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Maximum score: 16 points
1. Clearly Stated Aim (max 2)
i. The question addressed is precise and relevant in light of the available literature **
ii. The question addressed is described, but not with sufficient precision *

2. Subject Selection (max 2)
a. Representativeness of the Sample
i. Truly representative of the average in the target population (all subjects or random sampling) (including if only one institution) **
ii. Somewhat representative of the average in the target population (non-random sampling) *
iii. Selected group of users 
iv. No description of the sampling strategy 
b. Sample Size (max 2)
i. Justified and satisfactory **
ii. Justified, not satisfactory or satisfactory, not justified *
iii. Not justified 
c. Non-respondents (max 2)
i. Response rate is assessed1 and satisfactory2 (>70%). Comparability between respondents and non-respondents characteristics is assessed3 **
ii. Two of three  *
iii. One or none of three * 

3. Comparability (max 2)
a. Confounding Factors are Controlled. (max 1)
i. The study controls for potential confounder(s). *
b. When The Subjects in Different Outcome Groups are Comparable, Based on Study Design or Analysis. (max 1)
i. The study subjects in different groups are comparable, based on design or analysis. *
ii. The study subjects in different groups are NOT comparable, based on design or analysis. 
iii. Not applicable. No group comparisons are made. = -1 total point

4. Outcome  (max 6)
a. Assessment of the Outcome (max 2)
i. Independent blind assessment **
ii. Record linkage **
iii. Self-report *
iv. No description 
b. Measurement  of the outcome (max 2)
i. Validated measurement tool **
ii. Non-validated measurement tool, but the tool or method is available or described *
iii. No description of the measurement tool or method.
c. Statistical Test (max 2)
i. The statistical test used to analyze the data is clearly described and appropriate, and the measurement of association is presented, including confidence intervals and probability level (p value). (All present) **
ii. The statistical test used to analyze the data is clearly described and appropriate, and the measurement of association is presented, including confidence intervals and probability level (p value). (Two of three present) *
iii. The statistical test is not appropriate, not described, or incomplete.
iv. Not applicable: qualitative study design. = -1 total point

* Assign 1 point
** Assign two points
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