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Figure S1  All interventions compared to control – mortality outcomes
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[bookmark: _Toc497133128]Figure S2 All interventions compared to control – quality of life
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[bookmark: _Toc497133130]Figure S4  Dementia specific interventions compared to control – mortality
[image: ]
Note studies with 0% are not dementia specific interventions.

[bookmark: _Toc497133131]Figure S5  Dementia specific interventions compared to control – quality of life
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Note studies with 0% are not dementia specific interventions.

[bookmark: _Toc497133132]Figure S6  Restorative interventions compared to control – RAC admissions
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Note studies with 0% are not restorative interventions.
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