Table S1. Critical appraisal using the Newcastle-Ottawa Quality Assessment Scale for cohort and case-

control studies®’
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17 See reference 17 from the manuscript text. It is the reference the NOS scale is based on.

fcohort study based on one single cohort of preeclamptic women: therefore scoring scale was

adjusted: selection: max. 3 stars, comparability: max. 1 star based on use of confounders in analysis,

outcome; max. 3 stars.



