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	1.  Missing data reported and considered
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Note. All MQ variables were scored as no/not reported (0) or yes (1) except where noted.  
a0 = None, 1 = Quasi-experimental, 2 = Randomized groups, 3 = Matched, then randomized, 4 = True randomization
b0 = No control group, 1 = Did not determine group equivalency, 2 = Compared for equivalence, 3 = Matched for equivalency 
c0 = No standardization of treatment specified; 1 = Treatment standardized by manual, specific training, content coding, etc. 
d0 = ≤3 months, 1 = 3-5 months, 2 = ≥6 months
e0 = <70% retention, 1 = 70-84% retention, 2 = 85-100% retention
f0 = Inadequate, 1 = Appropriate, did not control for relevant variables, 2 = Appropriate, controlled for relevant variables 
