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	Criteria
	Strong claim 
(n = 25)
	Claim of likely effect (n = 2)
	Suggestion of possible effect (n = 17)
	Total 
(n = 44)

	Is the subgroup variable a characteristic measured at baseline or after randomisation? *
	22 (88%)
	2 (100%)
	14 (82.35%)
	38 (86.36%)

	Was the subgroup variable a stratification factor at randomization?
	12 (48%)
	1 (50%)
	2 (11.76%)
	15 (34.09%)

	Was the subgroup hypothesis specified a priori?
	7 (28%)
	0
	4 (23.53%)
	11 (25%)

	Was the subgroup effect one of a small number of hypothesised effects tested (</= 5)?
	6 (24%)
	1 (50%)
	10 (58.82%)
	17 (38.63%)

	Was the interaction test significant (P <0.05)?
	10 (40%)
	0
	8 (47.06%)
	18 (40.91%)

	Is the significant subgroup effect independent, if they were multiple significant interactions? *
	13 (52%)
	1 (50%)
	12 (70.58%)
	26 (59.09)

	Was the direction of the subgroup effect correctly prespecified?
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Was the subgroup effect consistent with evidence from previously related studies?
	7 (28%)
	1 (50%)
	3 (17.65%)
	11 (25%)

	Was the subgroup effect consistent across related outcomes?
	6 (24%)
	0
	4 (23.53%)
	10 (22.72%)

	Is there indirect evidence that supports the hypothesised interaction (biological rationale)?
	4 (16%)
	0
	4 (23.53%)
	8 (18.18%)


* 13 trials claim two or more subgroup claim

