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	Indicate if a review protocol exists, if and where it can be accessed (e.g., Web address), and, if available, provide registration information including registration number.
	3

	Eligibility criteria
	6
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	DISCUSSION
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	25
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	Funding
	27
	Describe sources of funding for the systematic review and other support (e.g., supply of data); role of funders for the systematic review.
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