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Supplementary Material 3  
Assessment of Methodological Quality using JBI Critical Appraisal Tool 
 

Included 
studies 

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4* Q5 Q6 Q7* Q8 Q9 Score Quality 
assessment 

Cole et al 
[1] 2020 

Y Y Y Y U Y Y Y N 7 High quality 

Pezo et al 
[2] 2019 

N Y Y N Y Y Y Y N 6 Poor quality 

Manchia et 
al [3] 2017 

Y Y N Y Y Y U N U 5 Poor quality 

Ehrenpreis 
et al [4] 
2016 

Y Y N Y Y Y Y Y U 7 High quality 

Atayee et al 
[5] 2017 

Y Y N Y U Y Y Y Y 7 High quality 

Vandael et 
al [6] 2016 

Y Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y 8 High quality 

Robbins et 
al [7] 2016 

Y Y N Y U U Y Y Y 6 Poor quality 

Girgis et al 
[8] 2016 

Y Y N Y U U Y Y Y 6 Poor quality 

Forbes et al 
[9] 2016 

Y Y N Y Y Y Y Y U 7 High quality 

Dunker et 
al [10] 2016 

Y Y N Y Y Y U Y Y 7 Poor quality 

Choo et al 
[11] 2014 

Y Y N Y U Y Y Y U 6 Poor quality 

Macey et al 
[12] 2013 

Y Y N Y N Y Y Y U 6 Poor quality 

Cheung et 
al [13] 2013 

N Y N Y U U Y Y U 4 Poor quality 

Muzyk et al 
[14] 2012 

Y Y N Y U U Y N Y 5 Poor quality 

*Domains that needed both to be Y in order to be eligible for high quality status 
Studies were rated as Yes (Y), No (N), or Unclear (U) for each question.  
An unclear rating indicates that the details either could not be located in the article or could not be 
clarified with the author. 
 
Appraisal criteria for prevalence studies: 
Q1 Was the sample frame appropriate to address the target population? Q2 Were the study 
participants sampled in an appropriate way? Q3 Was the sample size adequate? Q4 Were the study 
subjects and the setting described in detail? Q5 Was the data analysis conducted with sufficient 
coverage of the identified sample? Q6 Were valid methods used for the identification of the condition? 
Q7 Was the condition measured in a standard, reliable way for all participants? Q8 Was there 
appropriate statistical analysis Q9 Was the response rate adequate, and if not, was the low response 
rate managed appropriately? 
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