Table S2. Quality assessment of cross-sectional using Newcastle-Ottawa scale.

Repre- Ascer-
sen tgtive- tainment Assess-
Sample Non-re- of theex- Compara-  ment of Statisti-
Study ness of . . Total
the sam- size sponse rate  posure bility the out- cal test
ole (risk fac- come
tor)
Barros, 2015 * * NA * il * * 7
Chen, 2021 * * NA * il * * 7
Du, 2021 * * NA * il * * 7
Gao, 2021 * * NA * * * 6
Gryp, 2021 * * NA * * * 6
Gryp, 2020 * * NA * * * 6
S(;’I]!rsong' * * NA * * * * 6
Hanifi, 2021 * * NA * * * * 6
He, 2020 * * NA * * * * 6
He, 2021 * * NA * il * * 7
Hu et, 2020 * * NA * il * * 7
Hu, 2022 * * NA * il * * 7
Jiang, 2017 * * NA * *x * * 7
Khiabani - *
! NA * * * * 6

2022
Kim, 2020 * * NA * *x * * 7
Kumar, * *

NA * ** * * 7
2021
Lun, 2018 * * NA * * * * 6
Margiotta, - *

NA * ** * * 7
2020
';‘(;i?balde! * * NA * * * * 7
gg‘!l-gguero’ * * NA * **% * * 7
Sato, 2021 * * NA * ol * * 7
g(ga:'l-d?lbauer’ * * NA * ** * * 7
Wang, 2019 * * NA * bl * * 7
\2/\(;;%9 etal, * * NA * * * * 6
Wu, 2020 * * NA * bl * * 7
Wu, 2020 * * NA * bl * * 7
Wu, 2020 * * NA * bl * * 7
Wu, 2021 * * NA * bl * * 7
Wu, 2020 * * NA * bl * * 7
Xu, 2017 * * NA * * * 6
Zhang, 2021 * * NA * * * 6
Zhang, 2020 * * NA * ol * * 7
Zhou, 2022 * * NA * * * * 6
Zhu, 2022 * * NA * ol * * 7

NA = not applicable.

Good quality: 3 or 4 stars in selection domain AND 1 or 2 stars in comparability domain AND 2 or 3 stars in
outcome/exposure domain. Fair quality: 2 stars in selection domain AND 1 or 2 stars in comparability domain
AND 2 or 3 stars in outcome/exposure domain. Poor quality: 0 or 1 star in selection domain OR 0 stars in
comparability domain OR 0 or 1 stars in outcome/exposure domain.




Table S3. Quality assessment of case-control studies using Newcastle-Ottawa scale.

Case Seasri- Selec- Defini- Compa- SEJ(I’F;OE;S- gis:]:_er- Non-re-
Study defini- P tionof  tion of b'I'p ; sponse  Total

tion s_enta- controls  controls rability  certain- ment rate

tiveness ment methods

Hu, 2020 * * * * * * * 7
Hu, 2020 * * * * * * * 7
Jiang, 2016 * * * * * * 6
Lin, 2020 * * * * * * * 7
Lin, 2020 * * * * * * * 7
Lin, 2022 * * * * * * * 7
Liu, 2021 * * * * * * * 7

Good quality: 3 or 4 stars in selection domain AND 1 or 2 stars in comparability domain AND 2 or 3 stars in
outcome/exposure domain. Fair quality: 2 stars in selection domain AND 1 or 2 stars in comparability domain
AND 2 or 3 stars in outcome/exposure domain. Poor quality: 0 or 1 star in selection domain OR 0 stars in
comparability domain OR 0 or 1 stars in outcome/exposure domain.

Table S4. Quality assessment of cohort studies using Newcastle-Ottawa scale.
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Good quality: 3 or 4 stars in selection domain AND 1 or 2 stars in comparability domain AND 2 or 3 stars in
outcome/exposure domain. Fair quality: 2 stars in selection domain AND 1 or 2 stars in comparability domain
AND 2 or 3 stars in outcome/exposure domain. Poor quality: 0 or 1 star in selection domain OR 0 stars in
comparability domain OR 0 or 1 stars in outcome/exposure domain.




