Supplementary table 2: Risk of bias assessment of cohort (prospective and retrospective) studies according to the national institute of health (NIH) quality assessment tool (Yes, No, not applicable (NA), cannot determine (CD), or not reported (NR))
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Ludwigson Yes No NA Yes No Yes Yes No Yes NA Yes No Yes No 9.5 fair quality
et al
seo et al Yes Yes NA Yes No Yes Yes No Yes NA Yes No Yes No 10 fair quality
klement et Yes Yes NR Yes No Yes No No Yes NA Yes No Yes Yes 9.5 fair quality
al
Mudumbai Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes No Yes NA Yes No Yes Yes 115 Good quality
et al 2013
patterson et Yes Yes Yes Yes NR No No No Yes NA Yes No Yes No 9.5 Fair quality
al
mudumbai Yes Yes NR Yes NR No No No Yes NA Yes No Yes Yes 8.5 Fair quality
et al 2016
Thacher et Yes Yes No Yes NR NR Yes No Yes NA Yes No Yes No 9 Fair quality
al
Ardon et al Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes NA Yes NA Yes No Yes No 11 fair quality
Bolarinwa Yes Yes Yes Yes NR NR Yes NA Yes NA Yes No Yes No 9 Fair quality

et al




Brennan et Yes Yes NR Yes No Yes Yes NA Yes NA Yes No Yes No 9.5 Fair quality
al
Rassmussen Yes Yes No Yes No Yes NR NA Yes NA Yes No Yes No 8 Fair quality
et al
thobhani et Yes Yes Yes Yes NR NR Yes Yes Yes NA Yes No Yes No 10 Fair quality
al

NA: not applicable, NR: not reported, CD: cannot determine




