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Supplement 4
Effects of suspected perpetrator on the probability of child protection procedures (CPS

involved, report to LE) and therapeutic interventions during the FU period.

CPS involved
Suspected type of perpetrator n % OR (95% Cl) p
Parent yes 72 94 2.446 (0.677 to0 9.212) 0.17
Parent no 30 83 =
Parent unknown 14 30 0.462 (0.12 to 1.755) 0.252
Reported to LE
Suspected type of perpetrator n % OR (95% Cl) p
Parent yes 36 48 0.420 (0.159 to 1.044) 0.068
Parent no 25 69 =
Parent unknown 5 25 0.151(0.038 to 0.518) 0.004
Therapeutic intervention during FU period**
Suspected type of perpetrator n % OR (95% Cl) p
Parent yes 48 65 0.344 (0.091 to 1.055) 0.081
Parent no 30 88 =
Parent unknown 17 81 0.821 (0.16 to 4.615) 0.811

*

There were patients with more than one type of suspected CM. Therefore, the total
number of suspected CM types exceeds the total number of patients.
> For 8 patients (5.8%) it was unclear whether a report to LE was filed. For 10 patients

(7.1%) it was unclear whether they had received therapeutic interventions during the FU

period.
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