RIETI Discussion Paper Series 14-J-003

RASDICMTHIE1—FRBMMTENFE(CCBT)D
BRARZIR MU ERAMNNRICOVTORFAENL E 21—

OYRVKRZFVIRDLYY

Research Institute of Economy, Trade & Industry, IAA
I ITBUE N B SRS AR
http://www.rieti.go.jp/jp/


http://www.rieti.go.jp/jp/

RIETI Discussion Paper Series 14-J-003
201441 A

FEAN D 2DIZxd % 3 v v a — ZRATERIE (CCBT) DERRZIR. RUEHAMERIC
DNTHORFERIL B2 —

ARk (mr RYRER 7 2T by DILBIEER)
#w B

D ORI T DR 7RI E & LT R EI T TEE L (CBT: Cognitive Behavioural Therapy)
MEHENTWS, LarL, CBT Ot I X hoFITERE LTHRL . ZOWBREE =T
LNHBEEDOEIIRONTND, ZOMEEERT L0, avta—22MA LAY
077 ATHhD e o — 2B TEREE (CCBT : Computerized CBT) 2B ST 5,
AWFFETIX, CCBTIZDOWT DA XENT T 5 So et al. (2013) T DAL= 4 R\ FALAE AT
ZHE1T L, 22> CCBT D& AR RICHT 2 RMAI L B2 —%1T5 Z L 2B U T, 5% O
N9 D~D CCBT DRHFCIEMICI T DR LB Z FRGE LT,

BEIZ. Soetal.(2013)i2 L - T, CCBTIZOWT, 19 DIEIRAWA T2 — 5T, PLigRn
FWZ ERHLMNIINTEY, AL T, Ficic, OFEH L OB OAE, OHAM
75, @9 EROEIEEIZL H7E, Q< NT AT 4 THREOH I T BT 03 id T
i, M2 TEAIDROREA L E 2 — 23 il T Iz,

BHMER 7 L7 1 AWFSRIC K D A Z T A HAT 4L, IROFER DG Hivl-, CCBT %
FERIT T NTITH O Tl < AN G OB 5 5 L FITH 2 51272 23 BERIZ 21X
RO b oTz, 301, 40 fRITH AT, 50 fRELETIERIRA R L, 20 fRTITZRITR
DY, BERIZBN TS 30 R, 40 fRULEVMEAIA R STz, o DHEIEEIC L DA ERR)
BOEFRD SN, RERIZEEIZE RN Tz, VT AT 4 THRENH > THRHRICE
WXV, DR E T D ATREME S RIE STz, RRFRHME ORI L B 2 —IcBWTiE, &
PRI & B et 4% D )7 2 & Te 3AFDOMFFEARE S 4Tz, TR TOMFRICENTEL S
DOFRBITBWT Y CCBT IC X RERTH -7,

TALEEHT DFER IO R A R OMIEFE L T 572912 CCBT ~D 6 OB &~
INF AT 4 THERED — 8 OFENAZN & Wif S iz, BRI OV T, HH5ER O
FA AT A RE MR b,

¥F—U—F: arEa—Z@RETERE, 5O, XX, vV F AT 47 oo, &
EPSERIES
RIETI T 4 AH1 v ay « = 3—F, HHGHILOERTE LD ONIMIEMREEZ AR L, EHR
R AMAR T A Z LA EME LTOET, MR TV D RRITHES A A O BETHRE
THHLOTHY, FiERT LML () BEEEMETTE LTORMETTHOTIESH Y £H A,

ARaT. MSEATEE ARRFFEEMEFTICBIT 2 7 a =2 b TAREARE WS BLEND R I2 A Z )L~ L ZZHNT
DWFFE] ORRFEDO—ETIH D, AFEEVERT HITY = o TE, BRIEFEEE L ORIBELMZRIT D 2 D> bRk~ 76T
RN, T 2T LTS L2,
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HE& DRI T Th 2 5 SWITFtEEIZ T 2 BORM R B EO O L > L R S,
FEAREE L LRI TS (Mourssavi et al. 2007), £7-. 20104E 9 HIcEESh
T JEATHIE DM XAUE, 2 D B ARIZIRE L7 B ARDORRFERIEEN, 2009 4 HAR
FECHERF 2.7 kM B . 29 LRI T X, 2010 O ENRAFE (GDP) I,
17 KM OB & EIFRIBFEO DN, IDICENOIZEI BUUEM L IN D TH A
O LOREMENARINDLRE (BFEARK - 9 OXIROBFAMEL 2010) « 9D
DIFFHIHEDORE S HESh TV,

IOIRIE, TER, TTIRDR] 7o & L RMEFICLEb TELN, TFI
SSRI (tw b= R AL ILES) & Vo I ARMEN 2250 ) DA i & L7y
FIEIZBWTERD, ZTRNETEZXLNTERIFEITEFEEERES 2NN T v
A HERD BT E TUb(Busch and Sandberg 2012), = D 7=, EiEMED & ORI &
S TRHRIREN T3 TENRE (CBT) (Beck 1976)% Hls & L= 0 LERIENS, 38
WRIEZ D2 b O, T3, BEWRREORREERT 21 2R b 0 L LTHEWEIRE
%4 T % (Department of Health 2001; Butler et al. 2006),

PEATENEE LIX, BALERE (BE) SREISHZ2ITEN 9 DR FEAELEIE FLE O %
ELTHETDHEEZEZ, TNODIRHRRBIITENZEET 5 2 L T 9 DJF DIER 2 M
TBIEDRRETH D, BEATERIEIL, MAWMPAEIMICE L2008 8H THDH 2
E S EBILERTE LT, AV Z LAV ZADFTFICEBWTIEREREE > TV 5D, #
AT BEN B HEED 9 ORI L CIEEWRIEICILETT 2 0 R 0382 < OBFZEIC & -
THEFES L TE Y (Cuijpers et al. 2007), ENLIAMZ &, FEIEIZ AT GE5 O AT OE

(QOL) oin) k(IsHak et al. 2011), #IEDEIWEH A FFICIRE S 4D fE kb3 216912k
A FEXI 72 A U > K (Yonkers et al. 2009), B3 ORELf4:(Mergl et al. 2011) & W5 72 8T
FRBIZ A Y > BB, ETo, RBEATERIEZ WL LB LT2a . 5o SIEOAR
FZFIZHE > TIT H FREE (IRFBIASFE) A3 & © (Pampallona et al. 2004), -/ A0
HRETHOTEE LTHENL TV D & b (Cuijpers et al. 2008), e [E 0D & EUR 1258
¥4 % 85> NICE ( National Institute for Health and Clinical Excellence : 5%/ [E 37 = 5%
BANFEMARAS) (X, B O S SFIBRICB W T, Bk L b OBRE A e — B
ARNHE NS N &P DRBFTEIRIEDHERE S D &5 & LTV A (NICE 2011),

— T, RAITENEIEOIRIESE OFN E2E 2R 0 22 0BURTIX, EWIFRIEICHA~ T
RHATENRIE 25T DRI LS IREE 2R IUICH 5 Z L st h T\ b, £ 2 TEUE
HEHSINTWDOR, BETEFEOHFICL 2 ACFE Th I EHIESL, 22—



HaioTHET S CCBT (v Va—F@fTiiiE) Lol r~ 7 (BB
W& DM MATHSD, CCBTIE, EFE LTL (ar B a—F 2 LN mEEDH
HA B =T = A A W EATENRIE]  (NICE 2008) & STk, 1EkITA T
A2y NT—=7 DY avEZRA LB T a7 7 ARFLTH o723, IrFEIEHE
MOEHRIHENT =T A F ETOT 7T LE2ANDEONRERER>TETND,
2. RV AVRAY— N7 DIFFIE R E, SO TR ER, AxDIT VT Z
Yob@EmEoBUETIE, FEEFICLOBERIEICHAT, 2071 7T LORUFIC
BT DRNHRMEOE S0, BMNEOEHCRIEL DR S & WG MMERT v U — 7 HhE
DISH, Y VF AT 4 TR Z—T A A2 MER EDEAN L\ 5725 < OF| A
INTWnD, CCBTIZOWTIEZINETH S EIERMNENTOIL, ZNLHDLE2—|T
£5 L, BE~PEED I OHFITBOTITRRMED SIS AR FARETH D Vo
FERNBERTH Y | HITEFIAENETETHHRREE > TV D, LEEFHN AT
% B 2 RIS R AT R & S5 IEEA KRB (RCT) "6, CCBT @ RCT IZ & %
725 1990 4R (24D THTo 4 (Selmi et al. 1990), Zh LIFE, CCBT IC4 2% < D

PHERAICRFRINTE VD, BIEETIZ, KAD I DRIZET 5 CCBT IHHEDZNRIC
®9 D A X fEMTIZ 5 S & % (Andersson et al. 2009; Barak et al. 2008; Gellatly et al. 2007;
Spek et al. 2007A; Andrews et al. 2010), £ L T, £ H T X TIZHBWT, CCBT 2N lH
TEFRECTHE R IC LR THRBICRNTH D L WV ) FERICE > TV D,

i, EEHELDOZ NV —71%, CCBTIZH LTItk CU RICEEE R MG EAZT1TH B
THT IR A BT AT o7z, A Z AT LR, &% O RCT OFE R Z HLaHHICHE A LB 5
LT, BEOMIMMROEBEREZHFONDI N FEDOZ L ThHD, £L T, TDOHEL
NIRRT, BERFHTET U 2O TR BEBEEREW EMEMAT DD, kR
DO B, BRI FTEHE ) O ORI BT 55 XBEIC iR E LT\ 2 (Soetal
2013) ., ZHUTKI LT, v AT AT 4 7 OFESFEEENONEOE N E, ED L7
ANZIZH L TED X 972 CCBT 24232 Z L 38BN E I D 2N T 5 FALEEHTIL,
CCBT 2D FEMGEIC DN T O TH 5 RO EF G I CAIC < Wiz, Eit
DX TIFHEHEH L T, LorL, 2O XS ok, 4%, ITE¥(ESa T Y EE
REZLD CCBT ~DB AN > THERERERD EBEALN, 2. BRAITICE
7% CCBT A5 % DBURNEZIZS o THRBIIR D bbb, 22T, Mty

' RCT (Randomised Controlled Trial) & 1%, #BR#E & AEL IO 7V — 120500, —JF
WZHEIMED B DI ATV, MFIFIENA (FT'RE) LT5ZLI2L-T. MADE
BAERGET 2T A v IMAERERORFEEREZ TR OB R TIEE SND,



FrizonwTix, ARBlcB W TS T2 L (WF%E1) . £7-. CCBT Okl
FSCIZBET 230k L B = —1X 1 (McCrone et al. 2004) L2350 TV o772,
CCBT DEHEFEN BTN Z TEBRFDEDO L AT I v 7 L E a—bITV, KfEicis#E+ 5
ZEELle (WFE2) .

2. BF7E1 (CCBT D A & fifthit & FALEESHT)
(N5
AWPZEIE. EH BT 72 CCBT DRFIRRIR L B2 L To X X fi#Hr (So et al.

2013) OF =2 ZFIH L TIT o 72 PR T 218 U T, Fim W THlE S hieinolc
HLOD, CCBTIZOWTOBEIRNEIZ Yoo THEL BN A2HnE2HET 200725
TW5, AT TIL, CCBT DERRZIRIZT TR i (CCBT #BltA L= b DD, &
FTRHDTLEI L) ICHEEEZYTTWNSD, fRIZ, CCBT ZRK#EE THEITLIZALIZ
DWTHFERFELD IR E NPT LT, HERLENEWD T NG ToGE
ZiE. e LTERIBE LTS W <725, FRZ, CCBT OHAITIE, Ao
D OIFRIRRE TR S D FTREMED B D K, AT HAT 2 2 BB ADRrEREHITH T
BRBWr D U 27 BVEFENDERIE S @ &V DTS & D703 0 a7y,

Z T, AT, BEICOWTHERE S TD LT, BIIOAFE, Fil, 5 D
WOBES R EIZE-T, CCBT OMREBFEIENDEDH D E I IOV TORRIEZAITU,
PR CCBT O H Y FIZ oW TR EEDLZ L2 HFL TS,

()M 51k

ABFFENC I T BT J71E1E. Soetal.(2013) TRl SN TH D72, Z Z TIIHLERE
5y DHFHERIZFEHRL L7z BRAD 5 DFIZHH L L7z CCBT IZ DWW T O RMZE T RCT (%
TEZ RIS (2K 2 bOEMNT 2 2 L2 HARNZ2I7EHE LT, BT Dan st o3RS
W% k5. MEDLINE. PsychINFO 7t & 5 50 kT — & ~— 2 %4l 5 C. s O %
1To7,

AR IS T 2 FERHIEE B 1%, ST AR ORERFAERFZ 31T 2 9 DR E LTWD, &
FEHIIEE TH D 5 DIEROWEITEE L T, 2880 5 SRl REAME M S v Tunicizd,
Cohen ®Fi£(Rosenthal et al, 1994) % i > T, £ b DOFERAIEREN L, 2IRFE L L TE
YL 47 (SMD, Standardized mean differences)% 95%/5#EX M THEIH LT\ 5 (UL
TTIEHIZ I2RE) EMES) o IREOMILHEIL, <0.40 TR/, 040~ 0.70 T%)



RAPFEE . >0.70 T K E L7z (Norman et al. 2003), £7-. —fEEHKTH DB
WIS ERRE & IR AORFE H & L CERA L7z,
TOLEEHTIE, BLF D 4 D220\ THiifT L 72,
1. EBOFmICL D%
2. {REoOZE (2018, 30k, 4018, 50 fRLARE)
3. IONEROEIEE D (B, R, EHE)
4. SNANTFAT 4 THEEOFEICL 5%

(3t
O AFEOME (R12 )

BANCAZ ) —=2 7 8N7-4888WF5E D 5 | 144158 (280744) HVERFAENEZ 7= L
oo BRRZNEICTBET 2 14050 3= ISR T AR O = EEFAMIE H O ) & A 1R 22
MWT—H L LTHRLN, 1461980 5 5 2 i (Clarke et al. 2005; Titov et al. 2009)iX7t %
ETONAIETh oToTodd, ZNEN2H SO pEIS T, ZORER, 16 A
SRRT ORISR E LTRSS,

WMFEOSBME L, B % < FEEIRITR/NT22.65% (Clarke et al. 2009)
NG, R TS5 & 72> T % (Speketal. 2007B) , KZ¥ > CCBTIIEEHER) /23R HTT
ERIEICE SN TT B 7T ABMER STV A, 2658 Tl fth o DELRYE & oA D
BN b, BONEEEN, 5 oo R R E 2 FEMEEA L LTHY,
ZOHFTHBHFZETIIBDI (N> 7195 DRE)  (Beck et al. 1961, Beck et al. 1996) % £k
AL T\,

P2

QI B & GIRAFHEE H O5fs $(So et al.(2013)DifE R DFEIT)

FEFHIE H Td 5 HIMCCBTIZ X 540 9 SERIZB W CIE, 2R E723-0.48 [95% IC
(X)) -0.6310-0.33] (H1ZM) LHBICHREOHRENTINIZ, iUk, @
ED A X fEHTHE R (Andersson et al. 2009; Barak et al. 2008; Gellatly et al. 2007; Spek et al.
2007; Andrews et al. 2010)D IR EITIFIT L TB Y, BEFEOHMCCBTIZ L » T, fF
BT R BEIREEZ TR E ORI L TH, X=X T A Ol H DIE

WAEH) 2 RIS S DI EDREI RN,

2 ANBEDS, S IRBEICHE LTI D U R 7 08 % e s FR AR,



F7o. RIRIFEGIE H CTd 2 90 ABEO X RREEIC ) 2 Wik O FE % fa i TlE, 1.68
[95% CI 1.31t0 2.16] (M2ZR) L HEAENRD Sz, Ziud, HMCCBTIEL, iRk
R TRILTEORE Y 27 OFREMENFET H 2 L 2 BT 5,

@ FALEE AT Dk R
FRE@ TR L7 FERHME E TH 540 5 DRI T2 CCBT ORR L | BRI
HATHOMEIZHONT, LIFD &R TG 217> T, BhdMmAZGI,

(@EMOFEIZE 52 (M3, 42H])

FEEZ— N TIT O 5842 A B CCBT 7, JRANZHEBTH 2 T &S DN D
Bind 5 CCBT MNIm i Tt &4T o7z, BIOERIT, WBEDOHETIEI—E L T\ eh
ST, BUFETIE “MNLOEDANZED T 4 — Ky 7” ZRPIOEFRE Lic, B
B DHWIE L IRWVFTRIX, TR 8 D3 ob o7, EBINE DAV RETIIh R & 23-0.67
[95% CI -0.87 to -0.47] & L DN EAME B A= DI % LT, BB 72\ BETI1E-0.33
[95% CI-0.5210 -0.14] &/NES IR L MEOLNRNT ERAREELZ S > TRD L

(p<.05) , —F T, BIEIZHOWTIHER 235 H 72\ COBT TIRMRHEIRE 1 1.62 [95%
Cl 1.12 to 2.33]7 5 7= 12 D B3, $EB> % ® CCBT T 1.79 [95% Cl 1.36 to 2.34] & .
B OFE TR IITHEEDRD bR T,

R - IR TAT O X0 3B b o 72 58 CCBT TIdf) 2 (50 gh A I S 5 im. M
HICOW TR O IEIZ L D ZPBO N0 o7,

byt L 22 (X5, 62H)

MR OZETIE, FEHFEEmD 20 (R &G 8 LM A (TAA) CTHEEh R E43-0.07 [95%
Cl-0.38t0 0.24] L AE L ENRD SN2 o7z, — T, FHEMMD 30 fRExtHe L
AN (BAA) TIEhHE23-0.60 [95% CI-0.83 to -0.37], 40 % (7 /- A) Ti%-0.59
[95% CI1-0.88 t0 -0.30] & . TREDOHBELRMENBD b, 61T, FAFH 50 L
EEGL LN BAAN) TR THL LR EIT-0.27 [95% Cl -0.44 to -0.10] & A &7+
LN DOD/NESRBRLMEEN TR otz Z ORI OZEC DN TITHEHY
AREENHO L (p<0.01) ,

vk 2B LT, 20 fRCId M fERRE A 1.13 [0.60, 2.13], 50 fiLl kTl 2.15[0.65,
7.15]& WA EATRD bigh 07228, 30 1R Tl 1.84 [95% CI 1.40 to 2.43], 40 %
Tl% 1.55[95% Cl 1.25 to 1.93] & A HE /27033880 b,



ok PR 308 40 REXF LT 5 & PHEITEWVEIIRNG O, S E
50 fREAE TIFZh R L . T EERD 20 R R TR B AP B b oiz, —T57
T, BEIZHOWTHRE Y 30f0L 40 RCIIABICENoT,

(C)D >OEIEEICL D% (X7, 85

XHGREERE D 5 DO EIEE DOFIIEN D | BIEFRIR, PEIEL IR, HEENR L,

25 D SCHRFEHELZ I - TR W&Ltﬁﬁmﬁof3ﬁzﬁiLf%@bt@%%)
FERIE, BE B3AA) TIZAEEA3-0.30 [95% Cl -0.72 to -0.10], H454E (8 /rA) Tl
-0.62 [95% CI -0.91t0 -0.33], HijiE (54 A) Ti%-0.41[95% CI -0.56 to -0.26] & . & Dt
THHEZRIRENIRBD b, FEHMOZETAE TR oT,

— T, BHEIZOW T, PEREE THXERE DS 1.75 [95%Cl 1.33 to 2.30]. HIEH
T 222[95%Cl1.55t03.18]1L . HREALBEY A7 OFEE D #8703, BETIX 1.05
[95% C1 0.67 to 1.65] & ik U AV ICHEAITRO b holz, £, EEEICBIT 5%
THET (p<.05) . 9 IERDEIE(CT DI EBLIEOMEHRMED & £ DA b RS S iz,
FEE L R NEIEH 72T TR EEFICH LT, HENMESN TV, F72, BIERIT
BidE LIz < < D OFERAS SR DL |- CREE O fERRMEN B £ DR H i,

(A)v T AT ¢ THREOAIZ L 57 (X9, 10 31H)

ST AT 4 THERED B L R DT DI~ VT AT 4 TE BNMA) EHEALTF AT ¢
TH (AN T THROENE R, Z2TOYLT AT  THIEEOERIZ, —F
BATOSCFERSCE LB LS, 2B a—% BT, @l HF, MOFmER S, fke 7
FPRROBRERG LTI bD L Lic, MITORR. ~ /T A7 1 THIE 2R &03-0.41
[95% CI -0.61 to -0.22], FE~/LF 2T ¢ 7 #11-0.54 [95% Cl -0.76 to -0.32] & A & 72 71T
RO BRI T,

BLIEIZB N TIX, ~ v TF AT ¢ THEREN 72\ CCBT TIIAIRREIC I TRE Y 27 N F
BIZEMo T2 FEHAHERREEAY 1.99 [95% Cl 1.42 10 2.77]) . ~/VF A5 ¢ THEREDMiE 2
5TV COBT TIFA B IR beino Tz (FHXHEMRE A 1.36 [95% C1 0.91 to
2.03) .

TR VT AT A THRREEORIET, WRICHEI TR o, Linl, AT AT 1 Tk
BEVEIEVE 2960 & & 5 ATREME AV RIS ST,

(4)5 5



AHFFEDOFEHE & 72> T D A X kT (So etal. 2013) 12k - T, CCBTILXfHRREIZ L~
T A 9 DFERIC xR U CHFEEE OYE#N R (SMD -0.48, 95% CI -0.63 to -0.33)73 &
52 ENBRITRENTWND, ZRHITHEOHEMRITIZE BT LINEThH -T2, L
LAMFETIX, S OIS FREDHTRER AT O 2 &I Ko TH T 7 7 o N7 anl &
L. 5% OCCBTORFEMEIZ DWW TEREMZ THT,

ORFZIZHNT

ZOWFFERER D BLRIRO R W OB b b, &N, RN BIT 550 &
RIEDENTH D, AWFETIE, AREICEWVEIRZR LIZOiX, R PHEHARICH
725 301k A0 ThH o7z, ZOWFFREFRIL, Barak etal.(2008)DEATHISEIC —ET 5 b
DTHD, WHEDRAZEHTIEZL  OFEBMORLZIEERKAE, BREEEDREL 5 O
LSMZZHEATEY . 5 DRI 2RI Lo AFFEIE 14% (9/64 1F%8) LvE AT
W, ZDTD, MEIREDARE)—Th D7D, 9 DIZ% L TO CCBT DR FEDMRGE &
WO BLEDOIXEEMEICRIT D, UL, #iE xS &, CCBT IXHAEMRD 5 DITfEIC
BIRNRD D EVIEEDORRIL, MOBEBIZH L TE DM D LRIRTE 5[
REMEBRIZ LTV D,

INHOMRBICZ L D2, 77 /7 a P —~OBRMEIC L Db DD, TS0
NIRRT 2 D2 &9 ST BELBRGE Y, Barak Hid, Z OMEIE R b D TL2 L,
kB A v H—Fy MIRORBRLIENVICE > TED>TLBEALI EFHILTWS,
L L, 22I2BLTIL, Barak D072 < & b9 2 5D £, DO RF OAMF

ZEDORHITE N T FREOMHEAHFF STV T, SR PH L2 L 2 A2 iTED 5
mole, 20D, ZOWMRMOX ¥ v 72, MOBBADFEET HD0E Lt Ff
(2. 50 RELETOMEFRIT, A F—y b VT T —DRS LOFEBHER SN D,
— T, I 20 R TRIRDFED B o T DT D TR D,

o, BEICONTHRIEY 30 fiE 40 RCTIFAEICEN -T2, BEOICELOX S 72,
NER DD EWMBESREDENIBZHETE D, 72, EH 20 R Ex5 & L7eifseis 1
BIFZF 2D TZ ZOMAUICE LTk, HF 0 BREHE L Tixe 720,

ZoOHIFE OO0DHEEEICLLbDOTHD, HH), CCBT DX 5 72 B BRIEITEIEN S
HEEED D DIIRBHH D THIED > > EEI L TR0V E RISz, L,
HED I OEFMBIZLTHRENHE L TEBY . AL IR ORHN2AEE LR
LNTITRENTH - T,



REWMEDO L E 2 —THlH O CCBT ZNEEIED 5 DDITx L TEIRD LY K& v &R
ENTWDHIZHBED LT, RFRTIEEN RS-0 2 O E SO E LTiE, BEZ
EWVD WP LZLFEDMNL A D BN DI E NS HTH D, HIEIEESERD R
BOWY FHHHIC B HRTNE WD DI, D DIRIREICE T 5 ki Big & LT
i 45 (Revicki and Wood 1998), 72 . K[y ARt SE (BIEZMEMED 5 D) @
LI ITBIED 9 SN L HIRENTHE TIXn &V 9 % 2 5 L 1EET 5 (Williams et al.
2000), Mx T, ZOLVE2—TIEEELPHAINATIEIND OO, FEEEIZIE, AkOE
FED 5 DO TITHHIICEIE T, HEEEE & BRED ) D OBEREIRICEE Y T 5 O Tz
MEZEZBND,

— T, BEIZOWTIIHEE O 5 D CTHIXHERRE 2 1.75 [95%Cl 1.33 to 2.30], FEJE
T 2.22[95%Cl 1.55 to 3.18] & HE R MIERDOEE D ZRD =23, BWED 5 > TIE1.05
[95%CI 0.67 to 1.65] & BlissRICH B 2RO LT, 5 IERBEIELT 51 EPE O
BRAEDS 8 F DM A RE S v7e, BUER DI LIC< < BEIE(LT 213 EBids D fapriE
BEDEVD OIFFECE DT, BRICH L TUIABENRODIZHETZTFIZZ D &
O RN NERD b D EEA L RO LN THA I,

@I AFFIEIZ DN T

T T~V T ANOHFFERER Tl BBOFEIZ LB L7~V TORITEL BT,
NIETIRP D DD 2 & olcikimid, ToBHEABLIL TV, Speketal. (2007A)
X, BUEE TOAZMHTIZ LD CCBT I & D/ MED ANRIREIS, iR A &S 5729
WCHBEEZO T DI b AR THDH E LTS, LarL, K&HZ Amldv et al. (2009)i3.
RCT T8> & CCBT & 428 CCBT & BT 2 2 & T, #19 DIERDIE NI
BENRNZ EER LTS, Foxld, Speketal. (2007) @ 2 0L EOAFFEEIZFESU
e Ea—a A ElTo7eh, K EbRICBNWTI—BZ A b DD, BEIZHONT
TR EEEZRBORNST,

INHLOAR—FKIT, “BE OEEOZEL I ADEEN) & 72 2 S O R —PEICER
THAREME D RO D, AL, MOWFFETIL BB OERMDIAFE CHEIZ L > TED
DENHAN T, YR TIIaI 2= —2a VOFELERRL . M LLD AT ¢
— Ny 7 OfFfEE “BBY” OERE Lz, BEORTIE, MO TIIRLEELANL
BEEDHT D R, IRIFES, tMOEFEICESEZLY T TV HORRETHY, FLVxE
PO AY]—EIC 27208 > Tz,



Ltk EFRREFHNCLAE TR 2T A OB NI R E & 5 TN @ < . BliksR
EFTFTDHEERLH 500 LR, TO70I2id, BRSO 2 25 4 7
WWTA REWMS XA 77 M7 Fa—F BMEEESEOFEETCIEEVTET VA
55TV D FER B # (carer) s % & /T CBT @)l (Shared-CCBT) . CCBT %
NS T2 R — 2 —ICE DIGEHATIE L WS T T A T T REBEZ LD,

[FIIRFIZ, T3 A ToHDH CCBT BN Al a=lr—va OFX VT o bEl, K&
BRI EX DARER DD EEZOND X HITR>TET5, Barak et al. (2008)
DA BFEHICTIZ, VT AT 4 THEEOERIC L > T, PRSI ND &5 R
WTEKLTWD, LL, AFETIE, vV TF AT 4 THEORECIINRICHERE £
FRBO b h oz, BHEOOEDE LTIE, RILVRAREFEDORLE—M, 5 OF & R
FEEMREL TWD B, 92XV ALEEELL EAT—RRICOITT 2ERZ N L2
FF oD, WL O0OWF%E Tl (Gregg and Tarrier 2007; Rothbaum et al. 2001), ¥
ENTA—T A AT 4 V2T ABEIE, ISR RREEDIBRICE VRN THD L
nTWn, 7z&x1E, PTSD (LASMEA N L RAEE) SR RZREL VW72 L 52T
bD, —HT, SNAFAT 4 THREED 5 DRIERICKITH A Y » MIET TR D 5
LTV,

L L, AR THHRICBW I~ LTF AT 0 THRIEOF R CTHERZITRD b
Mooy, I L TE~v AT AT ¢ THiEZ VD Z & CHEICH O 2 ATREMEN R
e X,

CCBT AERARZIHIIC & B AR A2 N A TH D AR Sz b Do,
—HTEDORmVBEITE R OEOREL 720 55, 612, IVEWHIRITRD L TWH
KTHAH, ODEODOHE, CCBT OFFERIEIIHTDIRERT RNV T—VUThD,
NF AT 4 THERE S G 7= CCBT OHIMT R Th D, T ORERFEEIT L D Pofk S 7=k
PEMERRIEME, 20T 0 L LTOMAE WS T2 b DBRFET DI - T, 2R HARL
720 CCBT L O ZI S L2045 Z LIXaRETH A H  (Mitchell 2009) , il 2 1%,
T, a v a—2F—AIBT 50 —1V7 LA OB TEERER IR 2 157- &
WO E B STV S (Merry et al. 2012),

CCBT ORRAZMFM LIV mWWHEEZ RV MR T2V T H5720DL 20 2OT AT T I,
=0T 4T X0 T 52 THDH, EBE CCBT IZEMEDHH/X—YF VT 4
M %H7T 55 2fE#H (Vangberg 2012) X°, 77 /a v —IZU 7 7 v —DE N RO
5 DI A IR L C(Barak et al. 2008), FEfiA9IC CCBT OFIAZIREL TV Z &iF, &
DEWVEERIZLE DB 50O TIE RV E VI IHELH 5,



AMFZEDORI & L TlE, FEAROMIESCHAEEITIE DML ORE RN B, BER ) 72 ]
KIOHPTAFETERD T2 ERET LN,

3. g2 (=2 ho#n)
(NERE - 577k

A B PEHT O FALRESHTIZ & > T CCBT DR AMGET 2 &\ D DRAFEDF 7= 7R T
b HN, BLFIZ CCBT BNEURMICHERRE SN D b D0 E 5 D EB BN 5 ETik, CCBT
DL BEALEDTEERPLEICRD, EARIIENS I LOTYH, BHANE T
BEMITTEMT 22 LRELVNSTH D, £IZ T, FEHIL. CCBT TR HE XA
EBERERICOVWTHEDO I TL B a2 —%21T o7,

BER D &30 CCBT ORI Ofm IR T 5 kL B = —1X 1 (McCrone et al.
2004) LGSR TV ARho 7272, CCBT DERARMEICIZ TEREFHRDO L 2T 2
Y7 LB a—HITWV, ARICBET 22 & L Lz, 981 ERIFFCITDNTIZ A7 U —=
X0 BRI EMIEO AT 3PS &AL, 252DV T CCBT DOf%
HaHm 21T > 7=,

)L B2 — DR OB

CCBT D 2 A MZ DWW T DED 3HFFEDEF)ITFE 2 1250 L=,

CCBT (22T DO 5 ) D F FIE LR 7347 51T - 72 A58 C & %5 McCrone et al.(2004) (=
BWTIE, 9O ARLIT/Ie -T2 N4 % CCBT 2%\ DREL . BHEIGEECT V F LTS
T, B LR DO AT -T2, ZOFER, CCBT BED 7 3@ TR A~ T D
DA ERIEFHEMAR S, —e AL CCBT RED 5728 8 » AR T 40 R REW
DD, FEEROEIRIL 407 R MMEL . CCBT Ll IGEREIC b~ TE X R EN
TWDAREMEN @V RS TV B,

LR oFEICH S B & LT, Gerhards et al.(2010)i%, 7R — hd72v CCBT &, il
FAREEE, CCBT LlH AR ONFARED 3FEZ/3 T T, E AR % il L7z, McCrone
ORI EEe Y | BFEOMTHRIZETIR OGN ho7—F T, #METIL CCBTIZH
FNZZ2 DR D & LTV D,

CCBT O HX BRI DNTD 320 D% L LT, Warmerdam et al. (2010) 3% %,
ZOMETIE, A v F—F v h_X—=Z®D CCBT, A ¥ —F v h_X—ADMREMIIRIE,
FFBIED 3 DIZT U H DT T TN AZITV, BHIRGIT 2T o7z, ZhiZk D&, 1
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HAAZ Y72 0 0 QALY 7212 30000 A5 RIHA 5 Bkt d HWHCIE, CCBT R EfR L
BIXZENZINLE 2%, 6 1 %DOMETHEELY bZITANLOND L LTWND, 9DiTxt
FTHEERMICR TERO S H I 10000 K> RXHA 5 ABEMERICH D 5HA IS, Bl
D2 ODFHEFIENLINI 1%, 8 9 %DMERTHEMELD bZITFANLND L LTS,

FROBHAEOHERICOVWTHETREZILLLT, UF0Z enBxbND, —DH
(2. TADE DR OFERPIIEICE N TR > TV LI ERDH D, BHE, I O~DI
ANTIFERRDFIL (D DFEROBD 30> T8 ) OFFEADHRD B 5, McCrone
5 OMFFETIE, CCBT FED 5 8@ H AR He~ TN 5 DIER DI BN TEWEIR A
D BT TZDIZ, IR Do T BRTET TR ROENR2IRLE LTOE A HE
IR OFERICHEE 52 T0d, Zhxt LT, Gerhards H1Z X 2822 Tlid, 3D T
HFIIHEREN oI led, BROMI KL > TEARDEDBRE ST 2HH -
72o ZOUUE, Gernards H HEEFk L T\ A &b, BANMKLS TH, BiEENEL IO
DIEROBERE R E A2, AR — b7 CCBTHENEED 5 DD AL ITE - TARY
WZETINC DWW TR Z 2 LT\ 5, 7ed, Warmerdam & OFZETlE, CCBT AR E
FRFRIERE CRAEREIC LN TR RIS ) DEME T L TRY . ZOBEMAMIROER S
McCrone & & RIRRICERIRAIICER S & 5 & b7,

ZRBE LT, AEPEMEICET 2R TFES WIS B W T IR R > TV 5,
McCrone H1E, EiEOREEICEEL TiX, 22000 DIF[E (GP) 12X 2BWiEICE SV
SREEH 2 W TAEEMIR T 25 5T 2 NWEARTY e —F 2 AL Tz, LinLl, Z
MIFRER E LT, 2B L TORBRe, S5 L T2 bODRKICE > THEL L4
PIRT (72T 4 —A X)) | FHEFEIZAELIFHEINRWE A (informal cost)
SENREKENTLE Y, FHUTx LT, Gerhards HIXEHICKEH 721 2 R 57210 T2l
MATHETDONRT 4 —< P AL TR Oy 77 v FOax by & THEY EMIC
SR L LD T DEE oA MEEZBRA L T\, Warmerdam & ORFZE L, %, 2H
ELTEREAE SNV ENZVFEIRIZ X L #SLHE IS 5 informal cost A 72, £
DI=DHIZ, T D OFHEFIEICI T 51V 2 X NI DEW & /g > THNTZA]
REMEN B 2,

QALY (& AAF4E © Quality Adjusted Life years) 13, #&#FFHEi 21T 0 BRI, #Efd % 7
077 LAOFREROEFEE LTHWSLND, BMIZAFIROER Z5m 5D Tida, &£
EOE (QOL) #E£THAMCTEAMIT LIELDOTH D, QALY ZFHMFRIE & 3, 47
I (&R & ATEOE (BRI O & RIRFICHEM T 5,
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SHEIR. —AE & EAR D DEREYGEIZ OV T S McCrone & OBFZE Tl & /R s
BFHNTNDLHDOD, Gerhards H DWFFES° Warmerdam & OFFE CIEA B R ENZRD ©
NRVEBERTE 2, #iE TIE, BB OEE 21 2 REORK RN AR THEIC
WL bR S LT QALY AR S 4, B HAXHMELR ST T H CCBT & i
DFEFRICH ZOMRBUEN T H LTz, LorL, &I ARIE THEZRIEREUE R
HOENTELT, —AHLRAKICEROYEETIIRLS, BHOHETARNTH T2 E1E
BRI L TV D72 T, FE R, BLUERICHIERESEPHFONTED
T, B EOBEHAMEROSENFE LN W) 2N T LHERARNERERL TS
LITEARWE RSN,

CCBT [T MAZIRBENE WD Z NN THY | 3ARDFHILT T THHEIAR,
FRAELS BN T CCBT IXARIZZ L W IR TH o7z, L. AERNROUEOH
REMRITE Z T ATHED RV (SIS DUEEN R I AL HETZ T OFHH CEERR G ICHE
NI ATHD LD TONNLE I NETHEROHDH L ZATH D,

FIRRC, RBEOMERE LV D RITBWT, T XTOEAMERIE, 2B Eans72
FT < KEO NHS R° 0 ARDREFERBEHL G O K 9 7255 =3 SCHA VBB O TR &
NRTTR S0, R D BE OERREG7EHZ IS0 2 8 R0 2 Fx 4k o
eI, &= XV OR AR RAIR THLHT-DTHDH, Wz iud, 7t x
CCBT MEIEDIRME 2R K 0 AR 2R TIEE A i 4s o TEAL T L LT
b BURIRERIZE > T, TUDEREE L L TZT AL DENOREDITH LD
HELEBIONDNOTHD, HlIZIE, ERPIGE L THRMICBITICEL RWGE, Bl
WRIZBT DM RERTIE EEHIZZRVDIZa 2 o) DHAL L0 D & ERE
(ZH 720 IPRIROD, B EH NN O R TR R, BT ERIRME E LTINA S
NDDB, ToE ZAENNReDoT2 L LTH L b bReeE AN EERHE L L TEES
o505 TH5 (International Society for Pharmacoeconomics and Outcomes Research
2013) .

YEE D NICE TliX, T TIZCCBT 22D A KT A O THELE L T 5 H3(NICE
2011), DO LI RER EOa v P RAEZZETHLATWHRNE DO CCBT BN
WA AT o ZRALRGEIE, A AZ GO REHEDE D X 512 ZihH CCBT DFEE
PR SNDEICBN TS, =F ORI R T 5 FHEbIZEA CCBT D¥g R & 3t
2. RKobh T &EEZXBND, —7 T, BfE, RETIIERD X 5 e thapireRig 72
Fa2ERREBER LMD, T E TRFEMIE S L TRMExS & SN < 2o o3l
75 &SRR AMAERL A R ROFRAE & L CHLR 9~ % Value-based pricing % #FfilE & L CHEAT
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LR THRHAMTONATE Y, A LITHEIREROIIRIC b RE R85 2 T
EEZLND,

4. fhim

A ZPRMT OFER, CCBT BRIZIT AT BB 6f L CRRA O 5 DIk 2 i 45 B L2 i
SHLMENEEI RSN T, CCBT BHIABICHIEDERNE S @Emar -T2 (LL R
Soetal.(2013)I2525<) . FAHESGIMNOLHELNERE LT, ORAS 5 L 2h5IT
H 2 fE TS ZETTE O BV oo 7o, @OFshlizid, 30 X 40 fRICH~T 50 fRLL 1
TITBEDER L, 20 A TIEBRITRO oo 7278, BLIEIZH VT 30 £ 40 s
2 RE Sz, @9 SEIEEIC LD FEERIROEIL RN Tend, BEITEREIRE S
mole, @ NVTF AT 4 THRIEN & > THRRITEITRWVA, BB Z RS T TREMED & -
2o FHALREHT OFRERN D 2R % @O ik 28 5 372012 CCBT ~DEh &L~ Vv F A7
1A THERED — B D FEENH 4 & ]iFF S iz,

72, KA 9 D~D CCBT OREFHIFHIIZ R L 72 3 DO EFFRFHSCHRICB W TiE, &
Hxtzhde. B AL & b CCBT #3125 b D Th oo, WL DRl ER e -
TBYABOHRICEB N T Z2ELE &350 b &0 =S AN AR 2B 5 &
HBEZBND,
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# 1. RS /- RCT OFF#

First author and year 2 - Intervention, number N Out Function Control - Attrition | i .
ofpublication recruiten of modules utcome measures ontrol group - rate (%) mputation ountry
. . - " =
Andersson(2005) community guidediCBT, 5 117 BDI, MADRS QoL ‘ WL{.onlme 6 months 27% LOCE _
discussion group)

Christensen(2004) community unguided iCBT, 5 525 CES-D na Attention placebo  6weeks 20% LOCF Australia
Clarke(2002) vio HMO unguided iCBT, 7 299 CES-D na TAU 8 months 41% unclear USA
Clarke (2005)a vioHmo ~ UNBUidediCBT,7 CES-D SF-12 TAU 16weeks  34% REML USA

+postcard-reminder

nguided iCBT, 7

Clarke (2005)b oMo hemeefiials 180 CES-D SF-12 TAU 16weeks  34% REML USA

+telepone-reminder
Clarke (2009) vio HMO unguided iCBT, 4 160 PHQ-8 na TAU 8 months 37% REML USA
de Graaf (2009) community unguided iCBT,80r9 303 BDI-ii SF-36 TAU 6 months 5% Mi the Netherlands

replaced by pre- German
Mevyer (2009) community guidediCBT, 8 396 BDI WSAS WL 6 months 31% treatment scores
replaced by pre- Australia

Perini (2009) community guidediCBT, 8 45 PHQ-9, BDI-ii SDS WL 8weeks 27% treatment scores
Ruwaard (2009) community guidediCBT, 11Weeks 54 BDI WBQ WL 18 months 9% WOCF the Netherlands
Spek (2007) community unguide iCBT, 8 301 BDI-ii, EDS na WL 2weeks 40% Mi the Netherlands

technician-guided
Titov (2009)a community is;Tnéc'an guide 81  PHQ-9, BDI-ii SDS WL 16weeks 8% LOCF Australia
Titov (2009)b community ?(':'S'Tc'gn‘g”'ded 8  PHQ-9, BDI-ii SDS wL 16weeks 8% LOCF Australia

I ’
van Straten (2008) community guidediCBT, 4 213 CESD, MDI EuroQolL WL 4weeks 17% MI the Netherlands
Venrnmark (2010) community guidediCBT, 8 88 BDI, MADRS QoL WL 6 months 14% LOCF Sweden
Warmerdam (2008) community guidediCBT, 8 263 CESD EuroQolL WL 12 weeks 40% LMM the Netherlands

1CBT, Internet-based Cognitive Behavioural Therapy; cCBT, Computer-based Cognitive Behavioural Therapy; BDI, Beck Depression Inventory; MADRS,
Montgomery Asberg Depression Rating Scale; HADS, Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale; CESD, Centre for Epidemiological Studies Depression Scale;
PHQ-9, Patient Health Questionnaire 9-item; EDS, Edinburgh Depression Scale; MDI; Major Depression Inventory; QOL, Quality of Life Inventory; WSAS,
Work and Social Adjustment Scale; SF-12(36), Short Form 12(36) Health Survey; WBQ, Well-Being Questionnaire; SDS, Sheehan Disability Schedule; WL,
Waitlist; TAU, Treatment as Usual; LOCEF, Last Observation Carry-forward; REML, Residual Maximum Likelihood Estimation; WOCF, Worst Observation
Carry-forward; MI, Mean Imputation; LMM, Linear Mixed Modelling

(H#) So et al. (2013)
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X]1 B CCBT vs XFRAE (FFH%AE WL or BETEER: TAU), 18

AL T D 5 DIER D
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI

Andersson 2005 122 68 57 195 81 60 58%  -097[1.35-058)
Christensen 20042 176 91 182 206 84 178 B.0%  -034[055-0.13

van Straten 2008 209 108 107 262 105 106 7.2%  -0.50[-0.77,-0.22)
Venmmark 2010a 123 73 29 166 79 29 44%  -0.56[1.08-0.03)
Warmerdam 2008a 179 11.7 88 258 104 87 68%  -0.71[1.02,-0.40

Clarke 2002 213 131 14 23 14 155 78% -0.12 035, 0.10) =1
Clarke 2005a 182 128 75 223 138 100 69%  -0.31[0.61,-0.00) —
Clarke 2005b 19 131 80 223 138 100 69% -0.24 [-0.54, 0.05) b i
Clarke 2009 86 72 83 91 T 77 67% -0.07 [0.38, 0.24) —
de Graaf 2009a 206 104 100 221 102 103 72% -0.15-0.42,013) i
Meyer 2009 1987 11.85 320 2715 1001 76 7.5%  -0.63[-0.88,-0.38 =
Perini 2009 173 986 29 2333 929 19 38%  -0.62[-1.21,-0.02) I —
Ruwaard 2009 98 65 36 156 76 18 38%  -0.83[1.42,-0.24)
Spek 2007a 11.97 805 102 1446 1042 100 72% -0.27 [-0.54, 0.01) ==
Titov 2009a 1459 1112 46 2615 1014 40 51%  -1.07[1.53,-0.62)
Titov 2009b 1529 981 41 2615 1014 40 49%  -1.08[-155,-081) —

L 4

Total (95% Cl) 1519 1288 100.0%  -0.48[-0.63,-0.33]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.06, Chi*= 51.17, df=15 (P < 0.00001); F=71% :

L 4 05 0 05 1
Testfor overall effect Z= 6.34 (P < 0.00001) Favours experimental Favours control

1

(HH88) So et al. (2013)

2 B CCBTvs X MRRE TR TIFOBIEMEXERRE (CCBT B/ A HiVE)

Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Andersson 2005 21 57 1" B0 7.5% 2.01[1.07,3.79) =t
Christensen 2004a 29 165 21 178 89% 1.49[0.89, 2.51] ™
Clarke 2002 68 144 53 155 123% 1.38[1.05,1.82) =
Clarke 2005a 20 70 7 100 58% 4.08([1.83,913] ——
Clarke 2005b 19 a0 7 100 57% 3.39[1.50, 7.67] ——
Clarke 2008 17 83 14 T T5% 1.13[0.60,2.13) o
de Graaf 2009a 6 100 6 103 36% 0.861[0.27,2.72) B p—
Meyer 2009 161 320 19 76 105% 2.01[1.34,3.02) -
Perini 2009 9 27 1 18  15% 6.00[0.83, 43.37) 1
Ruwaard 2008 3 36 2 18  1.9% 0.75[0.14, 4.09) ———
Spek 2007a 35 102 42 100 11.3% 0.82[0.57,1.18) =T
Titov 20092 5 46 1 40 1.3% 4.35[0.53, 35.68) -
Titoy 2009h 3 41 1 40 1.2% 2.93(0.32, 26.97)
van Straten 2008 26 107 10 106 71% 258[1.31,5.07) -
Venmmark 2010a 5 29 4 29 33% 1.25[0.37,4.19] e —
Warmerdam 2008a 42 88 24 87 105% 1.73[1.15, 2.59) -
Total (95% CI) 1495 1287 100.0% 1.68 [1.31, 2.16) ’
Total events 468 223
Heterogeneity. Tau?= 0.11; Chi*= 33.53, df= 15 (P = 0.004); F= 55% 0 105 052 é 250

Testfor overall effect Z= 4.05 (P < 0.0001) Favours experimental Favours control

(H#) So et al. (2013)
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M3 H¥k CCBTvs ¥R : THHIT —EBMOARREICKIE. BRETHE

D 5 DFERDED

CCBT Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 85% Cl
1.1.1 Guided CBT
Christensen 20043 17.6 9.1 182 206 84 178 8.0% -0.34 [-0.55,-013] I
Ferini 2009 173 9.E6 29 2333 929 18 3.8% -0.62 [1.21,-0.02] —
Fuwaard 2009 9.8 6.4 36 156 7.6 18 3.8% -0.83 [1.42,-0.24] —
Titow 20092 1459 1112 46 2615 1014 40 51% -1.07 [1.53,-0.62] e
Titow 20090 1529 981 41 2615 1014 40 4.9% -1.08 [-1.55,-0.61] —
wvan Straten 2008 209 108 10F 262 105 106 T.2% -0.50 [-0.77,-0.22] na—
Yenrnmark 20103 12.3 7.3 28 166 7.4 29 4.4% -0.56 [1.08,-0.03] —
Wiarmerdam 2008a 178 117 88 258 104 a7 6.8% -0.71 [1.02,-0.40] —_—
Subtotal (95% CI) 558 517  44.1% -0.67 [-0.87, -0.47] <
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.04, Chi*=1570, df=7 (P=0.03); F= 55%
Testfor overall effect: Z=6.44 (P = 0.00001)
1.1.2 Unguided CCBT
Andersson 2005 12.2 6.8 57 18945 8.1 =] 5.8% -0.97 [1.35,-0.58] —
Clarke 2002 213 131 144 23 14 155 T.8% -012[-0.35,0.10] T
Clarke 20053 182 128 Y85 223 138 100 B.9% -0.31 [-0.61,-0.00] ——
Clarke 2005k 18 131 a0 223 138 100 6.9% -0.24 [-0.54, 0.05] T
Clarke 2009 8.6 72 a3 9.1 7 T 6.7 % -0.07 [0.38, 0.24] T
de Graaf 20093 206 104 100 221 102 103 T2% -0.15 [F0.42,013] T
Meyer 2009 18.87 11.85 320 2715 1001 TE T.5% -0.63 [-0.88, -0.38] —
Spek 2007a 1197 8048 102 1446 1042 100 T.2% -0.27 [-0.54, 0.01] -
Subtotal (95% Cl) a1 771 55.9% -0.33 [-0.52, -0.14] ’
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.05; Chi®=23.91,df =7 (P=0.001); F=71%
Testfor overall effect: Z=3.47 (P =0.0005)
Total (95% Cl) 1518 1288 100.0% -0.48 [-0.63, -0.33] ‘
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.06; Chi*= 5117, df=15 (P = 0.00001);, F=71% 51 _055 b 055 15

Testfor overall effect: £=6.34 (P = 0.00001)

Testfor subgroup differences: Chi®= 580, df=1 (P=0.02), F=828%

Favours experimental

Favours control

K4 Bk CCBTvs MR : THHSIT—EMOERICLLIE. AERTE
DEEHMEIRE (CCBT fi% /X BERH %)

Study or Subgroup

CCBT
Events Total

Control

Events Total

Risk Ratio

Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl

1.2.1 Guided CCBT
Christensen 2004a
Perini 2009
Fuwaard 2009
Titow 20092

Titov 2009k

wan Straten 2008
Yenrnmark 2010a
Warmerdam 2008z
Subtotal (95% CI)
Total events

249 165
=] 27

3 36

5 46

3 41
26 107
5 29
42 a8
539

122

10
4
24

G4

8.9%
1.8%
1.9%
1.3%
1.2%
T1%
3.3%
10.5%
35.T%

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi*= 535 df=7 (F=062), F=0%
Test for overall effect: Z=4.21 (P = 0.0001}

1.2.2 Unguided CCBT

Andersson 2005
Clarke 2002
Clarke 20053
Clarke 2005k
Clarke 2009

de Graaf 2009
Meyer 2009
Spek 20073
Subtotal {(95% CI)
Total events

Heterageneity: Tau®=0.18; Chi®= 26.21, df= 7 (P = 0.0005); F= 73%
Test for overall effect: Z= 2.59 (P = 0.010)

Total (95% Cl)
Total events

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.11; Chi®= 33.53, df= 15 (P = 0.004); F= 55%

1 a7
62 144
20 o
19 a0
17 a3
5 100
161 320
35 102
956

346

1495
468

1549

223

Testfor owerall effect: Z= 4.05 (F = 0.0001}
Testfar subgroup differences: Chi*= 018, df=1 (P=067) F= 0%

60
154
100
100

7T
103

Th
100
771

1287

T.5%
12.3%
5.8%
5.7%
7.5%
3.6%
10.5%
11.3%
64.3%

100.0%

19

1.49[0.89, 2.51]
6.00[0.82, 42.27]

0.75 [0.14, 4.09]
4,35 [0.53, 35.68]
2,83 [0.32, 26.97]

288 [1.31, 5.07]

1.25 [0.37, 4.14]

1.73[1.15, 2.549]

1.79 [1.36, 2.34]

2.01 [1.07, 3.78]
1.38[1.05, 1.82]
408 [1.83, 9.13]
3.39 [1.50, 7.67]
113 [0.60, 2.13]
0.86 [0.27, 2.72]
2.01 [1.24, 2.02]
0.82 [0.57, 1.16]
1.62 [1.12, 2.33]

1.68 [1.31, 2.16]

Risk Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% CI
N,
.
.
-
.
e
R
s
-
k t t t t t
o1 0.2 0.5 2 a 10

Favours experimental

Favours control



K5 B CCBTvs B - TRIBEST—HK (20 K. 30 K. 40 £, 50
RULE) [TKBE. BERTEOS DERDOFELD

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight n, Random, 95% CI I, Random, 95% CI
2.1.1 20's
Clarke 2009 2.6 r.2 23 9.1 T TT T -0.07 [-0.28, 0.24]
Subtotal (95% CI) 83 77 6.7% -0.07 [-0.38, 0.24]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor averall effect: Z2= 0.44 (P = 0.66)

2.1.2 30's

Andersson 2005 12.2 6.3 57 19.5 8.1 60 5.8% -0.97 [1.35,-0.58] +——
Christensen 20043 17.6 9.1 182 206 2.4 178 2.0% -0.24 [[0.55,-0.13] .
Meyer 2009 19.87 11.85 320 2715 1001 TE T A% -0.63 [-0.85,-0.38] +—————

Ferini 2003 17.3 9 .86 29 23233 23 19 3 8% -0.62 [1.21,-0.02] +¥—————————
wenrnmark 20103 12.3 .3 29 16.6 v.ga z9 4.4% -0.56 [1.08,-0.03] +——
Subtotal (95% CI) 617 362 29.5% -0.60 [-0.83, -0.37] —i——

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.04; Chi®= 881, df=4 (P =007 IF= 55%
Testfor overall effect Z= 5.05 (P = 0.00001)

2.1.3 40's

Clarke 2002 21.3 121 144 23 14 T 8% -0.12 [-0.25, 0.10] ——
de Graar 20093 Z0.8 10.4 100 221 10.2 T.2% -015 0,42, 0.13] O
Ruwaard 2009 Q.8 6.5 26 15.6 T.B 3.8% -0.83 [1.42,-0.24]

Titow 2009a 1459 1112 46 2615 1014 5.1% -1.07 [1.53,-0.62] +——

Titow 2003k 15.29 9.81 41 Z615 1014 4.9% -1.08 [1.55,-0.61] +—

wan Straten 2002 20.9 10.2 107 26.2 10.5 T.2% -0.50 [[0.77, -0.22] —
wwarmerdam 2008a 179 1.7 28 258 10.4 B 8% -0.71 [-1.02,-0.40] +—=———

Subtotal (35% CI) 562 42 8% -0.59 [-0.88, -0.30] = —

Heterogeneity: Tau== 0.12; Chi== 31.24, df=6 (F < 0.00013; |
Testfor overall effect: Z=4.01 (P = 0.0001)

2.1.4 50's & more

Clarke 200593 18.2 12.8 va 22.3 13.8 100 B.9% -0.31 [[0.61, -0.00] —
Clarke 20050 19 131 20 22.3 13.8 100 B 9% -0.24 [-0.54, 0.05] — 1
Spek 2007a 11.97 8.05 102 14 46 1042 100 T.2% -0.27 [-0.54, 0.01] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 257 300 20.9% -0.27 [-0.44, -0.10] e
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=0.08, df= 2 (P = 0.96), F= 0%

Testfor averall effect: Z= 317 (P = 0.002)

Total (95% CI) 1519 1288 100.0% -0.48 [-0.63, -0.33] i

Heteropeneity: Tau®= 0.06; Chi*= 5117, df=15(F = 0.00001), IF= 71%
Test for overall effect: Z= 6.34 (P = 0.00001%
Testfor subaroup differences: Chi*= 1088, df= 3 (P =0.01% F= 72 4%

0.5 025 U 025 0.5
Favours experimental Favours control

K6 Hi CCBTvs < : TuESH—HAK (20 ], 30 K, 40 K. 50 KL
L) 12k BE. AERETHOBEENFEIRE (CCBT Bi% /i BE%)

Expernimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Evenits Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
2.2.1 20's
Clarke 2009 17 83 14 TT T.Aa 113 [0.60, 2.13]
Subtotal (95% CI} 83 Tr 7.5% 1.13 [D 31
Total ewvents 17 14
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=0.37 (P = 0.71)
2.2.2 30's
Andersson 2005 21 ST 11 &0 T.5% Z2.01 [1.07, 2.78] —
Christensen 20043 za 165 21 172 2.9% 1.49 [0.29, 2.51] T
heyer 2009 161 220 19 TE 10.5% Z2.01 [1.24, 2.02] —_
Perini 2009 a 27 1 18 1.5% G.00 [0.83, 43.37] T
enrnmark 201 0a & 29 4 29 3.3% 1.245 [0.37, 4149] N
Subtotal (95% CI} 598 361 31.8% 1.84 [1.40, 2.43] L 2
Total ewvents 225 568
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00, Chi*= 2. 68, df= 4 (P = 0.61); = 0%
Tes=t for overall effect: Z= 4 .36 (P = 0.0001)
2.2.3 40's
Clarke 2002 62 144 532 155 12.23% 1.28[1.05,1.82] ™
de Graaf 2009a 5 100 =1 103z 6% 0.26 [0.27, 2.72] T
Ruwaard 2009 2 el =) 2 12 1.9% 0.75 [0.14, 4.09] —
Titow 20033 5 46 1 40 1.2% 4.25 [0.52, 25.68] ]
Titow 2003k 2 41 1 40 1.2% 2.93 [0.22, 26.97] —
wan Straten 2008 26 107 10 106 T 2.58[1.31,5.07] -
wwarmerdam 20083 42 88 24 a7 10.5% 1.73[1.15, 2.549] —
Subtotal (95% CI} 562 549 37.8% 1.55 [1.25, 1.93] L
Total ewvents 152 ar
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00, Chi*T=612, df =6 {(P=0.41), IF= 2%
Tes=t for overall effect: Z= 3 .96 (P = 0.0001)
2.2.4 50's & more
Clarke 20053 zZ0 o 7 100 4.08[1.82,8.13] —
Clarke 2005k 19 20 7 100 2.29 [1.590, 7.67] —
Spek Z007a el 102 42 100 0.22 [0.57,1.16] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 252 300 215 [0.65, 7.15] ~i———
Total events 74 56
Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.01,; Chi*= 20.70, df= 2 (F = 0.00013;
Tes=t for overall effect: Z=1.25 (P =021
Total {(95% CI) 1495 1287 100.0% 1.68 [1.31, 2.16] L
Total ewvents 468 223
Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.11, Chi®= 33.53, df= 15 (P = 0.004); = 55% 'EI 01 Df1 ‘IID 1EIEI'

Tes=t for overall effect: Z= 4.05 (P = 0.0001)

Favours experimental Fawvours control
Test for subgroup differences: Chi®= 2. 46, df= 3 (P = 0.48), F= 0%
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7 E¥h CCBTvs W : TRAMAMM—SODEEEICLDHE. ABRKT
B0 S DEROEL

Experimental Control

5td. Mean Difference

5td. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
3.1.1 Mild

Clarke 2002 213 131 144 23 14 1485 T.8% -0.12 [-0.35,010] —
Ruwwaard 2009 9.8 6.5 36 1586 7B 18 38% -0.83 [1.42 -0.24] e —
Spek 2007a 11.97 8.05 102 1446 1042 100 7.2% -0.27 [0.54, 0.01] —]
Subtotal (95% CI) 282 273 18.8% -0.30 [-0.60, -0.01] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.04; Chi*= 4 89 df=2 (P =0.09); F= 59%

Test for overall effect Z= 2.02 (P = 0.04)

3.1.2 Moderate

Andersson 2005 12.2 6.8 a7 194 a.1 60 5.8% -0.97 [-1.358,-0.58] E—
Clarke 2009 8.6 T2 83 9.1 T Tv 6.7% -0.07 [-0.38, 0.24] I
de Graaf 200893 2006 104 100 224 1002 103 T2% -015 [-0.42, 013] I
Meyer 2009 1987 11.86 220 27145 1001 TE 7.5% -0.63 [-0.88,-0.28] —
Ferini 2009 17.3  9.86 289 2333 924 19 3.8% -0.62 [-1.21,-0.02]

Titow 200594 14459 1112 46 26145 1014 40 9.1% -1.07 [-1.53,-0.62]

Titow 200590 1529 9.8 41 26149 1014 40 4.9% -1.08 [-1.55,-0.61] .
Yenrnmark 2010a 12.3 T3 29 166 7.9 29 4.4% -0.56 [-1.08,-0.03] R
Subtotal (95% CI) 705 444 45.4% -0.62 [-0.91, -0.33] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.13; Chi*= 32.40, df=7 (P = 0.0001); P= 7&8%

Testfor overall effect Z=4.23 (P = 0.0001)

3.1.3 Severe

Christensen 20043 17.6 9.1 182 206 5.4 178 5.0% -0.34 [-0.5845,-0.13] -
Clarke 200593 182 128 ¥ 223 138 100 B6.9% -0.31 [-0.61, -0.00] I
Clarke 2005h 19 134 a0 223 138 100 6.9% -0.24 [-0.54, 0.05] —
van Straten 2008 2089 108 107 262 1048 106 T.2% -0.50 [0.77,-0.22] —
Warmerdam 2008a 179 117 g8 258 104 a7 6.8% -0.71 [-1.02,-0.40] ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 532 571 35.8% -0.41 [-0.56, -0.26] &>
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.01; Chi*=618 df=4 (P=019);, F= 35%

Testfor overall effect 2= 533 (P = 0.00001)

Total (95% Cl) 1519 1288 100.0% -0.48 [-0.63, -0.33] <&
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.06; Chi*= 5117, df=15{P =< 0.00001); F=71% 711 7D= s b D=5 1=

Testfor averall effect: Z2=6.34 (P = 0.00001)
Testfor subgroup differences: Chi*=2.44, df= 2 (P =030}, F=18.0%

Favours experimental

Favours control

8 H¥ CCBTvs X3 THHESIT -5 OOEEEICLSE. BRRET
FRrDBEEXEIRE (CCBT B /xHBE# %)

Risk Ratio

, Random, 95% CI

Risk Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% CI

Experimental Control
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H
3.2.1 Mild
Clarke 2002 GS 144 53 189 12.3%
Ruwaard 2009 3 36 2 18 1.9%
Spek 2007a 35 102 42 100 11.3%
Subtotal (95% CI) 282 273  25.5%
Total events 108 =
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.09; Chi*= 545, df =2 (P =0.07); F= 63%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.23 (P =0.82)
3.2.2 Moderate
Andersson 2005 el a7 11 11 7.A%
Clarke 2009 17 a3 14 T 7.0%
de Graaf 200%9a 3 100 6 103 3.6%
Meyer 2009 161 320 19 FE  10.8%
Ferini 2009 9 27 1 18 1.9%
Titov 2009 a5 45 1 40 1.2%
Titow 2009k 3 41 1 40 1.2%
Wenrnmark 201 0a 5 29 4 29 2.3%
Subtotal (95% CI) TO3 4473 36.4%
Total events 228 a7
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 6.71, df= 7 (F = 0.46); "= 0%
Test for owerall effect: Z= 3.97 (P = 0.0001)
3.2.3 Severe
Christensen 20043 29 165 21 178 8.9%
Clarke 20053 20 7o T 100 5.8%
Clarke 2005h 19 80 T 100 5.7%
wan Straten 2008 26 107 10 106 A%
warmerdam 2008a 42 88 24 87 10.459%
Subtotal (95% CI) 510 571  381%
Total events 138 53

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 007, Chi*=8.92, df=4 (P=014); F= 42%
Test for owverall effect: Z=4.35 (P = 0.0001)

Total (95% CI)
Total events 468 223

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.11; Chi*= 33.53, df= 15 (P = 0.004); = 55%
Test for overall effect: Z= 4.05 (P = 0.0001)

Test for subaroup differences: Chi*= 651, df=2 (P =004, F=69.3%

1495 1287 100.0%

21

1.38[1.05,1.82]
0.75[0.14, 4.09]
0.82 [0.57,1.16]
1.05 [0.67, 1.65]

2.01 [1.07, 3.78]
113 [0.60,2.13]
0.86 [0.27, 2.72]
2.01 [1.234, 3.02]
£.00 [0.83, 43.37]
4.35 [0.53, 3563
2.93 [0.32, 26.97]
1.25 [0.37, 4.19]
1.75 [1.33, 2.30]

1.49 [0.89, 2.51]
4.02[1.82,013)]
3.39 [1.50, 7 .67
252 [1.31, 5.07]
1.73[1.15, 2.59]
2.22 [1.55, 3.18]

1.62 [1.31, 2.16]

T

+

-
-

‘
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Favours experimental

\
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Favours control



K9 Bk CCBTvs B : TRBEAMMT—VILFAT s THEDEEIZLS
£, AERTEO S 2QERORD

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 50 Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
4.1.1 With Multimedia
Christensen 2004a 17.6 91 182 206 a4 178 8.0% -0.34 [F0.55,-0.13] —_
de Graaf 20093 206 104 100 221 102 103 T.2% -015[F0.42,013] T
Meyer 2009 19.87 1185 320 2715 1001 TE T.5% -0.63 [0.88,-0.38] —_—
Spek 2007a 1197 8058 102 1448 1042 100 T.2% -0.27 [0.54, 0.01] |
Warmerdam 2008a 178 1.7 88 258 104 ar B.5% -0.71 F1.02,-0.40] —
Subtotal {95% Cl) 792 544  36.6% -0.41 [-0.61, -0.22] S
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.03; Chi*=11.59, df=4 (P=0.02), F= 65%
Testfor overall effect: Z=4.08 (P =< 0.0001)
4.1.2 Without Multimedia
Andersson 2005 12.2 6.8 57 184 8.1 1] 5.8% -0.87 [1.35,-0.58] —
Clarke 2002 21.3 131 144 23 14 1485 T.8% -012 [0.35,0.10] T
Clarke 2005a 18.2 128 78 223 138 100 B.9% -0.31 [F0.61, -0.00] ]
Clarke 2005k 18 131 80 223 138 100 B.9% -0.24 [F0.54, 0.058] /T
Clarke 2009 8.6 72 a3 9.1 7 77 B.7% -0.07 [0.38, 0.24] T
Ferini 2009 17.3  9.86 29 2333 8929 19 3.8% -0.62 F1.21,-0.02] — ]
Ruwaard 2009 9.8 6.5 36 158 76 18 3.8% -083F142,-024) ———————
Titov 2008a 14588 1112 46 2614 1014 40 5.1% -1.07 F1.583,-082] ———
Titow 20080 1528 981 41 26145 1014 40 4.9% -1.08F1.55,-081] ———
van Straten 2008 208 108 107 262 105 106 T.2% -0.50 FO.77,-0.22] I
venrnmark 2010a 12.3 ] 29 168 74 29 4.4% -0.56 [-1.08,-0.03] — ]
Subtotal {95% Cl) 727 744 63.4% -0.54 [-0.76, -0.32] 4
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.10; Chi*=39.52, df=10 (F = 0.0001);, F=75%
Testfor overall effect: 2= 4.81 (P = 0.00001)
Total {95% Cl) 1519 1288 100.0% -0.48 [-0.63, -0.33] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.06; ChiF=51.17, df=15 (P = 0.00001); F=71% 51 —DIS b 055 15
Testfor overall effect: 2= 6.34 (P = 0.00001) Favours experirﬁental Favours cantral

Testfor subgroup differences: Chi*= 067, df=1 (P=0413, F=0%

10 B¥ CCBTvs B : TABIMMT—ILFAT 1 7THEOERICEK
%, ABERTHOBREHEEME (CCBT Bi%/xtBEE%)

Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
4.2.1 With Multimedia
Christensen 20043 29 164 21 178 2.9% 1.49[0.89, 2.51] T
de Graaf 200%9a 3 100 6 103 3.6% 0.86 [0.27, 2.72] [ E—
Weyer 2009 161 320 19 TE O 10.8% 2.01 [1.24, 3.02] —
Spek 2007a 35 102 42 100 11.3% 0.82 [0.87,1.18] -
Warmerdam 2008a 42 a8 24 287 10.8% 1.73[1.145, 2.949] —_
Subtotal (95% CI) 775 544  44.9% 1.36 [0.91, 2.03] »>
Total events 72 112
Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.14, Chi*=13.82, df=4 (P =0.008); F=71%
Test for overall effect. Z=1.50{F =013}
4.2.2 Without Multimedia
Anderssaon 20045 21 av 11 G0 7.a% 2.01 [1.07, 3.78] —
Clarke 2002 68 144 83 1485 12.3% 1.38 [1.05,1.83] ™=
Clarke 2005a 20 70 7 100 5.8% 4.08[1.83,9.13] —
Clarke 2005h 19 20 7 100 5.7% 3.39[1.80, 7.67] E—
Clarke 2009 17 a3 14 77 7.a% 113 [0.60, 2.13] 1T
Ferini 2009 9 27 1 18 1.9% 6.00 [0.83, 43.37] b
Ruwaard 2009 3 36 2 18 1.9% 0.75[0.14, 4.09] I
Titow 2009a 3 46 1 40 1.3% 4.35 [0.53, 35.68] ]
Titow 2009b 3 41 1 40 1.2% 2.93[0.32, 26.97] —
wan Straten 2008 26 107 10 106 T1% 2.88[1.31,5.07] —
Yenrnmark 2010a 3 29 4 249 3.3% 1.25[0.37, 4.149] I —
Subtotal (95% CI) 720 743 551% 1.99 [1.42, 2.77] L 2
Total events 196 111
Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.11, Chi*=17.07, df =10 {P=0.07); F= 41%
Test for overall effect: Z=4.03 (P = 0.00013
Total (95% CI) 1495 1287 100.0% 1.68 [1.31, 2.16] »
Total events 468 223
Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.11; Chi®= 33,53, df =15 (P = 0.004); F= 55% 'D.D1 Df'l 1-0 100-

Test for overall effect: Z=4.05 (P = 0.00013

Test for subaroup differences: Chi®=2.02, df=1 (P =016, F=50.4%

22

Favours experimental

Favours control
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(DMcCrone et al.(2004)

@Gerhards et al.(2010)

@Warmerdam et al.(2010)

GTE AT | MR T e —TF E B XIS A | MR T e —TF LB AR AR e, BH WS T 7" 1 — T & okl 5h B 25 il
AW BRSO E B RXE | XV & B b Tz B R & B R A%
SR ST
VIWN CCBTHIMF IR X BRI CCBT xf CCBT-HilTAM xf WA CCBT X%f = Ea—Hfifick 5RE
e D S i e
T =2 | AR TRE, 774~V | - BAOS AT TERRICE > THES D~V A7 | BRRICE D P ABH, ~V 2778 &
FTRRE., D2 T —E A THEM CGEYRIEOERRE, (UBRER, MEEH LV | aX b, BEOLFBEORMSH, KES
TEEHEY) ., Yoo EFYy—e 2 L STEFEREITMAZ T, CCBT Fu I h~Dur A | KRENT & 2 EPEME TIC L 52 A INE
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