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Supplementary table S2: Critical appraisal of clinical pharmacokinetic studies
	Q No:
	Wang P et al; 2024
	Hanaffin PO et al; 2023 
	Pi MY et al; 2023
	Surovoy YA et al; 2023
	Luo X et al; 2022
	Wang P et al; 2022
	Li Y et al; 2021
	Wang P et al; 2021
	Yu XB et al; 2020
	Thamlikitkul V et al; 2017
	Sandri AM et al; 2013
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	Y

	10
	Y
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	NA
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	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
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	Score  
	16
	14
	17
	16
	17
	16
	15
	15
	17
	14
	15

	Quality 
	High 
	High 
	High
	 High
	High
	High
	High
	High
	High
	High
	High



Questions:
1. Was a clear description of the objectives of the study provided? 
2. Was a valid and comprehensive rationale provided to support the purpose of the study?
3. Was the chosen study design appropriately selected and justified?
4. Was the dosing (dose, route of administration, dosing interval) of the drug in the study justified for the intended study?
5. Where the endpoints of the study appropriate to answer the objectives of the study?
6. Were the exclusion criteria of participants included AND appropriate for the intended outcomes of the study?
7. Where applicable, were the relevant baseline characteristics of the participants adequately described?
8. Were plausible interacting covariates described a priori or in post hoc evaluation?
9. Was the description of the used sample analysis methods or citations of prior validation studies provided in the publication or affiliated appendix?
10. Was the method of data sampling appropriate for the study?
11. Was a clear description of the sampling site and the sampling interval (the exact times at which samples are obtained) provided and justified?
12. Was the number of half-lives elapsed within the sampling period appropriate for the analysed drug?
13. Were sample storage conditions appropriate and described in a manner that could be accurately replicated?
14. If applicable, was there a clear description of the pharmacokinetic model, its development, validation, and justification for use?
15. Was the described population pharmacokinetic approach validation method appropriate for the analysis?
16. Were the essential pharmacokinetic parameters required to make the results applicable in clinical settings addressed?
17. Were the pharmacokinetic equations used to calculate patient pharmacokinetic parameters disclosed or cited within the article?
18. Were the chosen statistical tests and software to perform the statistical analysis appropriate to achieve the study objectives?
19. Were all patients enrolled in the study accounted for?
20. In the event of missing data or outliers, was the process for analysis justified and appropriate?
21. Were appropriate summary statistics to describe centrality and variance used to document the pharmacokinetic results?
Y- Yes, N- No, DNK- I do not know, NA- Not applicable. 
