Supplementary Table S1. Quality assessments for five case-control studies in mouse models

and 11 cohort/case report studies in clinical patients.

Study Selection Comparability Exposure/ Total score Quality
Outcome ? level
5 studies in mouse model
Han et al.(2018) 4 2 2 8 High
Han et al.(2022) 4 2 2 8 High
Fei et al.(2016) 4 2 2 8 High
Wai et al.(2016) 4 2 2 8 High
Leung et al.(2017) 4 2 2 8 High
11 studies in clinical patients
Nguyen et al.(2022) 2 0 3 5 Moderate
Ugajin et al.(2021) 2 0 3 5 Moderate
Porcaro et al.(2016) 2 0 3 5 Moderate
Nucera et al.(2018) 2 0 3 5 Moderate
Nakajima et al.(2015) 2 0 3 5 Moderate
Damelio et al.(2015) 2 0 3 5 Moderate
Elbadawy et al.(2017) 3 2 3 8 High
D'Amelio et al.(2017) 2 0 3 5 Moderate
Casimir et al.(1997) 2 0 3 5 Moderate
i\;[glltg)rell-Calatayud et al. ) 0 3 5 Moderate
Patriarca et al.(2007) 2 0 3 5 Moderate

2 Exposure/outcome: Three items in exposure were applied in mouse models; three items in outcome

were applied in clinical patients.
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Supplementary Figure S1. Funnel plots for evaluating publication bias for intervention
efficacy of processed allergen/meat from fish and crustacea on OIT. (A) Trim and filled
methods for included case-control studies in mouse models. Note: Leung et al. (2017) study
was excluded from publication bias analysis as the standard deviation of anaphylactic score
after OIT treatment is zero. (B) Included cohort studies in clinical patients.



