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JBI Critical Appraisal Checklist for Systematic Reviews and Research Syntheses
Reviewer						Date					
Author							Year		Record Number		     
	
	Yes
	No
	Unclear
	Not applicable

	1. Is the review question clearly and explicitly stated?

	
	
	
	

	2. Were the inclusion criteria appropriate for the review question?

	
	
	
	

	3. Was the search strategy appropriate?

	
	
	
	

	4. Were the sources and resources used to search for studies adequate?

	
	
	
	

	5. Were the criteria for appraising studies appropriate?

	
	
	
	

	6. Was critical appraisal conducted by two or more reviewers independently?

	
	
	
	

	7. Were there methods to minimize errors in data extraction?

	
	
	
	

	8. Were the methods used to combine studies appropriate?

	
	
	
	

	9. Was the likelihood of publication bias assessed?

	
	
	
	

	10. Were recommendations for policy and/or practice supported by the reported data?

	
	
	
	

	11. Were the specific directives for new research appropriate?
	
	
	
	



Overall appraisal: 	Include			Exclude			Seek further info	
												
												
												
	JBI Data Extraction Form for Review for Systematic Reviews and  Research Syntheses
1) What are effective non-pharmacological interventions to manage aggressive behavior in elderly patients with dementia?
2) What are the experiences of dementia patients and their caregivers with the use of non-pharmacological interventions to manage aggressive behavior?

	Study Details 

	Author/year
	

	objectives
	

	Participants (characteristics/total number)
	

	Setting/context
	

	Description of Interventions/ phenomena of interest
	

	Search Details

	Sources searched
	

	Range (years) of incl studies 
	

	Number of studies included /
	

	Types of studies included 
	

	Country of origin of incl. studies
	

	Appraisal 

	Appraisal instruments used  
	

	Appraisal rating 
	

	Analysis 

	Method of analysis
	

	Outcome assessed 
	

	Results/Findings
	

	Significance/direction
	





JBI Critical Appraisal Checklist for Studies Reporting Prevalence Data
Reviewer						Date					
Author							Year		Record Number		     
	
	Yes
	No
	Unclear
	Not applicable

	12. Was the sample representative of the target population?

	
	
	
	

	13. Were study participants recruited in an appropriate way?

	
	
	
	

	14. Was the sample size adequate?

	
	
	
	

	15. Were the study subjects and the setting described in detail?

	
	
	
	

	16. Was the data analysis conducted with sufficient coverage of the identified sample? 

	
	
	
	

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

	
	
	
	

	18. Was the condition measured reliably? 

	
	
	
	

	19. Was there appropriate statistical analysis? 

	
	
	
	

	20. Are all important confounding factors/ subgroups/ differences identified and accounted for? 

	
	
	
	

	21. Were subpopulations identified using objective criteria? 

	
	
	
	



Overall appraisal: 	Include			Exclude			Seek further info	
												
												
												

image6.jpeg
JBI QARI Data Extraction Form for Interpretive

& Critical Research

Reviewer

Study Description
Methodology

Method

Phenomena of interest

Setting

Geographical

Cultural

Participants

Data analysis

Authors Conclusions

Comments

Complete Yes []

No []




image7.jpeg
lllustration from Evidence
Findi Publicati
SEngs (pa;e '::nl,%r;r) Unequivocal | Credible | Unsupported
Extraction of findings complete Yes [] No [J
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JBI Critical Appraisal Checklist for Comparable
Cohort/ Case Control

Reviewer _ _ _ _ _ ___ _______________. Date - o e e e e
Author _ _ _ _ o ________._ Year ______._ Record Number _ _ _ _ _ __
Yes No Unclear Not Applicable
1. Is sample representative of patients O O O O
in the population as a whole?
2. Are the patients at a similar point in O O O O
the course of their condition/illness?
3. Has bias been minimised in relation O O O O
to selection of cases and of
controls?
4. Are confounding factors identified O O O O
and strategies to deal with them
stated?
5. Are outcomes assessed using O O O

objective criteria?

6. Was follow up carried out over a O O O
sufficient time period?

7. Were the outcomes of people who O O O
withdrew described and included in
the analysis?

8. Were outcomes measured in a O O O
reliable way?
9. Was appropriate statistical analysis O O O
used?
Overall appraisal: Include [ Exclude [J Seek further info. [

Comments (Including reason for exclusion)
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JBI Critical Appraisal Checklist for Descriptive / Case Series

Reviewer _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _____._ Date _ _ _______________________
Author _ _ _ o ____. Year ______._ Record Number _ _ _ __ __
Not
Yes No Unclear  Applicable
1. Was study based on a random or pseudo- O O O O
random sample?
2. Were the criteria for inclusion in the sample O O O O
clearly defined?
3. Were confounding factors identified and O O O (Il
strategies to deal with them stated?
4. Were outcomes assessed using objective O O O O
criteria?
5. If comparisons are being made, was there O O | O
sufficient descriptions of the groups?
6. Was follow up carried out over a sufficient O O O O
time period?
7. Were the outcomes of people who withdrew O O O O
described and included in the analysis?
8. Were outcomes measured in a reliable way? O O O O
9. Was appropriate statistical analysis used? O Od Od O
Overall appraisal: Include [ Exclude [J Seek further info [

Comments (Including reason for exclusion)
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JBI Critical Appraisal Checklist for Randomised

Control / Pseudo-randomised Trial

Reviewer

Author

Was the assignment to treatment
groups truly random?

2. Were participants blinded to
treatment allocation?

3. Was allocation to treatment groups
concealed from the allocator?

4. Were the outcomes of people who
withdrew described and included in
the analysis?

5. Were those assessing outcomes
blind to the treatment allocation?

6. Were the control and treatment
groups comparable at entry?

7. Were groups treated identically
other than for the named
interventions

8. Were outcomes measured in the
same way for all groups?

9. Were outcomes measured in a
reliable way?

10. Was appropriate statistical analysis
used?

Overall appraisal: Include [

Comments (Including reason for exclusion)

Date
Year ______._
Yes No
O O
O O
O O
O O
O O
([
O
O O
O O
O O
O O
Exclude []

Unclear Not Applicable

O

O
d
O

o O O

o O O o

O

O
O
O

|

o o o O

Seek further info. []





image11.jpeg
JBI Data Extraction Form for

Experimental / Observational Studies

Reviewer

Author

Journal

Study Method
RCT O

Retrospective [

Participants

Setting

Quasi-RCT

Observational

O
O

Longitudinal [
Other O

Population

Sample size
Group A
Interventions

Intervention A

Group B

Intervention B

Authors Conclusions:

Reviewers Conclusions:
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Study results

Dichotomous data

Outcome

Intervention (
number / total number

Intervention (
number / total number

Continuous data

Outcome

Intervention ( )
number / total number

Intervention ( )
number / total number
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JBI Data Extraction Form for Systematic Review of
Experimental/Observational Studies
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JBI Critical Appraisal Checklist for Narrative,
Expert opinion & text

Reviewer Date

Not
Yes No Unclear Applicable
1. Is the source of the opinion clearly O O O O
identified?
2. Does the source of the opinion have O O O O
standing in the field of expertise?
3. Are the interests of patients/clients the O O O O
central focus of the opinion?
4. Is the opinion’s basis in logic/ O O O O
experience clearly argued?
Is the argument developed analytical? O O O O
Is there reference to the extant O O O O
literature/evidence and any
incongruency with it logically
defended?
7. s the opinion supported by peers? O O O O
Overall appraisal: Include [] Exclude [J Seek further info []

Comments (Including reason for exclusion)
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JBI Data Extraction for Narrative, Expert opinion & text

Reviewer

Author

Study Description
Type of Text:

Those Represented:

Stated Allegiance/ Position:

Setting

Geographical

Cultural

Logic of Argument

Data analysis

Authors Conclusions

Reviewers Comments

Data Extraction Complete Yes []

No [J
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Illustration from Evidence
Conclusi Publicati
onelusions (pa;e f:"',%gr) Unequivocal | Credible | Unsupported
Include Yes [] No [J
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JBI Critical Appraisal Checklist for Economic Evaluations

Reviewer _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ __ __ o _______._
Author _ _ _ _ . __._.

1. Is there a well defined question?

2. s there comprehensive description
of alternatives?

3. Are allimportant and relevant costs and
outcomes for each alternative identified?

4. Has clinical effectiveness been established?

5. Are costs and outcomes measured
accurately?

6. Are costs and outcomes valued credibly?

7. Are costs and outcomes adjusted for
differential timing?

8. Is there an incremental analysis of costs
and consequences?

9. Were sensitivity analyses conducted to
investigate uncertainty in estimates of cost
or consequences?

10. Do study results include all issues of
concern to users?

11. Are the results generalisable to the setting
of interest in the review?

Overall appraisal: Include [] Exclude

Comments (Including reasons for exclusion)

oo OO O

a

No Unclear
O O
O O
O O
O O
O O
] O
O O
O O
O O
O O
O O

Seek further info.

Not
Applicable

g
|

oo oo d

O

O
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JBI Data Extraction Form for Economic Evaluations

REVIOWEr . s winie s v e s o siove o sonw Date. wow o snmumns
Author _ _ - ____._. Year _____________.
Journmal_ _ _ _ L _____. Record Number ____ __
Method of Evaluation ~ Cost Minimisation O Cost Effectiveness O
Cost Utility O Cost Benefit O

Interventions

Comparator

Setting

Geographical

Participants

Source of effectiveness data

Authors Conclusions

Reviewers Comments

Extraction Complete Yes [] No [J
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Clinical Effectiveness Results

Study design

Year range of primary studies

Analysis used

Clinical outcome results

Economic Effectiveness results

Date/s of economic data

Modeling used

Measure of benefits used in economic evaluation

Direct costs

Indirect costs

Currency

Statistical analysis

Estimated benefits used in EE

Cost results

Synthesis of costs and results

Outcome category

Clinical effectiveness
+ 0 -
+ |0 A|O B[O C +
Cost [0 [O D |O E |O F 0
- |0 G|O H|O I s

Key
Effectiveness
Better
Equal
Poorer

Cost
Lower
Equal
Higher
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JBI Critical Appraisal Checklist for Experimental Studies

Reviewer Date
Author Year Record Number

Yes No Unclear
A A 0o
1. Was the assignment to treatment groups truly random? 8 8 B
a =
2. Were participants biinded to treatment allocation? 8 8 8
3. Was allocation to treatment groups concealed from the a8 a8
allocator?
a .
4. Were the outcomes of people who withdrew described 8 B0
and included in the analysis?
5. Were those assessing outcomes blind to the treatment o o
allocation?
= N
6. Were the control and treatment groups comparable at a o
entry?
a o
7. Were groups treated identically other than for the named g o
interventions?
8. Were outcomes measured in the same way for all 8 8
groups?
9. Were outcomes measured in a reliable way? a8 a =]
B A A
10. Was appropriate statistical analysis used? o o .
- =
Overall appraisal: Include — Exclude — Seek further info. —

Comments (Including reasons for exclusion)
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JBI QARI Critical Appraisal Checklist for Interpretive
& Critical Research

Reviewer _ _ _ _ e eeeeoa- Datel o oo o e e o e
Author _ _ _ _ _ _ o ___._ Year _ _____._ Record Number _ _ _ __ __
Yes No  Unclear Not Applicable
1. Is there congruity between the stated
philosophical perspective and the research . U U .
methodology?
2. Is there congruity between the research
methodology and the research question or . U U .
objectives?
3. Is there congruity between the research
methodology and the methods used to collect . U U .
data?
4. Is there congruity between the research O O O O

methodology and the representation and
analysis of data?

> Mathodclogy and the merpretation of esuts? 0 O O
Slhfsasdenetictngthersseacter 0 O O O
Tlbemieneoitoreattoone O O OO
8. ér;rgsgg?‘ia%a}?nts, and their voices, adequately O O O O
9. Is the research ethical according to current O O O O

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 . U U .
interpretation, of the data?

Overall appraisal: [] Include [ Exclude [ Seek further info. []

Comments (Including reason for exclusion)





