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Overall aim of the system: 

To assess how much confidence we have in the evidence for the 

review finding

This is based on an assessment of

METHODOLOGICAL

LIMITATIONS

of the individual 

studies 

contributing to 

the review finding

COHERENCE 

of the 

review finding

RELEVANCE

to the review 

question of the 

individual

studies 

contributing to 

the

review finding

ADEQUACY OF 

DATA 

contributing to 

the review 

finding

DISSEMINATION 

(OR 

PUBLICATION) 

BIAS

?









Table 1. Recommended steps for developing a health research reporting guideline.

Moher D, Schulz KF, Simera I, Altman DG (2010) Guidance for Developers of Health Research Reporting Guidelines. PLoS Med 

7(2): e1000217. doi:10.1371/journal.pmed.1000217

http://127.0.0.1:8081/plosmedicine/article?id=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pmed.1000217



CONQUAL MOHER et al, (2010) CERQUAL

JBI (Early 2013) 1. Identify Need for Guidance WHO Guidance (2011)

Unclear 2. Review the Literature On Domain-basis (2011- )

Unfunded? 3. Obtain Funding
Norwegian Knowledge Centre for the Health Services, 

Human Reproduction Programme (HRP), Alliance for Health 

Policy and Systems Research.

JBI only 4. Identify Participants Cochrane, GRADE, WHO

Scientific Committee 08/13 5. Conduct Delphi Workshops (2011 – 2013)

Monthly Meetings 6. Generate list of items Barcelona Pre-Meeting

JBI Convention 10/13 7. Prepare for Face to Face Meeting Barcelona (01/2014)

JBI Convention 10/13 8. Present and Discuss Pre-Meeting Items Barcelona/GRADE

BMC Med Res Meth 09/14 9. Develop Guidance statement PLOS Medicine (09/2015)

Unclear 10. Develop Explanatory (E&E) Document Series of Articles

Unclear 11. Develop Publication Strategy Available within Team

JBI Directors 10/13? BMC 12. Seek and Deal with Feedback & Criticism Oslo Meeting (06/2015)

JBI Only? 13. Encourage Guideline Endorsement GRADE & WHO

Unclear 14. Support Adherence to Guideline Mentors, Coffee CERQuals, 

Newsletter, Videos

Unclear 15. Evaluate Impact In Progress

No 16. Develop Web Site CERQual.org (06/2015)

Unclear 17. Translate and 18. Update Future!!!!
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Risk of bias Methodological limitations of the individual studies 

contributing to a review finding

Inconsistency Coherence of the review finding

Indirectness Relevance to the review question of the individual studies 

contributing to a review finding

Imprecision Adequacy of data contributing to a review finding

Publication bias Further work needed on whether/how to apply concept of 

publication bias / dissemination effects to qualitative 

evidence syntheses

Mapping GRADE and CERQual – commonalities/ 
differences



Comments or questions?

• To join the GRADE-CERQual Project Group, please

send an email to Megan Wainwright: 

megan@meganwainwright.ca


