Table S1. Summary of search strategy and results.
	Source and search date
	Search strategy
	Results

	PubMed
(NLM)

Coverage:
from inception to search date

Search date:
2024-08-02

	(("Temporomandibular Joint Disorder" OR "TMJ Disorder" OR "Temporomandibular Joint Dysfunction" OR "Craniomandibular Disorder" OR ''CMD'' OR ''Craniomandibular Dysfunction'' OR "Temporomandibular Disorder")) AND (("Tinnitus" OR "Acufene" OR "Ear Noise" OR "Ringing in the Ears"))
	144

	Cochrane Library

Coverage:
from inception to search date

Search date:
2024-08-02

	((("Temporomandibular Joint Disorder" OR "TMJ Disorder" OR "Temporomandibular Joint Dysfunction" OR "Craniomandibular Disorder" OR ''CMD'' OR ''Craniomandibular Dysfunction'' OR "Temporomandibular Disorder")) AND (("Tinnitus" OR "Acufene" OR "Ear Noise" OR "Ringing in the Ears"))):ti,ab,kw

	23



	[bookmark: _Hlk124173361]Web of Science
(Core collection,
Clarivate) 

Coverage:
from inception to search date

Search date:
2024-08-02

	ALL=((("Temporomandibular Joint Disorder" OR "TMJ Disorder" OR "Temporomandibular Joint Dysfunction" OR "Craniomandibular Disorder" OR ''CMD'' OR ''Craniomandibular Dysfunction'' OR "Temporomandibular Disorder")) AND (("Tinnitus" OR "azulene" OR "Ear Noise" OR "Ringing in the Ears")))
	 143



	[bookmark: _Hlk124172993]Scopus
(Elsevier)

Coverage:
from inception to search date

Search date:
2024-08-02

	(TITLE-ABS-KEY( "Temporomandibular Joint Disorder" OR "TMJ Disorder" OR "Temporomandibular Joint Dysfunction" OR "Craniomandibular Disorder" OR ''cmd'' OR ''craniomandibular AND dysfunction'' OR "Temporomandibular Disorder" ) AND (TITLE-ABS-KEY ( "Tinnitus" OR "Acufene" OR "Ear Noise" OR "Ringing in the Ears" )
	268

	Total number of records identified
	578

	Total number of unique records after removing duplication
	260







Table S2. Quality assessment of cross-sectional studies with NOS tool.
	Study ID
	Selection
	Comparability
	Outcome
	Overall 
	Overall quality

	
	Representativeness of the sample
	Sample size
	Non-respondents
	Ascertainment of the exposure
	Overall selection
	
	Assessment of outcome 
	Statistical test
	overall outcome
	
	

	Akhter 2013
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	2
	7
	Good quality

	Algieri 2016
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	2
	7
	Good quality

	Altaya 2024
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	2
	7
	Good quality

	Bernhardt (I) 2004
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	2
	7
	Good quality

	Buergers 2014
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	2
	7
	Good quality

	Bush 1987
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	0
	1
	1
	2
	6
	Fair quality

	Calderon 2012
	1
	0
	1
	1
	3
	1
	1
	1
	2
	6
	Fair quality

	Çebi 2020
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	0
	1
	1
	2
	6
	Fair quality

	Ciancaglini 1994
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	2
	7
	Good quality

	Didier 2023
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	2
	7
	Good quality

	Ferendiuk 2014
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	2
	7
	Good quality

	Fernandes 2014
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	2
	7
	Good quality

	Karacay 2022
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	2
	7
	Good quality

	Kim 2018
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	3
	8
	Good quality

	Kusdra 2018
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	2
	7
	Good quality

	Lam 2001
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	2
	7
	Good quality

	Machado et 2010
	0
	0
	1
	1
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	5
	Fair quality

	Maciejewska-Szaniec 2017
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	2
	7
	Good quality

	Manfredini 2014
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	0
	1
	0
	1
	5
	Fair quality

	Mijiritsky 2020
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	2
	1
	1
	2
	8
	Good quality

	Minervini et 2023
	0
	0
	1
	1
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	5
	Fair quality

	Morais 2012
	0
	0
	1
	1
	2
	0
	1
	1
	2
	4
	Poor quality

	Morgan 1992
	0
	0
	1
	1
	2
	0
	1
	0
	1
	4
	Poor quality

	Rubinstein 1993
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	0
	1
	0
	1
	5
	Fair quality

	Saldanha 2012
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	2
	7
	Good quality

	Song 2018
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	2
	1
	1
	2
	8
	Good quality

	Vasconcelos 2016
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	2
	7
	Good quality






Table S3. Quality Assessment Of Case-control & Cohort Studies With NOS Tool.
	Study ID
	Type of study
	Selection
	Comparability
	Outcome
	Overall
	Overall quality

	
	
	D1
	D2
	D3
	D4
	Overall selection
	
	D5
	D6
	D7
	Overall outcome
	
	

	Al–Tuhafi 2005
	Case-control
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	0
	1
	1
	1
	3
	7
	Good quality

	Bernhardt (II) 2004
	Case-control
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	1
	3
	8
	Good quality

	Bernhardt 2011
	Cohort
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	1
	3
	8
	Good quality

	de-Pedro-Herraez 2016
	Cohort
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	1
	3
	8
	Good quality

	Effat 2016
	Case-control
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	1
	3
	8
	Good quality

	Fernandes 2013
	Case-control
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	1
	3
	8
	Good quality

	Ralli 2018
	Cohort
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	1
	1
	1
	3
	8
	Good quality

	Tuz 2003
	Case-control
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2
	7
	Good quality


D1: Is the case definition adequate/Representative of the exposed cohort?
D2: Representative of the cases/Selection of the non-exposed cohort.
D3: Selection of Controls/Ascertainment of exposure.
D4: Definition of Controls/ Demonstration that outcome of interest was not present at start of study.
D5: Ascertainment of exposure/ Assessment of outcome.
D6: Same method of ascertainment for cases and controls/ Was follow-up long enough for outcomes to occur.
D7: Non-Response rate/ Adequacy of follow up of cohorts.
