Appendix III: Critical Appraisal
Table A: Critical Appraisal of Eligible Case Reports

Citation Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 Qo6 Q7 Q8
Gelmann D. 2021.° Y Y Y Y Y Y N/A Y
Gempp E LG. 2013."° Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y
Inman AL SL. 2020. " Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y
Klingmann C KM. 2002. 2 | Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y
Landsberg PG. 1979. Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y
Leverment J. 2003. Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y
McGeoch G. 2007. Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y
Parsons D UE. 2024. '¢ Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y
Reissman P SA. 1990. Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y
Schmitz G AS. 2024. '® Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y
Tal D DL. 2005. Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y
Wilson CM. 2015. % Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y
% 100 100 100 100 100 100 0 100
1. Were patient's demographic characteristics clearly described?
2. Was the patient's history clearly described and presented as a timeline?
3.  Was the current clinical condition of the patient on presentation clearly described?
4. Were diagnostic tests or assessment methods and the results clearly described?
5.  Was the intervention(s) or treatment procedure(s) clearly described?
6. Was the post-intervention clinical condition clearly described?
7. Were adverse events (harms) or unanticipated events identified and described?
8. Does the case report provide takeaway lessons?
Table B: Critical Appraisal of Eligible Case Series
Citation Q1 | Q2 | Q3 Q4 | Q5| Q6 | Q7| Q8| Q9 | Q1
0
Farmer JC TW. 1976. *! Y| Y| Y| Y|Y| N |Y|Y| Y |Y
Gempp E LP. 2013. % Y | Y| Y |Y|Y Y Y | Y Y Y
Gempp E. 2016. Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y Y Y
Ignatescu MBP.2012.2 | Y | Y | Y | Y | Y Y Y | Y Y Y
Klingmann CBP.2003.* | Y | Y | Y | Y | Y N Y | Y Y Y




Klingmann CPM.2007.% | Y | Y | Y | Y | Y Y Y | Y Y Y
Lindfors OHLR.2021.%° | Y | Y | Y | Y | Y N Y | Y Y Y
Mason JS. 2023. %’ Y| Y| Y| Y|Y Y Y | Y Y Y
Nachum Z. 2001. % Y | Y| Y |Y]|Y Y Y | Y Y Y
Quatre R DB. 2024. %° Y | Y| Y |Y|Y Y Y | Y Y Y
Shupak A. 2003. *° Y| Y| Y |Y]|Y Y Y | Y Y Y
Smerz R. 2007. *! Y| Y| Y |Y|Y N Y | Y Y Y

% 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 58.3 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100

1.  Were there clear criteria for inclusion in the case series?

Was the condition measured in a standard, reliable way for all participants included in the case series?
Were valid methods used for identification of the condition for all participants included in the case
series?

Did the case series have consecutive inclusion of participants?

Did the case series have complete inclusion of participants?

Was there clear reporting of the demographics of the participants in the study?

Was there clear reporting of clinical information of the participants?

Were the outcomes or follow up results of cases clearly reported?

. Was there clear reporting of the presenting site(s)/clinic(s) demographic information?

0. Was statistical analysis appropriate?
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