	
	
	



Appendix:

Table A.1: Complete search strategy for identifying non-inferiority trials in dentistry
	Databases <2015 to June 2024>
	Search strategies

	PubMed (Medline)
	((Dentistry[Title/Abstract] OR Oral medicine[Title/Abstract] OR Dental[Title/Abstract] OR (Dental/ OR Dentistry)) AND (Noninferiority[Title/Abstract] OR Non-inferiority[Title/abstract] OR Notinferiority[Title/Abstract] OR Not-inferiority[Title/Abstract] OR Inferiority[Title/Abstract]) NOT (Systematic[Title/Abstract] OR Case Report/OR Case Series[Title/Abstract] OR Systematic Review, Meta-Analysis[Title/Abstract] OR Review[Title/Abstract])) 

	Embase
	Dental. mp. OR Dentistry. mp. OR Oral medicine.mp. OR  (Dental/ OR Dentistry).af.
AND
Noninferior. mp OR noninferiority. mp OR notinferiority. mp. OR notinferior. mp. OR non-inferiority.mp. OR inferiority.mp.
NOT
 Systematic. mp. OR Review. mp. OR Editorial.mp. OR Case Report. mp, OR Case Series. mp. OR Meta-analysis. mp. OR Editorial Trial. mp. OR Systematic Review. mp.
 
 

	Web of Science
	[bookmark: _Int_nx5uc8JV](TI= noninferiority OR notinferiority OR  noninferior OR notinferior) OR (AB= noninferiority OR notinferiority OR  noninferior OR notinferior)
AND
(TI= dental OR dentistry OR oral medicine) OR (AB= dental OR dentistry OR oral medicine)
NOT
(TI= systematic OR review OR editorial OR case report OR case series) OR (AB= systematic OR review OR editorial OR case report OR case series)
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 Table A.2a: CONSORT-NI checklist, Reporting checklist adapted from the CONSORT 2010 extension for non-inferiority trials, used to assess trial reporting adequacy in the present study.
	Corresponding item number in CONSORT 2010
	CONSORT-NI checklist items for trial

	1a
	Identification as a noninferiority randomized trial in the title

	2a
	Rationale for using a non-inferiority or equivalence design

	2b
	Hypotheses concerning noninferiority, specifying the noninferiority margin with the rationale for its choice

	4a
	Whether participants in the noninferiority trial are similar to those in any trial(s) that established efficacy of the reference treatment

	5
	Whether the reference treatment in the noninferiority trial is identical (or very similar) to that in any trial(s) that established efficacy of the reference treatment

	6a
	Specify the noninferiority outcome(s) and whether hypotheses for main and secondary outcome(s) are noninferiority or superiority. Whether the outcomes in the noninferiority trial are identical (or very similar) to those in any trial(s) that established efficacy of the reference treatment

	7a
	How sample size was determined/Whether the sample size was calculated using a noninferiority criterion and, if so, what the noninferiority margin was

	7b
	When applicable, explanation of any interim analyses and stopping guidelines/To which outcome(s) they apply and whether related to a noninferiority hypothesis

	12a
	Statistical methods used to compare groups for primary and secondary outcomes/Whether a 1- or 2-sided confidence interval approach was used

	17a
	For the outcome(s) for which noninferiority was hypothesized, a figure showing confidence intervals and the noninferiority margin may be useful

	22
	Interpret results in relation to the noninferiority hypothesis. If a superiority conclusion is drawn for outcome(s) for which noninferiority was hypothesized, provide justification for switching



Table A.2b: CONSORT-NI checklist, Reporting checklist adapted from the CONSORT 2010 extension for non-inferiority trials, used to assess abstract reporting adequacy in the present study.
	Corresponding item name in CONSORT 2010

	CONSORT-NI checklist items for abstract


	Title
	Identification of study as noninferiority trial

	Objective
	Specific hypothesis concerning noninferiority, including noninferiority margin

	Method-Outcome
	Clarify for all reported outcomes whether noninferiority or superiority

	Result-Outcome
	For the primary noninferiority outcome, result in relation to noninferiority margin

	Conclusions
	Interpretation taking into account the noninferiority hypotheses and any superiority hypotheses








 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

	
	
	



