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	Author
	Reporting
	Selection bias
	Study design
	Blinding
	Data collection tools
	Analysis
	Confounders
	Overall quality‡

	
	Q1†
	Q2†
	Q3†
	Q4†
	Q5†
	Q6†
	Q7†
	Q8†
	Q9†
	Q10†
	Q11†
	Q12†
	Q13†
	Q14†
	Q15†
	Q16†
	Q17†
	

	Glaucoma
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Ang et al.1
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Ang et al.2
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Strong

	Azuara-Blanco et al.3
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Strong

	Banes et al.4
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Chawla et al.5
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	NA
	No
	No
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	Weak

	Cheng et al.6
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Coleman et al.7
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Strong

	Elam et al.8
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Strong

	El-Assal et al.9
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Strong

	Fung et al.10
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Strong

	Ho and Vernon 11
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Khan et al.12
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Liu 13
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Strong

	Lockwood et al.14
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Weak

	Marks et al.15
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	No
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Ong et al.16
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Strong

	Patel et al.17
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	No
	No
	No
	No
	No
	NA
	Yes
	No
	No
	Weak

	Quigley et al.18
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Scully et al.19
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Shah and Murdoch20
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	NA
	No
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Moderate

	Solano-Moncada et al.21
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Stead et al.22
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Swamy et al.23
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Syam et al.24
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	No
	No
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Strong

	Theodossiades et al.25
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Vorwerk et al.26
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Zangerl et al.27
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Zebardast et al.28
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	NA
	No
	NA
	Yes
	No
	No
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Diabetic retinopathy
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Al-Ubaidi et al.29
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Strong

	Burgmann et al.30
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Chou et al.31
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Strong

	Hutchins et al.32
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Strong

	Mc Hugh et al.33
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	NA
	yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Strong

	Preti et al.34
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Weak

	Slater and Chakman 35
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	Yes
	No
	No
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	No
	No
	Weak

	Ting et al.36
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Strong

	Tseng et al.37
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Strong

	Wong et al.38
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Strong

	Yuen et al.39
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Strong

	Age-related macular degeneration
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Charkoudian et al.40
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Lawrenson and Evans 41
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Weak

	Muhammed et al.42
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Parodi et al.43
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	No
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Cataract
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Gomaa and Liu 44
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Weak

	Lash et al.45
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Park et al.46
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Strong

	Niemiec et al.47
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Strong

	Preventative eye care
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Downie and Keller 48
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Shah et al.49
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Shah et al.50
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Shah et al.51
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Moderate

	Dry eye
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Lin et al.52
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Weak

	Downie et al.53
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	All ocular conditions at A&E
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Hau et al.54
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Amblyopia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Jin et al.55
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Moderate

	Esotropia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Gupta et al.56
	No
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Weak

	Non-infectious uveitis
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Nguyen et al.57
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Moderate

	†Questions referred to questions listed in the quality assessment tool listed in Additional file 1.
‡If less than 60% criteria in the quality assessment tool were met, quality was scored as weak; it was scored moderate if 60-79% were met and strong if 80%-100% were met. 
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