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Table S.4. Methodological quality rated with the Newcastle Ottawa Scale (continued)
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NOTE: The table displays the fulfillment of quality features per study. Features for rating case-control-studies were adjusted to cohort studies (see line Zilkens 2014). 
≥ 5 points (+) means adequate quality, ≥7 points means high quality (see Table 1). 
[bookmark: _Toc474017233]a only men included in sample
[bookmark: _Toc474017234][bookmark: _Toc474017235]b not considered on scale for case-control-studies
c due to lack of information
d age (A) and sex (S) + another factor (Apolipoprotein E, APOE; CVR, Cardiovascular Risk Factors; D, depression; E, education) is needed to be controlled in regression analysis to reach one point. We gave two points if age and sex + another two factors had been controlled.
 


