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Figure S1. Flow diagram for the review process.

Records removed before the
screening:
Duplicate records removed (n= 0)

Records excluded (n =24)

S
s
] Records identified from:
& PubMed (n=7)
= Cochrane (n=5)
@
3
~—
) \4
Records screened (n = 10)
o
=
c
8 v
3
Reports assessed for eligibility
(n=9)
— v
§ Studies included in the review
3| (=4
)
£
)
8
B Records identified from:
& PubMed (n=43)
£ Cochrane (n=4)
3
i)
—
A4
Records screened (n = 47)
(=]
(=
'S
8 v
@
Reports assessed for eligibility
(n=23)
—
E Studies included in the review
3 (n=9)
(%)
=

Reports excluded after full-text review:
Wrong outcome (n =1)
Wrong outcome (n = 2)
Wrong outcome (n = 3)
Wrong outcome (n = 4)
Wrong outcome (n = 5)
Wrong outcome (n = 6)
Wrong outcome (n =7)
Wrong outcome (n = 8)
Wrong outcome (n = 9)
Wrong outcome (n = 10)
Wrong outcome (n = 11)
Wrong outcome (n = 12)
Allergic Pathology not specified (n = 13)

Figure S2. Flow diagram for the review process.




