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1. Introduction: Were the aims/objectives of the study clear? ves

2. Methods: Was the sample frame taken from an appropriate population or ecological (e.g. census tracts) base so that it closely the targ e ion or partly

3. Methods: Was SEP measured with more than 1 single indicator? no/notstated
4. Methods: Were SEP-variables adequately described or do the authors refer to other paper(s) where the variables are adequately described? not relevant
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7. Methods: Was SEP analysed at individual level?

8. Methods: Was missing data handling adequately described?
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