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	PROTOCOL TITLE:
CONTACT PERSON FOR THE REVIEW TEAM:

FEEDBACK TO BE RETURNED BY:



This form can be filled in electronically or you can print it, fill it in and scan and e-mail or fax it to the Managing Editor. Contact details are at the end of the form. When filling in electronically, the grey comments boxes will expand as you write. If you print the form, the grey boxes will not appear at all.
	
	YES
	NO

	1. TITLE
Does the title reflect the PICO* and occupational health problem
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	If no please comment here: 
	
	

	2. BACKGROUND

Does the background give a clear overview of the problem, the intervention and how it might work??
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	If no please comment here: 
	
	

	3. OBJECTIVES

Do the objectives allow for a clear and appropriate answer to the question outlined in the background?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	If no please comment here: 
	
	

	4. METHODS

(i) Criteria for considering studies for this review

Are the inclusion criteria sufficiently operationalised to enable study selection and inclusion and are they appropriate?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	If no please comment here: 
	
	

	4 (ii) Search methods for identification of studies

Is this comprehensive?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	If no please comment here: 
	
	

	4 (iii) Data collection

Is the selection of studies, data-extraction and quality assessment as planned sufficiently reliable?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	If no please comment here: 
	
	

	4 (iv) Missing Data

Is the procedure for handling of missing data appropriate?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	If no please comment here: 
	
	

	4 (v) Assessment of heterogeneity

Is it sufficiently explained what is considered clinically homogeneous and considered to be combined in the meta-analysis?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	If no please comment here: 
	
	

	4 (vi) Is the plan for the data-analysis correct?

Is the plan for meta-analysis correct? Is there a plan for analysis of sensitivity to study quality and heterogeneity?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	If no please comment here: 
	
	

	4 (vii) Are there any comparisons stated on beforehand?

Are comparison groups stated and appropriate?

Are the comparisons/outcomes complete?

Are they as simple as they should be?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	If no please comment here: 
	
	


(A) Major points (please number):
     
(B)  Anything else? 
     
(Please note that minimal copy editing has been done to this review. It will be fully copy edited before publication.)

___________________________________________________________________________

Conflict(s) of interest:

Name of referee: 

Position: 


Organisation: 


City: 



Country: 


Date of completion of form: 
___________________________________________________________________________

Please send completed form to the Managing Editor, Mr Jani Ruotsalainen

either via e-mail: jani.ruotsalainen@ttl.fi, or

by fax: +358 304 747 474
* PICO = The research question stated in terms of Participants, Interventions, Comparisons and Outcomes. Comparison needs to be determined only when the title contains the word “versus”, e.g. “Surgical versus non-surgical treatment for carpal tunnel syndrome”. In some cases the Interventions can also be left undefined but it means a lot more work when the authors have to categorise all the interventions they end up finding.

If you wish to learn more about how Cochrane reviews are supposed to be conducted then please consult the Cochrane Handbook available online here: http://www.cochrane-handbook.org/.

If you want to see examples of other occupational safety and health Cochrane review protocols go here: http://osh.cochrane.org/osh-reviews.
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