S1 Table. Methodological quality of studies’ economic evaluations
	Study
	Score on the C19-item CHEC-list for economic evaluations [28]

	Aragonès et al. 2014 [33, 76, 77]
	16

	Araya et al. 2006 [34]
	11

	Bosmans et al. 2014 [35]
	17

	Donohue et al. 2014 [51, 78, 79]
	12

	Goorden et al. 2013 [36, 80]
	16

	Green et al. 2014 [50, 81, 82]
	13

	Hay et al. 2012 [20, 37]
	15

	Katon et al. 2012 [38, 83]
	14

	Katon et al. 2005 [39, 84, 85]
	11

	Liu et al. 2003 [40]
	12

	Pyne et al. 2010 [21, 22, 41]
	12

	Rost et al. 2005 [42, 86, 87]
	12

	Schoenbaum et al. 2001 [43, 88, 89]
	15

	Simon et al. 2007 [44, 90, 91]
	14

	Simon, Katon et al. 2001 [45, 92]
	8

	Simon, Manning et al. 2001 [46]
	13

	Van der Weele et al. 2012 [47]
	16

	van't Veer-Tazelaar et al. 2010 [48, 93]
	15

	Von Korff et al. 1998 [13, 49, 52]
	8
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