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EX{: Sterne JAC, Savovi¢ J, Page MJ, Elbers RJ, Blencowe NS, Boutron |, et al.
RoB 2: a revised tool for assessing risk of bias in randomised trials, BMJ,
2019;366:14898. https://doi.org/10.1136/bm.14898

Figure 1. RoB (2.0) =72 RCT ¥712| ROBE EH7I5t= 1My
SEH(Sterne, et al., 2019).
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