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HADS=Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale; CES-D=The Centers for Epidemiologic Studies Depression Scale; PHQ-9= Patient Health Questionnaire depression measurements; BDI=the Beck Depression Inventory; NS=not available；SCL-90-R= Symptom Checklist-90-revised；MADRS= the Montgomery-Åsberg Depression Rating Scale; DSSI/sAD= the Delusions Symptoms States Inventory/states of Anxiety and Depression; NOS= Newcastle-Ottawa Scale tools.
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study year country Mean age ± SD(range)

Duration ±

SD(range)

Women,% n

Depression

prevalence

Depression

measures(cutoff)

Study design NOS

Tedeschini 2014 Italy 53.7± 12.1 7.7± 6.4 92.3 78 0.46 BDI≥10  cohort study

3

Matsuura 2003 Japan 59.6(33-75) 13.6(1-40) 82 50 0.46 BDI≥10  cross-sectional study

3

Milette 2011 Canada 55.4±11.6 NS 85.7 70 0.29 CES-D≥16  cross-sectional study

3

Müller 2012 Germany 59±11 9±7 82 70 0.69 CES-D≥22  cross-sectional study 2

Yuen 2013 USA 54.5±13 NS 83.7 178 0.25 CES-D≥19  cross-sectional study 2

Thombs 2009 Canada 55.2±12.3 NS 86.6 659 0.37 CES-D≥16 cross-sectional study

5

Levis 2016 Canada 57.4±11.2 NS 100 725 0.37 CES-D≥16 cross-sectional study 5

Del 2013 Italy 59.46±13.87 10.67.4 88.2 119 0.13 HADS≥8 cross-sectional study 3

Frech 2011 USA 51.1±15.2 7.5±8.1 82.2 180 0.36 CES-D≥10 cross-sectional study 2

Nguyen 2014 France 57(47-65) 7(3-13) 83.7 381 0.40 HADS≥8 cross-sectional study 3

Baubet 2011 France 53(44-60) 6(2-10) 86 100 0.19 HADS≥8 cross-sectional study 3

Hudson 2008 Canada 55.5±12.5 NS 87 438 0.24 CES-D≥19 cross-sectional study 5

Bongi 2013 Italy 56.1±12.4 9.9±5.9 100 33 0.24 HADS≥8 case control study 2

Sariyildiz 2013 Turkey 42.99±12.6 4.7±4.7 85.8 48 0.63 BDI

＞

17 case control study 4

Rehberger 2012 Germany 59.1±11.1 9.0±7.1 NS 72 0.08 CES-D≥16 cross-sectional study 3

Bodukam 2010 USA 50.8±12.3 6.9±7.2 84 152 0.40 CES-D≥10 cross-sectional study 4

Wafki 2012 Morocco 49.5±13 9±4.5 50.74 59 0.77 PHQ-9≥5 cross-sectional study 2

Kwakkenbos 2012 The Netherlands 56.4±12.0 NS 67.9 215 0.32 CES-D≥16  cohort study 4

Legendre 2005 France 57±13 10.2±8 83.3 42 0.43 MADRS

＞

15  cohort study 2

Poole 2015 USA 55.4±12.6 NS 94 83 0.68 CES-D≥16 cross-sectional study 4

Thombs 2008 Canada 53.4±10.8 9.5±7.2 86 470 0.38 CES-D≥16 cross-sectional study 5

Milette 2013 Canada 57.5±11.6 NS 88 397 0.33 CES-D≥16 cross-sectional study 4

Benrudlarson 2002 USA 52.1±13.7 NS 91 142 0.51 BDI≥10 cross-sectional study 4

Razykov 2013 Canada 57.5±11.6 NS 87.5 345 0.27 PHQ-9≥10 clinical interviews 5

Singh 2012 USA 51.8±14.2 7.6±8.2 81 162 0.35 CES-D≥10 observational cohort 2

Angelopoulos 2001 Greece 46.4 6.7±4.6 100 30 0.43 DSSI/sAD

＞

3 case control study 3

Ostojic 2010 Serbian 54 7.5 77.14 35 0.69 BDI

≥

10 case control study 3

Leite 2013 Portugal 38±12.33 NS 88 128 0.90 PHQ-2≥3 cross-sectional study 2

Schouffoer 2009 The Netherlands 45.6±9.5 NS 100 37 NS HADS≥8 cross-sectional study 3

Hyphantis 2007 Greece 52.6±12.4 15.5±12.2 91.07 56 NS SCL-90-R case control study 2
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		study		year		country		Mean age ± SD(range)		Duration ±
SD(range)		Women,%		n		Depression prevalence		Depression measures(cutoff)		Study design		NOS

		Tedeschini		2014		Italy		53.7± 12.1		7.7± 6.4		92.3		78		0.46		BDI≥10		 cohort study		3

		Matsuura		2003		Japan		59.6(33-75)		13.6(1-40)		82		50		0.46		BDI≥10		 cross-sectional study		3

		Milette		2011		Canada		55.4±11.6		NS		85.7		70		0.29		CES-D≥16		 cross-sectional study		3

		Müller		2012		Germany		59±11		9±7		82		70		0.69		CES-D≥22		 cross-sectional study		2

		Yuen		2013		USA		54.5±13		NS		83.7		178		0.25		CES-D≥19		 cross-sectional study		2

		Thombs		2009		Canada		55.2±12.3		NS		86.6		659		0.37		CES-D≥16		cross-sectional study		5

		Levis		2016		Canada		57.4±11.2		NS		100		725		0.37		CES-D≥16		cross-sectional study		5

		Del		2013		Italy		59.46±13.87		10.67.4		88.2		119		0.13		HADS≥8		cross-sectional study		3

		Frech		2011		USA		51.1±15.2		7.5±8.1		82.2		180		0.36		CES-D≥10		cross-sectional study		2

		Nguyen		2014		France		57(47-65)		7(3-13)		83.7		381		0.40		HADS≥8		cross-sectional study		3

		Baubet		2011		France		53(44-60)		6(2-10)		86		100		0.19		HADS≥8		cross-sectional study		3

		Hudson		2008		Canada		55.5±12.5		NS		87		438		0.24		CES-D≥19		cross-sectional study		5

		Bongi		2013		Italy		56.1±12.4		9.9±5.9		100		33		0.24		HADS≥8		case control study		2

		Sariyildiz		2013		Turkey		42.99±12.6		4.7±4.7		85.8		48		0.63		BDI＞17		case control study		4

		Rehberger		2012		Germany		59.1±11.1		9.0±7.1		NS		72		0.08		CES-D≥16		cross-sectional study		3

		Bodukam		2010		USA		50.8±12.3		6.9±7.2		84		152		0.40		CES-D≥10		cross-sectional study		4

		Wafki		2012		Morocco		49.5±13		9±4.5		50.74		59		0.77		PHQ-9≥5		cross-sectional study		2

		Kwakkenbos		2012		The Netherlands		56.4±12.0		NS		67.9		215		0.32		CES-D≥16		 cohort study		4

		Legendre		2005		France		57±13		10.2±8		83.3		42		0.43		MADRS＞15		 cohort study		2

		Poole		2015		USA		55.4±12.6		NS		94		83		0.68		CES-D≥16		cross-sectional study		4

		Thombs		2008		Canada		53.4±10.8		9.5±7.2		86		470		0.38		CES-D≥16		cross-sectional study		5

		Milette		2013		Canada		57.5±11.6		NS		88		397		0.33		CES-D≥16		cross-sectional study		4

		Benrudlarson		2002		USA		52.1±13.7		NS		91		142		0.51		BDI≥10		cross-sectional study		4

		Razykov		2013		Canada		57.5±11.6		NS		87.5		345		0.27		PHQ-9≥10		clinical interviews		5

		Singh		2012		USA		51.8±14.2		7.6±8.2		81		162		0.35		CES-D≥10		observational cohort		2

		Angelopoulos		2001		Greece		46.4		6.7±4.6		100		30		0.43		DSSI/sAD＞3		case control study		3

		Ostojic		2010		Serbian		54		7.5		77.14		35		0.69		BDI≥10		case control study		3

		Leite		2013		Portugal		38±12.33		NS		88		128		0.90		PHQ-2≥3		cross-sectional study		2

		Schouffoer		2009		The Netherlands		45.6±9.5		NS		100		37		NS		HADS≥8		cross-sectional study		3

		Hyphantis		2007		Greece		52.6±12.4		15.5±12.2		91.07		56		NS		SCL-90-R		case control study		2






