	Ref No
	Item 
	Country of origin 
	Study Design
	Disabled Population of Focus
	Evidence Source
	Results: 
Barriers
	Results: Facilitators

	(1)	Brooks (2020)
	Canada 
	Qualitative Study 
	Type 1 Diabetes + Inherited Retinal Diseases 
	Parents of children living with T1D (n=15) and parents of children living with IRD (n=14) / Family Perceptions and Experience
	Risks vs benefit assessment 
Systemic and logistical factors 
	Risks vs benefit assessment 
Protocol design and management


	(2)
	Witham (2018)
	UK
	Commentary/Opinion/Editorial
	Sarcopenia
	Researcher experience
Referenced wider literature
	Systemic and logistical factors
	Protocol design and management
Systemic and logistical factors 

	(3)	Park (2019) 
	USA
	Case Report / Series
	Mild Cognitive Impairment and Alzheimer’s Disease
	Primary stat analysis 
	Risks vs benefit assessment 

	Risks vs benefit assessment 
Protocol design and management


	(4)	Bayer (2003)
	UK
	Commentary/Opinion/Editorial
	Mild Cognitive Impairment 
	Referenced wider literature 
Ethical argument
	Risks vs benefit assessment 
Protocol design and management
Internal vs external validity
Consent and ethics
Systemic and logistical factors
	Risks vs benefit assessment 
Consent and ethics 

	(5)	Humphreys (2015)
	USA
	Systematic review
	Psychiatric disorders 
	Secondary research
	Internal vs external validity 
Systemic and logistical factors
	Consent and ethics 

	(6)	Fisher (2002)
	USA
	Commentary/Opinion/Editorial
	Suicidal depression
	Ethical argument
	Internal vs external validity 
Protocol design and management
Consent and ethics 
	Protocol design and management
Consent and ethics 

	(7)	Carey (2001)
	USA
	Qualitative Study
	Severe and Persistent Mental Illness
	Outpatients with severe and persistent mental illness (SPMI) (n=45) / Patient Perception and Experience
	
	Risks vs benefit assessment 
Protocol design and management


	(8)	Jensen (2019)
	New Zealand
	Literature Review
	Elderly with trauma 
	Secondary Research
	Internal vs external validity 
Systemic and logistical factors
Consent and ethics
	Protocol design and management
Consent and ethics

	(9)	Trivedi (2015)
	USA
	Literature Review
	Neurological disorders
	Secondary Research
	Internal vs external validity 
	Protocol design and management
Systemic and logistical factors
Internal vs external validity 

	(10)	Schneider (1997)
	USA
	Case Report / Series
	Alzheimer's disease
	Primary stat analysis 
	Internal vs external validity 
	

	(11)	Lehoux (2005)
	USA
	Qualitative Study
	Psychosis patients 
	Patients attending psychosis clinic (schizophrenia (N = 16), schizoaffective disorder (N = 4), delusional disorder (N = 2), schizophreniform disorder (N = 2), and psychosis not otherwise specified (N = 1) / Researcher perception and experience
Patient perception and experience
	Risks vs benefit assessment 
	

	(12)	Karlawish (2001)
	USA
	Commentary/Opinion/Editorial
	Alzheimer's/Dementia
	Ethical argument 
Patient perception and experience
	Risks vs benefit assessment 
Consent and ethics
	Consent and ethics 

	(13)	Humphreys (2000)
	USA
	Quantitative study
	Psychiatric disorders 
	Primary stat analysis
	Internal vs external validity 
	

	(14)	Hammers (2019)
	Switzerland
	Quantitative Study
	Alzheimer's disease
	Primary stat analysis 
	
	Protocol design and management


	(15)	Jones (2019)
	UK
	Commentary/Opinion/Editorial
	Mental health disorders
	Ethical argument 
Researcher perception and experience 
Referenced wider literature
	Protocol design and management
Consent and ethics 
Systemic and logistical factors
	Protocol design and management


	(16)	Heller (2006)
	USA
	Commentary/Opinion/Editorial
	Down Syndrome 
	Researcher perception and experience
Referenced wider literature
	Protocol design and management
Internal vs external validity 
Systemic and logistical factors
	

	(17)	McQueen (2008)
	USA
	Qualitative Study
	Neurofibromatosis
	Patients or parents of patients with Neurofibromatosis Type 1 (n=74) and care providers of these patients (n=69) / Patient perceptions and experience
Clinician perception and experience
	
	

	(18)	Lembke (2016)
	UK
	Commentary/Opinion/Editorial
	Mental illness and addiction
	Referenced wider literature 
Researcher experience and perception 
	Internal vs external validity 
Systemic and logistical factors
	Risks vs benefit assessment 
Systemic and logistical factors


	(19)	Myers (2020)
	Netherlands
	Quantitative Study
	Parkinsons disease
	Primary stat analysis
	
	Protocol design and management


	(20)	Fox (2017)
	UK
	Commentary/Opinion/Editorial
	Multiple Sclerosis
	Referenced wider literature 
Researcher experience and perception 
	
	Internal vs external validity 

	(21)	Diver (2017)
	Netherlands
	Qualitative Study
	Stroke 
	Stroke survivors (n=11) and carers of stroke survivors (n=5) / Patient perceptions and experiences
Carer perception and experiences 
	Risks vs benefit assessment 
Consent and ethics
	

	(22)	Shapiro (2017)
	USA
	Case Report / Series
	All
	Primary stat analysis
Patient perceptions and experience 
	Systemic and logistical factors
	Consent and ethics
Systemic and logistical factors

	(23)	Helmchen (1981)
	USA
	Commentary/Opinion/Editorial
	Psychiatric disorders
	Ethical argument
Researcher experience and perception
	Risks vs benefit assessment 
Consent and ethics
Protocol design and management
	

	(24)	Rosende-Roca (2021)
	Spain
	Quantitative Study
	Alzheimer's
	Primary stat analysis
	Internal vs external validity 

	

	(25)	Wojcik (2019)
	Poland
	Case Report / Series
	Alzheimer's
	Primary Stat analysis 
	Protocol design and management

	

	(26)	Studenski (2009)
	France
	Commentary/Opinion/Editorial
	Sarcopenia
	Referenced wider literature
Researcher experience and perception 
	
	Protocol design and management


	(27)	Witham (2020) 
	UK
	Commentary/Opinion/Editorial
	All
	Guideline document
	
	Protocol design and management
Systemic and logistical factors
 

	(28)	Withall (2020)
	UK
	Case Report / Series
	Mobility disability patients 
	Primary stat analysis
Researcher perception and experience 
	
	Protocol design and management
Systemic and logistical factors


	(29)	Kannisto (2017)
	Canada 
	Quantitative Study
	Serious Mental Illness
	Primary stat analysis
	Risks vs benefit assessment 

	

	(30)	Emre (2014)
	USA
	Commentary/Opinion/Editorial
	Parkinson's and Dementia/Cognitive Impairment
	Researcher perception and experience 
Referenced wider literature
	Consent and ethics 
	Consent and ethics 

	(31)	Rookhuijzen (2014)
	Netherlands
	Qualitative study
	Cognitive Impairment
	Elderly with MMSE score ≥21 and ≤27 (n=18) / Patient perception and experience
Family perception and experience  
	
	

	(32)	Kogan (2009)
	UK
	Mixed methods analysis
	Bipolar Disorder
	Administrators and clinicians from community clinic program for Bipolar patients (n=8) / Clinician perception and experience
Primary stat analysis 
	Protocol design and management
Internal vs external validity 
Systemic and logistical factors
	Protocol design and management


	(33)	Veenstra (2010) 
	USA
	Qualitative Study
	Intellectual Disability
	Researchers with experience in trials for people with Intellectual Disabilities (n=18) / Researcher perception and experience 
	Protocol design and management
Systemic and logistical factors 

	

	(34)	Africano-Oliver (2010)
	UK
	Case Report
	Intellectual Disability
	Referenced wider literature
Researcher perception and experience
	Protocol design and management
Risks vs benefit assessment 

	Protocol design and management
Consent and ethics

	(35)	House (2020) 
	USA
	Case Report / Series
	Severe cognitive impairment 
	Clinician perception and experience 
Researcher perception and experience 
Ethical argument 
	Risks vs benefit assessment 
Internal vs external validity 
Consent and ethics 

	Protocol design and management
Consent and ethics

	(36)	Grill (2010)
	UK
	Commentary/Opinion/Editorial
	Alzheimer's 
	Referenced wider literature 
Researcher perception and experience 
	Protocol design and management
Risks vs benefit assessment 
Systemic and logistical factors 


	Protocol design and management


	(37)	Ridda (2008)
	Australia
	Case Report / Series
	Frailty
	Primary stat analysis 
Patient perception and experience 
Family perception and experience 
Carer perception and experience 
	Risks vs benefit assessment 
Systemic and logistical factors 
Internal vs external validity 

	Protocol design and management


	(38)	Jefferson (2008)
	USA
	Quantitative Study
	Mild Cognitive Impairment 
	Primary stat analysis 
	Risks vs benefit assessment 
Consent and ethics
	

	(39)	Ashford (2021)
	USA
	Case Report / Series
	Alzheimer's
	Primary stat analysis 
	
	Protocol design and management


	(40)	Jimoh (2021)
	USA
	Systematic review 
	Persons lacking capacity to consent 
	Secondary research 
	Consent and ethics
	Consent and ethics

	(41)	Pittman (2021) 
	USA
	Systematic review 
	Bilateral sensorineural hearing loss
	Secondary research 
	Protocol design and management

	

	(42)	McKinney (2021)
	UK
	Case Report / Series
	Non-verbal, minimally verbal or those with intellectual disability 
	Researcher perception and experience 
	Protocol design and management
Risks vs benefit assessment 
Consent and ethics
Systemic and logistical factors 
	Protocol design and management


	(43)	Langbaum (2020)
	Switzerland
	Case Report / Series
	Mild Alzheimer's
	Primary stats analysis 
	Internal vs external validity
	Systemic and logistical factors

	(44)	Hsiao (2019)
	UK
	Commentary/Opinion/Editorial
	fibrodysplasia ossificans progressiva (FOP).
	Researcher perception and experience 
Clinician perception and experience 
	Protocol design and management
Risks vs benefit assessment 
Systemic and logistical factors
	Protocol design and management


	(45)	Peckham (2018)
	UK
	Case Report / Series
	Serious Mental Health 
	Researcher perception and experience 
Clinician perception and experience
	Protocol design and management
	Protocol design and management


	(46)	Bardach (2017)
	USA
	Quantitative Study
	Alzheimer's
	Primary stats analysis 
	Risks vs benefits assessment 
Systemic and logistical factors 
	Risks vs benefits assessment

	(47)	Wade (2017)
	USA
	Commentary/Opinion/Editorial
	Traumatic Brain Injury
	Referenced wider literature 
Researcher perception and experience
	
	Protocol design and management


	(48)	Siddiqui (2015)
	USA
	Case Report / Series
	Serious mental illness 
	Primary stats analysis
	Systemic and logistical factors
Protocol design and management
	Protocol design and management
Systemic and logistical factors

	(49)	Lipsman (2012)
	UK
	Commentary/Opinion/Editorial
	Psychiatric disorders
	Researcher perception and experience 
Ethical argument 
	Protocol design and management
Risks vs benefit assessment 
Consent and ethics 
	Risks vs benefits assessment 

	(50)	Schwartz (1995)
	UK 
	Quantitative analysis 
	Multiple Sclerosis 
	Primary stats analysis
	Risks vs benefits 
Consent and ethics 

	Protocol design and management
Risks vs benefits assessment 

	(51)	Fisher (2021)
	Canada 
	Case Report / Series
	Depression and TBI
	Primary stats analysis
Patient perceptions and experience 
	Risks vs benefits
Systemic and logistical factors
	Protocol design and management
Consent and ethics 

	(52)	Reuter (2021)
	Canada 
	Quantitative Study
	Stroke
	Primary stats analysis
	
	Protocol design and management


	(53)	Brintnall-Karabelas (2011)
	USA
	Quantitative study
	Mental Illness
	Primary stats analysis 
Patient perception and experience 
	Risks vs benefits
Systemic and logistical factors
	Protocol design and management
Risks vs benefits assessment 

	(54)	Lennox (2005)
	Australia
	Qualitative study
	Intellectual Disability
	Participants recruited to Intellectual Disability RCT (n=104) / Patient perceptions and experience 
	Risks vs benefits
Systemic and logistical factors
Consent and ethics 
	Protocol design and management
Systemic and logistical factors 

	(55)	Barron (2004)
	USA
	Literature Review
	Frailty
	Secondary Research
	Risks vs benefits
Systemic and logistical factors
Consent and ethics
	Consent and ethics

	(56)	Jongsma (2016)
	Netherlands
	Literature Review
	Dementia
	Secondary Research 
	Internal vs external validity
	Protocol design and management
Internal vs external validity 
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