Figure 1 Boxplots of total SDQ score for included children across all years, by

deprivation (Glasgow SIMD) quintile, age group, gender and year. The width of each

boxplotis proportional to the number of children in the corresponding category.
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Figure 1 Median Glasgow SIMD quintile (upper plot)and median total S0 score

(lower plot) for each electoral ward

-5 (least deprived)

1 (most deprived)




Figure 2 Map of Glasgow City split into electoral wards, with the colours representing
the percentage of children living in each ward who had ‘abnormal’ SDQ score (total
216; conduct problemsz4, hyperactivity2?, prosocial behaviour=4, peer problemsz5,

emotional symptomsz26)
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Figure 4 Unexplained variation in total 500 across electoral wards in terms of mean
ward-level model residuals, following adjustment for age group, gender, Glasgow
SIMD quintile, year of primary school entry and pre-school establishment ‘Average
score' means that on average the total 500 score inthe ward is as expected based on
its demographic s; while wards that are worse/better than average have worse/better
500 scores than expected based on their covariates




Figure 5 E flects estimates for the impact of individual and datazone level covariates

on total 500
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Web Table 1 Baseline characteristics (N (%)) of children excluded from the analysis,

overall and by year of entry to primary school SIMD missing 9231 361 419 151 Statutory parental

supervision status

All 2010 2011 2012

Sleastdeprived)  STG74%) 000%)  SSG83N 00 missing 393 0 393 0
N 1075 308 = i 4 BAT  2086% BAGED 00 Under statutory
parental
Age missing 13 8 3 o 3 290197%)  3(429%)  26(18.6%) 00 supervision 1B(6% 14(33%)  3(18%)  8(53%)
Under
443 44041%) U (58%) 22(40%) 1(0.7%) 2 22 (15.0%) 0(0.0%) 20(15.7%) 00 statiory Not under siatutory
Clasgow parental parental
453 479(43.0%) 167 (46.4%) 232 (41.3%) SIMD quintle 1 (mostdeprived)  16(109%) 2(28.6%) 14(100%)  00) supervision  supervision 660 (96.4%) 354 (96.2%) 163 (98.2%) 143 (94.7%)
543 438(45.8%) 157 (43.6%) 230(45.1%) e Wi i it g
Agelyears) >33 HOI% 15@2%) 3004%)  2(60%) Whits-UK 236(022%) 19(832%) 83 (0% T2(632%)
Gender missing e o 3 o Ethnicity  Other 16(168%) 33(Q80%) 42 (36.8%)
H 378(50.7%) 190 (53.1%) 108(458%) 0(53.0%) o
siatutory Statutory parental
S 0B A T TG TG
Gender M 367(49.3%) 168 (46.9%) 128(542%) 71(47.0%) e P
supervision  missing 393 0 393 0
‘Web Table 2 Ward for all 3 years together. ‘Locality
weighting’ is a standardised score representing the overall demographic distribution
for the ward (dependent on age, gender, deprivation and under statutory parental
supervision). The mean score is 0, while a negative score is represents fewer ‘bad’
characteristics than average, and a positive score represents more ‘bad’
characteristics than average. ‘High deprivation' represents the percentage of
datazones in the ward that are inthe most deprived two Glasgow SIMD quintiles (i.e.
should be 40% on average) and ‘outside normal age range’ is defined as <4.5 or >5.5
years
Govan 535% 59% 02 Southside Central 55.4% 74%
Under )
Outside Locality
High s Greater Pollok 519% 6.1% 49.5% 28% 01 Springbuea 36.4% 45% 685% 20%
Ward Boy  normal age © weightng
deprivation  parental -
range Hillhead 293% 128% 168% 25% 11 value 032 <001 <001 0.50
supervision
Anderston City 513% 74% 26.5% 0.8% 08 Langside 8.3% 0.0% 18% 20
Baillieston 502%  62% 10.4% 28% 00 e 6% e . 02
Calton 33.6% 3.0% 87.7% 3.0% 18 Maryhill'Kelvin 513% 10.0% 480% 20% 0.1
ol BT 7% 55% o e Newlands Auldbum 104% 9.4% 380% 21% 04
Sreigion Tan 0% Y 6% o8 North East 303% 53% 739% 21% 10
Drumchapel Anniesland  514%  7.0% 619% 24% 06 etk West Sk o I e =
fast Centre Sa0% 3% 1% 5% 08 Pollokshiclds 521% 3.9% 141% 14% 14
Garscadden'Scotstounhill  32.4% 81% 19% 201 Shettleston 6.0% 49.7% 2% 03




