Supplementary Figure 1: PRISMA 2009 Flow Diagram
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From: Moher D, Liberati A, Tetzlaff J, Altman DG, The PRISMA Group (2009). Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-
Analyses: The PRISMA Statement. PLoS Med 6(7): €1000097. doi:10.1371/journal.pmed1000097

For more information, visit www.prisma-statement.org.
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Supplementary figure 2. Networks of direct comparisons of treatments on depression at the end of
intervention and longest follow-up (Note. The numbers on the edges represent the numbers of
comparison trials between two treatments).
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Supplementary Figure 3. Funnel plots of the 14 short-term and 10 long-term trials on depression.
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Supplementary Figure 4. Networks of direct comparisons of treatments on internalizing and
externalizing symptoms at the end of intervention and longest follow-up (Note. The numbers on the
edges represent the numbers of comparison trials between two treatments).
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Supplementary Figure 5
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. Funnel plots of the 10 short-term and 8 long-term trials on internalizing and
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Supplementary Figure 6. Networks of direct comparisons of treatments on global functioning at the end
of intervention and longest follow-up (Note. The numbers on the edges represent the numbers of
comparison trials between two treatments).
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Supplementary Figure 7. Funnel plots of the 11 short-term and 7 long-term trials on global functioning.



