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	Bajones, et al [16]
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	2
	0
	1
	1
	1
	N/A
	2
	1
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	2
	2
	0
	1.4


	
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	2
	N/A
	2
	1
	1
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	1
	0
	2
	2
	0
	

	Banks, et al [17]
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	1
	2
	1
	0
	1
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	1
	0
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1.1


	
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	1
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	1
	0
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Barrett, et al [18]
	2
	2
	0
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	N/A
	1
	N/A
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1.7


	
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	N/A
	1
	N/A
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Beer, et al [19]
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	1.6


	
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	

	Birks, et al [20]
	2
	2
	0
	1
	2
	1
	0
	0
	1
	N/A
	2
	N/A
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	0
	0
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	N/A
	2
	2
	0
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	2
	2
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	2
	2
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	2
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	N/A
	2
	2
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	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
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	2
	2
	2
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	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
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	1.4


	
	1
	2
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	1
	2
	2
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	2
	1
	N/A
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Broadbent, et al [47]
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	1
	0
	1
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1.2


	
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	1
	0
	0
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	

	Cavallo, et al [22]
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1.6


	
	2
	2
	0
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Cavallo, et al [23]
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	1
	2
	2
	0
	0
	1
	N/A
	0
	0
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1.1


	
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	1
	N/A
	0
	0
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Chu, et al [24]
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	N/A
	1
	N/A
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	1
	0
	2
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1.2


	
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	N/A
	1
	N/A
	2
	0
	2
	1
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Fan, et al [11]
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1


	
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	1
	0
	0
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	Fischinger, et al [25]
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	N/A
	0
	0
	0
	2
	1
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1


	
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	2
	1
	0
	0
	1
	2
	N/A
	0
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Huisman, et al [26]
	2
	2
	1
	1
	2
	2
	0
	0
	1
	N/A
	2
	N/A
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	1.3


	
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	1
	N/A
	2
	N/A
	2
	0
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	

	Koh, et al [31]
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1.5


	
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Inoue, et al [27]
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	N/A
	0
	0
	2
	2
	1
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1
	0
	0
	1.1


	
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	N/A
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1
	0
	0
	

	Keizer, et al [28]
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1.5


	
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	1
	0
	0
	

	Khosla, et al [29]
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	0
	2
	1
	0
	2
	N/A
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	1.2


	
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	1
	0
	2
	N/A
	2
	0
	1
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	

	Khosla, et al [30]
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	N/A
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1.2


	
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	N/A
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Kramer, et al [32]
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	0
	1
	2
	0
	1
	1
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1.4


	
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	0
	1
	2
	0
	1
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Liang, et al [33]
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1.7


	
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Libin, et al [34]
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	0
	2
	1
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1.4


	
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	1
	0
	1
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Moyle, et al [35]
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1.8


	
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
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	Obayashi, et al [36]
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1.8

	
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Pripfl, et al [37]
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	1
	2
	2
	1
	0
	0
	N/A
	0
	0
	2
	2
	1
	2
	0
	1
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	2
	0
	0
	1.4


	
	2
	2
	0
	1
	2
	2
	0
	2
	1
	0
	2
	N/A
	0
	0
	1
	2
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	0
	

	Pu, et al [38] 
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	1
	N/A
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	2
	2
	0
	1.8


	
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	0
	2
	N/A
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	2
	2
	0
	

	Schussler, et al [39]
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	2
	2
	N/A
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	2
	0
	0
	1.5


	
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	2
	0
	0
	

	Valenti, et al [43]
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1.7


	
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Sung, et al [40]
	2
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	0
	1
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1.6


	
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	0
	1
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Thodberg, et al [41] 
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	0
	1
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1.5


	
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Torta, et al [46]
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	2
	1
	0
	2
	N/A
	2
	0
	1
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1


	
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	1
	0
	2
	N/A
	2
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	

	Wada, et al [44]
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	1
	0
	2
	N/A
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	0
	2
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1.2


	
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	N/A
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Wada, et al [45]
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	1
	0
	2
	0
	2
	0
	2
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1


	
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Zsiga, et al [42]
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	1
	N/A
	2
	0
	2
	2
	1
	0
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	1
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1.3

	
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	1
	N/A
	1
	0
	2
	2
	2
	0
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	1
	0
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Note. The highlighted rows indicate the second reviewer’s scores.                                                        Total agreement percentage= 86.11



The quality of included articles was appraised independently by two authors, through the quality assessment of digital health interventions within the Monitoring and Evaluating Digital Health Interventions framework established by the World Health Organization (WHO) [14].




