Supplementary file 3. Research quality assessment by the Radiomics Quality Score tool
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	1
	0
	0
	0
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	1
	1
	0
	2
	0
	0
	-5
	2
	0
	0
	0
	5 
(14%)

	Pernicka et al.[28]
	1
	0
	0
	0
	3
	1
	1
	0
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	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	11 (31%)

	Zhang et al.[29]
	1
	1
	0
	0
	3
	1
	1
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	13 (36%)

	Cao et al.[30]
	1
	1
	0
	1
	3
	1
	1
	0
	2
	1
	0
	3
	2
	2
	0
	0
	18 (50%)

	Pei et al.[31]
	0
	1
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	1
	3
	1
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	0
	1
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	0
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	2
	2
	0
	0
	15 (42%)

	Zo.Li et al.[32]
	1
	0
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	1
	3
	0
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	0
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	14 (39%)

	J.Li  et al.[33]
	1
	0
	0
	0
	3
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	10 (28%)

	Ying et al.[34]
	1
	1
	0
	0
	3
	1
	1
	0
	2
	1
	0
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	16 (44%)

	Chen et al.[35]
	1
	1
	0
	0
	3
	1
	1
	1
	2
	0
	0
	3
	2
	2
	0
	0
	17 (47%)

	Yuan et al.[36]
	1
	1
	0
	0
	3
	1
	1
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	1
	1
	0
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	12 (33%)

	Jing et al.[37]
	1
	1
	0
	1
	3
	0
	1
	0
	2
	1
	0
	3
	2
	2
	0
	0
	16 (44%)
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