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Supplementary Table 1.
Quality assessment of included studies.

Study ID Selection Ascertainment Causality Reporting

Amit et al, 2013 (20) Yes Yes Yes Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes

Kasaraneni et al, 2019 (27) Yes Yes Yes Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes

Derouiche et al, 2007 (22) No No No Yes N/A N/A Yes No

Raheem et al, 2014 (6) Yes Yes Yes Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes

Ibrahiem et al, 2010 (23) Yes Yes Yes Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes

Barros et al, 2018 (26) Yes Yes Yes Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes

Mercado-Olivares et al, 2018 (34) No Yes Yes No N/A N/A No Yes

Ouanes et al, 2021 (24) Yes Yes Yes Yes N/A N/A No No

Hughes et al, 2021 (33) No Yes Yes No N/A N/A No No

Boncher et al, 2010 (39) No Yes Yes No N/A N/A Yes No

Tang et al, 2018 (25) Yes Yes Yes Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes

Ge et al, 2021 (31) No Yes Yes Yes N/A N/A No Yes

Garofalo et al, 2015 (30) No Yes Yes Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes

Jagodic̆ et al, 2007 (29) No Yes Yes Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes

Hoag et al, 2011 (28) No Yes Yes Yes N/A N/A No Yes

N/A: Not applicable.

1. Does the patient(s) repre-
sent(s) the whole experience of

the investigator (centre) or is the
selection method unclear to the
extent that other patients with
similar presentation may not

have been reported?

2. Was the 
exposure 

adequately 
ascertained?

3. Was the 
outcome 

adequately 
ascertained?

4. Were other 
alternative causes
that may explain
the observation

ruled out?

5. Was there a
challenge/
rechallenge 

phenomenon?

6. Was there a
dose–response

effect?

7. Was follow-up 
long enough 
for outcomes 

to occur?

8. Is the case(s) described
with sufficient details to 

allow other investigators to
replicate the research or to

allow practitioners make 
inferences related to their 

own practice?


