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Overall

De Marchis et al. 2013

De Marchis et al. 2014

Deboevere et al. 2019

Dong et al.2013

Katan et al. 2009

Katan et al. 2011

Katan et al. 2016

Perovic et al. 2017

Sun et al. 2018

Tang et al. 2017

Tu et al. 2013

Urwyler et al. 2010

von Recum et al. 2015

Wang et al. 2014

Wang et al. 2016

Wendt et al. 2015

Zhang et al. 2013

Domains:

: Bias due to confounding.

: Bias due to selection of participants.
: Bias in classification of interventions.
: Bias due to deviations from intended interventions.
: Bias due to missing data.

: Bias in measurement of outcomes.

: Bias in selection of the reported result.

Judgement
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