Supplementary material

BMJ Global Health

Supplementary File 3: Quality Assessment of included studies

Table 1 Quality assessment of quantitative intervention studies
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Table 2 Quality assessment of qualitative studies using an adapted version of the Critical Appraisal Skills Programme (CASP) tool for qualitative
studies (15)
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Table 3 Quality assessment of survey studies a critical appraisal tool to assess the quality of cross-sectional studies (AXIS) (16)
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