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Study quality assessment of cohort studies, using the CASP-cohort checklist 



Study CASP-Cohort question 
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Attwood et al., [16] 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 9 (75%) 
Brumitt et al., [31] 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 4 (33%) 
Brumitt et al., [32] 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 5 (42%) 
Chalmers et al., [17] 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 

9 (75%) 
Chalmers et al., [5] 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 9 (75%) 
Colston et al., [18] 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 5 (42%) 
Croisier et al., [36] 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 3 (25%) 
Duke et al., [19] 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 6 (50%) 
Fousekis et al., [37] 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 4 (33%) 
Fousekis et al., [38] 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 7 (58%) 
Hartley et al., [21] 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 6 (50%) 
Gonnell et al., [20] 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 4 (33%) 
Izovska et al., [39] 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 (25%) 
Kiesel et al., [22] 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 5 (42%) 
Knapik et al., [40] 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 6 (50%) 
Maulder [33] 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 (17%) 
Mokha et al., [23] 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 7 (58%) 
Moran et al., [24] 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 8 (67%) 
O’Connor et al., [25] 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 7 (58%) 
Opar et al., [41] 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 9 (75%) 
Plisky et al., [26] 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 10 (83%) 

Räisänen et al., [27]  0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 3 (25%) 



1 = criteria met, 0 = not met or unclear 

 

Read et al., [34] 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 9 (75%) 

Šiupšinskas, et al., [25]  1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 5 (42%) 

Smith et al., [29] 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 7 (58%) 

Steidl-Müller et al., [35] 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 9 (75%) 

Stiffler et al., [30] 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 6 (50%) 

Sugiura et al., [39] 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 5 (42%) 


