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Appendix 3. Methodological quality ratings of reviewed papers, and inter-rater agreement, on the Downs and Black critical appraisal tool (N = 42). Listed in descending order of quality rating.
Dark grey shading represents a score of “yes”; light grey “unable to determine”; white “no”. Criterion #27 is scored out of 5 (see Appendix 2), dark grey represents a score > 0.



