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Figure S3: PRISMA 2009 Flow Diagram

Full-text articles excluded, with reasons�(n = 181)


Reasons:


28: review articles on issues relating to diabetes, management interventions or related (not matching inclusion criteria) 


20: articles that detailed the method of intervention only 


95: did not assess adherence to medications


11: also dealt with comorbid conditions/ medications without separately analyzing for type 2 cases and/ or anti-diabetic medications


17: included both type 1 & type 2 patients or diabetes in general without separate analysis for type 2 cases


10: other reasons (eg no intervention, adherence not measured pre and post)
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