
 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



 

I ~ 
••major elements 1: 0 .. . c ~ 

0 .. ~ :! =~ i ~ = .. c: 
Bias Criterion 8 B8 B~ o:: ..: 

Selection Was treatment adequately randomized? X X 
Was t reatment allocation adequately concealed? X X 
Is the comparison group appropriate?** X X X 
Was the subject recruitment strategy uniform acr.oss study groups? X X 
Were exposed and non-exposed subjects drawn from the same population? ** X X X 
Does the study design adjust/control for important confounding anrl - X X X X X 
variables?* • 

Performance O>d ~'""h'" od]O>Vooo<rol ''"~" "'''"~· ·f ~ X X X X X 

~'"'"' ~ {)'l>ac.'¥. 
Attrition lo RCT, oohort ?OodiO?, doO? f•" Q ~ l\{) \66 

{ l\e{)\, X X X 
Studies, is the timP - • o~t\ce a • t\~ {e '= TOr 

cases an-' "" ~\)\ s\\\\ ue' 
wa~ ~Q '2.0 . ots ,. -· X X X X 
Is the ~~ o~'s . ? X X 0 ot\ • C~\ a - · OaSIS . 
Was th ~u~se \ec"t''" X X X 

Detection Can we l \{O~at the outcome of interest did not precede exposure? X X X X 
Were the uutcome assessors blinded to the exposure or intervention status of X X X X X X 
participants? 

Is inclusion/exclusion criteria measured reliably, implemented consistently? X X X X X X 
Can we be confident in the exposure assessment?** X X X X X X 
Can we be confident in the outcome assessment?** X X X X X X 
Are confounding variables assessed using reliable and consistent measures? X X X X X X 

Reporting Are outcomes pre-specified by the researchers? Are all pre-specified outcomes X X X X X X 
reported? 

AHRQ. 2011. Assessing the risk of bias of individual studies when comparing medical interventions 
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