Additional file 9 — Table 6: AMSTAR Assessment
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1. Was an 'a priori' design provided? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
2. Was there duplicate study selection
P y Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Can’t answer Yes Yes Yes
and data extraction?
. Was a comprehensive literature
3 p Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
search performed?
4. Was the status of publication (i.e.
grey literature) used as an inclusion Yes Can’t answer Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
criterion?
5. Was a list of studies (included and
. ( Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
excluded) provided?
6. Were the characteristics of the
. . . Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
included studies provided?
7. Was the scientific quality of the
included studies assessed and Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Can’t answer Yes Yes Yes
documented?
8. Was the scientific quality of the
included studies used appropriately in Yes Yes Can’t answer Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
formulating conclusions?
. Were the methods used to combine
) .. . . Yes Yes N/A N/A N/A Yes Yes Yes N/A N/A
the findings of studies appropriate?
10. Was the likelihood of publication
.0 P Yes No No No Yes Yes No Yes No No
bias assessed?
11. Was the conflict of interest
. Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No No No Yes
included?




= 3 ® = 2 B
= - 5 “ g g = 5
2 L ol s F : | E o2
AMSTAR Items = § = 5 =58 n B = 5 v 8 Z S DU 3 = 3
SARN N Ew,\ S 3~ = D _gw,\ =3 s S ~ > 0 — 5 = S o
TRz g 23 £ 2 2 82 %S = 25 g sS85 oL e 2 3
= 38 % 28 S8382 33 235 = 38 E_Ss|EBSS w5 S s
T8 g 38 © S §X% £ 5SS g3 SoET B8 g3 Y CR
882 =R =EREES SR - < S Crox¥z | =282 TS 3 z 3
1. Was an 'a priori' design provided? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
2. Was there duplicate study selection
and data extract?on" y Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Can’t answer | Can’t answer Yes
. Was a comprehensive literature
3 P Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes
search performed?
4. Was the status of publication (i.e.
grey literature) used as an inclusion Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Can’t answer Yes No Can’t answer
criterion?
5. Was a list of studies (included and No (only
excluded) provided? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes included Can’t answer
studies)
6. Were the characteristics of the
. . . Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No
included studies provided?
7. Was the scientific quality of the
included studies assessed and Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No
documented?
8. Was the scientific quality of the
included studies used appropriately in Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No
formulating conclusions?
. Were the methods used to combine
2 . . . N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Yes Yes No Yes
the findings of studies appropriate?
10. Was the likelihood of publication
.O P Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes No Yes Yes
bias assessed?
11. Was the conflict of interest
. Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes
included?
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Can’t answer | Can’t answer | Can’t answer | Can’t answer | Can’t answer Yes Can’t answer | Can’t answer | Can’t answer | Can’t answer

1. Was an 'a priori' design provided?

2. Was there duphcate study selection Can’t answer Yes Yes Yes Can’t answer | Can’t answer Yes Can’t answer Yes Can’t answer
and data extraction?
3. Was a comprehensive literature Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
search performed?
4. Was the status of publication (i.e.
grey literature) used as an inclusion Can’t answer Yes Can’t answer | Can’t answer | Can’t answer Yes Yes No No No
criterion?
5. Was a list of studies (included and No (only No (only
excluded) provided? included No included No No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
studies) studies)
6. Were the characteristics of the Yes
included studies provided? Yes No Yes Yes Yes Yes (participant Yes No Yes
numbers
unclear)
7. Was the scientific quality of the No (assessed | No (assessed | No (assessed
included studies assessed and Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes but not but not but not No
documented? documented) | documented) | documented)
8. Was the scientific quality of the
included studies used appropriately in Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes No No No No
formulating conclusions?
9. W.ere. the method's used to C(?mblne Yes Yes N/A Can’t answer | Can’t answer Yes Yes Yes Yes Can’t answer
the findings of studies appropriate?
10. Was the likelihood of publication No (funnel
bias assessed? plots
No Yes No Yes Yes Yes mentioned No No No
but not
documented)
I1. Was the conflict of interest Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No No No

included?
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1. Was an 'a priori' design provided?

Can’t answer

Can’t answer

Can’t answer

Can’t answer

Can’t answer

Can’t answer

Can’t answer

Can’t answer

Can’t answer

Can’t answer

2. Was there duplicate study selection

. Can’t answer | Can’t answer Yes Can’t answer Yes Can’t answer Yes Can’t answer Yes No

and data extraction?
3. Was a comprehensive literature

Yes No No No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
search performed?
4. Was the status of publication (i.e.
grey literature) used as an inclusion No No No No Yes No No No Yes Yes
criterion?
5. Was a list of. studies (included and Yes Yes No Yes No No No Yes N/A No
excluded) provided?
.6' Were the character;stlcs of the Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes N/A Yes
included studies provided?
7. Was the scientific quality of the No (assessed
included studies assessed and but not No No No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
documented? documented)
8. Was the scientific quality of the
included studies used appropriately in No No No No Yes Yes No No N/A Yes
formulating conclusions?
9. W.ere. the method's used to C(?mblne Can’t answer | Can’t answer | Can’t answer | Can’t answer Yes Yes Yes Yes N/A Can’t answer
the findings of studies appropriate?
10. Was the likelihood of publication No (funnel
bias assessed? plots

No No No No No Yes Yes mentioned Yes No

but not
documented)

11. Was the conflict of interest No No No No No No No No Yes No

included?
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1. Was an 'a priori' design provided? Can’t answer Yes Yes Yes Yes
2. Was there duplicate study selection
P y Can’t answer | Can’t answer Yes Can’t answer Yes
and data extraction?
. Was a comprehensive literature
3 p Yes No Yes Yes Yes
search performed?
4. Was the status of publication (i.e.
grey literature) used as an inclusion No Yes Yes Yes Yes
criterion?
5. Was a list of studies (included and
. ( No Yes Yes Yes Yes
excluded) provided?
6. Were the characteristics of the
. . . Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
included studies provided?
7. Was the scientific quality of the
included studies assessed and Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
documented?
8. Was the scientific quality of the
included studies used appropriately in Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
formulating conclusions?
. Were the methods used to combine
) . . . Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
the findings of studies appropriate?
10. Was the likelihood of publication
0 P No N/A No No Yes
bias assessed?
11. Was the conflict of interest
No Yes No No No

included?




