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D’Annoville et al, 2012 [17] Serious Serious Moderate Moderate Serious Moderate Serious Serious
Xia et al, 2013 [20] Moderate Moderate Serious Moderate Serious Moderate Serious Serious
Luc et al, 2015 [22] Moderate Serious Moderate Serious Moderate Moderate Moderate Serious
Yamashita et al, 2016 [26] Moderate Serious Moderate Serious Serious Moderate Moderate Serious
Aahlin et al, 2016 [25] Serious Moderate Moderate Moderate Serious Serious Serious Serious
Lietal, 2016 [19] Moderate Serious Moderate Moderate Serious Moderate Moderate Serious
Kiyozumi et al, 2018 [24] Serious Serious Moderate Serious Moderate Moderate Moderate Serious
Bundred et al, 2020 [16] Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate Serious Moderate Moderate Serious
Yamamoto et al, 2020 [21] Serious Serious Serious Moderate Serious Moderate Moderate Serious
Kurokawa et al, 2020 [23] Serious Serious Serious Serious Moderate Moderate Moderate Serious

Supplementary Table S1. Quality assessment of the included studies (ROBINS-I tool). Each domain is evaluated with one of the following: Low, Moderate,

Serious, and Critical. The categories of judgement for each study are low, moderate, serious, and critical risk of bias.



