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Research ethics reported on individual participant data meta-analysis (IPD-MA) of randomized controlled trials (RCTs)
Since there were no analyses assessing whether IPD-MAs of RCTs include relevant research ethics information, we conducted a search on 20 of the most relevant general/internal medicine journals according to the Journal Citation Report 2025 impact factor. We searched for the publication of IPD-MAs of RCTs published between January and September 2025, in journals that were publishing all types of study designs on broad topics in general/internal medicine (*), that were published in different countries and continents, while taking care not to include more than two journals per publishing group (**). 
The following 20 journals were included:
[bookmark: _Hlk211667720]American Journal of Medicine, Annals of Internal Medicine, BMC Medicine, BMJ Medicine, Chinese Medicine Journal, CMAJ, Deutsches Ärzteblatt International, eClinical Medicine, European Journal of Internal Medicine, Internal Medicine Journal, JAMA, JAMA Internal Medicine, Journal of General Internal Medicine, Journal of Internal Medicine, Mayo Clinic Proceedings, Medical Journal of Australia, New England Journal of Medicine, Plos Medicine, The BMJ,  and The Lancet

12 Journals that did not publish a single IPD-MA of RCTs:
American Journal of Medicine, BMC Medicine, Chinese Medicine Journal, CMAJ, Deutsches Ärzteblatt International, Internal Medicine Journal, JAMA, Journal of General Internal Medicine, Journal of Internal Medicine, Mayo Clinic Proceedings, Medical Journal of Australia, and New England Journal of Medicine.

8 Journals that published IPD-MAs of RCTs:
One IPD-MA: Annals of Internal Medicine, BMJ, BMJ Medicine, European Journal of Internal Medicine, and JAMA Internal Medicine
Two IPD-MAs: eClinical Medicine
Four IPD-MAs: Plos Medicine
Eight IPD-MAs: The Lancet.
The search for and verification of information regarding the five items in the 19 IPD-MAs included in Table 1 of the manuscript were conducted independently by RDR and FN. Any discrepancies were resolved by consensus. 
_____________________________________________________________________________
(*) Following this approach high-ranked journals such as Nature Reviews Disease Primers, Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews, or Journal of Cachexia Sarcopenia and Muscle were not included.
(**) Following this approach high-ranked journals such as JAMA Network Open, or BMJ Evidence-Based Medicine were not included


