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During data extraction, Risk of Bias (RoB) assessment and meta-analysis, we had additional quality concerns that were not directly addressed by the RoB tool, detailed below.

We were concerned that the findings from these studies might have a higher chance of being erroneous, and could bias our results.

Post hoc, we therefore investigated the literature on “predatory” journals, “trustworthiness” and “publication integrity”. We discussed our predicament with meta-science scholars. 

We learned that some studies showed characteristics that might be indicative of potentially “problematic” studies, defined as studies “where there are serious questions about the trustworthiness of the data or findings, regardless of whether the study has been formally retracted. Scientific misconduct will not be the only reason that a study might be problematic; problems may result from poor research practices or honest errors.” (Cochrane, 2024).

The characteristics appear on formalised “trustworthiness” and “integrity” checklists such as INveStigating ProblEmatic Clinical Trials in Systematic Reviews (INSPECT-SR) (Wilkinson et al., 2024, 2025), Checklist to assess Trustworthiness in RAndomised Controlled Trials (TRACT checklist) (Mol et al., 2023), the REAPPRAISED checklist (Grey et al., 2020), and on a list of “red flags” for “paper mill” studies (Abalkina & Bishop, 2023).

We list the characteristics below, citing the relevant checklists where appropriate.

Five studies displayed characteristics such as:
· RCTs missing key information such as attrition and completion rates (Mol et al., 2023),
· For these five studies, there is no account of participant flow, and attrition is not mentioned. 
· Inconsistent information (e.g., between text and tables) (Mol et al., 2023),
· For example, means and standard deviations reported in text and tables differ (Dafei et al., 2020).
· Spelling and grammar errors, incomplete sentences suggesting little editing, incoherent text, inappropriate citations, and “tortured phrases” (see Abalkina & Bishop, 2023). Some examples:
· “Martial adjustment” rather than “Marital adjustment” in the title (Sekkeh et al., 2016).
· "Interference group" is used rather than treatment group. "Micro-scales" is used rather than subscales (Abedi Shargh et al., 2015). 
· "Mindfulness training is one of the stress-reducing and psychotherapy-based treatments in which the mental representation of the existing objects in life are out of the immediate control of the. In this approach, breathing and thinking are trained for people. This approach is, in fact, a combination of relaxation and mindfulness” (Dafei et al., 2020).
· "to promote promoting health and mental healthrelated quality of life mental health" (Derakhshan et al., 2019).
· "we can say that mindfulness education leads to cognitive knowledge, a person becomes aware of his/her cognitive failures, and this cognitively reduces negative thoughts and couple tension" (Farshidmanesh et al., 2019).
· "Mindfulness is an acceptance and non- judgmental approach to events that it is require presence of mind in current moment and experience inner and external experience without judgment" (Sekkeh et al., 2016).
· Implausible outcomes (Wilkinson et al., 2025), i.e., highly discrepant effect sizes compared to other RCTs (Grey et al., 2020; Mol et al., 2023), up to g = 5.89 for one study (Sekkeh et al., 2016).

In all five cases their journals were not members of the Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE). In four of five cases, their journals were open-access and not members of the Directory of Open-Access Journals (DOAJ), which have been suggested as journal quality criteria to handle potentially “predatory” journals in systematic reviews (Rice et al., 2021).

An additional study gave rise concerns because it showed
· a low author to study size ratio, i.e., large multicentre RCTs with a single author (Mol et al., 2023),
· highly implausible outcomes (Grey et al., 2020; Mol et al., 2023; Wilkinson et al., 2025), up to g = 7.48 for this study (Pandya, 2020).

As these issues emerged through the analyses and are therefore post hoc and necessarily exploratory, we adopted the following approach. 
· We document our concerns about the six studies in the following study description tables, referring to the characteristics above with the columns Missing information, Inconsistencies, Unusual effect size, Unclear phrases, and Misplaced citations. These domains were based on the TRACT checklist (Mol et al., 2023) and Abalkina & Bishop’s “red flags” (Abalkina & Bishop, 2023).
· We perform additional sensitivity analyses without these studies to determine their impact.

An additional table provides journal quality checks (based on Rice et al., 2021), together with other potential sources of bias (whether summary statistics were provided, which is another one of our sensitivity analyses, and the number of high Risk of Bias domains, which is one of our moderators).

We also added the following two entries to our Definitions in supplement 1: 

	Potentially “problematic” study, or “trustworthiness” concerns
	“any published or unpublished study where there are serious questions about the trustworthiness of the data or findings, regardless of whether the study has been formally retracted. Scientific misconduct will not be the only reason that a study might be problematic; problems may result from poor research practices or honest errors.” (Cochrane, 2024)

This has been operationalised in formalised checklists such as INveStigating ProblEmatic Clinical Trials in Systematic Reviews (INSPECT-SR) (Wilkinson et al., 2024), Checklist to assess Trustworthiness in RAndomised Controlled Trials (TRACT checklist) (Mol et al., 2023) and the REAPPRAISED checklist (Grey et al., 2020). 

We also include papers published in potentially “predatory” journals (Rice et al., 2021), and papers including characteristics that can be indicative of “paper mill” studies (Abalkina & Bishop, 2023).


	Quality concerns
	Informal concerns about study quality that are not addressed by Risk of Bias tools. This includes characteristics of potentially “problematic” studies from “trustworthiness” and “integrity” checklists.

In the current review, quality concerns include
· Spelling and grammatical errors and incomplete sentences suggesting little or no editing/review,
· RCTs missing key information such as attrition and completion rates (Mol et al., 2023),
· Inconsistent information (e.g., between text and tables) (Mol et al., 2023),
· Incoherent text, inappropriate citations, and “tortured phrases” (see Abalkina & Bishop, 2023), 
· Low author to study size ratio, e.g., large multicentre RCTs with a single author (Mol et al., 2023),
· Implausible outcomes (Wilkinson et al., 2025), i.e., highly discrepant effect sizes compared to other RCTs (Grey et al., 2020; Mol et al., 2023), 
· For journals: lack of membership in the Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE), and for open access journals, a lack of membership in the Directory of Open Access Journals (DOAJ) (Rice et al., 2021).
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	Study
	Concerns
	Concerns summary
	Missing information
	Inconsistencies
	Unusual effect size
	Unclear phrases
	Misplaced citations

	Abedi Shargh et al., 2015
	Some concerns
	Missing key information, includes unclear phrases and sentences, irregularities in references.
	No info on ethical approval or attrition and completion.
	
	
	Unusual phrases, e.g., "Interference group" is used rather than treatment group. "Micro-scales" is used rather than subscales. Grammatically incorrect repetitive sentences, with unusual terms: "In a research performed by Galhardo et al. (2013), results demonstrated that women participating in Mindfulness plans based on plans until its end, showed a meaningful decrease in depression, exterior and interior shame, being trapped and failure. Furthermore, they had a considerable statistical improvement in concentration skills and self-efficiency in confronting infertility, in control group, there was no significant changes in psychological action except reduction of self-judgment."
	Minor error: (Olson et al., 1989) is used in-text, whereas the reference list has the correct Fowers & Olson (1989). We also note 0% self-citation.

	Adam & Potet, 2022
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Adler-Baeder et al., 2022
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Aguilar-Raab et al., 2023
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Baker, 2019
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Brotto et al., 2021
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Carson et al., 2004
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Dafei et al., 2020
	Some concerns
	Missing key information, includes inconsistent number formatting and inconsistent numbers, unclear phrases and unfinished sentences, irregularities in references.
	No info on attrition and completion. Ethics approval is reported.
	"Marital concern", mentioned in the introduction but not measured: "the present study was conducted to evaluate the effect of mindfulness-based group counseling on the marital concern and marital satisfaction." May be an error referring to pregnancy concern. Inconsistently reported statistics, such that statistics in tables and text differ. Inconsistent formatting of numbers, so that the numbers before and after the decimal point seem to be flipped. Means and standard deviations are provided several times. For example:
- in the Discussion: "Mean and standard deviation of marital satisfaction were 46.01 and 0.3 respectively, in the intervention group, 3.03, and 0.48, respectively, in the control group.", which is not consistent with Table 7 (e.g., Intervention group Pretest: Mean 47.105, SD 19.16, Posttest: Mean 93.126, SD 58.14. Control group Pretest: 93.105, SD 16.76, Posttest: 107.33, SD 14.77). In Table 4, the numbers before and after the decimal point are switched in some cases (e.g., control group posttest mean is 33.107, SD 77.14, rather than Table 7 mean 107.33, SD 14.77).
Mean differences do not match the means reported, e.g. the mean difference in marital satisfaction at post in Table 7 is reported as 67.3, which does not match the reported means.
	Very large effect size: 1.85 [0.44]
	Incomplete, grammatically incorrect sentences with unusual claims about mindfulness, e.g., "Mindfulness training is one of the stress-reducing and psychotherapy-based treatments in which the mental representation of the existing objects in life are out of the immediate control of the. In this approach, breathing and thinking are trained for people. This approach is, in fact, a combination of relaxation and mindfulness (Madani and Hojati, 2015)."
	Missing reference: Guardinoo (2014) is cited in-text but not in the reference list. We also note 0% self-citation.

	Davis et al., 2021
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Derakhshan et al., 2019
	Some concerns
	Missing key information, includes unclear phrases and sentences, irregularities in references.
	No info on ethical approval or attrition and completion.
	
	
	Grammatically incorrect repetitive sentences, incomplete sentences, e.g.,: "to promote promoting health and mental healthrelated quality of life mental health", “Mindfulness is a method to live a better life, relieve pain and enhancing theto make enriched and meaningful to one's inner and subjective satisfaction.” Unusual terms include "psychological depression", "flash" for asthma: "shown the efficacy of mindfulness-bases stress reduction for many conditions, including chronic pain (14), flash (15)," "the recognition of everyday autonomous thoughts, the unreality of these thoughts". Unusual sentences: "Vaginitis is a global health problem affecting men, women, families and communities."
	Missing reference: "Nirenberg and Sport" are referenced in text but are not in the reference list. We also note 0% self-citation.

	Farshidmanesh et al., 2019
	Some concerns
	Extreme effect, missing key information, includes unclear phrases and sentences, irregularities in references.
	No info on ethical approval or attrition and completion.
	
	Two extreme effect sizes: 2.63 [SE: 0.56], 2.31 [0.53]
	Unclear sentences, e.g., "In other words, if the spouses do not propose their needs or do not meet the needs of each other in relationships and do not achieve a positive solution to meet their needs,"; "Mindfulness is a kind of meditation which is rooted in oriental religious ceremonies and rituals, especially Buddhism, which is considered one of the cognitive behavioral therapies of the third wave"; "we can say that mindfulness education leads to cognitive knowledge, a person becomes aware of his/her cognitive failures, and this cognitively reduces negative thoughts and couple tension"; " it is confession and acceptance of the experience, which is effective in reducing the symptoms of depression"; “Couple intimacy refers proximity to the spouse, sharing of values and ideas, performing common activities, indulging in sexual relationships, and understanding each other and emotional behaviors such as fondle.”
	A citation to impulsivity and smoking relapse seems off-topic and misplaced in a sentence about acceptance of experience leading to happiness. A citation of the article "The what and why of goal pursuits: Human needs and the self-determination of behavior." seems misplaced as a reference for the purpose of mindfulness training, because the cited article does not contain the word mindfulness. Other citations seem slightly misplaced, e.g., citing the paper "Young adults’ internet addiction: Prediction by the interaction of parental marital conflict and respiratory sinus arrhythmia" in the sentence "One of the important duties of a couple life is the ability to create and maintain cordial, sustainable, and satisfying relations with the spouse." We also note 0% self-citation.

	Gambrel & Piercy, 2015
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Gunst et al., 2018
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Hucker & McCabe, 2014
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Kahn et al., 2016
	
	
	
	
	 
	
	

	Kappen et al., 2019
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Karremans et al., 2020
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Kemerer et al., 2023
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Lo et al., 2017
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mauch, 2015
	
	
	Poor reporting of attrition
	
	
	
	

	Monin et al., 2020
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Pandya, 2020
	Some concerns
	Extreme effect, a single author on a large multi-city RCT.
	Only somewhat vague information on ethical approval. The study is stated to comply with University ethics committee and norms: "The study complies with the independent ethics committee of the University of Mumbai, India and conforms to the norms prescribed by the Declaration of Helsinki, 1975 as amended in 2000, and comparable ethical standards. There are no conflicts of interest to report for this submission."
	
	Extreme effect sizes: 7.48 [SE: 0.39], 4.43 [0.26], 3.40 [0.22]
	
	None. We note 0% self-citation.

	Quickert, 2023
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Rullo et al., 2021
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Schellekens et al., 2017
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sekkeh et al., 2016
	Some concerns
	Extreme effect, missing key information, includes unclear phrases and sentences, spelling errors, irregularities in references.
	No info on ethics or attrition, missing SD at post.
	
	Extreme effect size: 5.89 [SE: 0.84]
	Spelling errors: "Martial Adjustment" in the title. Grammatically incorrect sentences, e.g., "Mindfulness is an acceptance and non- judgmental approach to events that it is require presence of mind in current moment and experience inner and external experience without judgment".
	None. We note 0% self-citation.

	Weitlauf et al., 2020
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Yekta et al., 2022
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Note: Concerns: studies where we had quality concerns at any point during the review process are flagged with 'some concerns', and the details are provided in the following columns.
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	Study
	Journal
	Publisher
	ES source
	Researcher allegiance
	Sum high RoB
	Concerns
	RetractionWatch
	Indexing
	Scimago metrics
	Indexing checked date

	Abedi Shargh et al., 2015
	Global Journal of Health Science
	Canadian Center of Science and Education
	ANCOVA
	3
	3
	Some concerns
	No retractions found
	OA: Yes, DOAJ: No, COPE: No, WoS: No
	No metrics since 2019, may be discontinued
	20. September 2024

	Adam & Potet, 2022
	Sexologies
	
	ANCOVA
	4
	2
	
	
	
	
	

	Adler-Baeder et al., 2022
	Family Process
	
	Raw
	1
	1
	
	
	
	
	

	Aguilar-Raab et al., 2023
	Journal of Affective Disorders
	
	Raw
	3
	1
	
	
	
	
	

	Baker, 2019
	Thesis
	
	Raw
	4
	1
	
	
	
	
	

	Brotto et al., 2021
	Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology
	
	Raw
	3
	0
	
	
	
	
	

	Carson et al., 2004
	Behavior Therapy
	
	Raw
	3
	2
	
	
	
	
	

	Dafei et al., 2020
	International Journal of Philosophy and Social-Psychological Sciences
	Science Arena Publications
	Raw
	3
	4
	Some concerns
	No retractions found
	OA: Yes, DOAJ: No, COPE: No, WoS: No
	Not found on Scopus
	20. September 2024

	Davis et al., 2021
	Couple and Family Psychology: Research and Practice
	
	Raw
	3
	2
	
	
	
	
	

	Derakhshan et al., 2019
	Pakistan Journal of Medical & Health Sciences
	Lahore Medical & Dental College
	ANCOVA
	3
	3
	Some concerns
	No retractions found
	OA: Yes, DOAJ: No, COPE: No, WoS: No
	Discontinued in Scopus as of 2021
	20. September 2024

	Farshidmanesh et al., 2019
	International Archives of Health Sciences
	Kashan University of Medical Sciences. Wolters Kluwer ‐ Medknow
	Raw
	0
	4
	Some concerns
	No retractions found
	OA: Yes, DOAJ: Yes, COPE: No, WoS: Yes
	Not found on Scopus
	20. September 2024

	Gambrel & Piercy, 2015
	Journal of Marital and Family Therapy
	
	Raw
	3
	1
	
	
	
	
	

	Gunst et al., 2018
	The Journal of Sex Research
	
	Raw
	3
	0
	
	
	
	
	

	Hucker & McCabe, 2014
	Journal of Sex & Marital Therapy
	
	Raw
	3
	2
	
	
	
	
	

	Kahn et al., 2016
	Journal of Medical Internet Research
	
	Raw
	3
	1
	
	
	
	
	

	Kappen et al., 2019
	Mindfulness
	
	Raw
	4
	0
	
	
	
	
	

	Karremans et al., 2020
	Mindfulness
	
	Raw
	2
	1
	
	
	
	
	

	Kemerer et al., 2023
	The Journal of Sexual Medicine
	
	Raw
	0
	2
	
	
	
	
	

	Lo et al., 2017
	Mindfulness
	
	Raw
	3
	0
	
	
	
	
	

	Mauch, 2015
	Thesis
	
	Raw
	3
	1
	
	
	
	
	

	Monin et al., 2020
	Mindfulness
	
	Raw
	3
	1
	
	
	
	
	

	Pandya, 2020
	Journal of Couple & Relationship Therapy: Innovations in Clinical and Educational Interventions
	Routledge. Taylor & Francis Group
	Raw
	3
	1
	Some concerns
	No retractions found
	OA: No, COPE: Yes, WoS: Yes
	Yes
	20. September 2024

	Quickert, 2023
	Thesis
	
	Raw
	4
	0
	
	
	
	
	

	Rullo et al., 2021
	Sexual Medicine
	
	Raw
	3
	2
	
	
	
	
	

	Schellekens et al., 2017
	Psycho-Oncology
	
	Raw
	3
	1
	
	
	
	
	

	Sekkeh et al., 2016
	Journal of Global Pharma Technology
	
	ImputedSD
	3
	3
	Some concerns
	No retractions found
	OA: Yes, DOAJ: No, COPE: No, WoS: No
	Discontinued in Scopus as of 2020
	20. September 2024

	Weitlauf et al., 2020
	Pediatrics
	
	Raw
	3
	1
	
	
	
	
	

	Yekta et al., 2022
	Iranian Journal of Psychiatry
	
	Raw
	3
	2
	
	
	
	
	

	Note: ES source: whether the effect size (ES) was calculated based on raw summary statistics. Researcher Allegiance: scored 0-4 as detailed in the methods. High RoB: number of high Cochrane Risk of Bias tool domains. Concerns: studies where we had concerns during the review process are flagged with 'some concerns', and journal indexing checks are provided in the following columns. OA: open access. WoS: indexed on Web of Science core collection. DOAJ: Directory of Open Access Journals. COPE: Committee on Publication Ethics.
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	Study
	Paper reports a registration
	Comment
	Number or link

	Abedi Shargh et al., 2015
	Not reported.
	
	

	Adam & Potet, 2022
	Not reported.
	
	

	Adler-Baeder et al., 2022
	Pre-registered at ClinicalTrials.gov
	First posted 2017
	NCT03158714 

	Aguilar-Raab et al., 2023
	Pre-registered at ClinicalTrials.gov
	First posted 2017
	NCT03080025

	Baker, 2019
	Registered at ClinicalTrials.gov
	Appears not prospective: First posted 2019
	NCT03950128

	Brotto et al., 2021
	Pre-registered at ClinicalTrials.gov
	First posted 2012
	NCT01690897

	Carson et al., 2004
	Not reported.
	According to TRACT checklist, this is relevant for studies commencing after 2010.
	

	Dafei et al., 2020
	Unclear.
	Unclear: "After obtaining the Code of Ethics of IRCT2017080935598N1 from the Ethics Committee and registering the project to the clinical trial site and obtaining the required letter of introduction, the researcher referred to Rahmatabad Health Center and Farabi Health Base (Test Group) and Musa Ibn Jafar (Control Group), and got the phone number of 20-30-week pregnant women using the SIB software."
	

	Davis et al., 2021
	Not reported.
	
	

	Derakhshan et al., 2019
	Not reported.
	
	

	Farshidmanesh et al., 2019
	Not reported.
	
	

	Gambrel & Piercy, 2015
	Not reported.
	
	

	Gunst et al., 2018
	Not reported.
	
	

	Hucker & McCabe, 2014
	Not reported.
	
	

	Kahn et al., 2016
	Pre-registered at ClinicalTrials.gov
	First posted 2012
	NCT01680419

	Kappen et al., 2019
	Not reported.
	
	

	Karremans et al., 2020
	Pre-registered at OSF
	Created 2018
	https://osf.io/twvfp?view_only=7eedabb30331418bad30c5ff88033a0a

	Kemerer et al., 2023
	Pre-registered at ClinicalTrials.gov
	First posted 2017
	NCT03365518

	Lo et al., 2017
	Registered at the Centre for Clinical Research and Biostatistics Clinical Trials Registry, Hong Kong
	First posted 2015
	CUHK_CCRB00482

	Mauch, 2015
	Not reported.
	
	

	Monin et al., 2020
	Not reported.
	
	

	Pandya, 2020
	Not reported.
	
	

	Quickert, 2023
	Not reported.
	
	

	Rullo et al., 2021
	Not reported.
	
	

	Schellekens et al., 2017
	Pre-registered at ClinicalTrials.gov
	First posted 2011
	NCT01494883

	Sekkeh et al., 2016
	Not reported.
	
	

	Weitlauf et al., 2020
	Registered at ClinicalTrials.gov
	Appears not prospective: First posted 2019
	NCT03889821

	Yekta et al., 2022
	Not reported.
	
	




[bookmark: _Toc188597101]References
Abalkina, A., & Bishop, D. (2023). Paper mills: A novel form of publishing malpractice affecting psychology. Meta-Psychology, 7. https://doi.org/nj88
Abedi Shargh, N., Bakhshani, N. M., Mohebbi, M. D., Mahmudian, K., Ahovan, M., Mokhtari, M., & Gangali, A. (2015). The Effectiveness of Mindfulness-Based Cognitive Group Therapy on Marital Satisfaction and General Health in Woman With Infertility. Global Journal of Health Science, 8(3), 230. https://doi.org/ncvw
Cochrane. (2024). Editorial policies | Cochrane Library. Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews: Editorial Policies: Managing Potentially Problematic Studies. https://www.cochranelibrary.com/cdsr/editorial-policies#problematic-studies
Dafei, M., Farashah, F. S., & Khavari, F. (2020). The Effectiveness of Mindfulness-Based Cognitive Therapy Counseling on Marital Satisfaction and Pregnancy Concern in Nulliparous Women. International Journal of Philosophy and Social-Psychological Sciences, 6(1), 19–29.
Derakhshan, D., Farzadeh, L., & Solati, K. (2019). The Effectiveness of Mindfulness-Based Cognitive Therapy on Psychiatric Symptoms , Marital Satisfaction , and Sexual Function of Women aged 25-45 Years Old with Candidal Vaginitis in Shahrekord County. Pakistan Journal of Medical & Health Sciences, 12(4), 1813–1816.
Farshidmanesh, F., Davoudi, H., Heidari, H., & Bahramabadi, M. (2019). Comparison of the effectiveness of the schema therapy training and mindfulness on intimacy, commitment, and happiness of women with couple burnout. International Archives of Health Sciences, 6, 136. https://doi.org/10.4103/iahs.iahs_51_19
Grey, A., Bolland, M. J., Avenell, A., Klein, A. A., & Gunsalus, C. K. (2020). Check for publication integrity before misconduct. Nature, 577(7789), 167–169. https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-019-03959-6
Mol, B. W., Lai, S., Rahim, A., Bordewijk, E. M., Wang, R., van Eekelen, R., Gurrin, L. C., Thornton, J. G., van Wely, M., & Li, W. (2023). Checklist to assess Trustworthiness in RAndomised Controlled Trials (TRACT checklist): Concept proposal and pilot. Research Integrity and Peer Review, 8(1), 6. https://doi.org/nj89
Pandya, S. P. (2020). Meditation, Marital Adjustment, and Relationship Quality among Heterosexual Couples Who Remarry in Late-Life. Journal of Couple & Relationship Therapy, 19(1), 51–75. https://doi.org/10.1080/15332691.2019.1661323
Rice, D. B., Skidmore, B., & Cobey, K. D. (2021). Dealing with predatory journal articles captured in systematic reviews. Systematic Reviews, 10(1), 175. https://doi.org/gkjzsq
Sekkeh, M., Gheitarani, B., & Ghahari, S. (2016). Effectiveness of Mindfulness-based Cognitive Therapy (MBCT) on Martial Adjustment among Women. Journal of Global Pharma Technology, 8.
Wilkinson, J., Heal, C., Antoniou, G. A., Flemyng, E., Ahnström, L., Alteri, A., Avenell, A., Barker, T. H., Borg, D. N., & Brown, N. J. (2025). Assessing the feasibility and impact of clinical trial trustworthiness checks via an application to Cochrane Reviews: Stage 2 of the INSPECT-SR project. medrxiv. https://doi.org/nz88
Wilkinson, J., Heal, C., Antoniou, G. A., Flemyng, E., Alfirevic, Z., Avenell, A., Barbour, G., Brown, N. J. L., Carlisle, J., Clarke, M., Dicker, P., Dumville, J. C., Grey, A., Grohmann, S., Gurrin, L., Hayden, J. A., Heathers, J., Hunter, K. E., Lasserson, T., … Kirkham, J. J. (2024). Protocol for the development of a tool (INSPECT-SR) to identify problematic randomised controlled trials in systematic reviews of health interventions. BMJ Open, 14(3), e084164. https://doi.org/gtqh34

