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Two questions were modified concerning the aim of the study. The question in item 1 was rephrased to "Was the study population representative of the target
population?" (26) because our systematic review included the clinical SCI population. The question in item 7 was changed into "Was there a description of the
study instrument that measured the parameter of interest (incidence of pneumonia)?".

We focused on the five most important items regarding our study question, namely item 2,4,6,7,10. The worst item out of these five items was decisive for the
rating of the whole study.



