Supplementary Table 2: Quality assessment scoring of all studies reviewed according to criteria in Table 1. 

*Maximum score is 36 for functional studies and 30 for structural studies.
	First Author et al (Year)
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11
	12
	Total score
	% mark (Total score/Maximum score*)
	Quality Rating 

	Linke et al (2011)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	1
	0
	0
	3
	3
	3
	0
	24
	80%
	High

	Tesli et al (2013)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	1
	0
	0
	3
	3
	3
	0
	24
	80%
	High

	Roussos et al (2011)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	35
	97%
	High

	Bigos et al (2010)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	0
	3
	31
	86%
	High

	Erk et al (2010)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	1
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	33
	92%
	High

	Franke et al (2010)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	1
	0
	0
	3
	3
	0
	0
	21
	70%
	Medium

	Jogia et al (2011)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	0
	31
	86%
	High

	Kempton et al (2009)
	3
	3
	2
	2
	2
	1
	0
	0
	2
	2
	1
	3
	21
	70%
	Medium

	Krug et al (2010)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	1
	3
	3
	3
	3
	1
	3
	31
	86%
	High

	Paulus et al (2013)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	0
	31
	86%
	High

	Perrier et al (2011)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	2
	0
	0
	3
	3
	2
	3
	27
	90%
	High

	Soeiro-de-Souza et al (2012)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	1
	0
	0
	3
	2
	0
	0
	20
	67%
	Low

	Tesli et al (2013a).
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	0
	31
	86%
	High

	Tesli et al (2013b)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	1
	0
	0
	3
	3
	2
	0
	23
	77%
	Medium

	Thimm et al (2010)
	3
	3
	2
	2
	2
	2
	3
	0
	3
	3
	1
	0
	24
	67%
	Low

	Wang et al (2011)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	3
	3
	0
	3
	3
	2
	0
	28
	78%
	Medium

	Wessa et al (2010)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	1
	3
	0
	3
	3
	3
	0
	27
	75%
	Medium

	Whalley et al (2011)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	1
	0
	29
	81%
	High

	Schultz et al (2013)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	2
	0
	0
	3
	3
	1
	3
	26
	87%
	High

	Krug et al (2013)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	1
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	33
	92%
	High

	Ohi et al (2012)
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	1
	0
	0
	3
	3
	3
	0
	25
	83%
	High

	Pohlack et al (2011)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	2
	1
	3
	3
	2
	3
	3
	0
	28
	78%
	Medium

	Rose et al (2011)
	3
	3
	3
	3
	2
	1
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	0
	30
	83%
	High

	Wirgenes et al (2012)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	1
	0
	0
	3
	3
	3
	0
	24
	80%
	High

	Bergmann et al (2013)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	1
	0
	0
	3
	2
	3
	3
	26
	87%
	High

	Cousijn et al (2012)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	3
	0
	0
	3
	3
	2
	0
	25
	83%
	High

	Donohoe et al (2010)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	2
	0
	0
	3
	3
	0
	3
	25
	83%
	High

	Esslinger et al (2011)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	35
	97%
	High

	Esslinger et al (2009)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	35
	97%
	High

	Kuswanto et al (2012)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	1
	0
	0
	3
	3
	0
	3
	24
	80%
	High

	Lencz et al (2010)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	2
	2
	0
	0
	3
	3
	3
	3
	27
	90%
	High

	Linden et al (2013)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	0
	31
	86%
	High

	Paulus et al (2011)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	2
	0
	31
	86%
	High

	Rasetti et al (2011)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	0
	31
	86%
	High

	Sprooten et al (2012)
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	2
	0
	0
	3
	3
	3
	0
	26
	87%
	High

	Voineskos et al (2011)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	3
	0
	0
	3
	3
	3
	0
	26
	103%
	High

	Walter et al (2011)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	2
	3
	0
	3
	3
	3
	3
	31
	86%
	High

	Wassink et al (2012)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	2
	3
	0
	0
	3
	2
	0
	3
	24
	80%
	High

	Wei et al (2013)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	2
	0
	0
	3
	3
	3
	0
	25
	83%
	High

	Wei et al (2012)
	3
	3
	3
	2
	3
	2
	0
	0
	3
	3
	0
	0
	22
	73%
	Medium

	Nr of studies scoring 3
	40
	40
	38
	3
	34
	8
	All applicable 
	16 applicable 
	38
	36
	25
	16
	 
	 
	 

	Nr of studies scoring 2
	0
	0
	2
	37
	6
	16
	0
	0
	2
	4
	3
	0
	 
	 
	 

	Nr of studies scoring 1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	16
	0
	0
	0
	0
	5
	0
	 
	 
	 

	Nr of studies scoring 0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	4 applicable 
	0
	0
	7
	24
	 
	 
	 

	Full compliance 
	100%
	100%
	95%
	8%
	85%
	21%
	100%
	80%
	95%
	90%
	63%
	40%
	 
	 
	 


