
28
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Israel
	
40.51 (13.05)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual

	
Compl.
	
46
57
	
Various types
	
7

	Bryant et al., 2003
    IE/TF-CBT (8 sessions, 90 min.)
    SC/ACC (8 sessions, 90 min.) 
	
20
18
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Australia
	
37.05 (12.31)
36.28 (8.41)
	
6
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
52
52
	
Nonsexual assault or motor vehicle accident
	
6

	Bryant et al., 2011
    CBT/TF-CBT (8 sessions, 60 min.) 
    TAU/ACC (8 sessions, n.r.) 
	
16
12
	
100
	
PSS-I
	
Thailand
	
42.30 (6.30)
43.9 (11.9)
	
3
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
100
91
	
Terror
	
5

	Bryant et al., 2019
   CBT long/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 90 min.)
   WL/PCC
	
33
34
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Australia
	
44.7 (10.7)
43.4 (7.8)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual

	
Compl.
	
12
29
	
Various types
	
4

	Buhmann et al., 2016
    TF-CBT/TF-CBT (16 sessions, n.r.)
    WL/PCC
	
52
48
	
100
	
HTQ
	
Denmark
	
46.00 (8.00)
47.00 (8.00)
	
n.a.
	
Individual
	
ITT
	
42
39
	
Mass conflict
	
7

	Butollo et al., 2016
    DET/other-TF-PIs (24 sessions, n.r.) 
    CPT/TF-CBT (24 sessions, n.r.) 
	
74
67
	
100
	
PDS
	
Germany
	
37.99 (12.10)
33.67 (10.30)
	
6
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
65
68
	
Various types
	
7

	Capezzani et al., 2013
    EMDR/EMDR (8 sessions, n.r.) 
    CBT/TF-CBT (8 sessions, n.r.) 
	
21
11
	
100
	
IES-R
	
Italy
	
50.82 (7.64)
52.70 (8.68)
	
n.a.
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
91
	
Cancer
	
4

	Carletto et al., 2016
   EMDR/EMDR (10 sessions, 60 min.)
   RT/ACC (n.r.)
	
20
22
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Italy
	
39.52 (11.68)
40.66 (10.03)
	
n.a.
	
Individual
	
Compl.
	
75
86
	
MS
	
6

	Carlson et al., 1998
    EMDR/EMDR (12 sessions, 60-75 min.) 
    TAU/ACC (n.r.)
	
10
12
	
100
	
M-PTSD
	
USA
	
52.70 (8.60)
46.90 (4.00)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
0
0
	
Combat
	
4

	Carlsson et al., 2018
    CR/TF-CBT (16 sessions, 45-60 min.)
    SIT/ACC (16 sessions, 45-60 min.)
	
64
62
	
100
	
HTQ
	
Denmark
	
43.30 (9.50)
	
n.a.
	
Individual
	
ITT
	
44
	
Various types
	
7

	Carter et al., 2013
   SKY/non-TF-PIs (5 sessions, 22 hours total)
   WL/PCC
	
14
11
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Australia
	
58.50 (3.80)
58.40 (4.80)
	
r.b.i.
	
Group
	
Compl.
	
0
	
Combat
	
5

	Castillo et al., 2016
    CBT/TF-CBT (16 sessions, 90 min.) 
    WL/PCC
	
42
42
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
35.90 (11.00)
	
r.b.i.
	
Group

	
ITT
	
100
	
Various types
	
6

	Chard et al., 2005
    CPT/TF-CBT (17 sessions à 90 min. group + 
    10 sessions à 60 min. individual) 
    MA/PCC (17 phone-calls à 5-10 min.)
	
28

27
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
32.77 (8.87)
	
r.b.i.
	
Combination
Individual
	
Compl.
	
100
	
Childhood sexual abuse
	
6

	Classen et al., 2020
   TBG/non-TF-PIs (20 sessions, n.r.)
   WL/PCC
	
14
18
	
87.50
	
PCL
	
Canada
	
43.51 (10.01)
	
6
	
Group
	
Compl.
	
100
	
Childhood sexual and/or physical abuse
	
1

	Cloitre et al., 2002
   STAIR/TF-CBT (16 sessions, 8 à 60 min. + 8
    à 90 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
31

27
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
34.00 (7.22)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual

	
Compl.
	
100

	
Childhood sexual and/or physical abuse
	
5

	Cloitre et al., 2010
   STAIR/TF-CBT (16 sessions, 90 min.)
   Skills comparator/ACC (n.r.)
	
33
38
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
33.20 (n.r.)
37.10 (n.r.)
	
6
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
100
	
Childhood sexual and/or physical abuse
	
8

	Cottraux et al., 2008
    CBT/TF-CBT (10-16 sessions, 60-120 min.)
    ST/non-TF-PIs (16 sessions, 60 min.)
	
27
15
	
100
	
PCL
	
France
	
43.18 (10.60)
37.20 (9.20)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
70
	
Various types
	
6

	Davis et al., 2020
   HYP/non-TF-PIs (16 sessions, 90 min.)
   WLP/ACC (16 sessions, 90 min.)
	
70
70
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
49.9 (12.6)
51.2 (13.3)
	
7
	
Group
Group
	
Compl.
	
34
	
Various types
	
6

	Devilly et al., 1998
   EMDR/EMDR (2 sessions, 90 min.)
   TAU/ACC (n.r.)
	
12
10
	
100
	
M-PTSD
	
Australia
	
50.10 (6.48)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
n.r.
	
Compl.
	
0
	
Combat
	
3

	Devilly et al., 1999
    EMDR/EMDR (8 sessions, 90-165 min.)
    TTP/TF-CBT (9 sessions, 90-165 min.) 
	
11
12
	
100
	
PTSD-I
	
Australia
	
37.96 (12.82)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
73
58
	
Various types
	
4

	Dorrepaal et al., 2012
   SGT-ComplexPTSD/other-TF-PIs (20 sessions, 
   120 min.)
   TAU/ACC (n.r.)
	
38

33
	
100
	
DTS
	
NL

	
40.30 (10.70)

37.10 (10.30)
	
n.a.
	
Group

Individual
	
ITT
	
n.r.
	
Childhood sexual and/or physical abuse
	
6

	Duffy et al., 2007
    CBT/TF-CBT (12 sessions, n.r.) 
    WL/PCC
	
29
29
	
100
	
PDS
	
Northern Ireland
	
44.1 (11.3)
43.7 (12.3)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual

	
ITT
	
34
45
	
Terror
	
7

	Dunne et al., 2012
    CBT/TF-CBT (10 sessions, 60 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
13
13
	
100
	
PDS
	
Australia
	
32.54 (7.09)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual

	
ITT
	
50

	
Chronic whiplash
	
4

	Echeburua et al., 1997
    EXP + CR/TF-CBT (6 sessions, 7h total) 
    PMR/ACC (6 sessions, 4,15h total)
	
10
10
	
100
	Global Scale of PTSD
	
Spain
	
20.00 (7.09)
	
12
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
100
	
Sexual assault
	
3

	Ehlers et al., 2003
    CT/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 60-90min.)
    Self-help booklet/ACC (1 session, 40min.) 
    WL/PCC
	
28
28
29
	
100
	
PDS
	
UK
	
n.r.
	
9
	
Individual
Individual

	
ITT
	
n.r.
n.r.
n.r.
	
Motor vehicle accident
	
7

	Ehlers et al., 2005
    CT/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 60-90 min.) 
    WL/PCC 
	
14
14
	
100
	
PDS
	
UK
	
35.4 (10.9)
37.8 (11.2)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
57
50
	
Various types
	
6

	Ehlers et al., 2014
    Standard CT/TF-CBT (12 sessions, up to 20h total) 
    EFST/non-TF-PIs (12 sessions, up to 20h total)
    WL/PCC 
	
31
30
30
	
100

	
CAPS
	
UK
	
41.50 (11.70)
37.80 (9.90)
36.80 (10.50)
	
6
	
Individual
Individual


	
ITT
	
58
57
60
	
Various types
	
8

	Engel et al., 2015
    DESTRESS-PC/i-non-TF-PIs (18 sessions, 15-30
    min. + 30 min. homework) 
    TAU/ACC (3 sessions, 15 min.)
	
29

29
	
100
	
PCL
	
USA
	
36.20 (7.75)

36.70 (9.75)
	
2
	
Individual
	
Compl.
	
21

16
	
Combat and military sexual trauma
	
7

	Ertl et al., 2011
    NET/TF-CBT (8 sessions, 90-120 min.) 
    SC/ACC (8 sessions, 90-120 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
26a
24a
28a
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Uganda
	
18.66 (3.77)
18.32 (4.30)
18.07 (3.55)
	
12
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
55
68
43
	
Various types including childhood soldier victimization
	
6

	Falsetti et al., 2008
    TF-CBT/TF-CBT (12 sessions,  90 min.) 
    WL/PCC
	
22
31
	
100
	
MPSS
	
USA
	
35.00 (9.82)
	
n.a.
	
Group
	
ITT
	
100
100
	
Various types
	
7

	Fecteau et al., 1999
    CBT/TF-CBT (4 sessions, 90-180 min.) 
    WL/PCC
	
10
10
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Canada
	
41.30 (25–63)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual

	
Compl.
	
70
70
	
Motor vehicle accident
	
6

	Foa et al., 1991
    PE/TF-CBT (9 sessions, 90 min.) 
    SC/ACC (9 sessions, 90 min.)
    WL/PCC 
	
10
11
10
	
100
	
SI-PTSD
	
USA
	
32.70 (7.30)
34.20 (9.80)
32.00 (9.60)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
Individual

	
Compl.
	
100
	
Sexual assault
	
5

	Foa et al., 1999
    PE/TF-CBT (9 sessions, 2x120+7x90 min.)
    SIT/ACC (9 sessions, 2x120+7x90 min.)
    WL/PCC 
	
23
19
15
	
100
	
PSS-I
	
USA
	
34.90 (10.60)
	
12
	
Individual
Individual

	
Compl.
	
100

	
Sexual or non-sexual assault
	
5

	Foa et al., 2005
    PE/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 90-120 min.)
    WL/PCC 
	
79
26
	
100
	
PSS-I
	
USA
	
31.30 (9.89)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual

	
ITT
	
100
	
Sexual or non-sexual assault
	
7

	Foa et al., 2018
    spaced PE/TF-CBT (10 sessions, 90 min.)
    PCT/non-TF-PIs (10 sessions, 90 min.)
    MA/PCC (4 sessions, 10-15 min.)
	
109
107
40
	
100
	
PSS-I
	
USA
	
32.89 (7.05)
32.54 (7.45)
32.70 (7.68)
	
6
	
Individual
Individual

	
ITT
	
9
15
5
	
Combat
	
8

	Fonzo et al., 2017  
    PE/TF-CBT (9-12 sessions, 90 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
36
30
	
100

	
CAPS
	
USA
	
34.42 (10.23)
39.03 (10.35)
	
n.a.
	
Individual

	
ITT
	
65

	
Various types
	
6

	Forbes et al., 2012
    CPT/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 60 min.)
    TAU/ACC (n.r.)
	
30
29
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Australia
	
53.13 (13.97)
53.62 (13.33)
	
3
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
7
0
	
Combat
	
7

	Ford et al., 2011
    TARGET/other-TF-PIs (12 sessions, 50 min.) 
    PCT/non-TF-PIs (12 sessions, n.r.) 
    WL/PCC 
	
48
53
45
	
80
74
87
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
30.70 (6.90)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
Individual

	
ITT
	
100
100
100
	
Various types
	
6

	Ford et al., 2013
    TARGET/other-TF-PIs (12 sessions, 75 min.) 
    SGT/non-TF-PIs (12 sessions, 75 min.) 
	
38
34
	
82
74
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
34.60 (8.60)
38.00 (7.80)
	
n.a.
	
Individual
Group
	
Compl.
	
100
100
	
Various types
	
6

	Galovski et al., 2012
    MCPT/TF-CBT (4-18 sessions, n.r.)
    SMDT/PCC (n.r.)
	
38
37
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
39.80 (11.74)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
	
ITT
	
69
	
Sexual or physical assault
	
8

	Gersons et al., 2000
    BEP/other-TF-PIs (16 sessions, 60 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
22
20
	
100
	
SI-PTSD
	
NL
	
35.00 (6.00)
38.00 (7.00)
	
3
	
Individual
	
ITT
	
18
5
	
Various types
	
7

	Ghafoori et al., 2017
    PE/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 60-90 min.)
    PCT/non-TF-PIs (12 sessions, 60-90 min.) 
	
47
24
	
100
	
PCL-5
	
USA
	
35.10 (12.80)
35.30 (10.40)
	
n.a.
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
83
83
	
Physical assault and other types
	
6

	Goldstein et al., 2017
    IN EXC/non-TF-PIs (36 sessions, 60 min.) 
    WL/PCC
	
21
26
	
89.36
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
46.80 (14.93)
	
n.a.
	
Group

	
ITT
	
19

	
Combat
	

4

	Gray et al., 2019
    RTM/TF-CBT (3 sessions, 120 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
37
37
	
100
	
PSS-I
	
USA
	
48.60 (13.30)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
	
ITT
	
0
	
Combat and other types
	
7

	Gray et al., 2021
    RTM/TF-CBT (3 sessions, ≤120 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
15
15
	
100
	
PSS-I
	
USA
	
n.r.
n.r.
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
	
ITT
	
100
	
Various types
	
6

	Heffner et al., 2016 – Texas subsample only
    Mantram/non-TF-PIs (8sessions, 60 min.)
    PSY-EDU/ACC (10 sessions, 90 min.)
	
18
15
	
82
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
n.r.
	
n.a.
	
Individual
Group
	
Compl.
	
n.r.
	
Combat
	
1

	Hensel-Dittmann et al., 2011
    NET/TF-CBT (10 sessions, 90 min.)
    SIT/ACC (10 sessions, 90 min.)
	
11
10
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Germany
	
n.r.
	
6
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
n.r.
	
Various types
	
6

	Hinton et al., 2011
    CA-CBT/non-TF-PIs (14 sessions, 60 min.)
    AMR/ACC (14 sessions, 60 min.)
	
12
12
	
100
	
PCL
	
USA (Cambod. refugees)
	
47.60 (8.20)
51.40 (5.90)
	
3
	
Group
Group
	
ITT
	
100
	
n.r.
	
5

	Hollifield et al., 2007
    CBT/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 120 min.) 
    WL/PCC
	
25
24
	
100
	
PSS-SR
	
USA
	
40.90 (13.40) 43.40 (13.50)
	
3
	
Group

	
ITT
	
79
63
	
Various types
	
5

	Ivarsson et al., 2014
    I-CBT/iTF-CBT (8 sessions, 28 min. of contact 
    to therapists on average)
    SC/ACC (n.r.)
	
31

31
	
100
	
IES-R
	
Sweden
	
44.80 (11.20)

47.20 (12.20)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
	
ITT
	
77

87
	
Various types
	
8

	Jacob et al., 2014
    NET/TF-CBT (8 sessions, 90-150 min.) 
    
    WL/PCC 
	
38 (17 orphans)

38 (16 orphans)
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Rwanda
	
[bookmark: _Hlk33044233]widows 
48.29 (13.40) orphans 
25.06 (4.31)
widows
46.86 (11.73) orphans 
24.00 (4.40)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
	
ITT
	
89
95
	
Various types
	
8

	Jalal et al., 2020
   CA-CBT/non-TF-PIs (14 sessions, 60 min.)
   AMR/ACC (14 sessions, 60 min.)
	
10
10
	
100
	
PCL-C
	
South Africa
	
28.2 (15 - n.r.)
	
n.a.
	
Individual
	
Compl.
	
75
	
Various types
	
3

	Jensen, 1994
    EMDR/EMDR (3 sessions, n.r.)
    TAU/ACC (n.r.)
	
13
12
	
100
	
SI-PTSD
	
USA
	
43.10 (2.84)
	
n.a.
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
0
0
	
Combat
	
3

	Johnson et al., 2011
    HOPE/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 60-90 min.)
    TAU/ACC (n.r.)
	
34
34
	
88.60
85.70
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
32.55 (8.00)
	
6
	
Individual
Group
	
Compl.
	
100
	
IPV

	
5

	Johnson et al., 2016
    HOPE/TF-CBT (16 sessions, 60 min.)
    TAU/ACC (n.r.)
	
26
25
	
93.30
96.70
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
33.30 (10.48) 33.20 (10.39)
	
6
	
Individual
Group
	
Compl.
	
100
	
IPV and other types
	
6 (Post + FU1)
5 (FU2)

	Johnson et al., 2020
   HOPE/TF-CBT (16 sessions, 50– 60 min.)
   PCT+/non-TF-PIs (16 sessions, 50– 60 min.)
	
83
89
	
100

	
CAPS
	
USA
	
34.34 (9.46)
35.87 (8.78)
	
12
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
100
	
IPV
	
6

	Karatzias et al., 2011
    EMDR/EMDR (8 sessions,  60 min.) 
    EFT/non-TF-PIs (8 sessions,  60 min.)
	
23
23
	
100
	
CAPS
	
UK
	
41.5 (10.8)
39.7 (10.9)
	
3
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
61
52
	
Various types
	
7

	Keane et al., 1989
    IT/TF-CBT (14 sessions, 90 min.) 
    WL/PCC 
	
11
13
	
100
	
MMPI
PTSD
	
USA
	
34.70 (4.30)
34.50 (2.10)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual

	
Compl.
	
0
0
	
Combat
	
2

	Kearney et al., 2021
   CPT-C/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 90 min.)
   LKM/non-TF-PIs (12 sessions, 90 min.)
	
93
90
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
56.1 (13.7)
58.2 (12.5)
	
6
	
Group
Group
	
ITT
	
16
	
Various types
	
8

	Kelly et al., 2021
   CPT/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 90 min.)
   Trauma-Sensitive Yoga/non-TF-PIs (10  
   sessions, 60 min.)
	
18
37
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
48.38 (11.1)
	
3
	
Group
Group
	
Compl.
	
100
	
Military sexual trauma
	
5 (Post)
4 (FU)

	Kent et al., 2011
    ROT/non-TF-PIs (12 sessions, 90 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
23
19
	
100
	
PDS
	
USA
	
54.00 (8.34)
	
n.a.
	
Group
	
ITT
	
33
	
Various types
	
4

	Krakow et al., 2000
    IRT/other-TF-PIs (3 sessions, 2x 180+1x 60 min.) 
    WL/PCC 
	
42
48
	
95
95
	
PSS-SR
	
USA
	
Compl.
40.10 (11.30)
36.00 (9.80)
	
r.b.i.
	
Group

	
Compl.
	
100
	
Sexual assault and other types
	
3

	Krakow et al., 2001
    IRT/other-TF-PIs (3 sessions, 2x 180+1x 60 min.) 
    WL/PCC
	
45
52
	
95
95
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
Compl.
40.00 (11.20)
36.00 (9.30)
	
r.b.i.
	
Group

	
Compl.
	
100
	
Sexual assault and other types
	
4

	Krupnick et al., 2008
    IPT/non-TF-PIs (16 sessions, 120 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
32
16
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
32.00 (10.20)
	
4
	
Group
	
ITT
	
100
	
Various types
	
5

	Kubany et al., 2003
    CTT-BW/TF-CBT (8-11 sessions, 90 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
19
18
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
Compl.
36.80 (9.50)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
	
ITT
	
100
	
IPV and other types
	
5

	Kubany et al., 2004
    CTT-BW/TF-CBT (8-11 sessions, 90 min.) 
    WL/PCC
	
63
62
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
42.20 (10.10)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual

	
ITT
	
100
100
	
IPV and other types
	
7

	Lang et al., 2019
    CM/non-TF-PIs (10 sessions, 90 min.)
    VC/ACC (10 sessions, 90 min.)
	
14
14
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
49.10 (14.50)
	
n.a.
	
Group
Group
	
Compl.
	
25
	
Combat
	
5

	Langkaas et al., 2017
    PE/TF-CBT (10 sessions, 90-120 min.)
    IR/other-TF-PIs (10 sessions, 90-120 min.)
	
34
31
	
100
	
PSS-I
	
Norway
	
45.20 (9.70)
	
12
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
58
	
Various types
	
8

	Latif et al., 2021
    CatCBT GSH/non-TF-PIs (9 sessions, n.r.) 
    WL/PCC
	
25
25
	
100
	
IES-R
	
Pakistan
	
27.4 (4.6)
26.3 (3.7)
	
n.a.
	
Individual
	
ITT
	
100

	
Domestic violence
	
7

	Laugharne et al., 2016
    PE/TF-CBT (12 sessions, n.r.)
    EMDR/EMDR (12 sessions, n.r.)
	
10
10
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Australia
	
40.10 (9.90)
	
n.a.
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
70
	
Various types
	
7

	Lee et al., 2002
    EMDR/EMDR (7 sessions, 90 min.) 
    PE + SIT/TF-CBT (7 sessions, 90 min.) 
	
12
12
	
100
	
SI-PTSD
	
Australia
	
35.30 (n.r.)
	
3
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
46
46
	
Various types
	
4

	Lehavot et al., 2021
    DESTRESS-WV/iTF-CBT (16 sessions, n.r.) 
    Phone monitoring/ACC (9 sessions, 15 min.)
	
51
51
	
100
	
PCL-5
	
USA
	
49.9 (11.3)
48.9 (12.2)
	
6
	
Individual
	
ITT
	
100

	
Various types
	
7

	Lely et al., 2019
    NET/TF-CBT (11 sessions, 90 min.)
    PCT/non-TF-PIs (11 sessions, 90 min.)
	
18
15
	
100
	
CAPS
	
NL
	
62.65 (5.89)
62.47 (6.24)
	
4
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
28
27
	
Various types
	
7

	Lewis et al., 2017
    I-CBT/iTF-CBT (n.r.)
    WL/PCC
	
21
21
	
100
	
CAPS
	
UK
	
39.29 (12.70)
	
3
	
Individual
	
ITT
	
60
	
Various types
	
7

	Lindauer et al., 2005
    BEP/other-TF-PIs (16 sessions, 45-60 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
12
12
	
100
	
SI-PTSD
	
NL
	
37.60 (10.20)
40.30 (8.90)
	
n.a.
	
Individual
	
ITT
	
42
67
	
Various types
	
7

	Littleton et al., 2016
   FSTTP/i-non-TF-PIs (n.r.)
   PESHW/ACC (n.r.)
	
23
28
	
100
	
PSS-I
	
USA
	
22 (18-42)
	
3
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
100
	
Rape and other IPV
	
6 (Post) 5 (FU1)

	Litz et al., 2007
    I-CBT/iTF-CBT (n.r.)
    I-SC/iACC (n.r.)
	
14
17
	
100
	
PSS-I
	
USA
	
39.86 (7.72)
38.63 (9.41)
	
3
	
Individual
	
Compl.
	
19
25
	
Combat or terror
	
5

	Litz et al., 2021
   CPT-C/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 60 min.)
   AD/non-TF-PIs (6-8 sessions, 90 min.)
	
33
37
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
30.30 (6.43)
29.80 (6.39)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
8
	
Combat
	
6

	Maguen et al., 2017
    IOK/TF-CBT (6-8 sessions, 60-90min.)
    TAU/ACC (n.r.)
	
15
15
	
n.r.
	
PCL-M
	
USA
	
61.20 (13.00)
	
n.a.
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
0
0
	
Combat
	
4

	Marcus et al., 1997
    EMDR/EMDR (8 sessions, 50 min.)
    TAU/ACC (n.r., individual therapy: 50
    min., group therapy: 90 min.) 
	
33
33
	
100
	
MPSS
	
USA
	
Women 39.98 (18.00-73.00)
Men 44.78
(23.00-67.00)
	
n.a.
	
Individual
Combination
	
Compl.
	
79
79
	
Various types
	
6

	Markowitz et al., 2015
    PE/TF-CBT (10 sessions, 90 min.)
    IPT/non-TF-PIs (14 sessions, 50 min.) 
    RT/ACC (10 sessions, 90 min.) 
	
38
40
32
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
47.50 (10.60)
41.00 (9.10)
34.80 (5.10)
	
3
	
Individual
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
55
70
88
	
Various types
	
7

	Marks et al., 1998
    EXP/TF-CBT (10 sessions, 90 min.)
    RT/ACC (10 sessions, 90 min.) 
	
20
18
	
100

	
CAPS
	
UK
	
39.00 (11.00)
36.00 (10.00)
	
3
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
39
48
	
Various types
	
4

	McDonagh et al., 2005
    CBT/TF-CBT (14 sessions, 7x120+7x90 min.)
    PCT/non-TF-PIs (14 sessions, 7x120+7x90 
    min.)
    WL/PCC 
	
29
22
23
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
39.80 (9.90)
39.60 (9.60)
42.00 (9.80)
	
6
	
Individual
Individual

	
ITT
	
100

	
Childhood sexual abuse
	
6

	McGuire Stanbury et al., 2020
    PE/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 90 min.)
    EMDR/EMDR (12 sessions, 90 min.)
	
10
10
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Australia
	
44.60 (12.18)
39.70 (9.55)
	
3
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
n.r.
	
Various types
	
5

	McLean et al., 2020
    Web-PE/TF-CBT (10 sessions, 60 min.)
    PCT/non-TF-PIs (10 sessions, 60 min.)
	
10a
11a
	
100
	
PCL-5
	
USA
	
38.7 (8.9)
41.5 (6.5)
	
3
	
Individual
	
Compl.
	
25
	
Combat
	
5

	Mitchell et al., 2014
    YI/non-TF-PIs (12 sessions, 75 min.) 
    WL/PCC
	
20
18
	
71
71
	
PCL
	
USA
	
44.37
(12.37)
	
1
	
Group

	
ITT
	
100
100
	
Various types
	
5

	Monson et al., 2006
    CPT/TF-CBT (12 sessions, n.r.)
    WL/PCC
	
30
30
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
54.00 (6.30)
	
1
	
Individual
	
ITT
	
7
13
	
Combat
	
7

	Monson et al., 2012
    CBCT/TF-CBT (15 sessions, n.r.)
    WL/PCC
	
20
20
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA & Canada
	
40.40 (11.30)
33.80 (10.50)
	
r.b.i.
	
Couple
	
ITT
	
65
85
	
Various types
	
7

	Morath et al., 2014
    NET/TF-CBT (12 sessions, n.r.) 
    WL/PCC
	
19
19
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Germany
	
28.70 (9.54)
30.10 (8.21)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual

	
Compl.
	
32
32
	
Various types
	
6

	Mueser et al., 2008
    CBT/TF-CBT (16 sessions, n.r.)
    TAU/ACC(n.r.)
	
32
27
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
45.13 (9.83)
43.30 (11.41)
	
6
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
76
82
	
Various types
	
5

	Nacasch et al., 2011
    PE/TF-CBT (9-15 sessions, 90-120 min.)
    TAU/ACC (n.r., 60 min.)
	
15
15
	
100
	
PSS-I
	
Israel
	
34.80 (11.40)
33.70 (11.90)
	
12
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
n.r.
	
Combat and terror
	
7

	NCT00607815
    CPT/TF-CBT (12 sessions, n.r.)
    PCT/non-TF-PIs (12 sessions, n.r.)
	
43
36
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
29.50 (7.11)
32.11 (7.85)
	
12
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
0
0
	
Combat
	
5

	Neuner et al., 2004
    NET/TF-CBT (4 sessions, 90-120 min.) 
    SC/ACC (4 sessions, 90-120 min.) 
    PSY-EDU/PCC (1 session, n.r.) 
	
17
14
12
	
100
	
PDS
	
Uganda (Sundanese refugees)
	
31.90 (6.70)
33.80 (7.90)
34.20 (6.90)
	
12
	
Individual
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
53
57
75
	
Various types
	
6

	Neuner et al., 2008
    NET/TF-CBT (6 sessions, n.r.) 
    TC/ACC (6 sessions, n.r.) 
    WL/PCC
	
111
111
55
	
100
	
PDS
	
Uganda (Rwandan & Somal. refugees)
	
34.40 (12.20)
35.20 (12.80)
35.60 (14.00)
	
9
	
Individual
Individual

	
ITT
	
51
53
49
	
Various types
	
7

	Neuner et al., 2010
    NET/TF-CBT (5-17 sessions, 120 min.)
    TAU/ACC (n.r.)
	
14a
16a
	
100
	
PDS
	
Germany (refugees)
	
31.10 (7.80)
31.60 (7.70)
	
6
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
31
31
	
Physical torture and other types
	
7

	Nidich et al., 2018
    PE/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 90 min.)
    TMed/non-TF-PIs (12 sessions, 90 min.)
    HE/ACC (12 sessions, 90 min.)
	
68
68
66
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
48.50 (15.60)
46.40 (14.30)
46.20 (16.40)
	
n.a.
	
Individual
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
18
18
15
	
Combat
	
7

	Nijdam et al., 2012
    EMDR/EMDR (17 sessions, 90 min.)
    BEP/other-TF-PIs (16 sessions, 45-60 min.) 
	
70
70
	
100
	
SI-PTSD
	
NL
	
38.30 (12.20)
37.30 (10.60)
	
n.a.
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
51
61
	
Assault and other types
	
7

	Niles et al., 2012
   teleMM/i-non-TF-PIs (8 sessions; 2 f2f à 45 min., 6 
   tele à 20 min.)
   telePSY-EDU/ACC (8 sessions; 2 f2f à 45 min., 6 
   tele à 20 min.)
	
13

14
	
100
	
CAPS (post)
PCL (FU)
	
USA
	
52.00 (13.00)
	
1.50
	
Individual

Individual
	
Compl.
	
0
	
Combat or mass violence (as peacekeepers)
	
5

	Orang et al., 2018
    NET/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 120-150 min.)
    TAU/ACC (12 sessions, 90–120 min.)
	
17a
17a
	
100
	
PSS-I

	
Iran
	
38.04 (9.69)
37.28 (7.92)
	
6
	
Individual
Combinat.
	
Compl.
	
100
	
IPV
	
5

	Pacella et al., 2012
    PE/TF-CBT (10 sessions, 90-120 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
34
24
	
100
	
PSS-I
	
USA
	
46.00 (5.80)
48.00 (7.00)
	
3
	
Individual
	
ITT
	
37
	
HIV-related and others
	
8

	Paunovic, 2011
    EIT/TF-CBT (3-9 sessions, 60-120 min.) 
    WL/PCC
	
14
15
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Sweden
	
37.10 (13.80)
37.30 (10.20)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual

	
Compl.
	
50
47
	
Sexual assault and other types
	
2

	Power et al., 2002
    EXP + CR/TF-CBT (10 sessions, 90 min.)
    EMDR/EMDR (10 sessions, 90 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
21
27
24
	
100
	
SI-PTSD
	
UK
	
43.20 (11.00)
38.60 (11.80)
36.50 (11.60)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
38
44
42
	
Various types
	6 (EMDR vs WL)
5 (other comparisons)

	Rauch et al., 2015
    PE/TF-CBT (10-12 sessions, 80 min.) 
    PCT/non-TF-PIs (10-12 sessions, 80 min.) 
	
11
15
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
31.90 (7.60)
	
n.a.
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
8

	
Combat
	
4

	Ready et al., 2018
    GBET/TF-CBT (32 sessions, 240 min.)
    GPCT/non-TF-PIs (37 sessions, 90 min.)
	
40
41
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
61.40 (2.60)
	
12
	
Group
Group
	
Compl.
	
n.r.
	
Combat
	
5

	Reger et al., 2016
    PE/TF-CBT (10 sessions, 90-120 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
54
54
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
30.89 (7.09)
30.39 (6.45)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual

	
ITT
	
4
2
	
Nonsexual
assault
	
8

	Resick et al., 2002
    CPT/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 13 hours total)
    WL/PCC
	
62
47
	
100
	
SI-PTSD
	
USA
	
32.00 (9.90)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual

	
ITT
	
100
100
	
Sexual assault
	
6

	Resick et al., 2015
    GCPT/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 90 min.)
    GPCT/non-TF-PIs (12 sessions, 90 min.)
	
56
52
	
100
	
PSS-I
	
USA
	
31.80 (7.30)
32.40 (7.90)
	
12
	
Group
Group
	
ITT
	
7
8
	
Combat and other types
	
6

	Robjant et al., 2019
   NET/TF-CBT (6 sessions á 90-120 min. 
   individual, 6 sessions á 90-120 group)
   TAU/ACC (n.r.)
	
45a
43a
	
100
	
PSS-I
	
DRC
	
18 (16-25)

18 (16-25)
	
9
	
Combination
Individual
	
Compl.
	
100
	
Former child soldier victimization
	
7

	Rothbaum et al., 2005
    EMDR/EMDR (9 sessions, 90 min.) 
    PE/TF-CBT (9 sessions, 90 min.) 
    WL/PCC 
	
20
20
20
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
33.80 (11.00)
	
6
	
Individual
Individual

	
Compl.
	
100
	
Sexual assault
	
5

	Sautter et al., 2015
    SAT/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 60 min.)
    PFE/ACC (12 sessions, 60 min.)
	
29
28
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
32.55 (6.16)
33.71 (7.01)
	
3

	
Couple
Couple
	
ITT

	
0
4
	
Combat
	
7

	Schaal et al., 2009
    NET/TF-CBT (4 sessions, 120-150 min.)
    IPT/non-TF-PIs (4 sessions, 120-150 min.)
	
12
14
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Rwanda
	
19.42 (3.59)
	
6

	
Individual
Group
	
ITT
	
62
	
Mass conflict
	
7

	Scheck et al., 1998
    EMDR/EMDR (2 sessions, 90 min.)
    AL/ACC (2 sessions, 90 min.)
	
28
29
	
77
	
IES
	
USA
	
20.93
(16.00-25.00)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
100
	
Various types
	
5

	Schnurr et al., 2003
    TFGT/TFCBT (30 sessions, 90-120 min.)
    GPCT/non-TF-PIs (30 sessions, 90-120 min.)
	
162
160
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
50.60 (3.70)
50.80 (3.80)
	
12

	
Group
Group
	
Compl.
	
0
	
Combat
	
6

	Schnurr et al., 2007
    PE/TF-CBT (10 sessions, 90 min.)
    PCT/non-TF-PIs (10 sessions, 90 min.)
	
141
143
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
44.60 (9.39)
44.90 (9.47)
	
6

	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
100
	
Sexual trauma and other types
	
7

	Sloan et al., 2012
    WET/TF-CBT (3 sessions, 20 min.) 
    Neutral Writing/PCC (3 sessions, 20 min.)
	
21a
21a
	
100
	
PSS-I
	
USA
	
18.90 (1.10)
	
1
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
n.r.
	
Various types
	
5

	Sloan et al., 2012
    WET/TF-CBT (5 sessions, 1x60+4x40 min.) 
    WL/PCC
	
22
24
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
40.65
(13.10)
	
3

	
Individual

	
ITT
	
65
65
	
Motor vehicle accident
	
6

	Sloan et al., 2018
    GCBT/TF-CBT (14 sessions, 120 min.)
    GPCT/non-TF-PIs (14 sessions, 120 min.)
	
98
100
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
54.40 (11.44)
57.22 (12.51)
	
12
	
Group
Group
	
ITT
	
0
	
Combat and other types
	
8

	Spence et al., 2013
    iCBT/iTF-CBT (10 sessions, 90 min.)
    WL/PCC (10 sessions, 90 min.)
	
23
21
	
100
	
PCL-C
	
Australia
	
43.00 (15.20)
42.00 (10.40)
	
n.a.
	
Individual
	
ITT
	
74
89
	
Various types
	
7

	Stenmark et al., 2011
    NET/TF-CBT (10 sessions, 90 min.)
    TAU/ACC (10 sessions, 90 min.) 
	
33
21
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Norway
(refugees)
	
34.50 (11.10)
36.60 (11.00)
	
6
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
33
27
	
Various types
	
7

	Suris et al., 2013
    CPT/TF-CBT (12 sessions, n.r.)
    PCT/non-TF-PIs (12 sessions, n.r.)
	
52
34
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
44.60 (10.50)
48.40 (8.20)
	
6
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
83
88
	
Military sexual trauma
	
7

	Taylor et al., 2003
PE/TF-CBT (8 sessions, 90 min.)
EMDR/EMDR (8 sessions, 90 min.)
RT/ACC (8 sessions, 90 min.)
	
15
15
15
	
100


	
CAPS

	
Canada


	
37.00 (10.00)
	
3

	
Individual
Individual
Individual
	
ITT


	
75


	
Various types

	
6

	ter Heide et al., 2016
EMDR/EMDR (9 sessions, 3x60+6x90 min.)
TAU/ACC (12 sessions, 60 min.)
	
32
29
	
100

	
CAPS

	
NL
	
43.10 (10.70)
39.80 (11.90)
	
3

	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl

	
17
39
	
Various types

	
7

	Thorp et al., 2019
PE/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 90 min.)
RT/ACC (12 sessions, 90 min.)
	
29
38
	
100

	
CAPS

	
USA

	
66.51 (6.21)
64.43 (4.49)
	
6

	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT

	
0

	
Combat

	
6 (Post) 5 (FU2)

	Tylee et al., 2017
   RTM/TF-CBT (3 sessions, 120 min.)
   WL/PCC
	
15
15
	
100
	
PSS-I
	
USA
	
49.0 (19.5)
42.6 (15.9)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
	
Compl.
	
0
	
Combat and other types
	
5

	van den Berg et al., 2015
EMDR/EMDR (8 sessions, 90 min.)
PE/TF-CBT (8 sessions, 90 min.)
   WL/PCC
	
55
55
47
	
100


	
CAPS


	
NL


	
40.40 (11.30)
42.60 (10.30)
40.30 (9.70)
	
6


	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT


	
55
57
51
	
Various types

	
8

	van der Kolk et al., 2007
EMDR/EMDR (8 sessions, 90 min.)
Placebo/ACC (8 sessions, 20-30 min.)
	
29
29
	
100

	
CAPS

	
USA

	
38.70 (14.30)
35.70 (13.40)
	
r.b.i.

	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT

	
76
86
	
Various types

	
8

	van der Kolk et al., 2014
    YI/non-TF-PIs (10 sessions, 60 min.)
    HE/ACC (10 sessions, 60 min.)
	
32
32
	
100

	
CAPS

	
USA
	
41.50 (12.20)
44.30 (11.90)
	
n.a.

	
Group
Group
	
ITT

	
100
100
	
Various types
	
5

	van Gelderen et al., 2020
   3MDR/iEMDR (6 sessions, 70-90 min.)
   NTCC/ACC
	
22
21
	
100
	
CAPS
	
NL
	
42.41 (9.80)
41.93 (9.12)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
4.5
0
	
Various types
	
7

	Vaughan et al., 1994
    EMDR/EMDR (3-5 sessions, 50 min.)
    IHT/TF-CBT (3-5 sessions, 50 min.) 
    AMR/ACC
    WL/PCC
	
12
13
11
11
	
78


	
SI-PTSD


	
Australia


	
32.00 (14.70)
	
3



	
Individual
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.


	
64


	
Various types

	
3

	Vera et al., 2022
    PE/TF-CBT (12-15 sessions, 90 min.)
    AMR/ACC (12-15 sessions, 90 min.)
	
39
37
	
100
	
CAPS
	
Puerto Rico
	
44.08 (11.53)
43.16 (12.73)
	
3
	
Individual
Individual
	
ITT
	
74
90
	
Various types

	
6

	Wagner et al., 2019
   BA/non-TF-PIs (8 sessions, 45 min.)
   TAU/ACC (6 sessions, n.r.)
	
30
24
	
100
	
CAPS
	
USA
	
30.2 (6.4)
29.9 (7.1)
	
3
	
Individual
Combination
	
Compl.
	
7
5
	
Military
	
6

	Wahbeh et al., 2016
    MM/non-TF-PIs (6 sessions, 60 min.)
    SQ/PCC (6 sessions, n.r.)
	
24
22
	
100
	
PCL
	
Canada
	
53.30 (12.60)
53.00 (11.80)
	
n.a.
	
Individual
Individual
	
Compl.
	
7
4
	
Combat
	
3

	Wells et al., 2012
    MCT/non-TF-PIs (8 sessions, n.r.)
    WL/PCC
	
10
10
	
100

	
PDS

	
UK

	
33.40 (13.40)
41.30 (13.70)
	
r.b.i.

	
Individual

	
ITT

	
60
50
	
Various types

	
6

	Wells et al., 2015
    MCT/non-TF-PIs (8 sessions, 60 min.)
    PE/TF-CBT (8 sessions, 60 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
10
10
10
	
100


	
PDS


	
UK


	
40.60 (11.90)
40.50 (10.90)
42.70 (18.50)
	
3

	
Individual
Individual

	
Compl.

	
36
36
40
	
Various types


	
6

	Yehuda et al., 2014
PE/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 90 min.)
MA/PCC
	
25
12
	
100
	
CAPS
	
UA
	
48,86
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
	
Compl.
	
11
	
Combat
	
7

	Yurtsever et al., 2018
EMDR G-TEP/EMDR (2 sessions, 240 min.)
WL/PCC
	
18
29

	
100


	
IES-R


	
Turkey
(Syrian refugees)
	
39.89 (10.96)
35.93 (11.10)
	
1


	
Group


	
Compl.


	
72
79
	
Various types

	
5

	Zang et al., 2013
    NET/TF-CBT (4 sessions, 60-90 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
11
11
	
100
	
IES-R
	
China

	
56.64 (12.22)
54.82 (11.59)
	
r.b.i.
	
Individual
	
ITT

	
73
82
	
Disaster

	
7

	Zang et al., 2014
    NET/TF-CBT (4 sessions, 60-90 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
10
10
	
100
	
IES-R
	
China
	
53.50 (1.24)
50.90 (1.23)
	
r.b.i.

	
Individual

	
ITT

	
90
100
	
Disaster

	
7

	Zemestani et al., 2022
    TF-CBT/TF-CBT (12 sessions, 90 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
24
24
	
100
	
PCL-5
	
Iraq
	
33.45 (5.46)
32.37 (5.27)
	
1

	
Individual
	
ITT
	
100
100
	
Various types

	
7

	Zlotnick et al., 1997
AM/Non-TF-PIs (15 sessions, 120 min.)
TAU/ACC (n.r.)
	
16
17
	
100
	
DTS
	
USA
	
39.00 (9.59)
	
n.a.
	
Group
Individual
	
Compl.
	
100
	
Childhood sexual abuse
	
3

	Zoellner et al., 2017
    IE + Placebo/TF-CBT (5 sessions, 50 min.)
    WL/PCC
	
16
11
	
100

	
PSS-I

	
USA

	
37.50 (12.40)
	
1

	
Individual

	
ITT

	
71

	
Various types
	
6


[bookmark: Appendix_G]ano posttreatment assessment, hence, FU sample sizes reported. ACC – Active Control Condition, AD – Adaptive Disclosure, AL – Active Listening, AM – Affect-Management, AMR – Applied Muscle Relaxation, BA – Behavioral Activation, BEP – Brief Elective Psychotherapy, CA-CBT – Culturally Adapted Cognitive Behavioral Therapy, CAPS – Clinician-Administered PTSD Scale, CatCBT GSH – culturally adapted CBT-based guided self-help, CBCT – Cognitive-Behavior Couple Therapy, CBT – Cognitive-Behavioral Therapy, CM – Compassion Meditation, Compl. – Completer analysis, CPT – Cognitive-Processing Therapy, CR – Cognitive Restructuring, CPT-C – Cognitive-Processing Therapy (cognitive only), CT – Cognitive Therapy, CTT-BW – Cognitive Trauma-Therapy for Battered Women, DBT-PTSD – Dialectic Behavior Therapy for PTSD, DESTRESS-PC – Delivery of Self Training and Education for Stressful Situations-Primary Care version, DESTRESS-WV – Delivery of Self Training and Education for Stressful Situations – Women Veterans version, DET – Dialogical Exposure Therapy, DRC – Democratic Republic of the Congo, DTS – Davidson Trauma Scale, EFST – Emotion Focused Supportive Therapy, EFT – Emotional Freedom Techniques, EIT – Exposure Inhibition Therapy, EMDR – Eye Movement Desensitization and Reprocessing, EMDR G-TEP – EMDR Group Traumatic Episodic Protocol, EXP – Exposure, EXP + CR – Exposure plus Cognitive Restructuring, f2f – face to face, FSTTP – From Survivor to Thriver Program, GBET – Group-Based Exposure Therapy, GCBT – Group Cognitive Behavioral Therapy, GCPT – Group Cognitive-Processing Therapy, GPCT – Group Present-Centered Therapy, HE – Health Education, HOPE – Helping to Overcome PTSD through Empowerment, HTQ – Harvard Trauma Questionnaire, HYP – Holistic Yoga Program, I-CBT – Internet-based Cognitive Behavioral Therapy, IE – Imaginal Exposure, iEMDR – internet-delivered/technology-delivered Eye Movement Desensitization and Reprocessing, IE + Placebo – Imaginal Exposure plus pill placebo, IES – Impact of Event Scale, IES-R – Impact of Event Scale - Revised, IHT – Image Habituation Training, IN EXC – Integrative Exercise, i-non-TF-PIs – internet-delivered/technology-delivered non-trauma focused psychological interventions,  IOK – Impact Of Killing, IPT – Inter-Personal Therapy, IPV – Intimate Partner Violence, IR – Imagery Rescripting, IRT – Imagery Rehearsal Therapy, I-SC – Internet-based Supportive Counseling, IT – Implosive Therapy, iTF-CBT – (mainly or completely) internet-delivered/technology-delivered Trauma-Focused Cognitive Behavioral Therapy, ITT – Intent-To-Treat analysis, LKM – Loving-Kindness Meditation, MA – Minimal Attention, MCPT – Modified Cognitive-Processing Therapy, MCT – Meta-Cognitive Therapy, min. – minutes, MM – Mindfulness Meditation, MMPI – Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory, MPSS – Modified PTSD Symptom Scale, M-PTSD – Mississippi scale for combat-related PTSD, MS – Multiple Sclerosis, n.a. – not applicable, NET – Narrative Exposure Therapy, NET-R – Narrative Exposure Therapy Revised, NL – the Netherlands, non-TF-PIs – non-trauma focused psychological interventions, n.r. – not reported, NTCC – Non-specific Treatment Component Control, other-TF-PIs – other trauma focused psychological interventions (i.e., non-TF-CBT & non-EMDR interventions), PCC – Passive Control Condition, PCL-5 – PTSD Checklist for DSM-5, PCL – PTSD Check-List – Civilian Version, PCL-C – PTSD Check-List - Civilian Version, PCL-M – PTSD Check-List - Military Version, PCT – Present-Centered Therapy, PCT+ – adapted version of Present-Centered Therapy, PDS – Posttraumatic Diagnostic Scale, PE – Prolonged Exposure, PE + CR – Prolonged Exposure + Cognitive Restructuring, PE + SIT – Prolonged Exposure plus Stress Inoculation Training, PESHW – Psycho-educational self-help website, PFE – PTSD Family Education, Placebo – pill placebo control group, PMR – Progressive Muscle Relaxation, PSS-I – PTSD Symptom Scale – Interview, PSS-SR – PTSD Symptom Scale – Self-Report, PSY-EDU – Psychoeducation, PTSD-I – PTSD Interview, r.b.i. – reported but irrelevant (i.e., no meaningful group comparison possible at follow-up), ROT – Resilience Oriented Treatment, RT – Relaxation Therapy/Training, RTM – Reconsolidation of Traumatic Memories, SAT – Structured Approach Therapy, SC – Supportive Counselling, SE – Somatic Experiencing, SGT – Supportive Group Therapy, SGT-ComplexPTSD – Stabilizing Group Treatment for Complex PTSD, SI-PTSD – Structured Interview for PTSD, SIT – Stress Inoculation Training, SKY – Sudarshan Kriya Yoga, SMDT – Symptom-Monitoring Delayed Treatment group, SPT – Supportive Psychotherapy, SQ – Sitting Quietly, SSBT – Single-Session Behavioral Treatment, STAIR – Skills Training in Affective and Interpersonal Regulation, TARGET – Trauma Affect Regulation Guide for Education and Therapy, TAU – Treatment-As-Usual, TBG – Trauma and the Body Group, TC – Trauma Counselling, teleMM – telehealth Mindfulness Meditation, telePSY-EDU – telehealth Psychoeducation, TF-CBT – Trauma-Focused Cognitive Behavioral Therapy, TFGT – Trauma-Focused Group Psychotherapy, TMed – Transcendental Meditation, TTP – Trauma Treatment Protocol, UK – United Kingdom, USA – United States of America, VC – Veteran.Calm, WL – Wait-List control condition, WLP – Wellness Lifestyle Program, YI – Yoga Intervention
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[bookmark: Appendix_H]Appendix H: Network graph for FU1 (i.e., ≤ 5 months follow-up)
[image: ]
[bookmark: _Hlk101607595]Nodes sizes are proportional to the number of included participants per dyad and the thickness of lines is proportional to the number of direct comparisons. ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy


[bookmark: Appendix_I]Appendix I: Network Graph for FU2 (i.e., > 5 months follow-up)
[image: ]
Nodes sizes are proportional to the number of included participants per dyad and the thickness of lines is proportional to the number of direct comparisons. ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy
[bookmark: Appendix_J]Appendix J: Number of trials per dyad for all NMAs (incl. sensitivity analyses)
	Post-treatment Assessment (main analysis)

	[bookmark: _Hlk99801219]
	EMDR
	other-TF-PIs
	non-TF-PIs
	ACC
	PCC

	[bookmark: _Hlk99801615]TF-CBT
	10 (9#)
	2
	25
	31
	53 (47#)

	EMDR
	
	2
	1
	11
	7

	other-TF-PIs
	
	
	2
	1
	6

	non-TF-PIs
	
	
	
	16
	18 (17#)

	ACC
	
	
	
	
	5

	Post-treatment Assessment (sensitivity analysis – high quality trials only)

	
	EMDR
	other-TF-PIs
	non-TF-PIs
	ACC
	PCC

	[bookmark: _Hlk98000230]TF-CBT
	2
	2
	11
	13
	22 (20#)

	EMDR
	
	2
	1
	3
	2 (1#)

	other-TF-PIs
	
	
	0
	0
	2

	non-TF-PIs
	
	
	
	4
	4 (3#)

	ACC
	
	
	
	
	1

	Post-treatment Assessment (sensitivity analysis – trials with individual f2f delivery only)

	
	EMDR
	other-TF-PIs
	non-TF-PIs
	ACC
	PCC

	TF-CBT
	10 (9#)
	2
	19
	27
	45 (39#)

	EMDR
	
	2
	1
	11
	6

	other-TF-PIs
	
	
	2
	0
	4

	non-TF-PIs
	
	
	
	4 (3#)
	11 (10#)

	ACC
	
	
	
	
	5

	[bookmark: _Hlk99964547]Follow-Up 1 Assessment (i.e., ≤ 5 months)

	
	EMDR
	other-TF-PIs
	non-TF-PIs
	ACC
	PCC

	TF-CBT
	4
	0
	17
	18
	14 (13#)

	EMDR
	
	1
	1
	3
	2

	other-TF-PIs
	
	
	0
	0
	1

	non-TF-PIs
	
	
	
	7 (6#)
	4

	ACC
	
	
	
	
	1

	Follow-Up 1 Assessment (sensitivity analysis – trials with individual f2f delivery only)

	
	EMDR
	other-TF-PIs
	non-TF-PIs
	ACC
	PCC

	TF-CBT
	4
	0
	12
	16
	12 (11#)

	EMDR
	
	1
	1
	3
	1

	other-TF-PIs
	
	
	0
	0
	1

	non-TF-PIs
	
	
	
	1
	1

	ACC
	
	
	
	
	1

	Follow-Up 2 Assessment (i.e., > 5 months)

	[bookmark: _Hlk99801658]
	EMDR
	other-TF-PIs
	non-TF-PIs
	ACC
	PCC

	TF-CBT
	2
	2
	13
	15 (14#)
	5

	EMDR
	
	1
	0
	0
	1

	other-TF-PIs
	
	
	0
	0
	0

	non-TF-PIs
	
	
	
	1
	0

	ACC
	
	
	
	
	1


#number of trials per dyad for outlier-corrected analysis. ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy 
[bookmark: Appendix_K]Appendix K: Bean plot for the distribution of participants’ sexes (i.e., % females)
[bookmark: Appendix_L][image: ]
ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy

Appendix L: Comparison of participant and trial characteristics across comparison dyads
	
	100% PTSD
	Sample age
	% females
	Western
	HQa
	utilized CAPS
	Individual deliveryb 
	Treatment lengthc

	Comparison
	k
	%
	mean
	SD
	mean
	SD
	k
	%
	k
	%
	k
	%
	k
	%
	mean
	SD

	TF-CBT vs PCC
	54
	96.43
	38.17
	7.15
	64.21
	31.79
	48
	85.71
	23
	41.07
	27
	48.21
	47
	83.93
	817.33
	456.29

	EMDR vs PCC
	6
	85.71
	36.72
	4.02
	58.81
	31.61
	5
	71.43
	2
	28.57
	3
	42.86
	6
	85.71
	615.71
	232.01

	other-TF-PIs vs PCC
	3
	50
	35.38
	3.84
	75.70
	35.94
	6
	100
	2
	33.33
	2
	33.33
	4
	66.67
	590
	261.30

	non-TF-PIs vs PCC
	13
	72.22
	42.19
	8.94
	57.52
	38.36
	16
	88.89
	4
	22.22
	9
	50
	11
	61.11
	1063.85
	546.98

	TF-CBT vs ACC
	31
	88.57
	37.28
	10.17
	62.88
	34.77
	26
	74.29
	14
	40
	18
	51.43
	30
	85.71
	870.91
	323.81

	EMDR vs ACC
	9
	81.82
	39.43
	8.18
	46.33
	40.29
	11
	100
	3
	27.27
	5
	45.45
	11
	100
	501
	248.66

	other-TF-PIs vs ACC
	1
	100
	38.80
	0
	n.r.
	n.r.
	1
	100
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2400
	0

	non-TF-PIs vs ACC
	15
	93.75
	42.82
	10.17
	56.09
	41.57
	15
	93.75
	4
	25
	10
	62.50
	4
	25
	798.93
	431.61

	TF-CBT vs  non-TF-PIs
	25
	96.15
	41.98
	10.14
	49.67
	37.20
	25
	96.15
	11
	42.31
	19
	73.08
	20
	76.92
	1368.64
	1510.04

	EMDR vs  non-TF-PIs
	1
	100
	40.60
	0
	56.50
	0
	1
	100
	1
	100
	1
	100
	1
	100
	480
	0

	other-TF-PIs vs  non-TF-PIs
	0
	0
	33.45
	3.89
	100
	0
	2
	100
	0
	0
	2
	100
	2
	100
	750
	212.13

	TF-CBT vs other-TF-PIs
	2
	100
	40.57
	6.55
	62
	5.66
	2
	100
	2
	100
	0
	0
	2
	100
	1050
	0

	EMDR vs other-TF-PIs
	2
	100
	38.17
	0.52
	66.60
	14.42
	2
	100
	2
	100
	1
	50
	2
	100
	1305
	318.20

	TF-CBT vs EMDR
	9
	90
	39.38
	5.80
	67.63
	19.11
	10
	100
	2
	20
	5
	50
	10
	100
	760
	274.07


aMeeting at least seven of eight trial quality criteria (based on Cuijpers et al., 2010). bTreatment delivered individually and face-to-face. cTotal treatment length in minutes ([mean] number of sessions multiplied by [mean] session length). ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), CAPS – Clinician Administered PTSD Scale, EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy


[bookmark: Appendix_M]Appendix M: Forest plot for NMA on short-term efficacy with passive control conditions as reference group

[image: ]
ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy 

[bookmark: Appendix_N]Appendix N: Forest plot for NMA on short-term efficacy with non-TF-PIs as reference group
[image: ]
ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy


[bookmark: Appendix_O]Appendix O: Funnel plot for NMA on short-term efficacy
[image: ]
ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy
[bookmark: Appendix_P]Appendix P: Netheat plot for NMA on short-term efficacy
[image: ]
ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy
[bookmark: Appendix_Q]Appendix Q: Outlier-corrected comparative short-term efficacy of psychological interventions (PIs)
	Reference group                            PIs

	k 
(N)
	g

	95% CI

	p

	I2 (τ2)


	
	[bookmark: _Hlk97999245]Outlier-corrected main analysis
	

	[bookmark: _Hlk97999100]relative to PCC
	TF-CBT#
	46 (2,642)
	1.00
	0.88 – 1.11
	< .001
	59.40
***
(0.10)

	
	EMDR
	7 (396)
	0.93
	0.74 – 1.13
	< .001
	

	
	other-TF-PIs
	6 (385)
	0.76
	0.53 – 1.00
	< .001
	

	
	non-TF-PIs#
	17 (891)
	0.85
	0.71 – 0.99
	< .001
	

	
	ACC
	5 (154)
	0.42
	0.27 – 0.57
	< .001
	

	relative to ACC
	TF-CBT
	31 (1,736)
	0.58
	0.45 – 0.79
	< .001
	

	
	EMDR
	11 (449)
	0.51
	0.32 – 0.70
	< .001
	

	
	other-TF-PIs
	1 (71)
	0.34
	0.09 – 0.59
	.008
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	16 (1,026)
	0.43
	0.28 – 0.57
	< .001
	

	[bookmark: _Hlk99793100][bookmark: _Hlk99797144]relative to EMDR
	TF-CBT#
	9 (338)
	0.06
	-0.12 – 0.25
	.512
	

	
	other-TF-PIs
	2 (224)
	-0.17
	-0.44 – 0.09
	.203
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	1 (46)
	-0.09
	-0.29 – 0.12
	.408
	

	relative to other-TF-PIs
	TF-CBT
	2 (204)
	0.24
	-0.00 – 0.47
	.050
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	2 (173)
	0.09
	-0.16 – 0.33
	.487
	

	relative to non-TF-PIs
	TF-CBT
	25 (2,587)
	0.15
	0.03 – 0.27
	.016
	

	[bookmark: _Hlk99798623]
	[bookmark: _Hlk99952528]Outlier-corrected sensitivity analysis: high quality trials only
	

	relative to PCC
	TF-CBT#
	20 (1,467)
	0.83
	0.66 – 1.00
	< .001
	65.60
***
(0.10)

	
	EMDR#
	1 (102)
	0.69
	0.36 – 1.02
	< .001
	

	
	other-TF-PIs
	2 (66)
	0.64
	0.27 – 1.00
	< .001
	

	
	non-TF-PIs#
	3 (267)
	0.69
	0.45 – 0.93
	< .001
	

	
	ACC
	1 (52)
	0.33
	0.08 – 0.57
	.009
	

	relative to ACC
	TF-CBT
	13 (1,036)
	0.51
	0.31 – 0.70
	< .001
	

	
	EMDR
	3 (162)
	0.36
	0.04 – 0.68
	.026
	

	
	other-TF-PIs
	0 (0)
	0.31
	-0.07 – 0.69
	.113
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	4 (366)
	0.36
	0.12 – 0.60
	.003
	

	relative to EMDR
	TF-CBT
	2 (128)
	0.14
	-0.16 – 0.45
	.359
	

	
	other-TF-PIs
	2 (224)
	-0.05
	-0.42 – 0.32
	.786
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	1 (46)
	0.00
	-0.34 – 0.34
	.993
	

	relative to other-TF-PIs
	TF-CBT
	2 (204)
	0.20
	-0.15 – 0.55
	.273
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	0 (0)
	0.05
	-0.34 – 0.44
	.789
	

	relative to non-TF-PIs
	TF-CBT
	11 (1,390)
	0.14
	-0.05 – 0.34
	.150
	

	[bookmark: _Hlk99800840][bookmark: _Hlk99800886][bookmark: _Hlk100259150]Outlier-corrected sensitivity analysis: face-to-face delivery of PIs only
	

	relative to PCC
	TF-CBT#
	39 (2,242)
	1.00
	0.87 – 1.13
	< .001
	60.00
***
(0.11)

	
	EMDR
	6 (349)
	0.99
	0.77 – 1.20
	< .001
	

	
	other-TF-PIs
	4 (198)
	0.81
	0.53 – 1.09
	< .001
	

	
	non-TF-PIs#
	10 (633)
	0.84
	0.66 – 1.02
	< .001
	

	
	ACC
	5 (154)
	0.50
	0.32 – 0.68
	< .001
	

	relative to ACC
	TF-CBT
	27 (1,558)
	0.50
	0.35 – 0.65
	< .001
	

	
	EMDR
	11 (449)
	0.49
	0.28 – 0.69
	< .001
	

	
	other-TF-PIs
	0 (0)
	0.31
	0.01 – 0.61
	.046
	

	
	non-TF-PIs#
	3 (260)
	0.34
	0.13 – 0.54
	.001
	

	relative to EMDR
	TF-CBT#
	9 (338)
	0.02
	-0.18 – 0.22
	.855
	

	
	other-TF-PIs
	2 (224)
	-0.18
	-0.48 – 0.13
	.255
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	1 (46)
	-0.15
	-0.39 – 0.09
	.215
	

	relative to other-TF-PIs
	TF-CBT
	2 (204)
	0.19
	-0.08 – 0.47
	.172
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	2 (173)
	0.03
	-0.27 – 0.32
	.861
	

	relative to non-TF-PIs
	TF-CBT
	19 (1,637)
	0.17
	0.01 – 0.33
	.039
	


[bookmark: _Hlk100756162][bookmark: _Hlk100756192]#indicates that ≥ 1 outlier(s) was(were) detected and deleted for the outlier-corrected analyses. Bold prints highlight significant differences. *** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05, correspond to the respective Q-statistic. ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, k – number of trials for the given comparison, N – number of participants for the given comparison, non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), PIs – psychological interventions, SMD – standardized mean differences (i.e., Hedges’ g), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy
[bookmark: Appendix_R]Appendix R: Outlier-adjusted funnel plot for NMA on short-term efficacy
[image: ]
ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy
[bookmark: Appendix_S]Appendix S: Forest plot for NMA at FU1 with passive control conditions as reference group

[image: ]
ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, FU1 – follow-up 1 (i.e., ≤ 5 months follow-up), non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy


[bookmark: Appendix_T]Appendix T: Forest plot for NMA at FU1 (i.e., ≤ 5 months follow-up) with non-TF-PIs as reference group


[image: ]

ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, FU1 – follow-up 1 (i.e., ≤ 5 months follow-up), non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy


[bookmark: Appendix_U]Appendix U: Funnel plot for NMA on efficacy at FU1 (i.e., ≤ 5 months follow-up)
[image: ]
ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, FU1 – follow-up 1 (i.e., ≤ 5 months follow-up), non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy
[bookmark: Appendix_AV]Appendix V. Outlier-adjusted funnel plot for NMA on efficacy at FU1 (i.e., ≤ 5 months follow-up)

[image: ]

ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, FU1 – follow-up 1 (i.e., ≤ 5 months follow-up), non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy

[bookmark: Appendix_V]Appendix W: Netheat plot for NMA on efficacy at FU1 (i.e., ≤ 5 months follow-up)
[image: ]
ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, FU1 – follow-up 1 (i.e., ≤ 5 months follow-up), non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy



[bookmark: Appendix_W]Appendix X: Outlier-corrected comparative long-term efficacy of psychological interventions (PIs)
	Reference group                            PIs
	k (N)
	g
	95% CI
	p
	I2 (τ2)

	
	FU1 (i.e., ≤ 5 months) - main analysis
	

	relative to PCC
	TF-CBT#
	13 (713)
	0.83
	0.63 – 1.03
	< .001
	56.50
***
(0.08)

	
	EMDR
	2 (145)
	0.79
	0.48 – 1.11
	< .001
	

	
	other-TF-PIs
	1 (42)
	0.77
	0.21 – 1.32
	.007
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	4 (256)
	0.59
	0.37 – 0.82
	< .001
	

	
	ACC
	1 (52)
	0.31
	0.07 – 0.55
	.013
	

	relative to ACC
	TF-CBT
	18 (872)
	0.52
	0.35 – 0.69
	< .001
	

	
	EMDR
	3 (116)
	0.48
	0.17 – 0.80
	.002
	

	
	other-TF-PIs
	0 (0)
	0.46
	-0.12 – 1.03
	.122
	

	
	non-TF-PIs#
	6 (410)
	0.28
	0.09 – 0.48
	.004
	

	relative to EMDR
	TF-CBT
	4 (99)
	0.04
	-0.26 – 0.33
	.804
	

	
	other-TF-PIs
	1 (129)
	-0.03
	-0.56 – 0.51
	.920
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	1 (46)
	-0.20
	-0.51 – 0.11
	.214
	

	relative to other-TF-PIs
	TF-CBT
	0 (0)
	0.07
	-0.50 – 0.63
	.822
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	0 (0)
	-0.17
	-0.75 – 0.40
	.559
	

	relative to non-TF-PIs
	TF-CBT
	17 (1,878)
	0.24
	0.08 – 0.39
	.002
	

	
	Sensitivity analysis: trials with individual face-to-face delivery of PIs only
	

	relative to PCC
	TF-CBT#
	11 (622)
	0.85
	0.61 – 1.09
	< .001
	57.00
***
(0.10)

	
	EMDR
	1 (102)
	0.87
	0.51 – 1.24
	< .001
	

	
	other-TF-PIs
	1 (42)
	0.81
	0.22 – 1.41
	.008
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	1 (147)
	0.63
	0.32 – 0.94
	< .001
	

	
	ACC
	1 (52)
	0.37
	0.07 – 0.67
	.017
	

	relative to ACC
	TF-CBT
	16 (727)
	0.48
	0.28 – 0.69
	< .001
	

	
	EMDR
	3 (116)
	0.50
	0.15 – 0.85
	.005
	

	
	other-TF-PIs
	0 (0)
	0.45
	-0.17 – 1.07
	.159
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	1 (53)
	0.26
	-0.02 – 0.55
	.071
	

	relative to EMDR
	TF-CBT
	4 (99)
	-0.02
	-0.35 – 0.31
	.908
	

	
	other-TF-PIs
	1 (129)
	-0.06
	-0.63 – 0.52
	.845
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	1 (46)
	-0.24
	-0.61 – 0.13
	.204
	

	relative to other-TF-PIs
	TF-CBT
	0 (0)
	0.04
	-0.57 – 0.64
	.902
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	0 (0)
	-0.18
	-0.81 – 0.45
	.568
	

	relative to non-TF-PIs
	TF-CBT
	11 (968)
	0.22
	0.01 – 0.44
	.045
	

	
	FU2 (i.e., > 5 months) - main analysis
	

	relative to PCC
	TF-CBT
	5 (399)
	0.69
	0.44 – 0.95
	< .001
	37.00
*
(0.03)

	
	EMDR
	1 (102)
	0.42
	0.04 – 0.79
	.030
	

	
	other-TF-PIs
	0 (0)
	0.61
	0.21 – 1.00
	.003
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	0 (0)
	0.51
	0.22 – 0.80
	< .001
	

	
	ACC
	1 (51)
	0.03
	-0.27 – 0.33
	.827
	

	relative to ACC
	TF-CBT#
	14 (647)
	0.66
	0.48 – 0.84
	< .001
	

	
	EMDR
	0 (0)
	0.38
	0.01 – 0.76
	.044
	

	
	other-TF-PIs
	0 (0)
	0.57
	0.21 – 0.94
	.002
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	1 (102)
	0.47
	0.26 – 0.69
	< .001
	

	relative to EMDR
	TF-CBT
	2 (148)
	0.28
	-0.06 – 0.61
	.103
	

	
	other-TF-PIs
	1 (106)
	0.19
	-0.18 – 0.56
	.319
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	0 (0)
	0.09
	-0.27 – 0.45
	.625
	

	relative to other-TF-PIs
	TF-CBT
	2 (204)
	0.09
	-0.24 – 0.41
	.598
	

	
	non-TF-PIs
	0 (0)
	-0.10
	-0.45 – 0.25
	.580
	

	relative to non-TF-PIs
	TF-CBT
	13 (1,549)
	0.19
	0.05 – 0.33
	.009
	


#indicates that ≥ 1 outlier(s) was(were) detected and deleted for the outlier-corrected analyses. Bold prints highlight significant differences. *** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05, correspond to the respective Q-statistic. ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, k – number of trials for the given comparison, N – number of participants for the given comparison, non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), PIs – psychological interventions, SMD – standardized mean differences (i.e., Hedges’ g), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy
[bookmark: Appendix_X]Appendix Y: Forest plot for NMA at FU2 (i.e., > 5 months follow-up) with passive control conditions as reference group
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ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, FU1 – follow-up 2 (i.e., > 5 months follow-up), non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy


[bookmark: Appendix_Y]Appendix Z: Forest plot for NMA at FU2 (i.e., > 5 months follow-up) with non-TF-PIs as reference group
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ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, FU1 – follow-up 2 (i.e., > 5 months follow-up), non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy


[bookmark: Appendix_Z]Appendix AA: Funnel plot for NMA on efficacy at FU2 (i.e., > 5 months follow-up)
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ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, FU1 – follow-up 2 (i.e., > 5 months follow-up), non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy
[bookmark: Appendix_AB]Appendix AB: Outlier-adjusted funnel plot for NMA on efficacy at FU2 (i.e., > 5 months follow-up)
[image: ]
ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, FU1 – follow-up 2 (i.e., > 5 months follow-up), non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy
[bookmark: Appendix_AA]Appendix AC: Netheat plot for NMA on efficacy at FU2 (i.e., > 5 months follow-up)
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ACC – active control conditions (e.g., treatment-as-usual), EMDR – eye movement desensitization and reprocessing, FU1 – follow-up 2 (i.e., > 5 months follow-up), non-TF-PIs – non-trauma-focused psychological interventions, other-TF-PIs – other trauma-focused psychological interventions (i.e., other than TF-CBT and EMDR), PCC – passive control conditions (e.g., waitlist), TF-CBT – trauma-focused cognitive behaviour therapy
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