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Study Identification
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Study Selection

Are appropriate inclusion and exclusion criteria used to select articles? 

Are selection criteria applied in a manner that limits bias?  
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Are reasons for excluding studies from the report stated?

Appraisal of Studies

Is the validity of individual studies addressed in a reliable manner?

Are important parameters (e.g. setting, study population, study design) that could affect study results systematically addressed?

Data Collection
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Are efforts made to reduce bias in the data collection process?
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Research
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Are conclusions supported by the data reviewed? 
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Format
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Is the evidence report presented in a clear readable manner? If not, your suggestions are:
Other

What are the major strengths of this report? 

What are the major limitations of this report?
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