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[bookmark: X39c3c9b1e5e1f070c1d529983da2a92ae731b25]Note (delete this chapter if no longer needed)
This template is based on:
Moher, D., Shamseer, L., Clarke, M. et al. Preferred reporting items for systematic review and meta-analysis protocols (PRISMA-P) 2015 statement. Syst Rev 4, 1 (2015). https://doi.org/10.1186/2046-4053-4-1
Elaborations are provided here:
Shamseer, L., Moher, D., Clarke, M., Ghersi, D., Liberati, A., Petticrew, M., Shekelle, P., Stewart, L.A., PRISMA-P Group: Preferred reporting items for systematic review and meta-analysis protocols (PRISMA-P) 2015: elaboration & explanation. BMJ 2015, 349:g7647. https://www.bmj.com/content/bmj/349/bmj.g7647.full.pdf
You can find a corresponding checklist here.
[bookmark: X315fb0f03850343b7493e419aeac0df357534cc]Registration
If registered, provide the name of the registry (e.g., PROSPERO) and registration number.
[bookmark: Xda485e67284aa3d889df35de1503c6317f641d2]Author Contributions
Describe the contributions of protocol authors and identify the guarantor of the review.
[bookmark: X74a08be5aaab7d9ce09248d6143d51bacaceb6a]Amendments
If the protocol represents an amendment of a previously completed or published protocol, identify it as such and list changes; otherwise, state a plan for documenting important protocol amendments.
[bookmark: X5818793fc0d5fd26ddcbbf5de5d0f24238cd829]Support
Sources
Indicate sources of financial or other support for the review.
Sponsor
Provide the name of the review funder and/or sponsor.
Role of sponsor/funder
Describe the roles of funder(s), sponsor(s), and/or institution(s), if any, in developing the protocol.
[bookmark: X4467ba4caf592e3d5cfda59a12bb675fe39db18]Abstract
If applicable.
Find further assistance for the abstract section here.
[bookmark: sec:cgut92anjgtb][bookmark: Xea211505501ad1a177c5862578274c73d367c81]Introduction
[bookmark: sec:phxlmdeezen]Rationale
Describe the rationale for the review in the context of what is already known.
[bookmark: sec:ebcwsv661u3t]Objectives
Provide an explicit statement of the question(s) the review will address with reference to participants, interventions, comparators, and outcomes (PICO).
[bookmark: sec:hjqulfxi8e1][bookmark: Xa0b95bfde888c05b0b65e9fabe2bee0d9736808]Material and Methods
[bookmark: sec:f9i91u9jywx]Eligibility criteria
Specify the study characteristics (e.g., PICO, study design, setting, time frame) and report characteristics (e.g., years considered, language, publication status) to be used as criteria for eligibility for the review.
[bookmark: sec:gvqvamwo832]Information sources
Describe all intended information sources (e.g., electronic databases, contact with study authors, trial registers, or other grey literature sources) with planned dates of coverage.
[bookmark: sec:f0ualfel1h4mg]Search strategy
Present a draft of the search strategy to be used for at least one electronic database, including planned limits, such that it could be repeated.
[bookmark: sec:g2puo7emwlmq]Study records
[bookmark: sec:pvz4fy0ipnwi]Data management
Describe the mechanism(s) that will be used to manage records and data throughout the review.
[bookmark: sec:f0rd33l9kotq]Selection process
State the process that will be used for selecting studies (e.g., two independent reviewers) through each phase of the review (i.e., screening, eligibility, and inclusion in meta-analysis).
[bookmark: sec:ugdjm4t9y90q]Data collection process
Describe the planned method of extracting data from reports (e.g., piloting forms, done independently, in duplicate), and any processes for obtaining and confirming data from investigators.
[bookmark: sec:xz9rkldire6t]Data items
List and define all variables for which data will be sought (e.g., PICO items, funding sources), any pre-planned data assumptions, and simplifications.
[bookmark: sec:jhuo0jb2chws]Outcomes and prioritization
List and define all outcomes for which data will be sought, including prioritization of main and additional outcomes, with rationale.
[bookmark: sec:xom0hk701a6]Risk of bias in individual studies
Describe anticipated methods for assessing the risk of bias of individual studies, including whether this will be done at the outcome or study level, or both; state how this information will be used in data synthesis.
[bookmark: sec:sw9gc5812kr8][bookmark: X925c6272a6ad1b6638e12c5bbfa203f4457308a]Data
[bookmark: sec:a1i1i8zpejdi]Synthesis
· Describe the criteria under which study data will be quantitatively synthesized.
· If data are appropriate for quantitative synthesis, describe planned summary measures, methods of handling data, and methods of combining data from studies, including any planned exploration of consistency (e.g., I2, Kendall’s tau).
· Describe any proposed additional analyses (e.g., sensitivity or subgroup analyses, meta-regression).
· If quantitative synthesis is not appropriate, describe the type of summary planned.
[bookmark: sec:q8qtudzeax3b]Meta-bias(es)
Specify any planned assessment of meta-bias(es) (e.g., publication bias across studies, selective reporting within studies).
[bookmark: sec:wn5uuoyxl8jl]Confidence in cumulative evidence
Describe how the strength of the body of evidence will be assessed (e.g., GRADE).
[bookmark: X005ff20b55366300c315d94e53c8f3bdee52460]Conclusions
If applicable.
[bookmark: sec:null][bookmark: X3a4a2bca3f4088eb6542a521a1d63d27feb03ff]References
[bookmark: refs]




