Multimedia Appendix 1. Flow diagram of methods used to evaluate editorial quality, evidence-based methodology and volume

Editorial quality

(0 to 15 points)

Authorship
Yes (3 points)
Unclear (1 point)
No (0 point)

Literature search/literature surveillance

Reviewing
Yes (3 points)
Unclear (1 point)
No (0 point)

Updating
Yes (3 points)
Unclear (1 point)
No (0 point)

Authors’ conflict of interest implemented and reported
Yes, implemented and reported (3 points)
Implemented but not reported (1 point)

Conflict of interested not requested, no information (0 point)

Commercial support to content development

Not accepted (3 points)
Accepted and disclosed (1 point)
Insufficient information to make a judgment (0 point)

Evidence-based methodology

(0 to 15 points)

Yes (3 points)
Unclear (1 point)
No (0 point)

Cumulative vs. discretionary approach
Yes (3 points)

Unclear (1 point)
No (0 point)

Critical appraisal
Yes (3 points)

Unclear (1 point)
No (0 point)

Formal grading of evidence
Yes (3 points)
Unclear (1 point)

No (0 point)

Cite expert opinion
Yes (3 points)

Volume (breadth of diseases covered)
(0 to 35 points)?

2Based on 2015 random selection

Unclear (1 point)
No (0 point)

(1) Random selection of four chapters from ICD-10 (chapters
are formed by categories of diseases or medical conditions)

(2) One point any time a point-of-care information summary
discussed at least one disease specified within a category




