
 Id Title Authors names 

Number 
of male 
authors

Number 
of female 
authors 

Number of 
authors with 
non 
identified sex 

Corresponding 
author Institution Country Year language 

S1 Development of a checklist to assess the quality of reporting of knowledge translation interventions using the Workgroup for Intervention Development and Evaluation Research (WIDER) recommendationsAlbrecht,  Lauren  ; Archibald,   Mandy  ; Arseneau,   Danielle  ; Scott,  D   Shannon0 4 0  Scott, Shannon D University of Alberta canada 2013 English
S2 Evaluating the public health impact of health promotion interventions: the RE-AIM framework.Glasgow, Russell; Vogt, Thomas; Boles, Shawn 3 0 0 Glasgow, Russell E AMC Cancer Research CenterUSA 1999 English
S3 A framework for scaling up health interventions: lessons from large-scale improvement initiatives in Africa.Barker, PM  ;Reid, A  ;Schall, MW  ; 1 2 0 Barker, Pierre M Institute for Healthcare Improvement; 2.University of North Carolina at Chapel HillUSA 2016 english
S4 Protecting the power of interventions through proper reportingVicki S,  Conn ; Patricia S,  Groves ; 0 2 0 Conn, Vicki S University of MissouriUSA 2011 English
S5 Improving the reporting quality of nonrandomized evaluations of behavioral and public health interventions: the TREND statementDes Jarlais, Don C.  ;Lyles, Cynthia ;Crepaz, Nicole22 4 0  Des Jarlais, Don C Beth Israel Medical Center, Chemical Dependency InstituteUSA 2004 English
S6 Standardization of quality initiative reporting Duncan, James, R. ;Larson, David, B. ;Kruskal, Jonathan, B3 0 0 Kruska, Jonathan B Beth Israel Deaconess Medical CenterUSA 2013 English

S7 Reviewing evidence on complex social interventions: appraising implementation in systematic reviews of the health effects of organisational-level workplace interventionsEgan, M ; Bambra, C ; Petticrew, M ; Whitehead, M2 2 0 Egan, M University of GlasgowUK 2008 English
S8 Reporting guidelines for implementation and operational researchHales, Simon ;Lesher-Trevino, Ana ;Ford, nathan ;Maher, Dermot ;Ramsay, Andrew; Tran, Nhan5 1 0 Hales, Simon  World Health OrganizationSwitzerland 2016 English
S9 Reporting standards for studies of tailored interventionsHarrington, nancy Grant ;noar, Seth M 1 1 0 Harrington, nancy Grant University of KentuckyUSA 2012 English
S10 Better reporting of interventions: template for intervention description and replication (TIDieR) checklist and guideHoffmann, Tammy C ;Barbour, Virginia  ;Johnston, Marie  ;Glasziou, Paul P ;Boutron, Isabelle ; Perera, Rafael ; Moher, David ; Kadoorie, Sarah E Lamb;Dixon-Woods, Mary  ;McCulloch, Peter  ;Phelan, An-Wen Chan ;Milne, Ruairidh Altman, Douglas G; Macdonald, Helen ; Wyatt, Jeremy C; Michie, Susan 8 8 0 Hoffmann, Tammy CBond University UK 2014 English
S11 Reporting on innovative public health interventionsHuston, Patricia 0 1 0 Huston, Patricia Canadian Journal of Public Healthcanada 2003 English
S12 Programme Reporting Standards (PRS) for improving the reporting of sexual, reproductive, maternal, newborn, child and adolescent health programmesKågesten, Anna E. ;Tunçalp, Özge  ;Portela, Anayda  ;Ali, Moazzam  ;Tran, Nhan ; Gülmezoglu, A. Metin3 3 0 Tunçalp, Özge World Health OrganizationSwitzerland 2017 English
S13 Reporting of context and implementation in studies of global health interventions: a pilot studyLuoto Jill ;Shekelle Paul G ;Maglione Margaret A ;Johnsen Breanne ;Perry Tanja1 4 0 Luoto, Jill RAND Corporation USA 2014 English
S14 The Oxford Implementation Index: a new tool for incorporating implementation data into systematic reviews and meta-analysesMontgomery P ;Underhill K ;Gardner F ;Operario D ;Mayo-Wilson E3 2 0 Montgomery, P Centre for Evidence-Based Intervention, University of OxfordUK 2013 English
S15 A Framework for Enhancing the Value of Research for Dissemination and ImplementationNeta Gila ;Glasgow Russell ;Carpenter Christopher ;Grimshaw Jeremy ;Rabin Borsika; Fernandez Maria; Brownson Ross; ,   4 3 0 Neta, Gila National Cancer Institute, National Institutes of HealthUSA 2014 English

S16 Development of a framework for reporting health service models for managing rheumatoid arthritisO’Donnell Siobhan ;Li Linda C ;King Judy ;Lauzon Chantal ;Finn Heather; M Theodora p; Vlieland Vliet; ,   0 7 0  Li, Linda C. Arthritis Research Centre of Canada, 2. University of British Columbiacanada 2010 English
S17 SQUIRE 2.0 (Standards for QUality Improvement Reporting Excellence): Revised publication guidelines from a detailed consensus process.Ogrinc G; Davies L; Goodman D; Batalden PB; Davidoff F; Stevens D4 2 0 Ogrinc, G White River Junction VA Medical Center, The Dartmouth Institute for Health Policy and Clinical PracticeUSA 2016 English
S18 Guidelines for reporting evaluations based on observational methodologyMariona, Portell  ;Anguera, M. Teresa ;Chacón-Moscoso, Salvador  ;Sanduvete-Chaves, Susana  1 3 0 Portell, Mariona Universitat Autònoma de BarcelonaSpain 2015 English
S19 Implementation strategies: recommendations for specifying and reportingProctor, Enola K ;Powell, Byron J ;McMillen, J Curtis2 1 0 Proctor, Enola K Washington University in St. LouisUSA 2013 English
S20 Economic evaluations of public health implementation-interventions: a systematic review and guideline for practiceReeves, p.  ;Edmunds, K.  ;Searles, A.  ;Wiggers, J.  2 2 0 Reeves, P University of NewcastleAustralia 2019 English
S21 Is reporting on interventions a weak link in understanding how and why they work? A preliminary exploration using community heart health exemplarsRiley, Barbara L ;MacDonald, JoAnne  ;Mansi, Omaima  ;Kothari, Anita  ;Kurtz, Donna ; vonTettenborn, Linda I; Edwards, nancy C;   0 7 0 Riley, Barbara L University of Waterloocanada 2008 English
S22 Reporting guidelines for implementation research on nurturing care interventions designed to promote early childhood developmentYousafzai, Aisha K ;Aboud, Frances E. ;nores, Milagros  ;Kaur, Raghbir 0 4 0 Yousafzai, Aisha K. Harvard University USA 2018 English
S23 A reporting guide for implementation science articlesCCDR na na na na Canada Communicable Disease Report (CCDR)canada 2016 English
S24 A guide to scaling up population health interventionsMilat, Andrew J ; Newson, Robyn ; King, Lesley ; Rissel, Chris ; Wolfenden, Luke ; Bauman, Adrian ; Redmanc, Sally ; Giffin, Michael 5 3 0  Milat, Andrew J NSW Ministry of HealthAustralia 2016 English
S25 Standards for Reporting Implementation Studies (StaRI) StatementPinnock, Hilary ; Barwick, Melanie ; Carpenter, Christopher r ; Eldridge, Sandra ; Grandes, Gonzalo ; Griffiths, Chris J ; Rycroft-Malone, Jo ; Meissner, Paul ; Murray, Elizabeth ; Patel, Anita ; Sheikh, Aziz ; Taylor, Stephanie J C 5 7 0 Pinnock, H University of EdinburghUK 2017 English
S26 Guide for Monitoring Scale-up of Health Practices and InterventionsAdamou, Bridgit ; Curran, Jen ; Wilson, Lucy ; Dagadu, nana Apenem ; Jennings, Victoria ; Lundgren, Rebecka ; Kiesel, Rachel ; Hardee, Karen0 8 0 na MEASURE Evaluation PRHUSA 2014 English
S27 Evaluating the scale-up for maternal and child survival: a common frameworkBryce, Jennifer ; Victora, Cesar G ; Boermac, Ties ; Petersa, David H ; Black, Robert E4 1 0  Bryce, Jennifer Johns Hopkins UniversityUSA 2011 English
S28 Every Newborn: health-systems bottlenecks and strategies to accelerate scale-up in countriesDickson, Kim E ; Simen-Kapeu, Aline ; Kinney, Mary V ; Huicho, Luis ; Vesel, Linda ; Lackritz, Eve ; Johnson, Joseph de Graft ; von Xylander, Severin ; Rafique, Nuzhat ; Sylla, Mariame ; Mwansambo, Charles ; Daelmans, Bernadette ; Lawn, Joy E 4 9 0 Dickson, Kim E UNICEF USA 2014 English
S29 Scaling Impact: Innovation for the Public Good McLean, Robert ; Gargani, John 2 0 0 na IDRC canada 2019 English
S30 Pathways for scaling up public health interventionsIndig, Devon ; Lee, Karen ; Grunseit, Anne ; Milat, Andrew ; Bauman, Adrian 2 3 0  Indig, Devon University of Sydney Australia 2017 English
S31 Beginning with the end in mind: planning pilot projects and other programmatic research for successful scaling upWHO na na na na WHO-ExpandNet Switzerland 2011 English
S32 The MAPS toolkit: mHealth assessment and planning for scaleWHO na na na na World Health OrganizationSwitzerland 2015 English
S33 Ten dimensions of scaling up reproductive health programs : an introduction (report) | UNESCO HIV and Health Education ClearinghouseUS Agency for International Development and Management Sciences for Healthna na na na US Agency for International Development and Management Sciences for HealthUSA 2002 English
S34 Scaling up health service delivery: from pilot innovations to policies and programmesSimmons, Ruth; Fajans, Peter;  Ghiron Laura 1 2 0 na WHO Switzerland 2007 English
S35 An approach to rapid scale up Using HIV/AIDS treatment and care as an exampleWHO na na na na WHO Switzerland 2014 English
S36 Scaling Up Global Health Interventions: A Proposed Framework for SuccessYamey, Gavin 1 0 0 Gavin Yamey Evidence-to-Policy Initiative, Global Health GroupUSA 2011 English
S37 Scaling Up—From Vision to Large-Scale Change A Management Framework for PractitionersLarry, Cooley; Richard, Kohl; Rajani, R. Ved 2 1 0 na Management Systems InternationalUSA 2016 English
S38 A model for scale up of family health innovations in low-income and middle income settings: a mixed methods study Elizabeth H, Bradley; Leslie A, Curry; Lauren A, Taylor; Sarah Wood, Pallas; Kristina, Talbert-Slagle; Christina,  Yuan; Ashley, Fox; Dilpreet, Minhas; Dana Karen, Ciccone; David, Berg; Rafael, Pérez-Escamilla2 9 0 Elizabeth H, BradleyYale University USA 2012 English
S39 Scale up of services for mental health in low-income and middle-income countriesJulian, Eaton; Layla, mcCay; Maya, Semrau; Sudipto, Chatterjee; Florence, Baingana; Ricardo, Araya; Christina, Ntulo; Graham, Thornicroft; Shekhar, Saxena;5 4 0 Julian, Eaton CBM International Nigeria 2011 English



name of the Guideline Acronym Extension
Main 
Guideline objectives Aim of the guideline

Reporting 
guideline for 
implementation 
studies 

Reporting 
guideline for 
scaling up 
studies 

Guideline to design 
or conduct scaling 
up studies 

Type of 
study other Checklist

Comment 
checklist

Workgroup for IntervenƟonWIDER no na This arƟcle describes one soluƟon to idenƟfyprovide a framework to idenƟfy and provideyes no no na yes Table 1
reach, efficacy, adoption, implementation, and maintenance (RE-AIM) evaluation frameworkRE-AIM no na RE-AIM provides a framework for determining what programs are worth sustained investment and for identifying those that work in real-world environments.  conceptualize the public health impact of an intervention as a function of 5 factors: reach, efficacy, adoption, implementation, and maintenance.no no yes na yes http://www.re-aim.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/checklistdimensions.pdf
na na no na we describe a framework for taking health interventions to full scale, and we use two large-scale improvement initiatives in Africa to illustrate the framework in actiona framework for taking health interventions to full scaleno no yes na no na
na na no na This article provides guidance for completely describing interventions in research reports to facilitate efficient forward scientific progress and to provide empirical evidence for practice.discusses intervention elements that researchers should report, how to report them, and how the nursing profession should evaluate them.yes no no na yes Table 1
Transparent Reporting of Evaluations with nonrandomized Designs (TREND) statement.TREND no na  present the iniƟal versionof the Transparent ReporƟngThese guidelines emphasize the reporting of theories used and descriptions of intervention and comparison conditions, research design, and methods of adjusting for possible biases in evaluation studies that use nonrandomized designs.yes no no na yes table 1
na na no na intends to standardize the way in which quality initiative manuscripts are constructed and thus the way in which quality improvement projects are describedfacilitate the preparation and conversion of quality improvement storyboard presentations into published manuscriptsyes no no na yes page 374

na na no na To appraise the quality of reporting of implementation and applied this tool to four systematic reviews of complex intervention evaluations affecting the workplaceto appraise the reporting of implementation in primary studiesyes no no na yes table 2
na na no na describe the development of reporting guidelines for implementation and operational researchEnhancing research quality and transparencyyes no no na yes Table 2
Reporting standards for studies of tailored interventionsna no na The objective of this manuscript is to report recommendations for studies of tailored interventionsrecommendations for tailored intervention reporting standards in four stepsyes no no na yes table 1

 Template forintervenƟon descripƟon and replicaƟonTIDieR yes CONSORT SPIRITdescribes the methods used to develop and obtain consensus for this checklist and, foreach item, provides an explanation, elaboration, and examples of good reporting.The overarching purpose of the TIDieR checklist is to prompt authors to describe interventions in sufficient detail to allow their replicationyes no no na yes table 1
Reviewer Guidelines for Reports of Public Health Interventionsna no na The present article identifies the key fea- tures of a good report of a public health intervention, primarily to inform prospec- tive authors on how to prepare such reports, but also to guide reviewers in eval- uating themto offer a structured, yet stimulating addition to the journal, to inform and challenge current and future public health practiceyes no no na yes table 1
Programme Reporting Standards (PRS) for improving the reporting of sexual, reproductive, maternal, newborn, child and adolescent health programmesPRS no na  present results from these steps and introduce the PRS version 1.0 to provide guidance for complete and accurate reporting on the design, implementation, monitoring and evaluation processes of SRMNCAH programmesyes no no na yes Table 5
Global framework implementation criteria for pilot testna no na to assess the current state of reporting of context and implementation in studies of global health interventions to improve the design, conduct, and reporting of global health interventions to better enable decision-makers to make sound, evidence-based decisionsyes no no na yes table 1
The Oxford Implementation Indexna no na This article presents a new tool that helps systematic reviewers extract and compare implementation data across primary trials to idenƟfy aconceptual framework to assist systemaƟc reviewers in the idenƟficaƟon of data related toyes no no na yes table1 
na na no na (1) to present and discuss implicaƟons of thehighlights the domains required to enhance the value of dissemination and implementation research for end user//(1) to present and discuss implications of the framework, organized by different steps in the research process; (2) to highlight areas that are underreported, but would substantially enhance the value of research for end users with the end goal of improving population health; and (3) to compare concepts in existing reporting guidelines to our framework.yes no no na no na

Framework for reporting health service delivery models for managing rheumatoid arthritisna no na The purpose of this study was to develop a reporting framework for health service models in RA care   to facilitate knowledge exchange among clinicians, researchers, and decision makers in the area of health service delivery.yes no no na yes Table 2
Standards for QUality Improvement Reporting ExcellenceSQUIRE 2.0 no na This article describes the development and content of SQUIRE 2.0SQUIRE 2.0 is intended for reporting the range of methods used to improve healthcare, recognising that they can be complex and multidimensional. It provides common ground to share these discoveries in the scholarly literatureyes no no na yes Table 1
Guidelines for Reporting Evaluations based on Observational MethodologyGREOM no na The aim of this study thus was to draw up a set of proposed guidelines for reporting evaluations based on observational methodology.a set of guidelines we propose for specifi cally reporting evaluations based on observational methodology.yes no no na yes Table 1
na na no na   address the challenges of specifying and reporting implementation strategies   to improve the reporting of implementation strategies in research studies and to stimulate further identification of elements pertinent to implementation strategies that should be included in reporting guidelines for implementation strategies.yes no no na yes Table 1
na na no na  The purpose of this study was to assess the extent to which economic evaluations have been applied to implementation interventions in public health. conduct and reporting of economic evaluations of implementation interventions in public health.yes no no na yes Table 6
na na no na this article presents preliminary findings of intervention reporting in the published literature using community heart health exemplars as case examples.we present a set of propositions that reflects best practices for intervention design, implementation, and evaluation for multiple interventions in community health, and we conduct a preliminary assessment of information reported in the published literature that corresponds to the propositions.yes no no na yes table 2 to 7
consolidated advice for reporting ECD implementation researchC.A.R.E no na develop and disseminate global reporting guidelines for the implementation of nurturing care interventions promoting ECD that capture factors affecting implementation, processes, description of how interventions are introduced into systems, and implications for scale and sustainability/describe the development of reporting guidelines for implementation research of nurturing care interventions designed to promote ECD following an expert consensus-building process to support a transparent and standard reporting of implementation evidence on nurturing care interventions designed to promote early childhood development.yes no no na yes Table 1
na na no na  Because there has been little guidance available to date for reporting implementation science articles, the CCDR has developed a 20-item checklist based on the literature and best practice in scientific communications.  This checklist identifies what is being implemented and why, who is being targeted and where, how the implementation was done, what the outcomes were, what lessons were learned and potential next stepsyes no no na yes table 1
Increasing the scale of population health interventions: a guidena no na  i) how decisions to scale up interventions are currently made in practice; ii) the role that evidence plays in informing decisions to scale up interventions; and iii) the role policy makers, practitioners, and researchers play in this process.describing a step-by-step process that includes both an assessment of the scalability of an intervention and a description of how to proceed with scaling up in order to have the greatest chance of success.no no yes na yes Table 1
Standards for Reporting Implementation StudiesStaRI no na The Standards for Reporting Implementation Studies (StaRI) initiative aimed to develop guidelines for transparent and accurate reporting of implementation studies. The StaRI Statesment and Checklist are intended to improve reporting of implementation studies.yes no no na yes Table 1
Guide for Monitoring Scale-up of Health Practices and Interventionsna no na The main objective of this resource is to provide guidance on how to monitor the scale-up process in a low-cost and replicable manner rather than to conduct an impact evaluation of the practice of interest.This guide is intended to provide governments, donors, country organizations, and implementing partners with a low cost and replicable approach to monitoring the process of scaling up innovations in health.no no yes na no na
na na no na The need for a common evaluation framework to guide the collection, analysis and synthesis of evidence is increasingly evident. This paper presents such a framework in four parts presents such a frameworkin four parts: (1) a conceptual model for the scale-up to MDGs 4 and 5 for maternal andno no yes na no na
na na no na In this paper, the fourth of The Lancet Every Newborn Series,1,5,7,21 we present the results of two analyses: first, multicountry analyses of health-system bottlenecks for scaling up intervention packages to reduce neonatal deaths and improve health; and second, analyses of specific enabling factors that have facilitated progress in reducing neonatal mortality in selected countries.propose strategies to accelerate the scale-up of high-eff ect interventions, with a particular focus on closing the quality gap for care at birth. no no yes na yes figure 2 page 451
na na no na presents an evidence-based and action-oriented tool that provides a practical way to approach the complex challenge of scaling for impactIt is intended to help you proactively incorporate scaling into research—whether you are new to scaling, wish to strengthen existing efforts to scale your work in development, or perhaps beyondno no yes na no na
na na no na  The aim of this paper is to identify examples of public health interventions which have been scaled up and to develop a conceptual framework which quantifies and describes this process to characterise the scaling up stages that take place in real world settings et  The aim of this paper is to identify examples of public health interventions which have been scaled up and to develop a conceptual framework which quantifies and describes this process.no no yes na no na
na na no na presenting recommendations to be used at the time interventions are designed, to increase the likelihood that they can be implemented on a large scale if proven successful.This guide contains 12 recommendations on how to design pilot projects with scaling up in mindno no yes na yes table page 12
mHealth Assessment and Planning for ScaleThe MAPS Toolkitno na to help project teams conduct self-assessments, review progress and develop plans to improve their ability to scale up and achieve sustainability of their mHealth products. to help project teams conduct self-assessments, review progress and develop plans to improve their ability to scale up and achieve sustainability of their mHealth products. no no yes na yes Figure 2
na na no na introducƟon to a series of issue papers for FP/RH program managers that consider the followingintroducƟon to a series of issue papers for FP/RH program managers that consider the followingno no yes na no na
ExpandNet/WHO framework for scaling upna no na drawing aƩenƟon to insights from relevant literature found in athinking about the process of scaling up experimental or pilot projectsno no yes na no na
Multiplicative scale-up frameworkna no na provides general guidance for policy-makers, health care managers and administrators, and health care providers on one general dynamic approach (process) to rapid scaleupsteps are those recommended to be followed in designing and implementing the scale-up processno no yes na yes box 6
framework for explaining successful scaleupna no na draw upon key themes in this emerging science to propose a framework for explaining successful scale-up.to use in thinking about strategies for implemenƟng a new program, policy, or intervenƟon to scaleno no yes na no na
Scaling Up Management FrameworkSUM Frameworkno na • To provide an easily understood and straighƞorward• To provide an easily understood and straighƞorwardno no yes na no checklist scalability
AIDED model for scale up of family health innovationa na na To develop an integrated and pracƟcalTo develop an integrated and pracƟcalno no yes na yes fig3
na na na na aimed to gather as comprehensive and up-to-date a view as possible of the extent of scaling up of mental health services in countries with low and middle incomes. how to take forwardthe process of scaling up services globallyno no yes na no na



Flowchart 
Comment 
flowchart 

Number 
of items items id

Theoretical 
framework name of the theory 

Number of 
stakeholders 
involved in 
the project

Patient 
involved as 
stakeholder

Number of 
patient 
stakeholders

number of 
female patient 
stakeholder 

number of male 
patient 
stakeholder

Clinician 
involved as 
stakeholders

Number of 
clinician 
stakeholders

number of 
female clinician 
stakeholders

no na 20 1 - 20 no na 32 no na na na no na na
no na 31 21 - 51 no na 11 no na na na no na na
yes figure 3 4 52 - 55 no na 3 no na na na no na na
no na 5 56 - 60 no na 2 no na na na no na na
no na 58 61 - 118 no na 26 no na na na no na na
no na 21 119 - 139 no na 3 no na na na yes 3 0

no na 10 140 - 149 no na 4 no na na na no na na
no na 64 150 - 213 no na 6 no na na na no na na
no na 7 214 - 220 no na 2 no na na na no na na
no na 12 221 - 232 yes  framework for developing reporting guidelines suggested by the EQUATOR Network 16 no na na na no na na
no na 19 233 - 251 no na 1 no na na na no na na
no na 47 252 - 298 no na 6 no na na na no na na
no na 17 299 - 315 no na 5 no na na na no na na
no na 32 316 - 347 no na 5 no na na na no na na
yes figure 1 30 348 - 377 no na 23 no na na na yes 1 0

no na 10 378 - 387 no na 8 no na na na yes 2 2
no na 40 388 - 427 no na 39 no na na na yes 7 7
no na 14 428 - 441 no na 4 no na na na no na na
no na 10 442 - 451 no na 3 no na na na no na na
no na 8 452 - 459 no na 4 no na na na no na na
no na 16 460 - 475 yes Multiple Interventions Program Framework. (adapted from Edwards, Mill & Kothari, 2004,)7 no na na na no na na
no na 21 476 - 496 no na 4 no na na na no na na
no na 20 497 - 516 no na na na na na na na na na
no na 20 517 - 536 no na 8 no na na na no na na
no na 37 537 - 573 no na 14 no na na na unclear na na
no na 10 574 - 583 no na 8 no na na na no na na
yes figure 2 7 584 - 590 no na 5 no na na na no na na
no na 4 591 - 594 no na 17 no na na na yes 1 1
yes figure 2 12 595 - 606 no na 4 no na na na no na na
yes fig,2 6 607 - 612 no na 5 no na na na no na na
no na 12 613 - 624 yes ExpandNet/WHO framework for scaling up3 no na na na no na na
no na 38 625 - 662 no na 13 no na na na no na na
no na 10 663 - 672 no na na na na na na na na na
yes fig1 27 673 - 699 no na 3 no na na na no na na
no na 17 700 - 716 yes BTS collaborative learning modelna na na na na na na na
no na 6 717 - 722 no na 1 no na na na no na na
no na 14 723 - 736 yes strategic management 3 no na na na no na na
no na 5 737-741 no na 11 no na na na no na na
yes figure 3 9 742-750 no na 9 no na na na yes 1 0



number of 
male clinician 
stakeholders 

Decision or 
policy maker 
involved as 
stakeholders

Number of 
decision or policy 
maker involved 
as stakeholders

number of 
female 
decision/policy 
maker 
stakeholders

number of male 
decision/policy 
maker 
stakeholders

Journal editor 
involved as 
stakeholder 

Number of 
journal editor 
involved as 
stakeholder

number of 
female journal 
editor 
stakeholder 

number of male 
Journal editor  
stakeholder

Funding 
organisation 
member as 
stakeholder 

Number of 
funding 
organisation 
member 
stakeholder 

Number of 
female 
stakeholder 
from funding 
organization 

Number of 
male 
stakeholder 
from funding 
organization

na no na na na yes 2 2 0 no na na na
na no na na na no na na na yes 1 1 0
na no na na na no na na na no na na na
na no na na na no na na na no na na na
na yes 6 4 2 yes 17 0 17 no na na na

3 no na na na no na na na no na na na

na no na na na no na na na no na na na
na yes 6 1 5 no na na na no na na na
na no na na na no na na na no na na na
na no na na na yes 2 2 0 no na na na
na no na na na yes 1 1 0 no na na na
na yes 5 2 3 no na na na no na na na
na no na na na no na na na no na na na
na no na na na no na na na no na na na

1 yes 5 4 1 no na na na no na na na

0 no na na na no na na na no na na na
0 yes 4 2 2 yes 1 0 1 no na na na

na no na na na no na na na no na na na
na no na na na no na na na no na na na
na no na na na no na na na no na na na
na no na na na no na na na no na na na
na no na na na no na na na no na na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na
na no na na na no na na na no na na na
na no na na na no na na na yes 2 2 0
na yes na na na no na na na yes na na na
na yes 1 0 1 no na na na no na na na

0 yes 11 8 3 no na na na yes 1 0 1
na yes 1 0 1 no na na na yes 3 1 2
na yes 1 0 1 no na na na no na na na
na yes 1 1 0 no na na na yes 1 0 1
na yes 7 5 2 no na na na yes 2 1 1
na na na na na na na na na na na na na
na yes 1 1 0 no na na na yes 1 0 1
na na na na na na na na na na na na na
na no na na na no na na na no na na na
na yes 3 1 2 no na na na no na na na
na no na na na no na na na no na na na

1 yes 3 2 1 no na na na no na na na



researchers 
involved as 
stakeholders

Number of 
researcher 
involved in 
the project 

number of 
female 
researcher 
stakeholder

number of 
male 
researcher 
stakeholder consensus Delphi

informal 
consensus 
method

nominal 
group 
technique

Rand UCLA 
appropriateness 
Method

consensus 
conference

type of 
consensus 
other

electronic 
features

face to face 
meeting panelist

Number of 
panelists 

yes 30 7 23 yes no no no no yes no unclear yes unclear na
yes 10 4 6 unclear na na na na na na na na na na
yes 3 2 1 no na na na na na na na na na na
yes 2 2 0 no na na na na na na na na na na
yes 3 0 3 yes no no no no yes no no yes yes 26
no na na na no na na na na na na na na na na

yes 4 2 2 no na na na na na na na na na na
no 0 0 0 yes yes no no no no no yes yes yes 44
yes 2 1 1 unclear na na na na na na na na na na
yes 14 8 6 yes yes no no no no no yes yes yes 90
no 0 0 0 no na na na na na na na na na na
yes 1 1 0 yes yes no no no no no yes yes yes 48
yes 5 4 1 yes no yes no no no na no yes yes 17
yes 5 2 3 yes no yes no no no na unclear unclear no na
yes 17 7 10 yes no yes no no no no yes yes yes 23

yes 6 6 0 yes no no yes no yes no yes yes yes na
yes 27 10 17 yes no no no no yes no yes yes yes na
yes 4 3 1 yes no yes no no no no no yes yes na
yes 3 1 2 no na na na na na na na na na na
yes 4 2 2 no na na na na na na na na na na
yes 7 7 0 no na na na na na na na na na na
yes 4 4 0 yes yes no no no no no yes yes yes 14
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
yes 8 3 5 yes yes no yes no no no no yes yes na
yes 12 7 5 yes yes no no no no no yes yes yes 15
na na na na no na na na na na na na na na na
yes 4 1 3 no na na na na na na na na na na
yes 4 2 2 yes no yes no no no na no yes yes na
no 0 0 0 yes no yes no no no no yes yes yes na
yes 4 3 1 no na na na na na na na na na na
yes 1 1 0 no na na na na na na na na na na
na 3 2 1 yes no yes no no no na na yes yes na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
yes 1 1 0 yes no yes no no no na na yes yes na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
yes 1 0 1 no na na na na na na na na na na
no 0 0 0 no na na na na na na na na na na
yes 11 9 2 no na na na na na na na na na na
yes 5 3 2 no na na na na na na na na na na



patient as 
panelist 

number of 
patient as 
panelist

number of 
female 
patient as 
panelist

number of 
male patient 
as panelist

clinician as 
panelist

number of 
clinician as 
panelist

number of 
female 
clinicians as 
panelist

number of 
male 
clinicians as 
panelist

researcher 
as panelist 

Number of 
researchers as 
panelist 

Number of 
female 
researchers as 
panelist 

Number of male 
researchers as 
panelist 

funders as 
panelist

number of 
funders as 
panelist

number of 
female 
funders as 
panelist

na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
na na na na no na na na yes 3 0 3 no na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na

na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
unclear na na na unclear na na na yes na na na yes na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
no na na na yes 28 na na yes 39 na na no na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
no na na na yes na na na yes na na na yes na na
no na na na yes 1 0 1 yes 5 1 4 yes 1 0
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
no na na na yes 1 0 1 yes 17 7 10 no na na

yes na na na yes na na na yes na na na na na na
no na na na no na na na yes na na na no na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
no 0 0 0 no na na na yes 13 10 3 no na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
no na na na yes na na na yes na na na no na na
unclear na na na unclear na na na yes 9 unclear unclear yes 2 na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
no na na na yes na na na na na na na yes na na
unclear na na na unclear na na na yes na na na yes na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
na na na na na na na na yes na na na yes na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
no na na na unclear na na na yes na na na no na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na
na nana na na na na na na na na na na na na na
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na



number of 
male funders 
as panelist

Decision 
Maker  as 
panelist

Number of 
DM as 
panelist

Number of 
female DM 
as panelist

Number of 
male DM as 
panelist

Journal 
editor as 
panelist

Number of 
Journal 
editor as 
panelist 

Number of 
female journal 
editor as 
panelist 

Number of 
male journal 
editor as 
panelist

systematic 
review

litterature 
review

observational 
study

qualitative 
research 
study

randomize
d trial

Type of data 
source other

presence 
of sex 
related 
word 

na no na na na no na na na yes no no no no na no
na na na na na na na na na no unclear no no no na no
na na na na na na na na na no yes no no no na no
na na na na na na na na na no yes no no no na no
na yes 6 4 2 yes 17 0 17 no yes no no no no no
na na na na na na na na na na no no no no no no

na na na na na na na na na yes no no no no no no
na unclear na na na yes na na na no yes no no no no no
na na na na na na na na na no yes no no no no no
na no na na na yes 12 na na no yes no no no no no
na na na na na na na na na no no no no no no no
na yes na na na unclear na na na yes no no no no na no

1 yes 11 2 9 no na na na no no no no no Expert opinion no
na na na na na na na na na yes no no no no no no
na yes 5 4 1 no na na na no no no no no Expert opinion no

na no na na na no na na na yes no no no no no no
na yes na na na yes na na na no yes no no no na no
na na na na na na na na na no yes no no no na no
na na na na na na na na na no no no no no no no
na na na na na na na na na yes no no no no na yes
na na na na na na na na na no yes no no no no no
na yes 1 1 0 no na na na no yes no no no no no
na na na na na na na na na no yes no no no no no
na yes na na na no na na na yes no no yes no na no
na no na na na yes 6 na na yes no no no no no no
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na no
na na na na na na na na na no yes no no no na no
na yes na na na na na na na yes no no no no na no
na yes na na na unclear na na na no yes no no no na no
na na na na na na na na na no yes no no no na no
na na na na na na na na na na yes na na na field experienceno
na yes na na na na na na na na yes no yes no Expert opinion no
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na no
na yes na na na no na na na no yes no no no interview no
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na na no
na na na na na na na na na no yes no no no interview no
na na na na na na na na na na na na na na field work no
na na na na na na na na na yes no no yes no no no
na na na na na na na na na yes no no no no survey no



sex info correct sex

presence of 
gender 
related 
word gender info

correct 
gender Validation type of  validation

funding 
source funding source detail

Funding source 
classification

conflict of 
interest

presence of 
conflict of 
interest

na na no na na no na yes
CIHR (Knowledge Synthesis Grant # 
KRS 102071) public funding yes no

na na no na na no na yes national Institutes of Health (RO1 DK51581, RO1 DK35524, RO1 HL52538)public funding no na
na na no na na yes testing yes funding from Kaiser Permanente private funding yes no
na na no na na no na yes national Institutes of Health (R01NR009656 & R01NR011990)public funding no na
na na no na na no na no na na no na
na na no na na no na no na na no na

na na no na na yes pilot testing yes
ESRC grant no. H141251011 (as part 
of the ESRC Centre for Evidence- public funding yes no

na na no na na yes pilot testing yes Special Programme for Research and Training in Tropical Diseases, World Health Organizationpublic funding yes no
na na no na na yes expert feedback no na na yes no
na na no na na yes pilot testing yes NIHR Senior Investigator Award; Australian Department of Health and Ageing; NHMRC Australia Fellowship (527500); Cancer Research UK (C5529); a Wellcome Trust Senior Investigator award (WT097899MA)private & public funding yes no
na na no na na no na no na na no na
na na yes item 259, 265unclear yes pilot testing yes the Alliance for Health Policy and Systems Research hosted by the WHO, and the United States Agency for International Development.public funding yes no
na na no na na yes pilot testing yes PGS. Administrative, technical or material supportpublic funding yes no
na na no na na no na yes  the Brown University Alcohol Research Center on HIV/AIDS (NIH/NIAAA P01AA019072) the Lifespan/Tufts/Brown Center for AIDS Research (NIH/NIAID P30AI042853)public funding yes no
na na no na na no na yes This work was partially funded by the national Cancer Institute, project 1P20 CA137219 (B. R.). J. M. Grimshaw holds a Canada Research Chair in Health Knowledge Transfer and Uptake. public funding no na

na na no na na no na yes
 the Physiotherapy Foundation of 
Canada through the Alberta private & public funding yes no

na na no na na yes pilot test & expert feedback& feedback from end user yes Robert Wood Johnson Foundation (grant number 70024) and Health Foundation (grant number 7099).private funding yes no
na na no na na no na yes Grant DEP2012- 32124]; 2) the Generalitat de Catalunya Research Group [GRUP DE RECERCA E INnoVACIÓ EN DISSENYS (GRID). Tecnología i aplicació multimedia i digital als dissenys observacionals], Grant number 2014 SGR 971public funding no na
na na no na na no na yes naƟonal Center for Research Resources through the DisseminaƟon and ImplementaƟon Research Core of Washington University in St. Louis’ InsƟtute of Clinical and TranslaƟonal Sciences (NCRR UL1 RR024992)public funding yes no
item 454 unclear no na na no na yes none na yes no
na na no na na no na yes Contributions were supported by awards to Dr. Riley (personnel award from the Heart and Stroke Foundation of Canada and the Canadian Institutes of Health Research) Dr. Kothari (Career Scientist Award from the Ontario Ministry of Health and Long Term Care) and Dr. Edwards (Nursing Chair funded by the Canadian Health Services Research Foundation, Canadian Institutes of Health Research, and the Government of Ontario).private & public funding yes no
na na no na na no na yes  New York Academy of Sciences  UNICEF  New Venture Fundpublic funding yes no
na na no na na no na no na na no na
na na no na na no na yes New South Wales Ministry of Health Capacity Building Infrastructure Grants Scheme fundingpublic funding yes no
na na no na na no na yes Asthma UK Centre for Applied Research; Chief Scientist Office; Scottish Government Health and Social Care Directorates; Centre for Primary Care and Public Health; contributions in kind from the PRISMS team; national Institute for Health Research (NIHR) Collaboration for Leadership in Applied Health Research and Care (CLAHRC) north Thames at Bart’s Health NHS Trust; Farr Institutepublic funding yes no
na na no na na no na no na na no na
na na no na na no na yes Canadian CIDA and the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation through their support to IIP-JHU for the independent evaluation of the Catalytic Initiative to Save One Million Lives  the Doris Duke Charitable Foundation through their support to IIP-JHU as  the Coordinator for the African Health Initiative Data Collaborative private & public funding yes no
na na no na na yes pilot testing yes grant from USAID to UNICEF, and from the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation to the US Fund for UNICEF. private & public funding yes no
na na no na na no na yes  International Development R esearch Centre (IDRC)public funding no na
na na no na na no na yes the naƟonal Health and Medical Research Council of Australia (NHMRC) through its partnership centre grant scheme (Grant ID: public funding yes no
na na yes item 616 yes no na yes Financial support from the David and Lucile Packard Foundation, the John D and Catherine T MacArthur Foundation’s Program on Global Security and Sustainability, and the World Health Organization (WHO) is gratefully acknowledgedprivate & public funding no na
na na no na na yes pilot test, expert feedback (workshop)yes WHO and UNF are grateful to Helga Fogstad, Torre Godal and Haitham el-noush, norwegian Agency for Development Cooperation (norad); private & public funding no na
na na yes item 666 unclear no na no na na no na
na na no na na no na yes  the financial support received from the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation, the MacArthur Foundation, the World Health Organization and the University of Michigan. Manyprivate & public funding no na
na na no na na no na no na na no na
na na no na na no na yes no funding was received for this work na yes yes
na na no na na no na yes generous support from the John D and Catherine T MacArthur Foundation. This Third Edition incorporates numerous insights and refinements gained through additional field testing and extensive feedback from readers of earlier editions.private funding no na
na na no na na no na yes Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation, grant number 18542.private funding yes no
na na no na na no na no na na yes no


