Table A2: Quality assessment of the studies — aggregated results of QUIPS tool
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between PF and
between PF and outcome. results.
outcome.
outcome.
Andrg\(l)voszet al., Low Bias Moderate Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias
Bell et al., 2014 Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias
Britton et al., 2008 Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias
Burke et al., 2001 Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias
Ford et al., 2000 Low Bias Moderate Bias Moderate Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias
Gu et al., 2009 Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias
KilSELn”fQ%Q Low Bias Moderate Bias Moderate Bias Moderate Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias
Gureje et al., 2014 Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias
Hamer et al., 2013 Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias
HOd%?’ I;ggigsh et Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias
HOdfle’ 200]1)4% et Low Bias High Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias
Kaplan et al., 2008 Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias
LaCrzogig tal., Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias
Lietal., 2001 Low Bias High Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias
Liu & Su, 2016 Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias
Newrgggset al., Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias
Newson et al., Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias



2010

Pruchno &
Wilson- Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias
Genderson, 2015
Reed et al., 2011 Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias
Sabia et al., 2012 Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias
Sarnak et al., 2008 Low Bias Moderate Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias
Shleldzéﬁéé\/lartel, Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias
Sun etal., 2011 Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias
Tampubolon, 2016 Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias
Terry et al., 2005 Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Moderate Bias Moderate Bias Moderate Bias
ML}/kaellr::ZT,tZ(g(L)Ol High Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias High Bias
Vaillant & . . . . . . . .
Western, 2001 High Bias Low Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias
Willcox et al., . . . . . . .
Moderate Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias Low Bias Moderate Bias

2006



