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Supplementary Fig. 1. Summary of the risk of bias in the studies included in the meta-analysis of CES-D scores. Risk of bias was measured using 
Cochrane’s assessment of risk of bias. The judgements of the review authors about the risk of each type of bias for each included study are indi-
cated by the colored circles. Bias risk: green circle, low; yellow circle, unclear; red circle: high. CES-D: Center for Epidemiologic Studies Depression 
Scale.


