Appendix  A: Quality Appraisal Tool
Adapted from the National Heart, Lung and Blood Institute (NIH) retrievable on: https://www.nhlbi.nih.gov/health-topics/study-quality-assessment-tools
Quality Assessment Tool for Observational Cohort and Cross-Sectional Studies
- Study Quality Assessment Tools
	Criteria
	Yes
	No
	Other
(CD, NR, NA)[footnoteRef:1] [1:  CD, cannot determine; NA, not applicable; NR, not reported] 


	1. Was the research question or objective in this paper clearly stated?
	
	
	

	2. Was the study population clearly specified and defined?
	
	
	

	3. Was the participation rate of eligible persons at least 50%?
	
	
	

	4. Were all the subjects selected or recruited from the same or similar populations (including the same time period)? Were inclusion and exclusion criteria for being in the study prespecified and applied uniformly to all participants?
	
	
	

	5. Was a sample size justification, power description, or variance and effect estimates provided?
	
	
	

	6. For the analyses in this paper, were the exposure(s) of interest measured prior to the outcome(s) being measured?
	
	
	

	7. Was the timeframe sufficient so that one could reasonably expect to see an association between exposure and outcome if it existed?
	
	
	

	8. For exposures that can vary in amount or level, did the study examine different levels of the exposure as related to the outcome (e.g., categories of exposure, or exposure measured as continuous variable)?
	
	
	

	9. Were the exposure measures (independent variables) clearly defined, valid, reliable, and implemented consistently across all study participants?
	
	
	

	10. Was the exposure(s) assessed more than once over time?
	
	
	

	11. Were the outcome measures (dependent variables) clearly defined, valid, reliable, and implemented consistently across all study participants?
	
	
	

	12. Were the outcome assessors blinded to the exposure status of participants?
	
	
	

	13. Was loss to follow-up after baseline 20% or less?
	
	
	

	14. Were key potential confounding variables measured and adjusted statistically for their impact on the relationship between exposure(s) and outcome(s)?
	
	
	


	Quality Rating (Good, Fair, or Poor)

	Rater #1 initials:

	Rater #2 initials:

	Additional Comments (If POOR, please state why):




Appendix  B:  Adapted Data Extraction form
https://wiki.joannabriggs.org/display/MANUAL/5.5.7+Data+extraction
	1. STUDY DETAILS
	DETAILS
	COMMENTS

	1.1 Reviewer ID
	
	

	1.2 Study ID
	
	

	1.3 Date of extraction
	
	

	1.4 Study Title
	
	

	1.5 Author
	
	

	1.6 Year of Publication
	
	

	1.7 Journal
	
	

	2. STUDY METHODS
	
	

	2.1 Study aims
	
	

	2.2 Study design
	
	

	2.3 Study setting
	
	

	2.4 Participants’ recruitment
	
	

	2.5 Follow up/Study duration
	
	

	2.6 Study characteristics
	
	

	2.7 Outcome Variable(s)
	
	

	2.8  How labour market outcomes were measured
	
	

	2.9 Exposure of interest
	
	

	2.10 Ethical approval
	
	

	2.11 Methods of data analysis
	
	

	3. RESULTS
	
	

	3.1 summary of descriptive statistics
	
	

	3.2 Details of regression coefficients, correlation coefficients., their signs, Standard errors, confidence intervals, p-values
	
	

	3.3 Diagnostic tests undertaken, Robust checks and sensitivity analysis
	
	

	4. POLICY IMPLICATIONS
	
	

	4.1 Key policy recommendations
	
	

	5. REVIEWERS COMMENTS
	
	

	5.1 Key critical comments by Reviewer
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The Developed and Validated Version of RoBANS

	Domain
	Description
	Risk Bias

	Selection of participants
	Selection bias caused by inadequate selection of participants
	· Low
· High
· Unclear

	Confounding variables
	Selection bias caused by inadequate measurement of intervention (exposure)
	· Low
· High
· Unclear

	Intervention (exposure) measurement
	Performance bias caused by inadequate measurement of intervention (exposure)
	· Low
· High
· Unclear

	Blinding outcome assessment
	Detection bias caused by inadequate blinding on outcome assessment
	· Low
· High
· Unclear

	Incomplete outcome data
	Attrition bias caused by inadequate handling of incomplete outcome
	· Low
· High
· Unclear

	Selective outcome reporting
	Reporting bias caused by inadequate handling of incomplete outcome data
	· Low
· High
· Unclear
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