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Figure S1 — Proportion meta-analysis forest plot of children with bruxism reported by
parents, including studies that explicitly addressed sleep bruxism as well as those
inferred based on questionnaire data.
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Figure S2 — Proportion meta-analysis forest plot of children with bruxism reported by
parents, including studies that explicitly addressed sleep bruxism.
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Figure S3 — Proportion meta-analysis forest plot of children with bruxism reported by
parents, including only studies in which bruxism was inferred based on questionnaire
data.
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Figure S4 — Proportion meta-analysis forest plot of parents with sleep bruxism (self-
report), including studies that explicitly addressed sleep bruxism as well as those

inferred based on questionnaire data.
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Figure S5 — Proportion meta-analysis forest plot of parents with sleep bruxism (self-

report), including studies that explicitly addressed sleep bruxism.
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Figure S6 — Proportion meta-analysis forest plot of parents with sleep bruxism (self-
report), including only studies in which bruxism was inferred based on questionnaire

data.
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