
Table S1 – Risk of bias - CHERRIES Checklist 
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Cotrin et 

al. (2020) 

[21] 

1 1 0 NA 0 1 1 NA 1 0 1 NA 0 NA NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 NA 0 25.00 LOW 

Moffat et 

al. (2020) 

[22] 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 NA NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 NA 1 51.85 MODERATE 

Peloso et 

al. (2020) 

[23] 

1 1 0 NA 0 1 1 NA 1 0 1 NA 0 NA NA 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 NA 0 33.33 LOW 

Gonzales-

Olmo et al. 

(2021) [25] 

1 1 1 0 0 1 0 NA 1 1 1 0 1 NA NA 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 NA 1 38.46 MODERATE 

Martina et 

al. (2021) 

[27] 

1 0 NA NA 0 1 1 NA 1 1 0 NA 1 NA NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 NA 1 30.43 LOW 

Nazir et al. 

(2021) [28] 
1 1 1 0 0 1 1 NA 1 1 1 NA 1 NA NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 NA 1 40.00 MODERATE 

Quan et al. 

(2021) [29] 
1 1 1 NA 0 1 1 NA 1 1 1 NA 1 NA NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 NA 1 41.67 MODERATE 

Umeh et al. 

(2021) [30] 
1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 NA 0 NA NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 NA 0 26.92 LOW 

For each item, we assessed value 1 if the topic was reported in the study and 0 if it was not registered. Each survey's final score was determined by calculating 

the sum of all valid items divided by their number. Low-, moderate-, or high-quality studies were assessed according to the following evaluation: score < 35% 

= low quality; 35% ≤ final score < 75% = moderate quality; final score ≥ 75% = high quality. NA: Not Applicable.  

 

 

  



 

Table S2 – Risk of bias - SUrge Checklist 
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Arqub et al. (2021) [24] 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 13 41% MODERATE 

Karagözoğlu et al. (2021) [26] 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 11 34% LOW 

For each item, we assessed value 1 if the topic was reported in the study and 0 if it was not registered. Each survey's final score was determined by calculating 

the sum of all valid items divided by their number. Low-, moderate-, or high-quality studies were assessed according to the following evaluation: score < 35% 

= low quality; 35% ≤ final score < 75% = moderate quality; final score ≥ 75% = high quality. NA: Not Applicable.  

 


