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Tabel 1. Funding information per included study. 

Publication (author 
year, country) 

Model- or 
empirical-
data-based?  

Funding Funding type Employees or 
shareholder of 
funder? 

Employees of 
organization 
that received 
funding? 

Authors 
received 
honoraria from 
the 
funder/organiz
ations with 
interest in the 
research? 

Authors 
received 
materials from 
funder for free 
or with 
discount? 

Cost-
effective?*
* 

Emamipour 2022, 
The Netherlands [1] 

Empirical-
data-based 

European Union’s 
Horizon 2020  

Public – – – – Yes 

Ly 2014, Australia [2] Empirical-
data-based 

Medtronic and the 
Juvenile Diabetes 
Research Foundation 

Industry + 
public 

– – ✓ – Yes 

Wan 2018, US [3] Both Dexcom and the 
National Institute of 
Diabetes and Digestive 
and Kidney Diseases 
Chicago Center for 
Diabetes Translation 
Research 

Industry + 
public 

– – – – Yes 

Bilir 2018, Sweden 
[4] 

Model-
based 

Abbott Industry ✓ ✓ – – Yes 

Chaugule 2017, 
Canada [5] 

Model-
based 

Dexcom Industry ✓ – – – Yes 

Conget 2018, Spain 
[6] 

Model-
based 

Medtronic Industry ✓ ✓ – – Yes 

Gomez 2016 , 
Colombia [7] 

Model-
based 

Medtronic Industry ✓ ✓ – – Yes 

Isitt 2022, Australia 
[8] 

Model-
based 

Dexcom Industry – – – – Yes 

Jendle 2017, Sweden 
[9] 

Model-
based 

Medtronic Industry ✓ ✓ ✓ – Yes 

Jendle 2019, Sweden 
[10] 

Model-
based 

Medtronic Industry ✓ ✓ ✓ – Yes 



Jendle 2021, Sweden 
[11] 

Model-
based 

Medtronic Industry ✓ ✓ ✓ – Yes 

Kamble 2012, US 
[12]  

Model-
based 

Medtronic Industry + 
public 

✓ – – – No 

Lambadiari 2022, 
Greece [13] 

Model-
based 

Medtronic Industry ✓ ✓ – – Yes 

Nicolucci 2018, Italy 
[14] 

Model-
based 

Medtronic Industry ✓ ✓ – – Yes 

Riemsma 2016, UK 
[15] 

Model-
based 

HTA program on behalf 
of NICE 

Public –   – – No 

Roze 2015, Sweden 
[16] 

Model-
based 

Medtronic Industry ✓ ✓ ✓ – Yes 

Roze 2016, France 
[17] 

Model-
based 

Medtronic Industry ✓ ✓ – – Yes 

Roze 2016, UK [18] Model-
based 

Medtronic Industry ✓ ✓ ✓ – Yes 

Roze 2017, Denmark 

[19] 
Model-
based 

Medtronic Industry ✓ ✓ ✓ – Yes 

Roze 2019, The 
Netherlands [20] 

Model-
based 

Medtronic Industry ✓ ✓ ✓ – Yes 

Roze 2019, Turkey 
[21] 

Model-
based 

Medtronic Industry ✓ ✓ ✓ – Yes 

Roze 2020, UK [22] Model-
based 

Dexcom Industry ✓ ✓ – – Yes 

Roze 2021, Canada 
[23] 

Model-
based 

Dexcom Industry ✓ ✓ ✓ – Yes 

Roze 2021, UK [24] Model-
based 

Dexcom Industry ✓ ✓ – – Yes 

Roze 2021, France 
[25] 

Model-
based 

Medtronic Industry ✓ ✓ – – Yes 

Serné 2022, The 
Netherlands [26] 

Model-
based 

Medtronic Industry ✓ ✓ – – Yes 

Zhao 2021, China 
[27] 

Model-
based 

Abbott Industry – ✓ – – Yes 

Garcia-Lorenzo 2018, 
Spain [28] 

Model-
based 

Canary Islands Health 
Research Foundation; 

Public – – – – No 



Carlos III Health 
Institute; Spanish 
Ministry of Health, 
Social Services, and 
Equality in Spain. 

Health Quality 
Ontario 2018, 
Canada [29] 

Model-
based 

OHTAC (governmental 
agency)/Health Quality 
Ontario 

Public – – – – No 

Huang 2010, US [30] Model-
based 

Juvenile Diabetes 
Research Foundation 

Public – – ✓ ✓ Yes 

McQueen 2011, US 
[31] 

Model-
based 

- NA – – – – Yes 

Pease 2020, 
Australia [32] 

Model-
based 

- NA – – – – Yes 

Pease 2022, 
Australia [33] 

Model-
based 

Royal Australasian 
College of 
Physicians/Diabetes 
Australia Research 
Establishment 
Fellowship 

Public – – ✓ – Yes 

Rotondi 2022, 
Canada [34] 

Model-
based 

Juvenile Diabetes 
Research Foundation 

Public – – ✓ – Yes 

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