Online Resource 2: Text accompanying subgroup analyses
Randomized controlled trial of adding telephone follow-up to an occupational rehabilitation program to increase work participation.
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Demography
Figure 4.

Trajectory for work participation
Subgroup: Female
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Figure 5a. Figure 5b.

Trajectory for work participation Trajectory for work participation
Subgroup: Age 36 years or older Subgroup: Age under 36 years old
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Demography

Figure 6a. Figure 6b.

Trajectory for work participation
Subgroup: Higher education

Trajectory for work participation
Subgroup: Lower education
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Work and benefits

Figure 7a.
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Trajectory for work participation
Subgroup: Sickness benefit
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Trajectory for work participation
Subgroup: Unemployed
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e 8b.

Trajectory for work participation
Subgroup: Work assessment allowance
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Health related factors

Figure 9a. Figure 9b.

Trajectory for work participation Trajectory for work participation
Subgroup: Mental disorder Subgroup: Somatic disorder
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