Table S2. Methodological quality of included studies (adapted from the Joanna Briggs Institute (JBI) Critical Appraisal Checklist for Case Reports and Case series)

Checklist questions Shioyama Pollock et | Akiyama et | Puri et | Boruban et | Barriécre et | Ciresa et | Hamada et | Tezcan et | Knowlton Naoe et | Lolli et | Di Scioscio | Abuzakhm et
et al20011) | 21200487 | 22006144 | al200733 | a1.200914!) al.2009%21 | 21201027 al.201163% et al.201101) al20110% | etal201129 | al2011B4
al.200155% al.201101]

1. Were patient’s demographic characteristics clearly described? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
2. Was the patient’s history clearly described and presented as a | Yes No Yes Yes Yes No No Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes Yes
timeline?

3. Was the current clinical condition of the patient on presentation No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes Yes No Yes Yes
clearly described?

4. Were diagnostic tests or assessment methods and the results clearly Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes. Yes Yes
described?

5. Was the intervention(s) or treatment procedure(s) clearly described? Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes No Yes No No
6. Was the post-intervention clinical condition clearly described? Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes No Yes No No Yes No No
7. Were adverse events (harms) or unanticipated events identified and No Yes No No No No Yes No No Yes No No No No
described?

8. Does the case report provide takeaway lessons? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
9. Was the case report presented according to CARE checklist? No No No No No No No No No No No No No No
Methodological quality* d d d Low d Mod d Low Moderate Low Low Moderate Low Low

Checklist questions Wong et | Slimack et | Halpern et | Feki et | Drazin et | Takeuchi et | Sato et | Aktan et | Gupta et | Gatto et | Loaiza-Bonill Badri et | Jang et [ Yang et

al20118% | a1201286) | 212012028 | a120120% | a12013B% | 2120140260 | a120144%1 | a120158" al.2016124! al2017%2 | aetal2017M46) | 2120181421 | al.2018[43) al.20180"]
1. Were patient’s demographic characteristics clearly described? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
2. Was the patient’s history clearly described and presented as a No Yes No Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes
timeline?
3. Was the current clinical condition of the patient on presentation Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes
clearly described?
4. Were diagnostic tests or assessment methods and the results clearly Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes




described?

5. Was the intervention(s) or treatment procedure(s) clearly described? No No Yes No Yes. No Yes Yes. Yes Yes. No No Yes Yes

6. Was the post-intervention clinical condition clearly described? No No Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes

7. Were adverse events (harms) or unanticipated events identified and No No Yes No No No No No No Yes. No No No No

described?

8. Does the case report provide takeaway lessons? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

9. Was the case report presented according to CARE checklist? No No No No No No No No No No No Yes No No

Methodological quality* Low Low Low Low Low Low Mod Mod: Mod: Mod: Low Low Low Moderate

Checklist questions Katayana Yilmaz et | Carvalho et | Andruskaet | Lo et | Maria et | Al-Jarani et Checklist questions Baik et | Cuaron et | Joensuu et | Rathmann

gi et | a1202007 | 2120200187 | 21202021 | a120200%) | 120221290 | 1202204 al.200704%) al201311 | al.2015M47) etal.2015M4)
al.20193%

1. Were patient’s demographic characteristics clearly described? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 1. Were there clear criteria for case inclusion? No No Yes No

2. Was the patient’s history clearly described and presented as a Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No 2. Were standard, credible methods used to identify disease or Yes No Yes Yes

timeline? health problems?

3. Was the current clinical condition of the patient on presentation No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 3. Were effective methods used to diagnose disease or health Yes No Yes Yes

clearly described? problems?

4. Were diagnostic tests or assessment methods and the results clearly Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No 4. Was the inclusion of patients consistent? Yes Yes No Yes

described? 5. Was the inclusion of patients comprehensive? No No No No

5. Was the intervention(s) or treatment procedure(s) clearly described? Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes No 6. Were patient’s demographic characteristics clearly described? Yes Yes Yes Yes

6. Was the post-intervention clinical condition clearly described? No Yes No No No Yes No 7. Was the clinical information of patients clearly described? Yes Yes Yes Yes

7. Were adverse events (harms) or unanticipated events identified and No Yes No No No Yes Yes 8. Were outcomes or follow-up results clearly reported? Yes Yes Yes Yes

described? 9. Was geographical/sociological information of patients clearly No No No No

8. Does the case report provide takeaway lessons? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes reported?

9. Was the case report presented according to CARE checklist? No No No No No No No 10. Were statistical analysis methods appropriate? No Yes Yes Yes

Methodological quality* Low Moderate Low Low Low Moderate Low Methodological quality* Low Low Low Low

Checklist questions

Omari et al.20194%

Patterson et al.2022053]




1. Were there clear criteria for case inclusion?

2. Were standard, credible methods used to identify disease or health

problems?

3. Were effective methods used to diagnose discase or health problems?

4. Was the inclusion of patients consistent?

5. Was the inclusion of patients comprehensive?

6. Were patient’s demographic characteristics clearly described?

7. Was the clinical information of patients clearly described?

8. Were outcomes or follow-up results clearly reported?

9. Was geographical/sociological information of patients clearly

reported?

10. Were statistical analysis methods appropriate?

Methodological quality*

Yes

Moderate

No




