Supplementary File 3. Characteristics of included commentaries (n=26; one is both a commentary and study)
	Author/s and year, country  
	Designa
	Purpose of study
	Patient partner experience
	Study being reflected uponb

	Patient partner and researcher perspectivesc

	Aase, Ree (1) 
norway and the netherlands
	Viewpoint paper
	Summarise how researchers and co-researchers experienced involvement in a mixed-methods project that implemented a leadership intervention
	Person with dementia and carer for husband with dementia
	Mixed-methods study that developed and evaluated research-based leadership guide for managers to increase quality and safety competence. n=2 patient partners (2) 

	Aries, Bailey (3) UK
	not explicit (commentarya)
	Describe patient and public engagement process for a 
mixed-methods feasibility study 
	Stroke survivors and their carers
	Randomised pilot study about sensory stimulation to feet after stroke. n=1-12 patient partners per phase (4)

	Browne, Swoboda (5)
USA
	not explicit; (commentarya) 
	To describe patient and family engagement in a comparative effectiveness trial about transitions of care for patients with kidney disease 
	People with kidney disease and family members

	Cluster RCT to test effectiveness of integrated health system interventions to improve patient preparation for kidney failure treatments. n=8 patient partners (6)

	Curran, Bishop (7)  
Canada
	not explicit; (commentarya)
	Describe research team experience engaging parents in the research process in a paediatric care centre
	Examples include primary caregiver parent for three young children and families of people with autism spectrum disorder
	Mixed-methods study to design and develop discharge communication interventions for paediatric emergency department. Patient partners not explicit (8)

	Dada, May (9) South Africa
	not explicit; (commentarya)
	Describe application of Involvement Matrix to guide research project with youth with severe communication disabilities 
	Youth with severe communication disability  
	Participatory research study related to augmentative and alternative communication for use in the COVID‐19 pandemic. n=6 patient partners (9)

	Di Lorito, Godfrey (10) UK
	not explicit; (commentarya)
	Propose good practice model for co-researching with carers of people with dementia 
	Carers of people with dementia
	RCT testing a therapy intervention for promoting activity and independence amongst people with early dementia or mild cognitive impairment. n=2 patient partners engaged (11, 12) 

	Etchegary, Pike (13)
Canada
	not explicit; (commentarya)
	Provide guidance on co-designing and operationalising patient engagement plan for health research
	Healthcare system and health research project experience 
	Qualitative research (part of programme of research; future clinical trial planned) related to developing and evaluating an intervention to reduce inappropriate lower back pain imaging. n=3 lead patient partners; n=9 patient partners on council (14, 15)

	Evans, Carson-Stevens (16)
UK
	not explicit; firsthand account
	Describe how public involvement was implemented in a large multi-site research study 
	Experience in using primary and secondary health services
	Qualitative study to identify theories about patient experience and acceptability of being streamed to primary care clinician in emergency department. n=19 patient partner all project phases (17) 

	Etherington, Lê (18)
Canada
	Commentary 
	Outline approach for patient engagement in surgical safety research 
	Multiple surgeries

	Qualitative study to identify barriers and enablers that  influence support of the operating room Black Box to guide future implementation. n=2 patient partners (19)

	Foster, Fergusson (20)
Canada 

	not explicit; (commentarya) 
	Describe approach to patient engagement in clinical trial protocol development 
	People with lived experience of blood cancer
	Program of research to inform the development of a clinical trial protocol to assess new immunotherapy for blood cancer. n=2 patient partners (21-24)

	Fraser, Carrington (25)
UK
	Reflective account 
	Provide lived account of co-researchers’ and academic researchers’ expectations and experiences of involvement

	Young people living with mental health problems 

	Mixed-methods study to develop high-quality service design model for children and young people experiencing common mental health problems. n=6 patient partners (26)

	Gould, Glanville-Hearst (27) 
Australia
	Perspective piece 
	Share experiential insight experiences of a patient involvement program 

	Background in occupational therapy, medical anthropology and academia/research
	PhD program related to total knee arthroplasty (TKA), examples of aims included identifying patient-related characteristics associated with unplanned 30-day readmission, ascertaining importance of risk factors and developing risk prediction model. n=1 patient partner (28-30) 

	Hruslinski, Menio (31) 
USA and Canada
	not explicit; (commentarya)
	Review experience in developing and implementing a patient engagement strategy
	Part of nationally active elder advocacy and service organisation
	RCT to evaluate effect of spinal versus general anaesthesia on ambulation recovery and other patient-centred outcomes. n=1 co-investigator; n=8 on panel (32) 

	Jørgensen, Eskildsen (33) Denmarkd  
	not explicit; (commentarya) and qualitative 
	Provide account of process
of involving co-researchers in the project and discuss  
academic researchers’ and co-researchers’ experiences and recommendations for
user-involvement
	Former or current patients with cancer and one relative

	Qualitative study about involving patient representatives as peer interviewers; and conceptualize patient empowerment for patients with cancer attending follow-up, to develop a questionnaire. n=14 patient partners (34, 35)

	Kwok, Cheung (36)
Canada
	Commentary 
	Provide case example of working with three individuals with post-stroke lived experience

	History of stroke; research experiences 

	Qualitative case study to explore patient and therapist perspectives on physical therapy outcome measures post-stroke. n=3 patient partners (37)

	Manikandan, Foley (38)
Ireland
	not explicit; (commentarya)  
	Provide overview of how adults with cerebral palsy were involved in a doctoral research project during the pandemic
	Adults living with cerebral palsy
	PhD program to describe health service use, unmet needs, and identify factors associated with service use among adults with cerebral palsy. n=5 patient partners (39) 

	McCarron, Clement (40) 
Canada
	Commentary 
	Describe four patient partners’ involvement during a scoping review
	not reported
	Scoping review to understand engagement practices of patients who assume partner roles in health research. n=4 patient partners (41)

	Prebeg, Patton (42)
Canada
	Personal view
	Identify and discuss barriers to patient engagement roles; consider how key concepts of relational empowerment, fluidity, and flexibility may address these barriers; and provide tangible recommendations for patient engagement 
	Youth with mental health conditions and their caregivers
	not explicit 

	Schöpf-Lazzarino, Böhm (43)
Germany 

	not explicit; (commentarya)  
	Describe and assess the contributions of four patient partners in a project on communication skills training
	Members of League against Rheumatism

	Participatory research to describe/analyse significant factors of disease-related everyday communication and develop and evaluate two-module training program to enhance communicate for persons with rheumatic and musculoskeletal diseases. n=4 patient partners (44, 45)

	van Beinum, Talbot (46)
Canada, Czech Republic, and the Netherlands
	Engagement narrative 
	Describe experiences with a researcher-family partnership in a deceased organ donation research project

	Consenting to deceased organ donation and losing a loved one in the intensive care unit
	Quantitative study to describe incidence and timing of resumption of cardiac electrical and pulsatile activity in critically ill adults who died after withdrawal of life-sustaining measures. n=1 patient partner (47) 

	Patient partner perspectives

	Marks, Mathie (48)
UK
	Retrospective, reflective approach 
	Share a first-time co-researcher’s reflections on the impact of patient and public involvement within a renal research study
	Professional communications/ policy career in the health field; no experiences related to renal disease; experience communicating with health staff and basic common sense; advisory group member experience
	Mixed-methods study to determine patient and public involvement models that improve patient experience, under what circumstances and why. n=1 patient partner (49, 50)

	Researcher perspectives

	Coupe and Mathieson (51) 
UK

	not explicit; (commentarya)  
	Explore patient and public engagement in two health related doctoral studies 
	Users of weight loss group in low socioeconomic status area; carers for husbands, who had cancer, at home towards the end of life; PPE university-based panel
	Feasibility study which provides practical information and support skills when caring for a person with cancer at end of life. n=2 patient partners; n=10 service users; PPI panel (52)

	Gesell, Klein (53)
USA
	not explicit; (commentarya)  
	Present approach for stakeholder engagement in a pragmatic trial transitional care model for post-acute care of stroke patients
	Stroke survivors and family caregivers   
	Pragmatic RCT that compares effectiveness of transitional care model for post-acute care of stroke patients. At least n=2 patient partners engaged (53)

	Nguyen, Palisano (54)
Canada
	Perspective paper 
	Share insights and experiences engaging youth with disabilities and families as members of the
research team
	Youth with developmental, communication, cognitive, and physical disabilities, and chronic health conditions and their parents/caregivers
	not explicit 

	Phoenix, Nguyen (55) 
Canada
	Commentary 
	Reflect on areas of concern related to patient engagement in research and propose insights into the theory and methods that are useful for engaging patients in research
	Parent caregivers affiliated with CanChild Centre for Childhood Disability Research
	Integrated knowledge
translation approach to spread awareness of the ‘F-words’ ideas and provide tools to support uptake among a broad audience. n=3-4e patient partners (56, 57)

	Robinson, Newton (58)
UK 
	not explicit; (commentarya)  
	Discuss the importance of public involvement in health research; identify current barriers to its successful
implementation; and present a conceptual model for evaluating and reporting public involvement in health research
	nHS service users from the authors current clinical caseload (Falls and Syncope Service and nIHR Biomedical Research Centre in Ageing), and relatives
	Mixed-methods study to involve older people and physiotherapists in developing acceptable strategies to promote uptake and adherence with exercise-based falls prevention programme. n=4 patient partners (59)


aSome included studies did not provide an explicit design, however it was evident that they were commentary pieces where authors reflected on the process of engaging patient partners in a health research project.  
bSome included studies were defined by authors as firsthand accounts/reflective accounts/viewpoint papers/perspective pieces/personal views/engagement narratives/commentaries. In addition, we classed some studies as commentaries (see footnote above). We have provided additional detail about the study that authors reflected upon, including the purpose of that study and the number of patient partners engaged, when able to find this detail. In some cases, we looked at other published studies to find these data.  
cWhen able to identify that a patient partner was a co-author on a commentary, we classed this study as patient partner and researcher perspective 
dThis study was both a commentary and a qualitative study.
eDepends on phase/study of research 
RCT= randomized control trial; UK= United Kingdom; USA= United States of America; PPE= patient and public engagement. We acknowledge that different terms are used in this table such as public partners, public advisors and co-researchers to describe patient partners, and terms like patient and public involvement are reported instead of patient and public engagement, we have attempted to remain consistent with the original study when extracting data
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