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Reviewer Date
Author Year Record Number
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applicable
1. Were the criteria for inclusion in the sample clearly

Overall appraisal:  Include I:l Exclude D Seek further info D

defined?

Were the study subjects and the setting described in
detail?

Was the exposure measured in a valid and reliable
way?

Were objective, standard criteria used for
measurement of the condition?

Were confounding factors identified?

Were strategies to deal with confounding factors
stated?

Were the outcomes measured in a valid and reliable
way?

Was appropriate statistical analysis used?

Comments (Including reason for exclusion)
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JBI CRITICAL APPRAISAL CHECKLIST FOR
QUALITATIVE RESEARCH

Reviewer Date

Author Year Record Number

Yes No  Unclear Not
applicable

1. Is there congruity between the stated philosophical
perspective and the research methodology?

(]

2. Is there congruity between the research methodology
and the research question or objectives?

3. Is there congruity between the research methodology
and the methods used to collect data?

4. Is there congruity between the research methodology
and the representation and analysis of data?

5. Is there congruity between the research methodology
and the interpretation of results?

6. Is there a statement locating the researcher culturally
or theoretically?

7. s the influence of the researcher on the research, and
vice- versa, addressed?

8. Are participants, and their voices, adequately
represented?

9. Is the research ethical according to current criteria or,
for recent studies, and is there evidence of ethical
approval by an appropriate body?

10. Do the conclusions drawn in the research report flow
from the analysis, or interpretation, of the data?

o O O I o 9o D I o L1
O 8 B O o 80 O O @ @O
I O O I o O o O @ B

o o o o o o o o o

Overall appraisal:  Include I:l Exclude D Seek further info I:l

Comments (Including reason for exclusion)
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Reviewer Date
Author Year Record Number
Yes No Unclear Not
applicable
1. Isitclearin the study what is the ‘cause’ and what is

Overall appraisal:  Include D Exclude D Seek further info D

the ‘effect’ (i.e. there is no confusion about which
variable comes first)?

Were the participants included in any comparisons
similar?

Were the participants included in any comparisons

receiving similar treatment/care, other than the
exposure or intervention of interest?

Was there a control group?

Were there multiple measurements of the outcome
both pre and post the intervention/exposure?

Was follow up complete and if not, were differences
between groups in terms of their follow up
adequately described and analyzed?

Were the outcomes of participants included in any

comparisons measured in the same way?

Were outcomes measured in a reliable way?

Was appropriate statistical analysis used?

Comments (Including reason for exclusion)
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RANDOMIZED CONTROLLED TRIALS

Reviewer Date

55

Author Year,

Was true randomization used for assignment of participants to treatment
groups?

Was allocation to treatment groups concealed?

Were treatment groups similar at the baseline?

Were participants blind to treatment assignment?

Were those delivering treatment blind to treatment assignment?

Were outcomes assessors blind to treatment assignment?

Were treatment groups treated identically other than the intervention of
interest?

Was follow up complete and if not, were differences between groups in
terms of their follow up adequately described and analyzed?

Were participants analyzed in the groups to which they were randomized?

Were outcomes measured in the same way for treatment groups?

Were outcomes measured in a reliable way?

Was appropriate statistical analysis used?

Was the trial design appropriate, and any deviations from the standard RCT

design (individual randomization, parallel groups) accounted for in the
conduct and analysis of the trial?

OOo0oDooDooooooo g

O

Overall appraisal:  Include I:l Exclude D Seek further info D

Comments (Including reason for exclusion)
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1BI CRITICAL APPRAISAL CHECKLIST FOR
CASE CONTROL STUDIES

Owerall appreisal:

C

8.

Year

Record Number

Were the groups comparadie cther than the
presence of cizease in cazes or the abzence of

diseass in controis?

Were cazes anc controls matched
sppropristely?

Were the same critenia uzad for identification
of cazes and controlz?

Was exposure measured in a standarc, valid
and relinble way?

Was exposure measured in the same way for
cases and controks?

Were confounding factors identified?

Were strategies to desi with confounding
factors stateg?

Were outcomes assessed in 3 standerc, valid
and reliable way for cases and controls?

Was the exposure period of interest long
enough to be mesninghul”

10. Was appropriate ctatistical analysis uzec?
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Is your source CRAAP tested?

Critically analyzing sources is an important component of the research process. When evaluating a
source, there are many factors that contribute to its usefulness, reliability, and appropriateness for your
research. Use information from the source to help you determine whether or not you should use it for
your project.

What is the type of source? (Select one option by placing an X in the box.)

Use the questions to evaluate the source.

Currency: To determine if the date of publication of the information is suitable
for your project.

What is the copyright, publication, or posting date?

Why is or isn’t the date important for the message or content of the source?

Relevance: To determine how applicable the information is for the purpose of
your project.

For what audience or level is the information written (general public, experts/scholars, etc.)?

Explain why you would or would not quote/reference the information from this source in your project.

Authority: To determine if the source author, creator, or publisher of the
information is the most knowledgeable.

Who is the author, creator, or publisher of the source or what organization is responsible for the source?
How do you know if the author is an expert on the topic (e.g. examine the author’s credentials and/or
organizational affiliation)?

Accuracy: To determine the reliability, truthfulness and correctness of the
content.

What indications do you see that the information is or is not well researched or provides sufficient
evidence? What kind of language, imagery and/or tone is used (e.g. emotional, objective, professional,
etc.)?

Purpose: To determine the reason why the information exists.

Why was this source written (e.g.to inform, teach, entertain, persuade)?
How might the author's affiliation affect the point of view, slant, or potential bias of the source?

Information Use and Fluency Department, Milner Library, Illinois State University
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