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Description

The title must indicate that it is a systematic review protocol, and must The Meta-data
Select one of the following types of review: systematic review, systematic See Meta-data
The full names, institutional addresses, and email addresses for all authors Checklist
Abstract must not exceed 350 words and must include two sections 1) Checklist
Describe the rationale for the review in the context of what is already A Checklist
The planned/actual role of stakeholders throughout the review process Checklist

Describe the primary question and secondary questions (when applicable). The p Checklist
Break down and summarise question key elements e.g. population, For Meta-data

Detail the planned search strategy to be used, including: database names  Detai Checklist

Provide Boolean-style full search string and state the platform for which Meta-data
List languages to be used in bibliographic database searches. Meta-data
List languages to be used in organizational websites searches and web- Meta-data
Provide the number of bibliographic databases to be searched. Meta-data
Provide the number of web — based search engines to be searched. Meta-data
Provide the number of organisational websites to be searched. Meta-data
Describe the process by which the comprehensiveness of the search Checklist

Describe any plans to update the searches during the conduct of the Optio Checklist

Describe the methodology for screening articles/studies for Checklist
Describe clearly the process for checking consistency of decisions including Checklist
Describe the inclusion criteria used to assess relevance of identified Checklist
State that you will provide a list of articles excluded at full text with Checklist
Describe here the method you propose for critical appraisal of study Checklist
Describe how the information from critical appraisal will be used in Checklist
Describe how repeatability of critical appraisal of study validity will be Checklist
Describe the method for meta-data extraction and coding for studies Checklist
Describe the method for extraction of qualitative and/or quantitative study Checklist
Describe any processes for obtaining and confirming missing or unclear Checklist
Describe how repeatability of the meta-data/data extraction process will Checklist
Provide a list of and justification for the effect modifiers /reasons for The Checklist
State the type of synthesis conducted as part of the systematic review Meta-data
Describe methods to be used for narratively synthesising the evidence Vote- Checklist
If data are appropriate for quantitative synthesis, describe planned Com Checklist
Describe methods to be used for synthesising qualitative data and justify ~ Com Checklist
Describe any other approaches to be used for synthesising data or Com Checklist
Describe planned methods for examining the possible influence of For  Checklist

Describe the methods to be used to identify and/or prioritise key Optio Checklist
Describe the role of systematic reviewers (who have also authored articles Revie Checklist
Describe of any financial or non-financial competing interests that the Checklist
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