	Cohort Study Design

	Study
	Selection
	Comparability 
	Outcome 
	NOS Score

	Abbuhl, 1997
	***
	
	*
	4

	Antoun, 2017
	****
	
	***
	7

	Bouillon, 2018
	****
	**
	***
	9

	Carney, 2017
	****
	**
	***
	9

	Conover, 2015
	****
	**
	**
	8

	Duffy, 2005
	***
	**
	*
	6

	Falconer, 2015 
	****
	**
	***
	9

	Fernandez, 2014
	****
	*
	**
	7

	Gaitskell, 2016
	****
	**
	***
	9

	Hanley, 2018
	****
	**
	**
	8

	Hopkins, 2007
	****
	*
	**
	7

	Jokinen, 2017
	****
	*
	**
	7

	Kim, 2019
	****
	**
	***
	9

	Malacova, 2014
	****
	*
	***
	8

	Mao, 2019
	****
	**
	***
	9

	Mao, 2015
	****
	**
	***
	9

	McAlpine, 2014
	****
	*
	**
	7

	Niblock, 2014
	***
	
	*
	4

	Perkins, 2016
	****
	*
	***
	8

	Powell, 2017
	****
	
	***
	7

	Rulin, 1993
	**
	
	**
	4

	Steward, 2017
	****
	*
	***
	8

	Syed, 2007
	**
	
	*
	3

	Theil, 2008
	**
	
	**
	4

	Trussel, 1995
	**
	*
	*
	4

	Westberg, 2017
	****
	
	***
	7

	Zerden, 2018
	***
	*
	***
	7
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	Case Control Study Design 

	Study
	Selection
	Comparability 
	Outcome / Exposure
	NOS Score

	Carmona, 2003
	***
	*
	***
	7

	Franchini, 2009
	**
	**
	*
	5

	Greisman, 1991
	**
	
	**
	4

	Kjer, 1990
	**
	
	**
	4

	Lessard-Anderson, 2014
	****
	**
	***
	9

	Levie, 2005
	***
	*
	***
	7

	Madsen, 2015
	****
	**
	***
	9



