Defining a review question
Materials:

· Slide presentation

· Handouts

1. Exemplar eligibility criteria from published protocol (to be indentified)
· Practical exercises

1. Defining a review question – each participant to complete the handout provided defining their review (either before or during the workshop, alone or in groups). In small groups, go through PICO and study designs for each topic, ensuring the eligibility criteria are clear and all issues have been considered.
2. Drafting a protocol (requires computer lab) – participants to begin entering objectives and eligibility criteria for their review into RevMan.
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	· Rationale for well-formulated questions
	5.1.1
	4,8
	

	· Eligibility criteria
	5.1.2
	4,8
	See also Selecting studies presentation

	Defining types of participants
	5.2 & Box 5.2a
	10-12
	

	Defining types of interventions
	5.3 & Box 5.3a
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	11.5.2
	17-19,21
	See also Interpreting results presentation

	Chapter 12
	
	
	

	· Biologic variation
	12.3.2
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What’s changed since version 1.0? [October 2012]
· Slide 5: point added for MECIR standard #1: “consider all important stakeholders: consumers, health professionals, and policy makers”, along with appropriate wording in the notes.
· Slide 9: point added for MECIR standard #13: “any changes to the eligibility criteria once the protocol has been published need justification in the review”, along with appropriate wording in the notes.
· Slide 10: word “limitations” changed to “limits”
· Slide 11: Moved to this presentation from ‘Selecting studies’. Dot point “detailed subgroup information may not be available” changed to “separate information may not be reported in the paper” to improve English comprehension. Dot point “always give a rationale and document your decisions’ changed to ‘plan and give a rationale for how you will manage these studies at the protocol stage’ for MECIR standard #6. Notes have been thoroughly revised to provide more detailed explanation of all points.
· Slide 12: Dot point added “consider whether issues of equity and relevance to specific populations are important to the review”, and text added to notes “You may need to plan additional methods in your review to ensure these questions are addressed.” for MECIR standard #4.
· Slide 13: word “limitations” changed to “limits”
· Slide 16: New slide to further explore the pros and cons of including outcomes in eligibility criteria, with reference to one of the papers arising from the ORBIT study.

· Slide 17: Discussion of categories of time points (e.g. grouping 1-8 weeks) added to notes.
Dot point, “measurement options, validation” changed to “acceptable outcome measures (e.g. definitions, scales)” for MECIR standard #16.
New dot point added, ‘Plan for selection among multiple outcome measures’ and notes added to explain this issue for MECIR standard #17.
· Slide 18: Note that primary outcomes should include at least one harm now also appears on slide.
· Slides 25-28: screenshots updated to RevMan 5.1

· Slide 30: reference updated to Cochrane Handbook 5.1.0
· Minor changes & edits to Handbook references & references to other presentations in this document.
Suggestions
· selecting from multiple outcome measures (e.g. timepoints, body parts, alternative measures)
