Supplementary files 
CASP appraisal of qualitative studies
	
	Criteria 
	Frantz 
	Girot 
	Shuriquie 
	Van Wyk
	Evans 
	Koto 
	Wright 
	Erlandsson 1
	Hatakka 
	Bogren 

	1
	Was there a clear statement of the aims of the research?
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y

	2
	Is a qualitative methodology appropriate?
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
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	Was the research design appropriate to address aims of research?
	Y
	CT
	CT
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y

	4
	Was the recruitment strategy appropriate?
	Y
	CT
	CT
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y

	5
	Was the data collected in a way that addressed the research issue?
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y

	6
	Has the relationship between researchers and participants been adequately considered?
	Y
	CT
	N
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y 

	7
	Have ethical issues been taken into consideration?
	Y
	Y
	CT
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y 

	8
	Was the data analysis sufficiently rigorous?
	Y
	Y
	CT
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y

	9
	Is there a clear statement of findings?
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y

	10
	How valuable is this research?
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y


	Y Criteria was met, N Criteria not met, CT Cannot tell if criteria was met



CASP appraisal of quantitative studies
	
	Criteria 
	Akiode

	1
	Did the study address a clearly focused issue?
	Y

	2
	Was the cohort recruited in an acceptable way?
	CT

	5a
	Have the authors identified all important confounding factors?
	Y

	5b 
	Have they taken account of the confounding factors in the design and / or analysis?
	N

	8
	How precise are the results?
	N

	9
	Do you believe the results?
	Y

	10
	Can the results be applied to the local population?
	Y

	11
	Do the results of this study fit with other available evidence?
	Y

	7
	What are the results of this study?
	Midwifery instructors demonstrated statistically significant improvements in knowledge of and exposure to post-abortion care and manual vacuum aspiration (MVA) after the national intervention. Student midwives’ post-graduation showed increased knowledge, exposure to and use of MVA in the workplace 


	Y Criteria was met, N Criteria not met, CT Cannot tell if criteria was met		

CASP appraisal of systematic reviews
	
	Criteria
	West 

	1
	Did the review address a clearly focused question?
	Y

	2
	Did the authors look for the right type of papers?
	Y

	3
	Do you think all the important, relevant studies were included?
	Y

	4 
	Did the review’s authors do enough to assess quality of the included studies?
	Y

	5
	If the results of the review have been combined, was it reasonable to do so?
	Y

	7
	How precise are the results?
	Y

	8
	Can the results be applied to the local population?
	Y

	9
	Were all important outcomes considered?
	Y

	10
	Are the benefits worth the harms and costs?
	Y

	6
	What are the overall results of the review?
	Approaches used to build midwifery educator capacity in LMIC include skill and knowledge updates associated with curriculum review, involvement in leadership, management and research training 


	Y Criteria was met							



MMAT appraisal of mixed research methods studies
	
	Methodological quality criteria
	Erlandsson 2018
	Erlandsson 2019

	Screening questions 
	S1. Are there clear research questions?
	Y 
	Y 

	
	S2. Do the collected data allow to address the research questions
	Y 
	Y 

	5.1
	Is there an adequate rationale for using a mixed methods design to address the research question? 
	Y
	Y 

	5.2
	Are the different components of the study effectively integrated to answer the research question? 
	Y
	Y 

	5.3
	Are the outputs of the integration of qualitative and quantitative components adequately interpreted? 
	Y
	Y 

	5.4 
	Are divergences and inconsistencies between quantitative and qualitative results adequately addressed? 
	Y
	Y

	5.5
	Do the different components of the study adhere to the quality criteria of each tradition of the methods involved?
	Y 
	Y 

	
	Comment
	No divergence 
	No divergence 


Y Criteria was met

AACODS appraisal of grey literature
	
	Criteria 
	UNFPA 2021
	UNFPA 2020
	UNFPA 2019
	UNFPA 2018
	UNFPA 2017
	UNFPA 2014
	ICM 2020 
	Bogren 2017

	1
	Authority 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y

	2
	Accuracy 
	N
	N
	N
	N
	N
	N
	N
	N

	3
	Coverage 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 

	4
	Objectivity 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 

	5
	Date 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 

	6
	Significance 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 
	Y 


Y Criteria was met, N Criteria not met	

