Table S1. Categories to assess the quality of the included studies.

Item | Description Grade
1 Ethical statement (nature of ethical review permissions or 0 = clearly insufficient
institutional guidelines for care and use of animals) 1 = possibly sufficient
2 = clearly sufficient
2 Experimental procedures (precise details of all procedure 0 = clearly insufficient
performed) 1 = possibly sufficient
2 = clearly sufficient
3 Experimental animals (details of animal used including species, 0 = clearly insufficient
developmental stage or mean age, diagnosis) 1 = possibly sufficient
2 = clearly sufficient
4 Randomization 0=no
1 =unclear
2 =yes
5 Allocation concealment 0=no
1 = unclear
2 =yes
6 Sample size calculation 0=no
1 =unclear
2 =yes
7 Completeness of information 0=no
1 =unclear
2 =yes
8 Blinding of the evaluator 0=no
1 = unclear
2 =yes
9 Financial conflict of interest 0 = clearly inadequate

1 = unclear/possibly
adequate
2 = clearly adequate




Table S2. Study quality assessment — ARRIVE guidelines
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Table S3. Risk of bias assessment of the selected studies according to the SYRCLE tool
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