S7 Table: Performance of included studies assessed by the Cooper hierarchy 
	Reference
	A. Clinical effect size data1
	B. Adverse events1
	C. Baseline clinical data2
	D. Resource use data3
	E. Cost data4
	F. Utility data5

	
	
	Min
	Max
	
	Min
	Max
	Min
	Max
	

	Aigbogun et al. (1)
	2
	3
	2
	4
	5
	2
	5
	2
	3

	Anh et al. (2)  
	2+
	6
	2+
	4
	6
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Ascher-Svanum et al.(3)
	2
	6
	2
	[bookmark: _GoBack]2
	3
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Beard et al.(4)
	1
	4
	2
	5
	6
	6
	4
	2
	3

	Bernardo et al.(5)
	1
	1
	1
	4
	6
	2
	2
	2
	N/A

	Bounthavong et al.(6)
	1+
	2
	2
	4
	6
	2
	Not clear
	2
	N/A

	Chisholm et al. 2012 (7)
	2+
	N/A
	N/A
	2
	6
	2
	4
	2
	3

	Chisholm et al. 2008 (8)
	2+
	N/A
	N/A
	2
	6
	2
	Not reported
	Not reported
	6

	Chue et al.(9)
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	6
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Citrome et al.(10)
	2
	2
	2
	2
	6
	2
	3
	2
	N/A

	Damen et al.(11)
	6
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	2
	2
	3

	Davies et al.(12)
	2
	4
	2
	4
	6
	2
	2
	2
	3

	De Graeve et al.(13)
	4
	4
	4
	4
	6
	2
	2
	2
	N/A

	Dilla et al.(14)
	2+
	2
	1
	3
	6
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Druais et al.(15)
	4
	6
	2
	4
	6
	2
	3
	2
	3

	Einarson et al.(16)
	3
	N/A
	N/A
	4
	Not clear
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Einarson et al.(17)
	3
	N/A
	N/A
	4
	Not clear
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Einarson et al.(18)
	3
	N/A
	N/A
	4
	6
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Einarson et al.(19)
	2
	N/A
	N/A
	4
	Not reported
	Not reported
	2
	2
	3

	Einarson et al.(20)
	5
	N/A
	N/A
	4
	Not reported
	Not reported
	2
	2
	3

	Einarson et al.(21)
	5
	N/A
	N/A
	4
	Not reported
	Not reported
	2
	2
	3

	Einarson et al.(22)
	2
	N/A
	N/A
	4
	6
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Einarson et al.(23)
	5
	N/A
	N/A
	4
	Not reported
	Not reported
	4
	2
	3

	Furiak et al.(24)
	2
	2
	2
	2
	3
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Furiak et al.(25)
	2
	4
	2
	2
	4
	2
	3
	2
	3

	Garcia-Ruiz et al.(26)
	1+
	1+
	1+
	4
	6
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Geitona et al.(27)
	2+
	6
	2
	4
	6
	6
	2
	2
	N/A

	Graham et al.(28)
	1+
	6
	2
	4
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3

	Heeg et al.(29)
	1+
	2
	1+
	4
	6
	Not reported
	2
	2
	N/A

	Heeg et al.(30)
	2+
	2+
	2+
	5
	6
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Hensen et al.(31)
	1+
	Not clear
	2
	Not reported
	6
	1
	2
	2
	3

	Jukic et al.(32)
	4
	N/A
	N/A
	2
	Not reported
	Not reported
	2
	2
	3

	Kasteng et al.(33)
	1+
	4
	1+
	4
	6
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Kim et al.(34)
	1+
	1+
	1+
	4
	6
	2
	2
	2
	Not reported

	Kim et al.(35)
	1
	1
	1
	4
	6
	2
	2
	2
	N/A

	Lachaine et al.(36)
	1+
	6
	1
	4
	6
	1
	2
	2
	3

	Laux et al.(37)
	1+
	2
	2
	4
	6
	2
	6
	2
	3

	Lin et al.(38)
	1+
	1+
	1+
	4
	6
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Lindner et al.(39)
	1+
	N/A
	N/A
	4
	2
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Lindstrom et al.(40)
	2
	2
	2
	4
	6
	1
	2
	2
	4

	Lubinga et al.(41)
	2
	2
	1+
	4
	6
	1
	5
	2
	3

	Magnus et al.(42)
	1+
	4
	4
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	3

	McIntyre et al.(43)
	1
	4
	4
	4
	2
	1
	2
	2
	3

	Mehnert et al.(44)
	1+
	4
	1+
	4
	4
	4
	2
	2
	3

	Mould-Quevedo et al.(45)
	6
	6
	4
	Not clear
	6
	6
	2
	2
	N/A

	NCCMH et al.(46) 
	1+
	1+
	1+
	4
	6
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Németh et al. (47)

	2
	2
	2
	4
	6
	4
	6
	2
	3

	Nuhoho et al.(48)
	6
	6
	6
	4
	6
	6
	2
	2
	3

	Obradovic et al.(49)
	5
	6
	3
	3
	6
	4
	2
	2
	N/A

	Park et al.(50)
	1
	4
	2
	4
	3
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Pribylova et al.(51)
	1
	N/A
	N/A
	4
	6
	2
	6
	2
	3

	Rajagopalan et al.(52)
	3
	6
	1
	4
	6
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Tempest et al.(53)
	1+
	1+
	1+
	4
	6
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Thavornwattanayong et al. (54)
	1+
	1+
	1
	4
	3
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Treur et al.(55)
	1+
	2
	2
	4
	6
	6
	2
	2
	3

	Treur et al.(56)
	6
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	3

	Yang et al.(57)
	6
	6
	6
	6
	6
	6
	2
	2
	N/A

	Yang et al.(58) 
	1
	6
	6
	4
	6
	6
	4
	1
	N/A

	Zhao et al. (59)
	4
	4
	1+
	2
	6
	6
	2
	2
	Not reported

	Zeidler et al.(60)
	2
	4
	1+
	4
	6
	2
	6
	2
	3


Notes:
1. For clinical effect sizes and adverse events data, the quality of data source is assessed as follows:
· 1+: Meta-analysis of RCTs with direct comparison between comparator therapies, measuring ﬁnal outcomes
· 1: Single RCT with direct comparison between comparator therapies, measuring ﬁnal outcomes: 
· 2+: Meta-analysis of RCTs with direct comparison between comparator therapies, measuring surrogate outcomes, or meta-analysis of placebo controlled RCTs with similar trial populations, measuring the ﬁnal outcomes for each individual therapy
· 2: Single RCT with direct comparison between comparator therapies, measuring the surrogate outcomes, or single placebo-controlled RCTs with similar trial populations, measuring the ﬁnal outcomes for each individual therapy
· 3+: Meta-analysis of placebo controlled RCTs with similar trial populations, measuring the surrogate outcome
· 4: Case control or cohort studies
· 5: Non-analytic studies, for example, case reports, case series
· 6: Expert opinion
2. For baseline clinical data, the quality of data source is assessed as follows:
· 1: Case series or analysis of reliable administrative databases speciﬁcally conducted for the study covering patients solely from the jurisdiction of interest
· 2: Recent case series or analysis of reliable administrative databases covering patients solely from the jurisdiction of interest
· 3: Recent case series or analysis of reliable administrative databases covering patients solely from another jurisdiction
· 4: Old case series or analysis of reliable administrative databases. Estimates from RCTs
· 5: Estimates from previously published economic analyses: unsourced
· 6: Expert opinion
3. For resource use data, the quality of data source is assessed as follows:
· 1: Prospective data collection or analysis of reliable administrative data for speciﬁc study
· 2: Recently published results of prospective data collection or recent analysis of reliable administrative data – same jurisdiction
· 3: Unsourced data from previous economic evaluations – same jurisdiction 
· 4: Recently published results of prospective data collection or recent analysis of reliable administrative data – different jurisdiction
· 5: Unsourced data from previous economic evaluation – different jurisdiction
· 6: Expert opinion
4. For cost data, the quality of data source is assessed as follows:
· 1: Cost calculations based on reliable databases or data sources conducted for speciﬁc study – same jurisdiction
· 2: Recently published cost calculations based on reliable databases or data course – same jurisdiction 
· 3: Unsourced data from previous economic evaluation – same jurisdiction 
· 4: Recently published cost calculations based on reliable databases or data sources – different jurisdiction
· 5: Unsourced data from previous economic evaluation – different jurisdiction
· 6: Expert opinion
5. For unit data, the quality of data source is assessed as follows:
· 1: Direct utility assessment for the speciﬁc study from a sample either: (a) of the general population (b) with knowledge of the disease(s) of interest (c) of patients with the disease(s) of interest, or indirect utility assessment from speciﬁc study from patient sample with disease(s) of interest, using a tool validated for the patient population
· 2: Indirect utility assessment from a patient sample with disease(s) of interest, using a tool not validated for the patient population 
· 3: Direct utility assessment from a previous study from a sample either: (a) of the general population (b) with knowledge of the disease(s) of interest (c) of patients with the disease(s) of interest or indirect utility assessment from previous study from patient sample with disease(s) of interest, using a tool validated for the patient population
· 4: Unsourced utility data from previous study – method of elicitation unknown 
· 5: Patient preference values obtained from a visual analogue scale
· 6: Delphi panels, expert opinion
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