
Supplementary file S6 - Risk of bias in individual studies 
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Table S6.1. Risk of bias in individual studies for neurocognitive outcome, assessed by the 
Quality In Prognosis Studies (QUIPS) tool. Each possible area of bias was scored as low risk 
of bias (green), moderate risk of bias (orange) of high risk of bias (red). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table S6.2. Risk of bias in individual studies for anthropometric measurements, assessed by 
the Quality In Prognosis Studies (QUIPS) tool. Each possible area of bias was scored as low 
risk of bias (green), moderate risk of bias (orange) of high risk of bias (red). 

  

 

S
tu

dy
 p

ar
ti

ci
pa

ti
on

 

S
tu

dy
 a

tt
ri

tio
n 

P
ro

gn
os

ti
c 

fa
ct

or
 

m
ea

su
re

m
en

t 

O
ut

co
m

e 
m

ea
su

re
m

en
t 

S
tu

dy
 c

on
fo

un
di

ng
 

S
ta

ti
st

ic
al

 a
na

ly
si

s 
an

d 
re

po
rt

in
g 

Lambruschini 
2005 

      

Singh 
2010 

      

Aldámiz-Echevarría 
2013 

      

Tansek 
2016 

      

Scala 
2015 

      

Evers 
2018 

      

Muntau  
2021 

      



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table S6.3. Risk of bias in individual studies for nutritional biomarkers, assessed by the 
Quality In Prognosis Studies (QUIPS) tool. Each possible area of bias was scored as low risk 
of bias (green), moderate risk of bias (orange) of high risk of bias (red). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table S6.4. Risk of bias in individual studies for quality of life, assessed by the Quality In 
Prognosis Studies (QUIPS) tool. Each possible area of bias was scored as low risk of bias 
(green), moderate risk of bias (orange) of high risk of bias (red). 
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