Multimedia Appendix 4. SQS scores for articles.

Reach Efficacy Adoption Implementation Maintenance SQS SQS
Author, Year Representative- | Design Data Evaluation| Stats | Setting Staff Web 2.0 Intervent. Program  |Setting Level| Ind Level | Total Percent
ness Suitability | Credibility Level Level Uptake Develop Integration Score
(0-3) (1-7) (0-3) (0-12) (0-3) (0-4) (0-4) (0-4) (0-3) (0-8) (0-7) (0-3) (1-61) (%)
Nguyen et al, 2008 3 6 2 10 2 0 4 3 2 5 4 1 42 69%
[47]
Soloman, Wagner, & 3 6 2 5 3 2 0 1 1 3 2 0 28 46%
Goes, 2012 [48]
Glasgow et al, 2011 2 6 2 10 2 4 2 4 3 6 2 0 43 70%
[49]
Richardson et al, 2010 3 7 2 10 3 4 4 4 3 6 6 0 52 85%
[50]
Nijland et al, 2011 [51] 4 8 0 2 5 3 35 57%
Cudney & Weinert, 2 1 1 1 0 0 16 26%
2012 [52]
Marziali, 2009 [53] 2 1 26 43%
Smarr, Shigaki, 1 1 0 7 29 48%
Donovan, & Hansen,
2011 [54]
McMahon et al, 2005 2 6 2 9 2 0 4 4 0 5 6 3 43 70%
[55]
Lorig et al, 2010 [56] 4 3 7 51 84%
Bond et al, 2010 [57] 0 0 30 49%
Glasgow et al, 2012 10 4 2 4 2 8 2 49 80%
[58]
Lorig et al, 2008 [59] 4 4 6 52 85%
Lorig et al, 2012 [60] 40 66%
Nguyen et al, 2012 1 4 7 39 64%
[61]
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