SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS

Supplementary Figure 1. Summary of the Consolidate Framework for Implementation Research (CFIR) Construct Classified Barriers and

Facilitators by Article
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Supplementary Table 1. Quality appraisal of included studies using the modified Mixed Methods Appraisal Tool (MMAT): Quantitative Studies
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Abbreviations: Y=Yes; N=No; NS=Not Sure



Supplementary Table 2. Quality appraisal of included studies using the modified Mixed Methods Appraisal
Tool (MMAT): Qualitative Studies
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Supplementary Table 3. Quality appraisal of included studies using the modified Mixed Methods Appraisal
Tool (MMAT): Mixed Methods Studies

S1. Are there clear research questions?
S2. Do the collected data allow to address the research questions?

5.1. Is there an adequate rationale for using a mixed methods design to address the
research question

5.2. Are the different components of the study effectively integrated to answer the
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5.3. Are the outputs of the integration of qualitative and quantitative components
adequately interpreted?
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5.4. Are divergences and inconsistencies between quantitative and qualitative results Y Y Y Y
adequately addressed
5.5. Do the different components of the study adhere to the quality criteria of each Y Y Y Y

tradition of the methods involved?

Abbreviations: Y=Yes; N=No; NS=Not Sure
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