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Supplemental Digital Content, Table 4B. Risk of Bias Assessment for Cross-Sectional Studies and Case Reports Utilizing the Joanna Briggs Institute
Appraisal Methodology.

Study Design Qs #1 Qs #2 Qs #3 Qs #4 Qs #5 Qs #6 Qs #7 Qs #8
apaccio ross-sectional
Cap 2009 C t 1 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Braverman 2009 Case report Y Y Y Y Y Y N/A Y
Kokotas 2008 Case report Y Y Y Y Y Y N/A Y
Varga 2019 Case report Y Y Y Y Y Y N/A Y
Zou 2016 Case report Y Y Y Y Y Y N/A Y
JBI Checklist for Cross-Sectional Studies JBI Checklist for Case Reports
Yes No  Unclear Not Yes No  Unclear Not
applicable applicable
1. Were the criteria for inclusion in the sample clearly 1. Were patient’s demographic characteristics clearly
defined? D D D D described? D D D D
2. Were the study subjects and the setting described in 2. Was the patient’s history clearly described and presented
detail? D D D D as a timeline? D D D D
3. Was the exposure measured in a valid and reliable 3. Was the current clinical condition of the patient on
way? D D D D presentation clearly described? D D D D
4. Were objective, standard criteria used for 4, Were diagnostic tests or assessment methods and the
measurement of the condition? O d O O results clearly described? D D D D
. . i 5. Was the intervention(s) or treatment procedure(s) clearly
5. Were confounding factors identified?
¢ D D D D described? D D D D
6. Were strategies to deal with confounding factors 6. Was the : ; . i
. post-intervention clinical condition clearly
stated? D O O O described? D D D D
7. Wer;a the outcomes measured in a valid and reliable O O O O 7. Were adverse events (harms) or unanticipated events 0 0 [] []
way: identified and described?
i isti i ?
8. Was appropriate statistical analysis used? g o o U 8. Does the case report provide takeaway lessons? O O O O
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