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   COCHRANE PREGNANCY AND CHILDBIRTH GROUP

 Editor’s Checklist 

	Review Title
	

	Review Number
	

	Contact Author
	

	Contact Editor 
	

	Date sent
	


Quality of Review Report

	Questions
	Yes
	No
	Don't know 
 or N/A

	BACKGROUND
	
	
	

	Q5
Does the background state the clinical problem?
	
	
	

	Q6
Is the biological rationale for the intervention given?
	
	
	

	Q7
Is the rationale for the review given?
	
	
	

	Q8
Is the rationale for the review clear?
	
	
	

	Q9
Does the background address the most important issues for clinicians, consumers and policy makers?
	
	
	

	Q10
Is it easy to understand?
	
	
	

	Q11
Is it concise, yet informative?
	
	
	

	Q12
Is it neutral in tone?
	
	
	

	Q13
Can you suggest any alterations to this section?


	
	
	

	OBJECTIVE
	
	
	

	Q14
Is there a precise and clear statement of the review's objective(s)?
	
	
	

	Q15
Is it clear what interventions and problems are being addressed?
	
	
	

	Q16   Can you suggest any alterations to this section?


	
	
	

	METHODS
	
	
	

	Criteria for considering studies for this review:
	
	
	

	
Types of studies:
	
	
	

	Q17
Are the types of studies to be used appropriate for the reviewers' objectives?
	
	
	

	Q18
Are the inclusion and exclusion criteria defining study design clearly given?
	
	
	

	
Types of participants:
	
	
	

	Q19
Is it clear which groups of people are being studied?
	
	
	

	Q20
Are the inclusion or exclusion criteria defining population clearly given?
	
	
	

	
Types of interventions:
	
	
	

	Q21
Are the interventions clearly described?
	
	
	

	Q22
Have all the important interventions been identified?
	
	
	

	Q23
Are the inclusion or exclusion criteria defining intervention(s) clearly given?
	
	
	

	
Types of outcome measures:
	
	
	

	Q24
Are all the outcomes clearly described?
	
	
	

	Q25
Have all the important outcomes been identified?
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


	Questions


	Yes
	No
	Don't know 
 or N/A

	Q26
Are the inclusion or exclusion criteria defining principal outcomes clearly given?
	
	
	

	Q27
Which do you think are the most important outcomes?

          Consider primary, secondary, maternal, infant, child, economics
	
	
	

	
Overall criteria for considering studies:
	
	
	

	Q28
Can the reviewer's objective(s) be met by using these criteria?
	
	
	

	Q29
Any further comments on this section


	
	
	

	
Search methods for identification of studies:
	
	
	

	Q30
Does the search plan detail the information sources (eg databases, registers, personal files, expert informants, agencies, hand-searching), and any restrictions (years considered, publication status, language of publication) 
	
	
	

	Q31
Is the search plan for identifying relevant studies adequate?
	
	
	

	Q32
Any further comments on this section


	
	
	

	Data Collection and Analysis – Quality assessment:
	
	
	

	Q33
Are validity assessments on studies described that include the criteria and the process (masked, quality assessment and their findings)
	
	
	

	Data Collection and Analysis – Data management and analysis:
	
	
	

	Q34
Is the process of data abstraction clear (eg completed independently, in duplicate)
	
	
	

	Q35
Are the quantitative data synthesis methods to be used described?  The principal measures of effect and reasons given for choice of statistical method (eg relative risk), method of combining results (statistical testing and confidence intervals), handling of missing data; how statistical heterogeneity was assessed; a rationale for any a-priori sensitivity and subgroup analyses; and any assessment of publication bias
	
	
	

	Q36
Any further comments of this section


	
	
	

	RESULTS
	
	
	

	Description of studies:
	
	
	

	Q37
Were the inclusion and exclusion criteria (defining population, intervention, principal outcomes and study design) applied appropriately
	
	
	

	Q38
Is it reasonable to include all of the studies that were included in the review?
	
	
	

	Q39
Is it reasonable to exclude any studies that were excluded from the review?
	
	
	

	Q40
Does the text accurately summarise data presented in the tables?
	
	
	

	Q41
Any further comments on this section

	
	
	

	Risk of Bias in Included Studies:
	
	
	

	Q42
Do you agree with the reviewers' assessment of the methodological quality of the included studies?
	
	
	

	Effects of the Intervention:
	
	
	

	Q43
Is the quantitative data synthesis adequately presented?  
Report agreement on the selection and validity assessment; Present simple summary results (for each treatment group in each trial, for each primary outcome).
Present data needed to calculate effect sizes and confidence intervals in intention-to-treat analyses (eg 2x2 tables of counts, means and SDs, proportions)
	
	
	

	Q44
If the reviewers examined subgroups separately, was it reasonable to think that these subgroups might have different outcomes?
	
	
	

	Q45
Did the reviewers identify all the important subgroups (that is, types of people or types of interventions) for separate analysis?
	
	
	


	Questions


	Yes
	No
	Don’t know

- N/A

	DISCUSSION
	
	
	

	*Q46
Does the text identify data and study limitations that must be considered when interpreting results?
	
	
	

	Q47
Are the key findings summarised?
	
	
	

	Q48
Are the clinical inferences based on internal and external validity discussed?
	
	
	

	Q49
Are the results interpreted in the light of the totality of available evidence?
	
	
	

	Q50
Are potential biases in the review process described? (eg publication bias)
	
	
	

	Q51
Any further comments on this section


	
	
	

	AUTHORS’ CONCLUSIONS
	
	
	

	Implications for practice:
	
	
	

	*Q52
Are the identified implications for practice reasonable conclusions to draw from this review
	
	
	

	Q53
Have the reviewers avoided implications for practice which cannot be supported by the review?
	
	
	

	Q54
Are all reasonable implications of this review for practice been identified in this section?
	
	
	

	Q55
Any further comments on this section


	
	
	

	Implications for research:
	
	
	

	Q56
Is a future research agenda suggested?
	
	
	

	*Q57
Are the identified implications for research reasonable conclusions to draw from this review?
	
	
	

	Q58
Are all important implications for research identified in this section?
	
	
	

	Q59
Do the research priorities identified by reviewers reflect the needs, interests and concerns of clinicians/consumers/policy makers?
	
	
	

	Q60   Any further comments on this section


	
	
	

	TITLE
	
	
	

	Q61
Does the title identify report as a systematic review of RCTs
	
	
	

	Q62
Does the title reflect the subject of the review?
	
	
	

	Q63
Is the title easy to understand?
	
	
	

	*Q64
Can you suggest any alternatives?


	
	
	

	PLAIN LANGUAGE SUMMARY
	
	
	

	Q65
Can the plain language summary stand alone as a clear summary of the review?
	
	
	

	Q66    Is this section clear and easy to understand?
	
	
	

	Q67    Can you suggest any alterations?
	
	
	


	Questions


	Yes
	No
	Don’t know

- N/A

	ABSTRACT
	
	
	

	Q68
Does the abstract meet the guidelines for format of an abstract in the Cochrane Collaboration Handbook?
	
	
	

	Q69
Is the abstract structured?
	
	
	

	Q70
Is the clinical question explicitly stated in the objectives?
	
	
	

	Q71
Are the databases and other information sources given?
	
	
	

	Q72
Does the review of methods give the selection criteria (ie, population, intervention, outcome, and study design); methods for validity assessment, data abstraction, and study characteristics, and quantitative data synthesis.
	
	
	

	Q73
Does the results section summarise the characteristics of the RCTs included and excluded; Number of trials and number of participants included; The qualitative and quantitative findings (ie point estimates and confidence intervals); and subgroup analyses
	
	
	

	Q74
Does the conclusion give the main results?
	
	
	

	Q75
Are all sections clear and easy to understand?
	
	
	

	Q76
Do all sections accurately summarise the corresponding sections in the full review?
	
	
	

	Q77
Can the abstract stand alone as a clear summary of the review?
	
	
	

	Q78
Can you suggest any alterations to this section?


	
	
	

	CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
	
	
	

	Q79
Does the document address conflicts of interest to your satisfaction?
	
	
	

	CONSUMER PARTICIPATION
	
	
	

	Q80
Are plans for consumer participation adequate?
	
	
	

	*Q81
Do you have any thoughts about what consumers should be consulted on this review, or any other ideas about how to take consumers' perspectives into account


	
	
	

	STYLE OF WRITING
	
	
	

	Q82
Does the review conform to the style guidelines for Cochrane Reviews?
	
	
	

	Q83
Does the title conform to the guidelines for Cochrane Reviews?
	
	
	

	Q84
Do the references conform to guidelines for Cochrane Reviews?
	
	
	

	Q85
Numbers, abbreviations, acronyms, measurements style correct?
	
	
	

	Q86
Capitalisation, parametheses, consistencies, quotation marks, data plurals style correct?
	
	
	

	Q87
Is it reasonably easy to understand?
	
	
	

	Q88
Does it avoid language that could be sensitive to users of the review?
	
	
	

	Q89
Is it interesting?
	
	
	

	Q90
Are there any words or sections which cause a problem?
	
	
	

	Q91
Any further comments on this section


	
	
	

	AUTHORS
	
	
	

	Q92
Does this reviewer team have the expertise to review this topic?
	
	
	

	Q93
Is it clear what each of the reviewers are responsible for?
	
	
	

	Q94
Is there a 'discipline' that could add to the quality of the review additional expertise?


	
	
	

	FINALLY
	
	
	

	Q95
Any other comments
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