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Tabel 1. Funding information per included study.
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Institute; Spanish
Ministry of Health,
Social Services, and
Equality in Spain.

Health Quality Model- OHTAC (governmental Public = = = = No

Ontario 2018, based agency)/Health Quality

Canada [29] Ontario

Huang 2010, US [30]  Model- Juvenile Diabetes Public — — v v Yes
based Research Foundation

McQueen 2011, US Model- - NA = = = = Yes

[31] based

Pease 2020, Model- - NA — — — — Yes

Australia [32] based

Pease 2022, Model- Royal Australasian Public = = v = Yes

Australia [33] based College of

Physicians/Diabetes
Australia Research
Establishment

Fellowship
Rotondi 2022, Model- Juvenile Diabetes Public — - v — Yes
Canada [34] based Research Foundation

Abbreviations: NA, not applicable; UK, United Kingdom; US, United States.
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