	First author, Year
	Population (n)
	Procedures (n)
	Mean Age
	Evidence Level
	Study Type
	Surgical Technique
	Mean F/u (months)
	Associated procedures

	Bhatia S, 2015
	44
	49
	73.00
	IV
	RS
	A
	43.2
	SAD, TT, TD

	Charousset C, 2010
	81
	81
	70.00
	IV
	RS
	A
	41
	SAD, TT

	De Carvalho BR, 2012
	80
	88
	74.20
	IV
	RS
	MO
	40.8
	SAD, TD, MUM, OA, Arthro

	Djahangiri A, 2013
	41
	44
	69.00
	IV
	RS
	O, A
	57
	SAD, TT, TD

	Fehringer EV, 2010
	39
	42
	72.50
	III
	CCS
	MO
	32.4
	TD

	Flurin PH, 2013
	135
	135
	74.21
	II
	PRS
	A
	12
	SAD, TT, TD

	Flurin PH, 2013
	70
	70
	74.60
	II
	PRS
	A
	12
	SAD, TT, TD

	Lam F, 2004
	69
	69
	75.00
	IV
	RS
	O
	48
	SAD, MUM

	Miyazaki NM, 2014
	163
	163
	71.00
	IV
	RS
	A
	50.5
	TT, TD, SAD, MUM, SLAPR, BR, CT, CP

	Robinson PM, 2013
	68
	69
	77.00
	IV
	RS
	A
	12
	SAD

	De Castro Veado MA, 2015
	28
	28
	70.54
	IV
	RS
	A
	51.18
	SAD, TT

	Verma NN, 2010
	39
	39
	75.30
	IV
	RS
	A
	36.1
	SAD, TT, TD, MUM

	Worland RL, 1999
	69
	69
	75.20
	IV
	RS
	O
	36
	SAD, MUM

	Yel M, 2001
	47
	51
	NA
	IV
	RS
	O
	115.2
	SAD


Table II: Study details.
	First author, Year
	Validated oucomes
	Outcome results
	Outcome %
	Clear O & H
	Statistical analysis
	RCIC
	Other Cl.

	Bhatia S, 2015
	ASES; Q-DASH; SF12-PCS; SANE 
	90,3; 11,3; 51,6; 85,1
	90,30%
	CO
	t-test, Mann-Whinet U, Kruskal-Wallis, Chi-squared, Wilcoxon
	NA
	GC, OB

	Charousset C, 2010
	CSS; SST
	76,9; 32,9
	76,90%
	CO, CH
	Chi-squared, Fisher, MLR
	Artro CT
	GC

	De Carvalho BR, 2012
	CSS; SST
	80,1; 9,8
	80,10%
	CO
	NA
	NA
	Sat (%)

	Djahangiri A, 2013
	CSS
	78
	78%
	CO
	Fisher, Mann-Whitney
	UltraS
	ROM, Sat (%)

	Fehringer EV, 2010
	CSS; SST
	85; 12 (healed repairs)
	85%
	CO, CH
	Fisher, Wilcoxon, t-test, MLR
	UltraS
	NA

	Flurin PH, 2013
	CSS; ASES; SST
	76; 90; 10
	76%
	CO, CH
	Mann-Whitney U, Fisher
	UltraS
	GC, SSA, GC, P

	Flurin PH, 2013
	CSS; ASES; SST
	80,57; 93; 10,6
	80,57%
	CO, CH
	Mann-Whitney U, Fisher
	NA
	GC, SSA, GC, P

	Lam F, 2004
	CSS; OSS
	63; 22
	63%
	CO
	Spearman, Mann-Whitney U, Kruskal-Wallis, MLR
	NA
	ASA

	Miyazaki NM, 2014
	UCLA
	33,6
	95%
	CO
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Robinson PM, 2013
	CSS
	58
	58%
	CO
	Chi-squared, Kaplan-Meier
	UltraS
	NA

	De Castro Veado MA, 2015
	UCLA; SST; VAS
	32,39; 9,86; 1,5
	92,54%
	CO
	Levene, t-test
	UltraS
	NA

	Verma NN, 2010
	CSS; ASES; SST
	97,2 & 88,8 (%M&W); 87,5; 9,8
	93%
	CO
	t-test
	NA
	GC, ROM

	Worland RL, 1999
	UCLA
	30,9
	88,29%
	CO
	t-test, MLR
	Artro CT (25%)
	NA

	Yel M, 2001
	CSS; ASES
	82, NA
	82%
	CO
	NA
	NA
	Sat (%)



A, Arthroscopic; Arthro, arthroscopy; Arthro CT, Arthroscopic Computerized Tomography; ASA, American Society of Anesthesiologists Score; ASES, American Shoulder and Elbow Surgeons Score; BR, Bankart lesion repair; CCS, Case-control study; Clear O & H, Clear Objective and Hypothesis; CO, Clear Objective; CH, Clear Hypothesis; CP, cartilage procedures including debridement and bone perforations; CSS, Constant Shoulder Score; CT, capsulotomy; F/u, Follow up; GC, Goutalier classification; M, Men; MLR, Multivariate Logistic Regression Analysis; MO, Mini-open; MUM, Mumford procedure; NA, Not available; O, Open; OA, excision of os acromiale; OB, Outerbridge; OSS, Oxford Shoulder Score; Other Cl, Other Classifications; P, Patte Classification; PRS, Prospective Randomized Study; Q-DASH, Quick Disabilities of the Arm, Shoulder and Hand Score; ROM, Range of Movement measures; RS, Retrospective Study; SAD, subacromial decompression; SANE, Single Assessment Numeric Evaluation; Sat, patient subjective satisfaction; SF12-PCS, Short Form-12 Health Survey Physical Component Summary; SLAPR, superior labral tear anterior to posterior lesion repair; SST, Simple Shoulder Test; TD, biceps tendon tenodesis; TT, biceps tendon tenotomy; UCLA, University of California at Los Angeles Shoulder Rating Scale; UltraS, Ultrasound; VAS (Visual Analogue Scale); W, women; 














