Additional file 2 Methods 

The Australian New Zealand Clinical Trial Registry (ANZCTR) search query
The ANZCTR search query to identify potential general practice trials was as follows: "general practice" OR "general practices" OR "GP" OR "GPs" OR "general practitioner". The quotation marks around the search term specified that trials must match the exact phrase in the query. Additional search criteria were recruitment in Australia and date registered between 1 July 2005 and 30 June 2024. The query was performed on 5 July 2024 and records (from an Excel file) were imported into REDCap. All ANZCTR data fields were extracted and loaded to REDCap. A full description of the ANZCTR data fields can be found at: https://www.anzctr.org.au/docs/ANZCTR%20Data%20field%20explanation.pdf?

Record review to identify general practice RCTs
Both authors (RR & LR), very experienced general practice academic researchers, reviewed the extracted records focussing on the “Title”, “Brief summary” fields together with the contexts in which the search term(s) had appeared in the registration record. Records were marked as “in-scope” if the trial met our criteria for a general practice trial, “not in-scope” or “uncertain”. Trials coded as “uncertain” or discordantly were resolved by review of the full record by both authors. Investigators were not contacted to provide additional information regarding their trial registration record. 

From the dataset of trials which had been identified as meeting the definition of a general practice trial the “Study type” and “Allocation to intervention” fields were used to exclude observational and non-randomised trials. All phases of trials were included. In addition, pilot, feasibility or proof of concept studies were excluded by manually searching the “Scientific title” and “Brief summary” fields for these terms.

Outcomes dataset 
An outcomes subset was created comprising general practice RCTs that had completed data collection prior to 1 July 2022 to allow at least two years for publication in a peer reviewed journal [11-13]. Excluding trials that had been stopped early / withdrawn the PubMed database (using the clinical trial identifier (ACTRN) or the trial title (or trial acronym)) was manually searched for the primary publication from the trial. In addition, citation lists from trial protocol papers were searched. Trials were classified as having a positive result if the prespecified primary outcome unambiguously and unequivocally met its statistical significance threshold. Results presented at conferences or in government reports were excluded from the analysis.
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