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Supplementary file 3. Quality Assessment Tool 
 

Only papers that had a ‘low’ relevance to the research question were deemed fatally flawed and excluded. 

All other combinations of ratings were included.  

Table A2: Quality assessment criteria 

Criterion Rating Definition 

Quality 

Clarity of aims and objectives: 
are the aims clearly stated? 

High Aims are explicitly stated and 
specific 

Medium Aims are not explicitly stated 
but can be inferred, or are 
stated but are vague (e.g. 
describe process rather than 
intention) 

Low Aims are not stated and 
cannot be inferred 
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Appropriateness of research 
design: do the authors justify 
why the research design (e.g. 
network analysis, ABM, GMB) 
is appropriate to answer their 
question? 

High Clear, explicit justification for 
choosing a method 

Medium Method choice was not 
explicitly justified but appears 
suitable to the research 
question 

Low Method not justified by 
authors and does not appear 
to fit the research question 

Clarity of research process: is 
participant recruitment and 
data collection (e.g. 
questionnaires, workshop 
scripts/schedules) clearly 
described? 

High Research process is explicitly 
stated, clear and specific. 
Decisions around research 
process (e.g. data collection, 
participant recruitment) are 
clearly described and justified 

Medium Research process is described 
imprecisely or lacking in detail 

Low Research process is described 
with little or no data or not at 
all. Specific source of data 
cannot be inferred from the 
manuscrupt 

Clarity of analysis: are the data 
analysis procedures clearly 
described? 

High Analysis is explicitly stated, 
clear and specific. Decisions 
around analysis (i.e. method, 
statistical tests) are clearly 
described and justified 

Medium Analysis is described 
imprecisely or lacking in detail 

Low Analysis is described with little 
or no detail or not at all. 
Analysis approach cannot be 
inferred from the manuscript 

Sufficiency of data to support 
interpretations and 
conclusions: are results 
presented clearly and 
comprehensively? 

High Results are clear and 
comprehensive (i.e. authors 
present/describe their data set 
and the results of their 
analyses) 



3 
 

Low Results are described with 
little or no detail or not at all 

Relevance 

Relevance to research 
question 

High Research is embedded in the 
policy process (e.g. 
commissioned, co-designed or 
conducted in partnership with 
government, or involving 
participatory workshops with 
stakeholders) 

Medium Other applications of systems 
methods in the policy space 

Low Papers do not meet inclusion 
criteria; exclude 

 

 


