Table A13. Matched and Adjusted Emotional/Behavioral Function in LT Compared to MM

Outcome  Analysis Method Liver Transplant Treatment Effect
Difference  95% C1 p-value
CBCL Internalizing (LT=20, MM=18)

Unadjusted 19 -84,12.2 0.71

Raw Matched (ATT)
. T
Propensity Score Adjusted 88 -8.9,265 077
Ridge Matched and Adjusted*® <
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CBCL Externalizing (LT=20, MM=18)
Unadjusted -19 -114,75 0.68

Raw Matched (ATT)
.
Propensity Score Adjusted -29 <17.4,116 0.7
Ridge Matched and Adjusted®
81 -6.0,22.1 026 "
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*in addition to propensity scores, results are adjusted for index age and age assessed.
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