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	Authors (year)
	Representativeness of the exposed cohort
	Selection of non-exposed cohort
	Ascertainment of the exposure
	Outcome of interest not present at the start of the study
	1. 1. (Age or sex) and  weight
2. 2. infection
	Assessment of outcome
	Adequacy of duration of follow up
	Adequacy of completeness 
	Total
	Risk of bias¥
	Quality£

	Mohammed (2023)
	★
	★
	★
	★
	★★
	★
	★
	★
	9
	Low 
	Good 

	Tilahun (2024)
	★
	★
	★
	★
	★★
	★
	-
	★
	8
	Low 
	Good 

	Hailu
 (2019)
	★
	★
	★
	★
	★
	★
	★
	★
	8
	Low 
	Good 

	Habtam (2021)
	★
	★
	★
	★
	★★
	★
	-
	★
	8
	Low 
	Good 

	Mesfin 
(2014)
	★
	★
	★
	★
	-
	★
	★
	★
	7
	Low 
	Good 

	Gashaw (2021)
	★
	★
	★
	★
	★★
	★
	★
	★
	9
	Low 
	Good 

	Deribachew (2021)
	-
	★
	★
	★
	-
	★
	★
	★
	6
	Fair
	Good  

	Temesgen (2016)
	★
	★
	★
	★
	★
	★
	-
	★
	7
	Low 
	Good 

	Mahilet (2016)
	★
	-
	★
	★
	★
	★
	★
	★
	7
	Low 
	Good  

	Deginet (2023)
	★
	★
	★
	★
	★★
	★
	★
	★
	9
	Low 
	Good 

	Osman 
(2022)
	★
	★
	★
	★
	★
	★
	★
	★
	8
	Low 
	Good 

	Adissu 
(2020)
	★
	★
	★
	★
	★★
	★
	★
	★
	9
	Low 
	Good 


★Each satisfied criterion in the Selection and Outcome domains received a maximum of one star. A maximum of 2 stars could be awarded for the Comparability domain: one star could be awarded if the study sufficiently controlled for the composite of weight and age or sex, and an extra star could be awarded if the study sufficiently controlled for the presence or effects of infection.
¥A low risk of bias criteria of six stars or higher was applied to categorize studies.
£Using the Newcastle-Ottawa scale threshold values(1), an assessment of the studies' overall quality was done in accordance with Agency for Health Research and Quality guidelines(2).
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