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	№ of participants
	Certainty assessment
	
	

	
	
	Study
design
	Risk of bias
	Consistency
	Directness
	Precision
	Publication bias 
	Effect 95% CI
	Certainty
(GRADE)

	Overall strength evidence
	2206
	Cross-
sectional
	Possibly serious
	Serious

	Not serious
	Serious
	Possibly serious
	63% (95% CI: 55%, 72%)
	Moderate

	N.B: GRADE: Grading of Recommendations Assessment, Development and Evaluation developed by Guyatt et al (2008).
Explanations:
1. Most studies employed appropriate tools to assess prevalence and clearly described their participant recruitment methods. However, many faced limitations related to sample size and coverage.
2. Although the I² value was high (94.81%), the studies produced comparable results, with most point estimates ranging from 0% to 84.89% and overlapping confidence intervals. High I² values are common in prevalence meta-analyses and are of limited concern in this context. The likely source of heterogeneity is variation in study populations, which has been accounted for under the assessment of indirectness.. 
Study Limitations: Serious limitations when most evidence is from studies with moderate or unclear risk of bias for most bias domains. Very Serious limitations when most evidence is from studies with high risk of bias for almost all bias domains
Consistency: explained heterogeneity or variability in results across studies with differences of results had meaningful.  For narrative summary: variations in prevalence estimates across studies.
Directness: The study sample, and the outcome or prevalence estimate in the primary studies accurately reflect the review question.  Generalizability of the study population (is the study population a subset of the population of interest?).
Precision: For narrative summary: within-study precision: sample size justification is provided for prevalence estimates. Across study imprecision: there are few studies and small number of participants across studies.
Publication Bias:  Published evidence is restricted to only a portion of the studies conducted on the topic.



