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Some Concerns

Samama et al, 2020 High risk of Biais
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% Overall risk-of-bias judgement: For low risk of bias, the study is judged to be at low risk
of bias for all domains for this result; for some concerns, The study is judged to raise
some concerns in at least one domain for this result, but not to be at high risk of bias for
any domain, for high risk of bias, the study is judged to be at high risk of bias in at least
one domain for this result or the study is judged to have some concerns for multiple
domains in a way that substantially lowers confidence in the result.

a: Ankle fracture

b: Achille tendon rupture



