Risk of bias assessment results (for individual studies)

Table A5.1 Risk of bias assessment results for studies which estimate a prevalence ratio

Signalling questions

A: Selection of participants B: Ascertainment (S D: Other
methods
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Agusti, 2010 X X ? v ? X v X
Antonelli-Incalzi, 2009 X ? v v v ? v v
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Cazzola, 2012 v v v X v v v v
Cunningham, 2015 v v v X X v v v
Curkendall, 2006 v v v v v v v v
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Table A5.2 Risk of bias assessment results for studies which estimate a prevalence odds ratio

Signalling questions

A: Selection of

. . B: Ascertainment C: Analysis methods D: Other
participants
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Table A5.3 Risk of bias assessment results for studies which estimate incidence (as either a hazard
ratio, incidence rate ratio, risk ratio, or an odds ratio)
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