Additional file 2. Predefined scoring criteria of the QUIPS.
	Domain
	Rating of reporting 
	Risk assessment

	1. Study Participation

	The source population or population of interest is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Yes: >2 characteristics 
Partial: 1-2 characteristic
No: 0 characteristics
	Low bias: no items poorly reported 
Moderate bias: 1 or 2 items poorly reported, and baseline characteristics had to be adequately reported 
High bias: >2 items poorly reported, or poor reporting of baseline characteristics 

Adequate reporting of source population characteristics: age, stage of pregnancy, with PLPP or without PLPP
Adequate reporting of baseline population characteristics: age, BMI, educational level, physical activity levels, physical job demands, history of lumbopelvic pain, history of trauma, parity, PLPP intensity, disability 


	The sampling frame and recruitment are adequately described, including methods to identify the sample sufficient to limit potential bias.
	Yes: enough information to replicate 
Partial: limited information
No: no information
	

	Period of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes/no
	

	Place of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes/no
	

	Inclusion and exclusion criteria are adequately described.
	Yes/no
	

	There is adequate participation in the study by eligible individuals.
	Yes/no
	

	The baseline study sample is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Yes: 6-9 characteristics 
Partial: ≥ 1-5 characteristic 
No: 0 characteristics
	

	2. Study Attrition

	Response rate is adequate.
	Yes: ≤15% 
Partial: 15% - 30%
No: >30%
	Low bias: data of ≥85% of participants available for analysis 
Moderate bias: <85% of participants available for analysis and 1 or 2 items poorly reported
High bias: <85% of participants available for analysis and > 2 items poorly reported

Adequate reporting of key characteristics: age, BMI, educational level, physical activity levels, physical job demands, history of lumbopelvic pain, history of trauma, parity, PLPP intensity, disability


	Attempts to collect information on participants who dropped out of the study are described.
	Yes/no
	

	Reasons for loss to follow-up are provided.
	Yes/no
	

	Participants lost to follow-up are adequately described for key characteristics.
	Yes: ≥3 characteristics 
Partial: 1-2 characteristics
No: 0 characteristics
	

	There are no important differences between key characteristics and outcomes in participants who completed the study and those who did not.
	Yes: mentioned
No: not mentioned
	

	3. Prognostic Factor Measurement

	A clear definition or description of 'PF' is provided.
	Yes/no
	Low bias: no items poorly reported 
Moderate bias: 1 or 2 items poorly reported, but adequate definition of the psychological factor High bias: >2 items poorly reported, or poor definition of the psychological factor 
For adequate definition of the psychological factor, a reference to an available questionnaire should be provided, or the measurement should be adequately described in the report itself.

	Method of PF measurement is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Yes: all methods are validated
Partial: combination of validated and not validated methods
No: no validated methods
	

	Continuous variables are reported or appropriate cut-points are used.
	Yes/no
	

	The method and setting of measurement of PF is the same for all study participants.
	Yes/no
	

	Adequate proportion of the study sample has complete data for PF variable.
	Yes/no
	

	Appropriate methods of imputation are used for missing 'PF' data.
	Yes/no
	

	4. Outcome Measurement
	
	

	A clear definition of outcome is provided, including duration of follow-up and level and extent of the outcome construct.
	Yes/no
	Low bias: no items poorly reported 
Moderate bias: 1 item poorly reported, but adequate definition of the outcome measurement 
High bias: >1 item poorly reported, or poor definition of the outcome measurement 

For adequate definition of the outcome measurement, a reference to the outcome measurement should be provided, or the outcome measurement should be adequately described in the report itself.

	The method of outcome measurement used is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Yes: all methods are validated
Partial: combination of validated and not validated methods
No: no validated methods
	

	The method and setting of outcome measurement is the same for all study participants.
	Yes/no
	

	5. Study Confounding

	All important confounders, including treatments, are measured.
	Yes: 6-8 important confounders 
Partial: ≥ 1-5 important confounders
No: no important confounders
	Low bias: no items poorly reported 
Moderate bias: 1 or 2 items poorly reported, or moderate accounting for confounding factors 
High bias: >2 items poorly reported or poor accounting for confounding factors 
Accounting for important confounding factors: BMI, educational level, physical activity levels, physical job demands, history of lumbopelvic pain, history of trauma, parity, PLPP intensity, disability



	Clear definitions of the important confounders measured are provided.
	Yes/no
	

	Measurement of all important confounders is adequately valid and reliable.
	Yes/no
	

	The method and setting of confounding measurement are the same for all study participants.
	Yes/no
	

	Appropriate methods are used if imputation is used for missing confounder data.
	Yes/no
	

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the study design.
	Yes/no
	

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the analysis.
	Yes: 6-8 important confounders 
Partial: ≥ 1-5 important confounders
No: no important confounders
	

	6. Statistical Analysis and Reporting

	There is sufficient presentation of data to assess the adequacy of the analysis.
	Yes/no
	Low bias: no items poorly reported 
Moderate bias: 1 or 2 items poorly reported 
High bias: >2 items poorly reported 

	The strategy for model building is appropriate and is based on a conceptual framework or model.
	Yes/no
	

	The selected statistical model is adequate for the design of the study.
	Yes/no
	

	There is no selective reporting of results.
	Yes/no
	

	Overall rating of the study
	
	Low risk of bias: At least 4/6 domains with low risk, including the domains ‘study confounding’ and ‘statistical analysis and reporting’
Moderate risk of bias: 4/6 domains with low risk, not including the domains ‘study confounding’ and ‘statistical analysis and reporting’ or 2-3/6 domains with low risk 
High risk of bias: maximum 1/6 domains with low risk




Additional file 2. QUIPS risk of bias assessment for each included study.

	Algard et al., 2023 (38)
	

	Domain
	Rating of reporting 

	1. Study Participation

	The source population or population of interest is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Partial

	The sampling frame and recruitment are adequately described, including methods to identify the sample sufficient to limit potential bias.
	Yes

	Period of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Place of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Inclusion and exclusion criteria are adequately described.
	Yes

	There is adequate participation in the study by eligible individuals.
	No

	The baseline study sample is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Yes

	
	Moderate

	2. Study Attrition

	Response rate is adequate.
	Yes

	Attempts to collect information on participants who dropped out of the study are described.
	No

	Reasons for loss to follow-up are provided.
	Yes

	Participants lost to follow-up are adequately described for key characteristics.
	Yes

	There are no important differences between key characteristics and outcomes in participants who completed the study and those who did not.
	Yes

	
	Low

	3. Prognostic Factor Measurement

	A clear definition or description of 'PF' is provided.
	Yes

	Method of PF measurement is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Yes

	Continuous variables are reported or appropriate cut-points are used.
	Yes

	The method and setting of measurement of PF is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Adequate proportion of the study sample has complete data for PF variable.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods of imputation are used for missing 'PF' data.
	Yes

	
	Low

	4. Outcome Measurement
	

	A clear definition of outcome is provided, including duration of follow-up and level and extent of the outcome construct.
	Yes

	The method of outcome measurement used is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Yes

	The method and setting of outcome measurement is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	
	Low

	5. Study Confounding

	All important confounders, including treatments, are measured.
	Partial

	Clear definitions of the important confounders measured are provided.
	Yes

	Measurement of all important confounders is adequately valid and reliable.
	Yes

	The method and setting of confounding measurement are the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods are used if imputation is used for missing confounder data.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the study design.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the analysis.
	Partial

	
	High

	6. Statistical Analysis and Reporting

	There is sufficient presentation of data to assess the adequacy of the analysis.
	Yes

	The strategy for model building is appropriate and is based on a conceptual framework or model.
	Yes

	The selected statistical model is adequate for the design of the study.
	Yes

	There is no selective reporting of results.
	Yes

	
	Low

	Overall rating of the study
	Moderate

	Bakker et al., 2013 (32)
	

	Domain
	Rating of reporting 

	1. Study Participation

	The source population or population of interest is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Partial

	The sampling frame and recruitment are adequately described, including methods to identify the sample sufficient to limit potential bias.
	Yes

	Period of recruitment is adequately described.
	No

	Place of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Inclusion and exclusion criteria are adequately described.
	No

	There is adequate participation in the study by eligible individuals.
	Yes

	The baseline study sample is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Partial

	
	High

	2. Study Attrition

	Response rate is adequate.
	No

	Attempts to collect information on participants who dropped out of the study are described.
	No

	Reasons for loss to follow-up are provided.
	Yes

	Participants lost to follow-up are adequately described for key characteristics.
	Yes

	There are no important differences between key characteristics and outcomes in participants who completed the study and those who did not.
	Yes

	
	High

	3. Prognostic Factor Measurement

	A clear definition or description of 'PF' is provided.
	Yes

	Method of PF measurement is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Yes

	Continuous variables are reported or appropriate cut-points are used.
	Yes

	The method and setting of measurement of PF is the same for all study participants.
	No

	Adequate proportion of the study sample has complete data for PF variable.
	No

	Appropriate methods of imputation are used for missing 'PF' data.
	No

	
	High

	4. Outcome Measurement
	

	A clear definition of outcome is provided, including duration of follow-up and level and extent of the outcome construct.
	Yes

	The method of outcome measurement used is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Yes

	The method and setting of outcome measurement is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	
	Low

	5. Study Confounding

	All important confounders, including treatments, are measured.
	Partial

	Clear definitions of the important confounders measured are provided.
	No

	Measurement of all important confounders is adequately valid and reliable.
	No

	The method and setting of confounding measurement are the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods are used if imputation is used for missing confounder data.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the study design.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the analysis.
	Partial

	
	High

	6. Statistical Analysis and Reporting

	There is sufficient presentation of data to assess the adequacy of the analysis.
	Yes

	The strategy for model building is appropriate and is based on a conceptual framework or model.
	Yes

	The selected statistical model is adequate for the design of the study.
	Yes

	There is no selective reporting of results.
	No

	
	Moderate

	Overall rating of the study
	High




	Bjelland et al., 2010 (37)
	

	Domain
	Rating of reporting 

	1. Study Participation

	The source population or population of interest is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Partial

	The sampling frame and recruitment are adequately described, including methods to identify the sample sufficient to limit potential bias.
	Yes

	Period of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Place of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Inclusion and exclusion criteria are adequately described.
	Yes

	There is adequate participation in the study by eligible individuals.
	Yes

	The baseline study sample is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Yes

	
	High

	2. Study Attrition

	Response rate is adequate.
	Yes

	Attempts to collect information on participants who dropped out of the study are described.
	No

	Reasons for loss to follow-up are provided.
	No

	Participants lost to follow-up are adequately described for key characteristics.
	No

	There are no important differences between key characteristics and outcomes in participants who completed the study and those who did not.
	No

	
	Low

	3. Prognostic Factor Measurement

	A clear definition or description of 'PF' is provided.
	Yes

	Method of PF measurement is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Yes

	Continuous variables are reported or appropriate cut-points are used.
	Yes

	The method and setting of measurement of PF is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Adequate proportion of the study sample has complete data for PF variable.
	No

	Appropriate methods of imputation are used for missing 'PF' data.
	No

	
	Moderate

	4. Outcome Measurement
	

	A clear definition of outcome is provided, including duration of follow-up and level and extent of the outcome construct.
	Yes

	The method of outcome measurement used is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Partial

	The method and setting of outcome measurement is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	
	Low

	5. Study Confounding

	All important confounders, including treatments, are measured.
	Yes

	Clear definitions of the important confounders measured are provided.
	Yes

	Measurement of all important confounders is adequately valid and reliable.
	Yes

	The method and setting of confounding measurement are the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods are used if imputation is used for missing confounder data.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the study design.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the analysis.
	Yes

	
	Moderate

	6. Statistical Analysis and Reporting

	There is sufficient presentation of data to assess the adequacy of the analysis.
	No

	The strategy for model building is appropriate and is based on a conceptual framework or model.
	No

	The selected statistical model is adequate for the design of the study.
	Yes

	There is no selective reporting of results.
	Yes

	
	High

	Overall rating of the study
	Moderate




	Bjelland et al., 2013 (36)
	

	Domain
	Rating of reporting 

	1. Study Participation

	The source population or population of interest is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Partial

	The sampling frame and recruitment are adequately described, including methods to identify the sample sufficient to limit potential bias.
	Yes

	Period of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Place of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Inclusion and exclusion criteria are adequately described.
	Yes

	There is adequate participation in the study by eligible individuals.
	No

	The baseline study sample is adequately described for key characteristics.
	No

	
	High

	2. Study Attrition

	Response rate is adequate.
	No

	Attempts to collect information on participants who dropped out of the study are described.
	No

	Reasons for loss to follow-up are provided.
	Yes

	Participants lost to follow-up are adequately described for key characteristics.
	No

	There are no important differences between key characteristics and outcomes in participants who completed the study and those who did not.
	Yes

	
	High

	3. Prognostic Factor Measurement

	A clear definition or description of 'PF' is provided.
	Yes

	Method of PF measurement is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Yes

	Continuous variables are reported or appropriate cut-points are used.
	Yes

	The method and setting of measurement of PF is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Adequate proportion of the study sample has complete data for PF variable.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods of imputation are used for missing 'PF' data.
	Yes

	
	Low

	4. Outcome Measurement
	

	A clear definition of outcome is provided, including duration of follow-up and level and extent of the outcome construct.
	Yes

	The method of outcome measurement used is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Partial

	The method and setting of outcome measurement is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	
	Low

	5. Study Confounding

	All important confounders, including treatments, are measured.
	Partial

	Clear definitions of the important confounders measured are provided.
	Yes

	Measurement of all important confounders is adequately valid and reliable.
	Yes

	The method and setting of confounding measurement are the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods are used if imputation is used for missing confounder data.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the study design.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the analysis.
	Partial

	
	High

	6. Statistical Analysis and Reporting

	There is sufficient presentation of data to assess the adequacy of the analysis.
	No

	The strategy for model building is appropriate and is based on a conceptual framework or model.
	Yes

	The selected statistical model is adequate for the design of the study.
	Yes

	There is no selective reporting of results.
	Yes

	
	Moderate

	Overall rating of the study
	Moderate




	Chang et al., 2014 (39)
	

	Domain
	Rating of reporting 

	1. Study Participation

	The source population or population of interest is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Partial

	The sampling frame and recruitment are adequately described, including methods to identify the sample sufficient to limit potential bias.
	Partial

	Period of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Place of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Inclusion and exclusion criteria are adequately described.
	Yes

	There is adequate participation in the study by eligible individuals.
	Yes

	The baseline study sample is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Yes

	
	Low

	2. Study Attrition

	Response rate is adequate.
	Partial

	Attempts to collect information on participants who dropped out of the study are described.
	No

	Reasons for loss to follow-up are provided.
	Yes

	Participants lost to follow-up are adequately described for key characteristics.
	Yes

	There are no important differences between key characteristics and outcomes in participants who completed the study and those who did not.
	No

	
	Moderate

	3. Prognostic Factor Measurement

	A clear definition or description of 'PF' is provided.
	Yes

	Method of PF measurement is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Yes

	Continuous variables are reported or appropriate cut-points are used.
	No

	The method and setting of measurement of PF is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Adequate proportion of the study sample has complete data for PF variable.
	No

	Appropriate methods of imputation are used for missing 'PF' data.
	No

	
	High

	4. Outcome Measurement
	

	A clear definition of outcome is provided, including duration of follow-up and level and extent of the outcome construct.
	Yes

	The method of outcome measurement used is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Yes

	The method and setting of outcome measurement is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	
	Low

	5. Study Confounding

	All important confounders, including treatments, are measured.
	Yes

	Clear definitions of the important confounders measured are provided.
	Yes

	Measurement of all important confounders is adequately valid and reliable.
	Yes

	The method and setting of confounding measurement are the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods are used if imputation is used for missing confounder data.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the study design.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the analysis.
	Yes

	
	Moderate

	6. Statistical Analysis and Reporting

	There is sufficient presentation of data to assess the adequacy of the analysis.
	Yes

	The strategy for model building is appropriate and is based on a conceptual framework or model.
	Yes

	The selected statistical model is adequate for the design of the study.
	Yes

	There is no selective reporting of results.
	Yes

	
	Low

	Overall rating of the study
	Moderate




	Ertmann et al., 2023 (26)
	

	Domain
	Rating of reporting 

	1. Study Participation

	The source population or population of interest is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Partial

	The sampling frame and recruitment are adequately described, including methods to identify the sample sufficient to limit potential bias.
	Yes

	Period of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Place of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Inclusion and exclusion criteria are adequately described.
	Yes

	There is adequate participation in the study by eligible individuals.
	No

	The baseline study sample is adequately described for key characteristics.
	No

	
	High

	2. Study Attrition

	Response rate is adequate.
	Yes

	Attempts to collect information on participants who dropped out of the study are described.
	No

	Reasons for loss to follow-up are provided.
	Yes

	Participants lost to follow-up are adequately described for key characteristics.
	No

	There are no important differences between key characteristics and outcomes in participants who completed the study and those who did not.
	No

	
	Low

	3. Prognostic Factor Measurement

	A clear definition or description of 'PF' is provided.
	Partial

	Method of PF measurement is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Partial

	Continuous variables are reported or appropriate cut-points are used.
	No

	The method and setting of measurement of PF is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Adequate proportion of the study sample has complete data for PF variable.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods of imputation are used for missing 'PF' data.
	Yes

	
	Moderate

	4. Outcome Measurement
	

	A clear definition of outcome is provided, including duration of follow-up and level and extent of the outcome construct.
	No

	The method of outcome measurement used is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	No

	The method and setting of outcome measurement is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	
	High

	5. Study Confounding

	All important confounders, including treatments, are measured.
	Partial

	Clear definitions of the important confounders measured are provided.
	Yes

	Measurement of all important confounders is adequately valid and reliable.
	Yes

	The method and setting of confounding measurement are the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods are used if imputation is used for missing confounder data.
	Yes

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the study design.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the analysis.
	Partial

	
	Moderate

	6. Statistical Analysis and Reporting

	There is sufficient presentation of data to assess the adequacy of the analysis.
	Yes

	The strategy for model building is appropriate and is based on a conceptual framework or model.
	Yes

	The selected statistical model is adequate for the design of the study.
	Yes

	There is no selective reporting of results.
	Yes

	
	Low

	Overall rating of the study
	Moderate




	Fernando et al., 2020 (41)
	

	Domain
	Rating of reporting 

	1. Study Participation

	The source population or population of interest is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Partial

	The sampling frame and recruitment are adequately described, including methods to identify the sample sufficient to limit potential bias.
	Yes

	Period of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Place of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Inclusion and exclusion criteria are adequately described.
	No

	There is adequate participation in the study by eligible individuals.
	No

	The baseline study sample is adequately described for key characteristics.
	No

	
	High

	2. Study Attrition

	Response rate is adequate.
	No

	Attempts to collect information on participants who dropped out of the study are described.
	No

	Reasons for loss to follow-up are provided.
	Yes

	Participants lost to follow-up are adequately described for key characteristics.
	No

	There are no important differences between key characteristics and outcomes in participants who completed the study and those who did not.
	Yes

	
	High

	3. Prognostic Factor Measurement

	A clear definition or description of 'PF' is provided.
	Yes

	Method of PF measurement is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Yes

	Continuous variables are reported or appropriate cut-points are used.
	Yes

	The method and setting of measurement of PF is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Adequate proportion of the study sample has complete data for PF variable.
	No

	Appropriate methods of imputation are used for missing 'PF' data.
	No

	
	Moderate

	4. Outcome Measurement
	

	A clear definition of outcome is provided, including duration of follow-up and level and extent of the outcome construct.
	No

	The method of outcome measurement used is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	No

	The method and setting of outcome measurement is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	
	High

	5. Study Confounding

	All important confounders, including treatments, are measured.
	Partial

	Clear definitions of the important confounders measured are provided.
	Yes

	Measurement of all important confounders is adequately valid and reliable.
	Yes

	The method and setting of confounding measurement are the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods are used if imputation is used for missing confounder data.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the study design.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the analysis.
	Partial

	
	High

	6. Statistical Analysis and Reporting

	There is sufficient presentation of data to assess the adequacy of the analysis.
	Yes

	The strategy for model building is appropriate and is based on a conceptual framework or model.
	Yes

	The selected statistical model is adequate for the design of the study.
	Yes

	There is no selective reporting of results.
	Yes

	
	Low

	Overall rating of the study
	High




	Girard et al., 2020 (27)
	

	Domain
	Rating of reporting 

	1. Study Participation

	The source population or population of interest is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Yes

	The sampling frame and recruitment are adequately described, including methods to identify the sample sufficient to limit potential bias.
	Partial

	Period of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Place of recruitment is adequately described.
	No

	Inclusion and exclusion criteria are adequately described.
	Yes

	There is adequate participation in the study by eligible individuals.
	No

	The baseline study sample is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Yes

	
	Moderate

	2. Study Attrition

	Response rate is adequate.
	Yes

	Attempts to collect information on participants who dropped out of the study are described.
	No

	Reasons for loss to follow-up are provided.
	Yes

	Participants lost to follow-up are adequately described for key characteristics.
	Yes

	There are no important differences between key characteristics and outcomes in participants who completed the study and those who did not.
	Yes

	
	Low

	3. Prognostic Factor Measurement

	A clear definition or description of 'PF' is provided.
	Yes

	Method of PF measurement is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Yes

	Continuous variables are reported or appropriate cut-points are used.
	Yes

	The method and setting of measurement of PF is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Adequate proportion of the study sample has complete data for PF variable.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods of imputation are used for missing 'PF' data.
	Yes

	
	Low

	4. Outcome Measurement
	

	A clear definition of outcome is provided, including duration of follow-up and level and extent of the outcome construct.
	Yes

	The method of outcome measurement used is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Partial

	The method and setting of outcome measurement is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	
	Low

	5. Study Confounding

	All important confounders, including treatments, are measured.
	Partial

	Clear definitions of the important confounders measured are provided.
	Yes

	Measurement of all important confounders is adequately valid and reliable.
	Yes

	The method and setting of confounding measurement are the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods are used if imputation is used for missing confounder data.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the study design.
	Partial

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the analysis.
	No

	
	High

	6. Statistical Analysis and Reporting

	There is sufficient presentation of data to assess the adequacy of the analysis.
	No

	The strategy for model building is appropriate and is based on a conceptual framework or model.
	No

	The selected statistical model is adequate for the design of the study.
	Yes

	There is no selective reporting of results.
	No

	
	High

	Overall rating of the study
	Moderate




	Olsson et al., 2012 (29)
	

	Domain
	Rating of reporting 

	1. Study Participation

	The source population or population of interest is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Partial

	The sampling frame and recruitment are adequately described, including methods to identify the sample sufficient to limit potential bias.
	Yes

	Period of recruitment is adequately described.
	No

	Place of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Inclusion and exclusion criteria are adequately described.
	No

	There is adequate participation in the study by eligible individuals.
	No

	The baseline study sample is adequately described for key characteristics.
	No

	
	High

	2. Study Attrition

	Response rate is adequate.
	No

	Attempts to collect information on participants who dropped out of the study are described.
	No

	Reasons for loss to follow-up are provided.
	Yes

	Participants lost to follow-up are adequately described for key characteristics.
	No

	There are no important differences between key characteristics and outcomes in participants who completed the study and those who did not.
	No

	
	High

	3. Prognostic Factor Measurement

	A clear definition or description of 'PF' is provided.
	Yes

	Method of PF measurement is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Yes

	Continuous variables are reported or appropriate cut-points are used.
	No

	The method and setting of measurement of PF is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Adequate proportion of the study sample has complete data for PF variable.
	No

	Appropriate methods of imputation are used for missing 'PF' data.
	No

	
	High

	4. Outcome Measurement
	

	A clear definition of outcome is provided, including duration of follow-up and level and extent of the outcome construct.
	Yes

	The method of outcome measurement used is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	No

	The method and setting of outcome measurement is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	
	Moderate

	5. Study Confounding

	All important confounders, including treatments, are measured.
	Partial

	Clear definitions of the important confounders measured are provided.
	Yes

	Measurement of all important confounders is adequately valid and reliable.
	Yes

	The method and setting of confounding measurement are the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods are used if imputation is used for missing confounder data.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the study design.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the analysis.
	Partial

	
	High

	6. Statistical Analysis and Reporting

	There is sufficient presentation of data to assess the adequacy of the analysis.
	Yes

	The strategy for model building is appropriate and is based on a conceptual framework or model.
	Yes

	The selected statistical model is adequate for the design of the study.
	Yes

	There is no selective reporting of results.
	Yes

	
	Low

	Overall rating of the study
	High




	Robinson et al., 2010 (31)
	

	Domain
	Rating of reporting 

	1. Study Participation

	The source population or population of interest is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Partial

	The sampling frame and recruitment are adequately described, including methods to identify the sample sufficient to limit potential bias.
	Yes

	Period of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Place of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Inclusion and exclusion criteria are adequately described.
	Yes

	There is adequate participation in the study by eligible individuals.
	Yes

	The baseline study sample is adequately described for key characteristics.
	No
High

	

	2. Study Attrition

	Response rate is adequate.
	

	Attempts to collect information on participants who dropped out of the study are described.
	Yes

	Reasons for loss to follow-up are provided.
	No

	Participants lost to follow-up are adequately described for key characteristics.
	Yes

	There are no important differences between key characteristics and outcomes in participants who completed the study and those who did not.
	No

	
	No
Low

	3. Prognostic Factor Measurement

	A clear definition or description of 'PF' is provided.
	Yes

	Method of PF measurement is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Yes

	Continuous variables are reported or appropriate cut-points are used.
	Yes

	The method and setting of measurement of PF is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Adequate proportion of the study sample has complete data for PF variable.
	No

	Appropriate methods of imputation are used for missing 'PF' data.
	No

	
	Moderate

	4. Outcome Measurement
	

	A clear definition of outcome is provided, including duration of follow-up and level and extent of the outcome construct.
	Yes

	The method of outcome measurement used is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Partial

	The method and setting of outcome measurement is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	
	Low

	5. Study Confounding

	All important confounders, including treatments, are measured.
	Yes

	Clear definitions of the important confounders measured are provided.
	Yes

	Measurement of all important confounders is adequately valid and reliable.
	Yes

	The method and setting of confounding measurement are the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods are used if imputation is used for missing confounder data.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the study design.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the analysis.
	Yes

	
	Moderate

	6. Statistical Analysis and Reporting

	There is sufficient presentation of data to assess the adequacy of the analysis.
	Yes

	The strategy for model building is appropriate and is based on a conceptual framework or model.
	Yes

	The selected statistical model is adequate for the design of the study.
	Yes

	There is no selective reporting of results.
	No

	
	Moderate

	Overall rating of the study
	Moderate

	Robinson et al., 2010b (28)
	

	Domain
	Rating of reporting 

	1. Study Participation

	The source population or population of interest is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Partial

	The sampling frame and recruitment are adequately described, including methods to identify the sample sufficient to limit potential bias.
	Yes

	Period of recruitment is adequately described.
	No

	Place of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Inclusion and exclusion criteria are adequately described.
	No

	There is adequate participation in the study by eligible individuals.
	Yes

	The baseline study sample is adequately described for key characteristics.
	No

	
	High

	2. Study Attrition

	Response rate is adequate.
	Partial

	Attempts to collect information on participants who dropped out of the study are described.
	No

	Reasons for loss to follow-up are provided.
	Yes

	Participants lost to follow-up are adequately described for key characteristics.
	No

	There are no important differences between key characteristics and outcomes in participants who completed the study and those who did not.
	No

	
	High

	3. Prognostic Factor Measurement

	A clear definition or description of 'PF' is provided.
	Yes

	Method of PF measurement is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Yes

	Continuous variables are reported or appropriate cut-points are used.
	Yes

	The method and setting of measurement of PF is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Adequate proportion of the study sample has complete data for PF variable.
	No

	Appropriate methods of imputation are used for missing 'PF' data.
	No

	
	Moderate

	4. Outcome Measurement
	

	A clear definition of outcome is provided, including duration of follow-up and level and extent of the outcome construct.
	Yes

	The method of outcome measurement used is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Partial

	The method and setting of outcome measurement is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	
	Low

	5. Study Confounding

	All important confounders, including treatments, are measured.
	Partial

	Clear definitions of the important confounders measured are provided.
	Yes

	Measurement of all important confounders is adequately valid and reliable.
	Yes

	The method and setting of confounding measurement are the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods are used if imputation is used for missing confounder data.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the study design.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the analysis.
	Partial

	
	High

	6. Statistical Analysis and Reporting

	There is sufficient presentation of data to assess the adequacy of the analysis.
	Yes

	The strategy for model building is appropriate and is based on a conceptual framework or model.
	Yes

	The selected statistical model is adequate for the design of the study.
	Yes

	There is no selective reporting of results.
	No

	
	Moderate

	Overall rating of the study
	High




	Stomp-van den Berg et al., 2012 (30)
	

	Domain
	Rating of reporting 

	1. Study Participation

	The source population or population of interest is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Partial

	The sampling frame and recruitment are adequately described, including methods to identify the sample sufficient to limit potential bias.
	Yes

	Period of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Place of recruitment is adequately described.
	Yes

	Inclusion and exclusion criteria are adequately described.
	Yes

	There is adequate participation in the study by eligible individuals.
	Yes

	The baseline study sample is adequately described for key characteristics.
	No

	
	High

	2. Study Attrition

	Response rate is adequate.
	Yes

	Attempts to collect information on participants who dropped out of the study are described.
	No

	Reasons for loss to follow-up are provided.
	Yes

	Participants lost to follow-up are adequately described for key characteristics.
	No

	There are no important differences between key characteristics and outcomes in participants who completed the study and those who did not.
	No

	
	Low

	3. Prognostic Factor Measurement

	A clear definition or description of 'PF' is provided.
	Yes

	Method of PF measurement is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Yes

	Continuous variables are reported or appropriate cut-points are used.
	Yes

	The method and setting of measurement of PF is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Adequate proportion of the study sample has complete data for PF variable.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods of imputation are used for missing 'PF' data.
	Yes

	
	Low

	4. Outcome Measurement
	

	A clear definition of outcome is provided, including duration of follow-up and level and extent of the outcome construct.
	Yes

	The method of outcome measurement used is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Partial

	The method and setting of outcome measurement is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	
	Low

	5. Study Confounding

	All important confounders, including treatments, are measured.
	Yes

	Clear definitions of the important confounders measured are provided.
	No

	Measurement of all important confounders is adequately valid and reliable.
	No

	The method and setting of confounding measurement are the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods are used if imputation is used for missing confounder data.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the study design.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the analysis.
	Yes

	
	High

	6. Statistical Analysis and Reporting

	There is sufficient presentation of data to assess the adequacy of the analysis.
	Yes

	The strategy for model building is appropriate and is based on a conceptual framework or model.
	Yes

	The selected statistical model is adequate for the design of the study.
	Yes

	There is no selective reporting of results.
	No

	
	Moderate

	Overall rating of the study
	Moderate




	Xiangsheng et al., 2021 (40)
	

	Domain
	Rating of reporting 

	1. Study Participation

	The source population or population of interest is adequately described for key characteristics.
	Partial

	The sampling frame and recruitment are adequately described, including methods to identify the sample sufficient to limit potential bias.
	Partial

	Period of recruitment is adequately described.
	No

	Place of recruitment is adequately described.
	No

	Inclusion and exclusion criteria are adequately described.
	Yes

	There is adequate participation in the study by eligible individuals.
	No

	The baseline study sample is adequately described for key characteristics.
	No

	
	High

	2. Study Attrition

	Response rate is adequate.
	Yes

	Attempts to collect information on participants who dropped out of the study are described.
	No

	Reasons for loss to follow-up are provided.
	No

	Participants lost to follow-up are adequately described for key characteristics.
	No

	There are no important differences between key characteristics and outcomes in participants who completed the study and those who did not.
	No

	
	Low

	3. Prognostic Factor Measurement

	A clear definition or description of 'PF' is provided.
	Yes

	Method of PF measurement is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Yes

	Continuous variables are reported or appropriate cut-points are used.
	No

	The method and setting of measurement of PF is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Adequate proportion of the study sample has complete data for PF variable.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods of imputation are used for missing 'PF' data.
	Yes

	
	Moderate

	4. Outcome Measurement
	

	A clear definition of outcome is provided, including duration of follow-up and level and extent of the outcome construct.
	Yes

	The method of outcome measurement used is adequately valid and reliable to limit misclassification bias.
	Partial

	The method and setting of outcome measurement is the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	
	Low

	5. Study Confounding

	All important confounders, including treatments, are measured.
	Partial

	Clear definitions of the important confounders measured are provided.
	Yes

	Measurement of all important confounders is adequately valid and reliable.
	Yes

	The method and setting of confounding measurement are the same for all study participants.
	Yes

	Appropriate methods are used if imputation is used for missing confounder data.
	Yes

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the study design.
	No

	Important potential confounders are accounted for in the analysis.
	Partial

	
	Moderate

	6. Statistical Analysis and Reporting

	There is sufficient presentation of data to assess the adequacy of the analysis.
	Yes

	The strategy for model building is appropriate and is based on a conceptual framework or model.
	Yes

	The selected statistical model is adequate for the design of the study.
	Yes

	There is no selective reporting of results.
	Yes

	
	Low

	Overall rating of the study
	Moderate



