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	A
	B
	C
	D
	E
	F
	G
	Total

	Chen, et al. [1]
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	2
	2
	11

	Chen, et al. [2]
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	1
	2
	10

	Chen, et al. [3]
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	2
	2
	11

	Hendawy, et al. [4]
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	1
	2
	10

	Hossain, et al. [5]
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	2
	2
	11

	Kang, et al. [6]
	2
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	2
	8

	Lee, et al. [7]
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	1
	2
	10

	Mateo, et al. [8]
	0
	1
	1
	1
	2
	2
	2
	9

	Sato, et al. [9]
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	1
	2
	10

	Wang, et al. [10]
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	2
	2
	11

	Wang, et al. [11]
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	1
	2
	10

	Wang, et al. [12]
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	2
	2
	11

	Wang and Kim [13]
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	1
	2
	10

	Wang, et al. [14]
	2
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	2
	8

	Yan and Kim [15]
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	1
	2
	10

	Yan, et al. [16]
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	2
	2
	11


A. Randomization: 2 for randomized experiments, 1 for unclear and 0 for non-randomized experiments.
B. Allocation concealment: trials that described procedures to conceal allocation obtained a score of 2 while when the procedure was not reported obtained a score of 1 when allocation was not concealed trials obtained a a score of 0.
C. Performance bias: when treatment was conducted by an experimenter who was blinded to the study aim/hypothesis the study obtained a score of 2, but when blinding of the experimenter was not reported it received a score of 1 when experimenters were not blinded to the study aim/hypothesis the study obtained a score of 0.
D. Detection bias: studies that performed blind evaluation by a blinded examiner obtained a score of 2, but when not clearly reported these studies received a score of 1 when examiners were not blinded to the study aim/hypothesis the studies received a score of 0. 
E. Reporting bias: when all outcomes described in the methods section were reported in the results the study received a score of 2, studies with missing outcomes obtained a score of 1 whereas studies with reports that were inconsistent between the abstract, results and discussion received a score of 0.
F. Sample size: 2 for trials using more than 30 pigs or 50 birds per treatment and 1 for those using 30 pigs, 50 birds or less.
G. Breed or genetic line: when breed or genetic line was detailed, trials obtained a score of 2, but when not described trials received a score of 1.
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