Table 3: Quality assessment of single case reports using JBI critical appraisal tools for cohort studies 1

	Reference
	First Author
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10
	Q11
	Score
	Quality (%)
	Status

	2
	Bruzelius
	N/A
	1
	1
	1
	1
	N/A
	1
	1
	N/A
	N/A
	1
	7
	100%
	high

	3
	Foroud
	1
	1
	1
	1
	N/A
	1
	1
	1
	N/A
	N/A
	1
	8
	100%
	high

	4
	Hentosh
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	10
	91%
	high

	5
	Kremer
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1
	6
	75%
	high

	6
	Lee
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	11
	100%
	high

	7
	Marder
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	6
	55%
	medium

	8
	Myers
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	N/A
	N/A
	1
	9
	100%
	high

	9
	Nørremølle
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1
	6
	67%
	high

	10
	Ranen
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	1
	8
	89%
	high

	11
	Roos
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	N/A
	N/A
	1
	7
	78%
	high

	12
	Saleh
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	9
	82%
	high

	13
	Yao
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	11
	100%
	high

	14
	Zielonka (2013)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	9
	82%
	high


1 = quality criterion fulfilled 
0 = quality criterion not fulfilled
N/A = not applicable

Table 4: Quality assessment of single case reports using JBI critical appraisal tools for cross-sectional studies

	Reference
	First Author
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Score
	Quality (%)
	Status

	15
	Aziz
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	100%
	high

	16
	Cannella
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	100%
	high

	17
	Chen
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	5
	63%
	medium

	18
	Corey-Bloom
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	100%
	high

	19
	Costa De Miranda
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	100%
	high

	20
	Dale
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	86%
	high

	21
	Ekkel
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	6
	75%
	high

	22
	Epping
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	100&
	high

	23
	Farrer
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	100%
	high

	24
	Feleus
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	100%
	high

	25
	Goodman & Barker
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	100%
	high

	26
	Hemicker
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	100%
	high

	27
	Kehoe
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	100%
	high

	28
	Levkova
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	6
	75%
	high

	29
	Looi
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	100%
	high

	30
	Rowe
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	100%
	high

	31
	Saft
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	100%
	high

	32
	Sampedro
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	100%
	high

	33
	Taylor
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	6
	75%
	high

	34
	Telenius
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	6
	75%
	high

	35
	Trottier
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	6
	75%
	high

	36
	Van Duijn
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	100%
	high

	37
	Weydt
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	100%
	high

	38
	Wheeler
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	100%
	high

	39
	Zielonka (2008)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	6
	75%
	high

	40
	Zielonka (2018)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	8
	100%
	high


1 = quality criterion fulfilled 
0 = quality criterion not fulfilled
N/A = not applicable

Table 5: Quality assessment of single case reports using JBI critical appraisal tools for case series

	Reference
	First Author
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10
	Score
	Quality (%)
	Status

	41
	Goldberg
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	N/A
	1
	1
	8
	80%
	high


1 = quality criterion fulfilled 
0 = quality criterion not fulfilled
N/A = not applicable


Table 6: Quality assessment of case control studies using JBI critical appraisal tools for case control studies 

	Reference
	First Author
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10
	Score
	Quality (%)
	Status

	42
	Markianos (2005)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	10
	100%
	high

	43
	Markianos (2007)
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	10
	100%
	high

	44
	Zühlke
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	5
	50%
	medium

	45
	Philpott
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	10
	100%
	high


1 = quality criterion fulfilled 
0 = quality criterion not fulfilled
N/A = not applicable


Figure 1: Flowchart of the study selection process
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