Hooked on Evidence – Extraction Accuracy Checklist


General Instructions for Checking the Accuracy of Hooked on Evidence Extractions

After reading the article, access the published extraction of the same article online. You may wish to make a printout of the published extraction; however, please note that some features of the extraction, such as the graph of treatment effect size do not show up when the extraction is printed. We are aware of this problem and are working on resolving it. To access the published extraction online, log into the Hooked on Evidence website at www.hookedonevidence.com using your APTA member ID and your last name. Search the “Hooked” database for the article by entering the last name of the first author. Match the title of the assigned article to the article titles in the result of this search. Click on the title of the article to access the extraction. Within the extraction click on the button titled “Enhanced Results” which is located toward the top of the page on the right. Please note that the format of the enhanced results is more printer-friendly and provides more information than the basic search results. Please send an email to davidscalzitti@apta.org if you have any questions or difficulty with any of these steps.
The outlined points below are items suggested to check, listed according to the order these items appear in the “Enhanced Results.” Your comments, however, can extend beyond these items. Please note that in addition to the accuracy of the items in the extraction, we are concerned about any information that should be in the extraction but is missing. If you leave an item on the form blank, we will assume that you have checked the item and it is OK as it appears in the extraction.

TITLE OF THE ARTICLE: _____________________________________________________________
	ITEM
	COMMENTS AND CORRECTIONS

	Citation:  Is the information accurate?

	

	Target condition: Is the ICD-9 code(s) listed reflective of the participants of the study? Should any other codes be listed? The list of the ICD-9 codes used by “Hooked” can be found in the back of the print version of the Guide to Physical Therapist Practice.
	

	Practice Pattern: Is the practice pattern entered from the Guide the most appropriate for the participants of the study? Please note that although more than one practice pattern may apply to the participants, “Hooked” only allows for one practice pattern to be entered.
	

	Design Type: Is the study design type selected accurate? Please see the enclosed list for the definitions of study design type used in Hooked.
	

	Study Population: Are ALL age groups that participated in the study identified?
	

	Population Location: Are ALL the practice settings that best describe the location(s) where the data collection has taken place selected?
	

	Inclusion criteria: Are ALL of the inclusion criteria from the article specified? Do any abbreviations used need to be defined?
	

	Exclusion criteria: Are ALL of the exclusion criteria from the article specified? If there were not any criteria in the article, does the extraction state this?
	

	How were subjects selected: Is the sampling identified correctly as probability or non-probability sampling? If sampling methods are not clear in the article, is the choice of “Not Provided” or “Don’t Know” appropriate?
	

	How many subjects were contacted initially: If this number is provided in the article, was it entered correctly?
	

	How many subjects were eligible to participate: If this number is provided in the article, was it entered correctly?
	

	How many subjects agreed to participate: If this number is provided in the article, was it entered correctly? Please note that these last three items refer to selection of participants to the sample. If any participants did not complete the study, the information should NOT be entered here, instead it is entered in the Outcome section.
	

	Non-clinical characteristics of study participants: If information such as participants’ age and gender were provided in the article, were they entered correctly into the extraction? If they were not provided in the article does this section state that the information was not provided?
	

	Clinical characteristics of study participants: If information such as diagnosis and duration of the condition is provided in the article, was it entered correctly into the extraction? If it was not provided in the article does this section state that the information was not provided?
	

	Blinded clinician: If the article explicitly states that the clinician was blinded, is this item answered “Yes?” For many physical therapy interventions, if no information was provided regarding blinding, this item should be answered “No” “Not Provided” or “Don’t Know.”
	

	Blinded subjects: If the article explicitly states that the subjects were blinded, is this item answered “Yes?” For many physical therapy interventions, if no information was provided regarding blinding, this item should be answered “No” “Not Provided” or “Don’t Know.”
	

	Same person providing treatment and testing measures: If the article explicitly states the persons assessing the outcomes were different than the individual providing the intervention, is this item answered “Yes?” If not explicitly stated, was it answered “No” “Not Provided” or “Don’t Know?”
	

	Blinded assessor: If the article explicitly states the persons assessing the outcomes were blinded, is this item answered “Yes”? If not explicitly stated, was it answered “No” “Not Provided” or “Don’t Know?”
	

	Intention to treat analysis: An intention to treat analysis is a method of analysis in which all patients who were randomly assigned to one of the treatments were analyzed according to the group assigned, regardless of whether or not they completed or received that treatment. If the article explicitly states an intention to treat analysis was used (usually found in the data analysis section or in the results section of the paper) is this item answered “Yes?” If not explicitly stated was it answered “No” “Not Provided” or “Don’t Know?”
	

	Treatment Group 1: Is the description of the treatment accurate? Is the description adequate to inform the reader of what was done in the treatment (assuming that the description of the treatment was adequate in the original article)?
	

	Treatment Group 2: Is the description of the treatment accurate? Is the description adequate to inform the reader of what was done in the treatment (assuming that the description of the treatment was adequate in the original article)? Please note treatment group 2 will only appear in the extraction if any information was entered. If it does not appear should it be added?
	

	Treatment Group 3: Is the description of the treatment accurate? Is the description adequate to inform the reader of what was done in the treatment (assuming that the description of the treatment was adequate in the original article)? Please note treatment group 3 will only appear in the extraction if any information was entered. If it does not appear should it be added?
	

	Treatment Group 4: Is the description of the treatment accurate? Is the description adequate to inform the reader of what was done in the treatment (assuming that the description of the treatment was adequate in the original article)? Please note treatment group 4 will only appear in the extraction if any information was entered. If it does not appear should it be added?
	

	Control/Referent Group: Is the description of the treatment accurate? Is the description adequate to inform the reader of what was done in the treatment (assuming that the description of the treatment was adequate in the original article)? Please note control/referent group will only appear in the extraction if any information was entered. If it does not appear should it be added?
	

	Authors Stated Purpose: Is the purpose accurate and does it describe the study? Please note that the database limits this field to 255 characters, so in some cases this information may have been paraphrased in order for it to fit.


	

	Interventions: Are the categories of interventions accurate and consistent with the information previously provided in the description of the treatment groups? Should any additional categories of interventions (from the Guide) be added to this list? Should any be removed because they were not relevant to the study?
	

	Study Outcomes: Are the categories of outcomes accurate and consistent with the information in the study? Should any additional categories of outcomes (from the Guide) be added to this list? Should any be removed because they were not relevant to the study?
	

	Results by Outcome: Are ALL relevant outcomes from the study included? Should any outcomes be added? Should any be removed because they are not relevant? For EACH outcome that is listed, or that should be added, please comment on the information provided using the Outcome Review Form on page 5 and 6.
	

	Authors Conclusions: Is the description of the results and conclusions complete and in agreement with what was reported in the study? Is this information consistent with information provided in the Results by Outcome section?
	

	Additional comments: Please use this space or attach an additional page to provide any other comments on this extraction or to elaborate on any of your other comments. When you are finished checking all sections of the extraction, please return your comments via email to davidscalzitti@apta.org or fax to 

(703) 838-8910.


	


HOOKED ON EVIDENCE

OUTCOME REVIEW FORM

CONTINUOUS OUTCOME

Directions: Please comment for EACH continuous outcome in the extraction, and for EACH continuous outcome that is missing. You may wish to reproduce this page for additional continuous outcomes. If all of the information for an outcome is correct, please let us know this so we know that you have checked the outcome. If no continuous outcomes were in the extraction and none need to be added you do not have to return this page.
NAME OF OUTCOME: ________________________________________________________________

	ITEM
	COMMENTS/CORRECTIONS

	Heading: Is the heading for the outcome appropriate? Does it describe/name the outcome? Does it provide units of measurement? If the study had multiple follow-up assessments is the appropriate point in time specified?
	

	Treatment effect size: Please comment if the graph and measures of treatment effect size appear to contradict the conclusions (ie the conclusions said that treatment 1 was more effective than the control but the measure of effect size implies there was no difference or that the control was more effective than treatment 1). 
	

	Number of subjects in each treatment group: Can these numbers be found in the article? This should reflect the number of subjects who completed treatment and had the outcome assessed, and not just the number who were assigned to the group.
	

	Means for each treatment group: Are the end means and baseline means accurately reported? Please note that in some articles this information is not provided in numeric form but can be estimated from a figure. Please indicate if medians, rather than means, were reported in the article.
	

	Standard deviations for each treatment group: Are the end standard deviations and baseline standard deviations accurately reported? Please note that in some articles this information is not provided in numeric form but can be estimated from a figure. If the article reports the standard error of the mean instead of a standard deviation, can you calculate the standard deviation given that the SD = SEM ∙ √n?
	

	Additional comments


	


HOOKED ON EVIDENCE

OUTCOME REVIEW FORM

DICHOTOMOUS OUTCOME

Directions: Please comment for each dichotomous outcome in the extraction, and for each dichotomous outcome that is missing. You may wish to reproduce this page for additional dichotomous outcomes. If all of the information for an outcome is correct, please let us know this so we know that you have checked the outcome. If no dichotomous outcomes were in the extraction and none need to be added you do not have to return this page.
NAME OF OUTCOME: ________________________________________________________________

	ITEM
	COMMENTS/CORRECTIONS

	Heading: Is the heading for the outcome appropriate? Does it describe/name the outcome? Does it describe how the outcome was dichotomized? If the study had multiple follow-up assessments is the appropriate point in time specified?
	

	Treatment effect size: Please comment if the measures of treatment effect size appear to contradict the conclusions (ie the conclusions said that treatment 1 was more effective than the control but the measure of effect size implies there was no difference or that the control was more effective than treatment 1). Please note that there are plans to include a graph of treatment effect size for dichotomous outcomes, but that this does not appear at the present time.
	

	Subjects with Outcome for each treatment group: Are these numbers correct? Please note that these numbers may have been derived from other information provided in the article.
	

	Subjects without Outcome for each treatment group: Are these numbers correct? Please note that these numbers may have been derived from other information provided in the article.
	

	Additional comments
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