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Selecting studies

Trusted evidence.
Informed decisions.
Better health.
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Steps of a Cochrane Review

define the question

plan eligibility criteria

plan methods

search for studies

apply eligibility criteria
collect data

assess studies for risk of bias

analyse and present results
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interpret results and draw conclusions -~
=M See Chapter 4

;_ej of the Handbook

10. improve and update review
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Minimising bias in selection

* selecting studies involves judgement, and is highly
influential on the outcomes of the review

« compare each record with pre-specified eligibility
criteria

* written summary or checklist may be helpful ‘ | ’

* two authors should independently select studies

« discussion may identify issues for
clarification or gaps in your eligibility criteria
* pilot selection on a few papers first

* how will disagreements be resolved?
e.g. discussion or referral to a third author
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Putting it into practice

« examine titles and abstracts
* could the record meet all eligibility criteria?

* remove obviously irrelevant studies, but be inclusive

* retrieve and examine full text reports
* does the record meet all eligibility criteria?
* link together multiple reports of the same study
- may need all records to make a final decision

- look for authors, study name, location, intervention, participants, baseline
data, dates, registration no.

— look for errata, comments and retractions
- correspond with authors if further information is needed
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What about studies with no usable data?

 studies must be included in the review if they meet your criteria

* results reported in non-standard ways should still be reported in the
review

« studies that do not report outcomes of interest may have measured
them - beware of selective reporting

* studies that did not measure outcomes of interest may only be
excluded if outcomes were pre-specified as part of your eligibility
criteria
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Author support tools

Covidence
 for intervention reviews

* www.covidence.org

- g !
N covidence Reviewers

Better systematic
review management

Reviewers Organizations



https://www.covidence.org/
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Author support tools

EPPI-Reviewer

« for complex, non-randomised and qualitative reviews

* eppi.ioe.ac.uk/cms/erd (PPl ™

EPPI-MAPPER MANUALS | RIS EXPORT ACCOUNT MANAGER

| Home

Getting Started

EPPI-Reviewer is an application for all types of literature review, including systematic reviews, meta-
analyses, ‘narrative’ reviews and meta-ethnographies. It is suitable for small or large-scale reviews (with
some of our existing reviews containing over a million items)

We presented our Evidence Mapping
Tools at the What Works Global

. . Please see About our fees and i
Start using EPPI-Reviewer today! Summit 2020
) . About support for further Click to find out more...
Sign up for a free one month tri . N
information.

B 1=+ videos for ER web:
Great for these new to EPPL Reviewer
or switching from EPPI Reviewer 4.

EPPI Reviewer Web

EPPI Reviewer Web is the latest version of our software, running on any modern web browser without ‘ Mac 0S X 10.15 & 11
the need for any add-ons or other installaton. It works across web-enabled devices including smartphones

. ER4 will not run under Mac 05 X
and tablets - useful for screening on the move!

10.14 (Catalina) or 11 (Big Sur]...
Use our newer ER Web, which runs

B4 You can find EPPI-Reviewer instructional videos on any modern browser.
Yuu Tuhe listed here. ER Web videos are here.

(@ Cochrane

We have incorporated our latest developments into ER Web, including integration with Microsoft Academic, We are pleased to announce that

"wizards" to assist with setting up collaborative working and new reporting functions such as the "Quick EPPI-Reviewer is part of the

Question" Coding Report. developing Cochrane information
infrastructure. For further

We are always improving and refining the software and you can find details in our "Latest Changes” forum information click here.

post.

= You can log in to ER Web here -: https:/ /eppi.ioe.ac.uk/EPPIReviewer-Web/


http://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/cms/Default.aspx?alias=eppi.ioe.ac.uk/cms/er4
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Author support tools

Task exchange

 Connect to others who may be able to assist
with your review

=Y Cochrane . .
G) TaskExchange & Login Sign up

Browse tasks  Browse network  ContactUs  Help

» taskexchange.cochrane.org

A bigger team than you think

Connect with the global health evidence community to get your work done more quickly

Post a task Contribute skills

Browse Tasks

Get started with TaskExchange quickly by helping someone now.

Browse COVID-19 tasks OWS Browse tasks for beginners



http://taskexchange.cochrane.org/
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Reporting excluded studies

* ‘Results’ section

* Search results, including no. identified and excluded at each stage

‘Characteristics of excluded studies’ table
* list of key excluded studies, with primary reason for exclusion

— list studies that may appear to readers to meet the eligibility criteria, but
on closer inspection do not

- no need to list studies that obviously do not meet criteria

Cochrane = [Template] Caffeine for daytime drowsiness
RevMan

Default view Full text
- Excluded studies a Y[w ]
@ Dashboard

Albrecht 2002

© Reviewinformation ¢ Allocation was by alternation, not a randomised trial.

B Text <
A Studies v Year: 2002 Data source: Published data only (unpublished not sought) CRS ID: Not available
Included Study references
[Empty]
Excluded
Awaiting classification Reason for exclusion
Ongoing Allocation was by alternation, not a randomised trial.
& Other references <

Newcastle 2001
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http://www.prisma-statement.org/
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What to include in your protocol

whether two authors will independently assess studies

process of assessment (e.g. abstracts, full text)

how disagreements will be managed

any other methods used
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Take home message

 take a systematic approach to screening abstracts and full
text reports against your eligibility criteria

* this process should be done independently by two authors to
minimise error and bias
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