Quality appraisal of the systematic revliew - JBI 2020 checklist
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Author, Year

(Bertuzzi et al., 2021) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 9 High quality
(Bursky et al., 2021) 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 7 Moderate quality

(Cénat, Felix, et al., 2020) 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 5 Low quality
(Damiano et al., 2021) 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 7 Moderate quality
(Davison et al., 2021) 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 7 Moderate quality

(Ding et al., 2021) 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 9 High quality

(Doherty et al., 2021) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 10 High quality

(Gémez et al., 2021) 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 Low quality

(Hooper et al., 2021) 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 low quality
(Kunzler et al., 2021) 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 7 Moderate quality
(Meherali et al., 2021) 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 8 Moderate quality

(Pollock et al., 2020) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 9 High quality
(Puyat et al., 2020) 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 7 Moderate quality

(Rivera-Torres et al., 2021) 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 Low quality

(Serrano-Ripoll et al., 2020) 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 10 High quality

(Shatri et al., 2021) 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 5 Low quality
(Soklaridis et al., 2020) 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 7 Moderate quality
(Strudwick et al., 2021) 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 6 Moderate quality
(Sun et al., 2021) 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 7 Moderate quality
(Williams et al., 2021) 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 8 Moderate quality
(Yang et al., 2021) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 8 Moderate quality
(Yue et al., 2020) 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 8 Moderate quality
(Zage et al., 2021) 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 6 Moderate quality




