
Reflexivity Statement 

“A health systems approach to critical care delivery in low-resource settings: a narrative review”


	Study conceptualization
	1. How does this study address local research and policy priorities?
Mulitple low income countries are actively seeking to increase critical care capacity within their health systems. However, models of delivery developed in high income settings may not be suitable or desirable in low income settings. This study explores existing evidence exploring how critical care is and can be delivered in low income settings. We use WHO building blocks to synthesise available data and suggest actions for policy makers in this space.

	
	2. How were local researchers involved in study design?
During conceptualization for this piece we held a conference call to discuss our approach to design of the narrative review. Local researchers attended the call and contributed to discussions 

	Research management
	3. How has funding been used to support the local research team(s)?
Research funding has not been acquired to support the process of developing or writing this review

	Data acquisition and analysis
	4. How are research staff who conducted data collection acknowledged?
We have described author contributions using CRediT criteria, explicitly acknowledging contributions for each stage of the review. All contributing researchers have been listed as authors on the manuscript alphabetically under the “Critical care in low resource settings investigators” banner.

	
	5. How have members of the research partnership been provided with access to study data?
All study authors were provided with access to peer-reviewed manuscripts identified by our systematic search strategy.

	
	6. How were data used to develop analytical skills within the partnership?
Within the collaboration we established writing teams under each subheading within the manuscript. Each group consisted of three authors consisting of a junior local researcher (DD, DOH, KK, IS, SAS) who were supported by expert and senior authors within the collaboration to develop and refine drafts. This process involved reviewing relevant literature in each area and developing narrative syntheses with feedback from seniors.

	Data interpretation
	7. How have research partners collaborated in interpreting study data?
See anwer to question 6, this narrative data synthesis did not include primary data collection or formal meta-synthesis approaches.

	Drafting and revising for intellectual content
	8. How were research partners supported to develop writing skills?
See answer to question 6. After sections were prepared the corresponding author (BM) and Stephen A Spencer curated these within the manuscript. All authors subsequently reviewed and edited their sections providing with direct feedback to further augment individual writing skills

	
	9. How will research products be shared to address local needs?
This manuscript will be shared with partners in the Ministry of Health and health care workers in local hospitals. We will make presentations at appropriate research dissemination conferences and within our established networks. We plan that this review will be made open access. 

	Authorship
	10. How is the leadership, contribution and ownership of this work by LMIC researchers recognised within the authorship?
Please refer to the section on “Authors’ contribution” in the manuscript. 

	
	11. How have early career researchers across the partnership been included within the authorship team?
Please refer to question 6 above.

	
	12. How has gender balance been addressed within the authorship?
5/18 of the authors are women with roughly equal representation from both local LMIC (9/16) and HIC (7/16) settings. Their contribution to the study is acknowledged in the “Authors’ contribution” section of the manuscript

	Training
	13. How has the project contributed to training of LMIC researchers?
See answer to question 6. Formal research training was not possible as this project is not funded. 

	Infrastructure
	14. How has the project contributed to improvements in local infrastructure?
This project is not funded such that it has not contributed to improvements in local infrastructure

	Governance
	15. What safeguarding procedures were used to protect local study participants and researchers?
All researchers are qualified professionals. The corresponding author (BM) observed safeguarding policy procedures as per Liverpool School of Tropical Medicine when facilitating delivery of this project.



