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Figure A- 1: Case-control studies - Summary of quality assessment results
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II. Case series
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Figure A- 3: Case series - Summary of quality assessment results
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Figure A- 4: Case series - Trdffic light panel of quality assessment results



III.  Cohort studies
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Figure A- 5: Cohort studies - Summary of quality assessment results
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Figure A- 6: Cohort studies - Traffic light panel of quality assessment results



IV.  Cross-sectional studies
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Figure A- 7: Cross-sectional studies - Summary of quality assessment results
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Figure A- 8: Cross-sectional studies - Traffic light panel of quality assessment results
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V. Descriptive studies
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Figure A- 9: Descriptive studies - Summary of quality assessment results




Figure A- 10: Descriptive studies - Traffic light panel of quality assessment results



VI. Interventional studies
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Figure A- 11: Interventional studies - Summary of quality assessment results
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Figure A- 12: Interventional studies - Trdffic light panel of quality assessment results
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