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NA = not available 
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6.  (cost analysis) 

  

 

  

(systematic review)  (meta-analysis) 

 (randomized control trial)  (observational study)  

 1 

 1  

  

1++  Systematic reviews & meta-analyses of RCTs or RCT(s) conducted in Thailand with a 

very low risk of bias. 

1+ Systematic reviews & meta-analyses of RCTs or RCT(s) conducted internationally with 

a very low risk of bias. 

1- Systematic reviews & meta-analyses of RCTs or RCT(s) conducted in Thailand with a 

high risk of bias. 

1-- Systematic reviews & meta-analyses of RCTs or RCT(s) conducted internationally with 

a high risk of bias. 

2++ Systematic reviews of case control or cohort studies conducted in Thailand with a 

very low risk of confounding, bias, or chance and a high probability that the 

relationship is causal. 

2+ Systematic reviews of case control or cohort studies conducted internationally with a 

very low risk of confounding, bias, or chance and a high probability that the 

relationship is causal. 

2- Case control or cohort studies conducted in Thailand with a high risk of confounding, 

bias, or chance and a significant risk that the relationship is not causal. 

2-- Case control or cohort studies conducted internationally with a high risk of 

confounding, bias, or chance and a significant risk that the relationship is not causal 

 [1] 
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