Supplemental Table 1 Quality assessment of animal studies according to SYRCLE’s risk of bias tool
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The SYRCLE score determined the risk of bias in Sequence generation, baseline characteristics, allocation concealment, random
housing, identical housing conditions, blinding of caregivers, random outcome assessment/blinding of outcome assessor, and

incomplete outcome data, selective outcome reporting, and other biases.



Supplemental Table 2 Quality appraisal for case-control studies according to the Newcastle-Ottawa tool

Study |Is the case | Representativeness | Selection | Definition | Comparability of | Ascertainment | The same | Non-
(year) |[definition | of the cases of of Controls | cases and | of exposure method of | Response
adequate? Controls controls based on ascertainment | rate

the design or for cases and

analysis controls
Chang |Low risk |Low risk Low risk | Low risk Low risk Low risk Low risk Unclear
(2017) risk
Pour |Lowrisk |Low risk Low risk | Low risk Low risk Low risk Low risk Unclear
(2011) risk




Supplemental Table 3 Quality appraisal of registry studies using the Wylde’ tool

Study (year) Inclusion of | Representativeness Percentage  follow-up | Minimization of potential
consecutive (multicentre denotes | (>80% denotes | confounding  (multivariable
patients adequate) adequate) analysis denotes adequate)

Chowdhurry (2017) |N/R Adequate Adequate Adequate

Best (2015 N/R Adequate Adequate Adequate




Supplemental Table 4 Quality assessment of case series using the Moga tool

Study (year) 1 2 3 4 5 6 (7 8 9 @10 11 12 13 14 {15 16 (17 (18 |SUM

Alpantaki (2011) 1 1 0o a1 Q1 1 1 g1 1 f 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 13

Soden (2000) 1 1 0o a4 0o 1 1 g1 1 f 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 10




