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Tips for reporting this item:

= Disclose any of the authors’ relationships or activities
that readers could consider pertinent or to have
influenced the review, such as being involved in the
development, validation or dissemination of one of the
reviewed OMls.

= |f any authors had competing interests, report how they
were managed for particular review processes, such
as not being involved in the assessment of the OMI.

Examples:

“Al and BB declare that they have no competing interests.
PW and PK are authors on some of the included articles.
They were not involved in assessing the methodological
quality of these articles. They have no other competing
interests.”
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