Table SI. Newcastle-Ottawa Scale for evaluating the quality of the included studies.

Selection Comparability Outcome

Represe Demonstration that ~ Comparability of

ntativene outcome of cohorts on the Was follow-up

ss of the Selection of the Ascertainm interest was not basis of the long enough for Adequacy of

exposed non-exposed ent of present at the start design or Assessment outcomes to follow-up of Total

First author, year cohort” cohort” exposure” of the study” analysis" of outcome” occur® cohorts® score (Ref)

Alsebaey et al, 2021 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 9 (16)
Akce et al, 2020 1 1 1 1 2 1 0 1 8 17)
Begini et al, 2017 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 0 8 (18)
Dong et al, 2022 1 1 1 1 2 1 0 1 8 (19)
Guichet et al, 2021 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 9 (20)
Ha et al, 2018 1 1 1 1 2 0 1 0 7 (2]
Hirota ef al, 2020 1 1 1 1 2 0 1 0 7 (22)
Imai et al, 2017 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 0 8 (23)
Kim et al, 2018 0 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 8 (24)
Kobayashi et al, 2019 1 1 1 1 2 1 0 1 8 25)
Kobayashi et al, 2018 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 9 (26)
Kotoh et al, 2020 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 0 8 27)
Kroh et al, 2019 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 0 8 (28)
Lanza et al, 2020 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 9 (29)
Lee et al, 2019 1 1 1 1 2 1 0 0 7 (30)
Levolger et al, 2015 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 0 8 (31)
Liao et al, 2021 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 9 (32)
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Hamaguchi et al, 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 9 57
2019

Uojima et al, 2020 1 1 1 1 2 1 0 0 7 (58)
Takada et al, 2018 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 0 8 (59)
Tan et al, 2022 0 1 1 1 2 1 1 0 7 (60)
Kim et al, 2021 1 1 1 1 2 1 0 1 8 (61)
Iritani et al, 2015 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 9 (62)
Voron et al, 2015 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 9 (63)

. . . b . . .
"Maximum score is 1 point; ‘maximum score is 2 points.



