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Figure 2: Risk of bias assessment.

Green/+: low risk of bias; orange/-: unclear risk of bias; red/x: high risk of bias; bright yellow/N.A.:
item not applicable. In order for a study to have an overall low risk of bias, every major domain for
risk of bias would have to be rated as low risk. If one of the major domains for risk of bias was rated
as either high risk or unclear risk, the study was considered to have a high overall risk of bias.
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