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Supplementary file 3
Sensitivity analyses best-worst and worst-best scenarios Quality of life and diabetes distress


Quality of life, end of intervention (experimental (best), control (worst))
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Quality of life, end of intervention (experimental (worst), control (best))
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Quality of life, longest follow-up (experimental (best), control (worst))
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Quality of life, longest follow-up (experimental (worst), control (best))
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Diabetes distress, end of intervention (experimental (best), control (worst))
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Diabetes distress, end of intervention (experimental (worst), control (best))
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Diabetes distress, longest follow-up (experimental (best), control (worst))

[image: ]


Diabetes distress, longest follow-up (experimental (worst), control (best))
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