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Supplemental file 16:

Proportion of studies reporting effective interventions stratified by (A) key population groups, (B)
vulnerable groups, (C) risk scenarios, and (D) data points collected post-intervention.

A. Key Population Groups (n=240)
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C. Risk Scenario (n=17)
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B. Vulnerable Groups (n=34)
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D. Data Points Collected Post-Intervention (n=223)
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