Critical appraisal checklist and results for quantitative studies
Table S2: Critical appraisal check list and results for quantitative studies of MPDSR implementation in Ethiopia 
	Studies
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Total score

	Ayele et al., 2019(15)
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	8

	Bogale et al., 2020(20)
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	N
	Y
	Y
	6

	Endris and Tilahun, 2023(21)
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	N
	Y
	Y
	6

	E. Zemen et al., 2024(22)
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	N
	Y
	Y
	6

	Hadush et al., 2020(23)
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	N
	Y
	Y
	6

	Tariku et al., 2021(24)
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	N
	N
	Y
	Y
	6

	T. Tseyon et al., 2015(14)
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	N
	Y
	Y
	6

	[bookmark: _GoBack]Tesfay N. et al, 2024 (33)
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	N
	Y
	Y
	6

	EPHI, 2016(25)
	Y
	N
	Y
	Y
	N
	N
	Y
	Y
	6

	EPHI, 2017a(26)
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	N
	Y
	Y
	6

	EPHI, 2017b(27)
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	N
	Y
	Y
	6

	EPHI, 2018(28)
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	N
	Y
	Y
	6

	EPHI, 2020(29)
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	N
	Y
	Y
	6

	EPHI, 2022(30)
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	N
	Y
	Y
	6

	EPHI, 2024 (31)
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	N
	Y
	Y
	6


Abbreviations: Y (yes) =1; N (no/ not clear /not applicable) =0, Total score =8
Notes:
Q1 - Were the criteria for inclusion in the sample clearly defined?
Q2 - Were the study subjects and the setting described in detail?
Q3 - Was the exposure measured in a valid and reliable way?
Q4 - Were objective, standard criteria used for measurement of the condition?
Q5 - Were confounding factors identified?
Q6 - Were strategies to deal with confounding factors stated?
Q7 - Were the outcomes measured in a valid and reliable way?
Q8 - Was appropriate statistical analysis used?


