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Joanna Briggs Institute Checklist for Case Reports – Criteria 

1. Were patient’s demographic characteristics clearly described? 

2. Was the patient’s history clearly described and presented as a timeline? 

3. Was the current clinical condition of the patient on presentation clearly described? 

4. Were diagnostic tests or assessment methods and the results clearly described? 

5. Was the intervention(s) or treatment procedure(s) clearly described? 

6. Was the post-intervention clinical condition clearly described? 

7. Were adverse events (harms) or unanticipated events identified and described? 

8. Does the case report provide takeaway lessons? 

Responses Options: Yes, No, Unclear, Not Applicable (NA) 

Quality Rating: Poor 0 – 2; Fair 3 – 5; Good 6 – 8 

Study (Case Reports) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 Rating 
Scott et al. – 19491 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No 7 – Good 
Morelli et al. – 19662 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Strang et al. – 19673 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Bartal et al. – 19734 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Sumra et al. – 19785 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Conrad et al. – 19796 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Fujiwara et al. – 19807 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Ulsø  et al. – 19818 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Berger et al. – 19829 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Dolan et al. – 198210 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Bettoni et al. – 198513 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Lesoin et al. – 198614 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Shearman et al. – 198615 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Solymosi et al. – 198716 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Nakashima et al. – 198817 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Krauss et al. – 199320 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Okura et al. – 199422 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Smith et al. – 199523 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Kobayashi et al. – 199624 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Sato et al. – 199625 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Sairyo et al. – 199726 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Bunc et al. – 199827 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Gilsback et al. – 199828 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Spinnato et al. – 199929 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Kachhara et al. – 199930 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Kalavakonda et al. – 200032 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
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Mariniello et al. – 200033 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Passacantilli et al. – 200336 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No 7 – Good 
Tatebayashi et al. – 200337 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Aihara et al. – 200438 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Ho et al. – 200439 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Kim et al. – 200541 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Takumi et al. – 200542 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Sato et al. – 200643 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Kikkawa et al. – 200745 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Kim et al. – 200746 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Tucker et al. – 200747 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Ciappetta et al. – 200848 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Garg et al. – 200849 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Kuo et al. – 200850 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Heiroth et al. – 200952 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Edizer et al. – 201056 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Ishikawa et al. – 201057 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Ji et al. – 201058 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Li et al. – 201059 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Gopalakrishnamet al. – 201162 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Ramzan et al. – 201163 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Helms et al. – 201267 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Nakamizo et al. – 201268 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Ohba et al. – 201269 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Oyama et al. – 201270 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Santarius et al. – 201271 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Baghel et al. – 201374 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Feldman et al. – 201580 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Oichi et al. – 201583 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Puchalska‐Niedbał et al. – 201584 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Yu et al. – 201585 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Bhatoe et al. – 201686 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Liebelt et al. – 201687 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Yoon et al. – 201688 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 6 – Good 
Inoue et al. – 201789 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Lee et al. – 201790 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Pisani et al. – 201791 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Heda et al. – 201893 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes 7 – Good 
Park et al. – 201895 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Jung et al. – 201996 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Di Pascuale et al. – 202097 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Nakajima et al. – 202098 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Fachniadin et al. – 2021100 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Matsui et al. – 2021101 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 



 
 
 

 
 
 

Joanna Briggs Institute Checklist for Case Series – Criteria 

1. Were there clear criteria for inclusion in the case series? 

2. Was the condition measured in a standard, reliable way for all participants included in the case series? 

3. Were valid methods used for identification of the condition for all participants included in the case series? 

4. Did the case series have consecutive inclusion of participants? 

5. Did the case series have complete inclusion of participants? 

6. Was there clear reporting of the demographics of the participants in the study? 

7. Was there clear reporting of clinical information of the participants? 

8. Were the outcomes or follow up results of cases clearly reported? 

9. Was there clear reporting of the presenting site(s)/clinic(s) demographic information? 

10. Was statistical analysis appropriate? 

Responses Options: Yes, No, Unclear, Not Applicable (NA) 

Quality Rating: Poor 0 – 3; Fair 4 – 7; Good 8 – 10 

Study (Case Series) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Rating 
Hakuba et al. – 198411 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Tuck et al. – 198412 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Crockard et al. – 199118 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Kratimenos et al. – 199319 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Kamitani et al. – 199421 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Hoshi et al. – 200031 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Kyoshima et al. – 200334 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Leal Filho et al. – 200335 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Kadri et al. – 200440 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Ueda et al. – 200644 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes 9 – Good 
Chibbaro et al. – 200951 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Ichimura et al. – 200953 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes NA 9 – Good 
Mathisien et al. – 200954 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Watanabe et al. – 200955 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes NA 9 – Good 
Cavalcanti et al. – 201060 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes NA 9 – Good 
Takami et al. – 201061 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Nonaka et al. – 201164 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Wang et al. – 201165 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes NA 8 – Good 
Zhang et al. – 201166 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Wan et al. – 201272 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Zhang et al. – 2012100 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Chowdhury et al. – 201375 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes NA 9 – Good 
Xiao et al. – 201376 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes NA 9 – Good 
Nowak et al. – 201477 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
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Suri et al. – 201478 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Yu et al. – 201479 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Hayashi et al. – 201581 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes NA 7 – Good 
Jiang et al. – 201582 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 8 – Good 
Goel et al. – 201892 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Matsuda et al. – 201894 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 
Aftahy et al. – 202199 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No NA 8 – Good 


