Supplementary materials

Table S1. Methodological quality of quantitative studies using the Appraisal Tool for Cross-Sectional Studies (AXIS). Green=described, Yellow=unclear, Red=not described.

	







Quantitative studiesa
	Aims/objective
	Design
	Sample size
	Target population
	Sample frame
	Selection process
	Non-responders
	Outcome variables
	Measurement
	Stat. significance
	Description of methods
	Description of basic data
	Non-response bias
	Internal consistency
	Description of results
	Conclusions justified
	Limitations discussed
	Conflicts of interest
	Ethics

	Fletcher & Martin, 19821
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sturesson & Bränholm, 20002
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Ibáñez et al., 20013
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Svartberg et al., 20044
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Köseoglu et al., 20055
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Karadag et al., 20076
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Kaptein et al., 20087
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Collins et al., 20128
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Uzaslan et al., 20129
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Kahraman et al., 201310
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mulhall et al., 201311
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Theander et al., 201412
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Abd-Elsalam et al., 201513
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Marques et al., 201514
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Shen et al., 201515
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Lauretti et al., 201616
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Turan et al., 201617
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Dias et al., 201718
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Hasan et al., 201719
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Anjum et al., 201820
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sinoj et al., 201821
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Kawshty et al., 201922
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Oh & Yee, 201923
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Macêdo et al., 202024
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Zysman et al., 202025
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Kamal et al., 202126
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


a Hansen et al.27 is not presented, as their abstract without fulltext did not provide sufficiently information for a full quality rating.


Table S2. Methodological quality of qualitative studies using the Critical Appraisal Skills Programme (CASP). Green=described, Yellow=unclear, Red=not described.

	







Qualitative studies
	Clear statement of aims
	Qualitative methodology appropriate
	Research design appropriate
	Recruitment strategy appropriate
	Data collection appropriate
	Researcher-participant relation considered
	Ethical issues considered
	Data analysis rigorous
	Clear statement of findings
	Research valuable

	Agle & Baum, 199728
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	O’Neil, 200229
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Thomsen et al., 200930
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Panos et al., 201331
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