Overall
evaluation
of risk of
bias

¢SU0SSa| Aemeade]
apinoud 110daa ased ayy seoq '8

¢PagLIISap
pue PalNuapI SIUaAS paredionueun
10 (SWwey) SJUBAS aslanpe aIap\ “/

¢paq1I0sap AJ1eajd uonIpuod
[e21U1]2 uonuaAiaunsod ayl SepA 9

JASE[FREETY
A11ea)d (s)ainpadoud juswiean
10 (S)uonuaniaiul ayl Sepn G

¢paqLIosap ALres|o
S1|NsaJ 8y pue SPoyIaL JUSLUSSaSSe
10 s1s8] onsouBelp alepn ¥

Questions from the JBI checklist for case reports
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Table 3. Risk of bias assessment following the Joanna Briggs Institute (JBI) checklist for the

6 included case reports.
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Table 4. Risk of bias assessment for the seven included descriptive studies following the

Joanna Briggs Institute (JBI) checklist

Overall
evaluation
of risk of
bias

Low

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Questions from the JBI checklist for descriptive studies

¢e1ep ay1 Jo ‘uonelaidiaiul Jo ‘sisAfeue
a1 W04} MojJ 1odal ydaseasal syl Ul UMeIP SUoISN|auod ayl od "0T

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

¢Apoq areridoidde
ue Aq renoisdde [ea1y1a JO 90UPIAS 943Y] SI ‘SaIPNIS 1UBJAJ
10} ‘10 BLIA1ID JUS4IND 3y} 0] BulplodJe [edIY18 YdJeasal ayl S| ‘6

No

No

No

Yes

No

No

No

¢paiuasaidal Ajarenbape ‘sadloA J1ay) pue ‘sjuedidied aiy ‘g

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

¢passaippe ‘esian
92IA pUE ‘Yoseasal ay) Uo Jayoseasal ay) JO souanjjul syl s| °/

Yes

No

No

Unclear

No

No

No

¢Alreonalosyy
10 A|[edny no Jayoueasal ay) Buledso| Juswialels e alsyl S| ‘9

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

¢S1Insal Jo uoneaidiaiul
ay1 pue ABojopoylaw yaaeasal ayl usamiaq A1nibuod atayl S| °G

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

¢erep Jo SIsAjeue pue uoljejussaidal
a1 pue ABojopoylaw yaaeasal ay) usamiaq A1niBuod atsyl S| ‘&

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

¢B1ep 199]]02 0] pasn spoyiaw
ay) pue ABojopoyiaw yaaeasal ayl usamiag Alnibuod aleyl s| ‘g

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

¢San1193[qo 1o uonsanb yoseasal
3y pue ABojopoylaw yaaeasal ayl usamiag Alnibuod alsyl s| g

Yes

Yes

Unclear

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

¢ABojopoyiaw Yyoseasal ay) pue
aAnoadsiad ealydosojiyd parels ayy usamiaq A1inibuod aiayy S| °T

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

Study

(13)

(39)

(37)

(38)

(36)

(35)

(34)




Table 5. Assessment risk of bias in the case—control and cohort study using ROBINS-I tools.
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