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CASP - Qualitative Studies Checklist
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D1: Aim Judgement

D2: Method i
D3: Design ‘ Poor quality
D4: Recruitment - i i
D5: Data collection Fairiquality
D6: Relationship researcher-participant ‘ Good quality
D7: Ethics

D8: Analysis rigour
D9: Clear findings

aThe response categories C= Can’t tell and N=No were collapsed to no, < two “no” = good quality, < three “no” = fair quality
and < three “no” = poor quality. PRobvis?® was used to create visual quality assessment tables.

Sagen JS, et al. BMJ Open Qual 2023; 12:€002309. doi: 10.1136/bmjog-2023-002309



Supplemental material

BMJ Publishing Group Limited (BMJ) disclaims all liability and responsibility arising from any reliance
placed on this supplemental material which has been supplied by the author(s) BMJ Open Qual

Primary study

CASP - Randomised Controlled Trial Checklist

D1
D2
D3
D4
D5
D6
D7
D8
D9

: Aim

: Random

: All accounted for?
: methods

: Groups similar?

: level of care?

: Effects

: Precision

: Harms

Judgement
‘ Poor quality
. Good quality

aThe response categories C= Can’t tell and N=No were collapsed to no, < two “no” = good quality, < three “no” = fair quality
and < three “no” = poor quality. PRobvis?®> was used to create visual quality assessment tables.

Primary study

Mixed Methods Appraisal Tool (MMAT), version 2018, category 5, Mixed methods

D1: Aim

D2: Data

D3: Adequate rationale
D4: Effectively integrated
D5: Outputs

D6: Divei

rgences and inconsistencies

Judgement

. Poor quality
- Fair quality

. Good quality

D7: Do the different components of the study adhere to the quality criteria

aThe response categories C= Can’t tell and N=No were collapsed to no, < two “no” = good quality, < three “no” = fair quality
and < three “no” = poor quality. PRobvis?®> was used to create visual quality assessment tables.
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Primary study

aThe response categories C= Can’t tell and N=No were collapsed to no, < two “no” = good quality, < three “no” = fair quality

Mixed Methods Appraisal Tool (MMAT), version 2018, category 4, Quantitative descriptive
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D1: Aim Judgement
D2: Data i
D3: Sampling strategy relevant . Poor quality

D4: Representative

D5: Appropriate measurements
D6: Low risk of nonresponse bias . Good quality
D7: Appropriate statistical analysis

= Fair quality

and < three “no” = poor quality. PRobvis?® was used to create visual quality assessment tables.
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