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Background

* Cochrane DTA reviews first published in 2008

e Cochrane DTA Editorial Team (DTA-ET) support
Cochrane Review Groups (CRGs) in evaluating
submitted DTA Protocols and DTA Reviews

— organising expert search, statistical and DTA methods
peer review

— providing methodological editorial guidance

* Prior to publication, all Cochrane DTA Protocols and
Reviews must be signed off by both the DTA-ET and
the CRG



Decisions by DTA editorial team
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Issues identified by DTA editorial review

Major issues noted in 20 protocols
Question formulation

Clinical Pathway
Eligibility

Design of studies
Reference standard
Search strategy

Search sources

Study selection process
Data extraction
Quality assessment
Analytical structure
Meta-analysis methods

Investigation of...

Comparison of tests =
Interpretation of findings
Summary of findings table

Reporting style m————

Plain language summary




Issues identified by DTA editorial review

Queslt\i,!)?\j?orrri:tsﬂl;?iir? Oted in 20 protpcols  >25% protocols had issues
with
o question formulation
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guality assessment
analytical structure
investigation of
Investigation of... heteroge neity
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Interpretation of findings

Clinical Pathway
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Design of studies
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Search strategy

Search sources

Study selection process
Data extraction
Quality assessment
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Analytical structure
Meta-analysis methods
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Summary of findings table * |ssues have decreased by 25%
Reporting style n— for protocols over 10 years
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Examples of issues identified

Clinical pathways need to show role of the test, be clearly
described

Reference standards need to be clearly defined

Search comments to add MESH terms, subheadings, avoid
methodological filters are common; and searching sources with a
non-English language focus

Quality assessment need to provide review specific details,
strategies to assess overall bias for each QUADAS-2 domain

Analytical structure specifies what will be combined or analysed
separately. Test thresholds and definitions for sensitivity analyses
often need detail.

Test comparison strategies and meta-analysis method required
Meta-analysis rationale for methods (curves/points) often lacking

Investigation of heterogeneity often lacking clear definitions of

subgroups ’
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