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Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, $5% Cl IV, Random, 5% CI
1.1.1 Anger Management
Dowden et al {1999) Lh 110 3l o110 7TH% 0.33 [0.18, 0.63] _—
Subtotal (85% Cl) 110 110 7.8% 0,33 [0.18, 0.63] -
Total events Lh 33
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.42 (P = 0.000&)
1.1.2 Correctional Programmes
Corioni et al (2006) &89 446 100 446 17.7% 0.82 [0.64, 1.05] -
Meotiuk et al (1995) 24 &0 21 60 11.3% 1.14 [0.72, 1.82] I
Polaschek (2010} az 110 o 110 21.5% 0.%8 [0.87, 1.10] L
Polaschek et al {(2005) 16 22 51 60 16.7% 0.86 [0.65, 1.13] i
Subtotal (95% CI) 638 6T6 67.1% .94 [0.86, 1.04] +
Total events 2 275
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi® = 285, di =3 (P = 0.42); F=0%
Test for overall effect: £=1.18 (P = 0.24)
1.1.3 Other CBT based
Hatcher et al (2008) 20 53 27 53 120% 0.74 [0.48, 1.14] —
Henning & Freuh (1996) 18 55 B 141 13.0% 0.52 [0.35, 0.77] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 108 184  250% .61 [0.43, 0.87] L 2
Total events 38 116
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.02; Chi® = 1.40, di =1 (P'= 0.24); F=20%
Test for overall effect: £ = 2.75 (P = 0.006)
Total (85% CI) 856 880 100.0% .77 [0.62, 0.96] *»
Total events 270 424
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.05; Chif = 21.45, df =& (P = 0.002); P =72% =EI.EI‘I |}=1 ‘I=l'.!l 1DEII=
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.32 (F = 0.02) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
Test for subgroup differences: Chif = 15.23, df = 2 (P = 0.0005), F = 86.9%
Fig. 2. Exposure to treatment and general recidivism.
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Fig. 2. Exposure to treatment and general recidivism.



