Additional file 3
Characteristics of excluded studies

	Citation
	Reason for exclusion

	Adams 2000 [1]*
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews – does not discuss methods

	Bai 2012 [2]**
	Excluded due to overlap in inclusion with the included SR by Whiting 2013 [3]***

	Bekkering 2013 [4]*
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews – not a cohort of overviews

	Bjordal 2008 [5]
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews – does not discuss methods

	Bramer 2013 [6]
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews – not a cohort of overviews 

	Costa 2013 [7]*
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews – does not discuss methods

	Delgado-Rodriguez 2006 [8]
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews – not a cohort of overviews

	Elliott 2004 [9]
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews – not a cohort of overviews

	Holt 2013 [10]
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews – does not discuss methods

	Hyde 2006 [11]*
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews – not a cohort of overviews

	Jefferson 2000 [12]*
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews – not a cohort of overviews

	Levin 2009 [13]
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews – does not discuss methods

	Lopez 2010 [14]*
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews 

	Martinez-Zapata 2011 [15]**
	Not a study that evaluated methods – not a cohort of overviews

	Pantoja 2015 [16]*
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews 

	Popovich 2012 [17]**
	Excluded due to overlap in inclusion with the included SR by Whiting 2013 [3]***

	Rada 2013 [18]
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews – not a cohort of overviews

	Rojas 2011 [19]
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews 

	Ryan 2005 [20]*
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews 

	Santaguida 2013 [21]
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews – not a cohort of overviews

	Schmitter 2013 [22]**
	Excluded due to overlap in inclusion with the included SR by Whiting 2013 [3]***

	Shea 2007 [23, 24]**
	Excluded due to overlap in inclusion with the included SR by Whiting 2013 [3]***

	Shea 2009 [25]**
	Excluded due to overlap in inclusion with the included SR by Whiting 2013 [3]***

	Tanjong-Ghogomu 2010  [26]*
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews 

	Thomson 2014 [27]
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews – does not discuss methods

	Wang  2012 [28]*
	Study not examining methods in a cross-section or cohort of overviews – not a cohort of overviews


* Conference poster 
** Stage II study
*** Included in our stage II analysis
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