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Overview

* RoB 2 published August 2019
* Approved by Cochrane Scientific Committee

« Cochrane decided on a gradual, supported rollout
across 2019/2020

* Detalls here:
https://methods.cochrane.org/risk-bias-2
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G) Cochrane Implementation options

Online platform - RevMan 5 °

(coming soon) R
« RevMan WelQ
Excel tool S —
robvis
Covidence R
(in development) -
The recommended gei
way to do RoB 2 .o &

assessments at

the moment
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riskofbias.info
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Risk of bias
tools

riskofbias.info

A Welcome

v RoB 2 tool

v ROBINS-I tool
Welcome to our pages for risk of bias tools for use in systematic reviews.
ROB-ME tool = RoB 2 tool (revised tool for Risk of Bias in randomized trials)
= NEW! ROB ME (Risk Of Bias due to Missing Evidence in a synthesis)

= ROBINS-I tool (Risk Of Bias in Non-randomized Studies - of Interventions)

robvis (visualization tool)

= robvis (visualization tool for risk of bias assessments in a systematic review)

Feedback is welcome to risk-of-bias@bristol.ac.uk
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Summary: resources for Cochrane
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» RoB 2 Pilot project
» RoB 2 Pilot Starter Pack & FAQs Risk of Bias 2

Cochrane Review Group

» monthly webinar clinics e e
» Methods Support Unit

=Y Cochrane
‘o Methods

» Training 'S
» Cochrane Handbook -

» Interactive learning module

» Updating standard author training materials (coming
soon)

» RoB2 webinar series

https://training.cochrane.org/rob-2-learning-live-webinar-
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(3() Cochrane RoB 2 p | | ot Led by Ella Flemying, Kerry Dwan

and Tess Moore

CRG / Author team currently 75 reviews

join the Pilot (in 36 CRGs) . first review
from the pilot
soon to be
published in

Protocol : CDSR

assessment [ Methods Support Unit } e accompanying

editorial

" CRG N

Methods Support Unit
Authors
Implementation team
RevMan Web

Qlevelopers W

Kick off call

Review _
assessment [ Methods Support Unit }
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The starter pack |
I

« List of guidance and training availabli . |

» Links to tools to implementRoB 2 |
* Protocol considerations H

* Interim recommendations for cluster-
randomized and cross-over trials (tools not
yet released)

* Reporting RoB in the review
* Tips
* FAQs (will move to web pages)
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Risk of bias -

Click on one or more cells to see and compare the Support for judgement for that bias, or click on a bias header to open all bias in
that column,

Legend: (%) Lowriskofbias ) High risk of bias Some concemns

Table Risk of bias for analysis 11 ADL O « Immediately after interventi
Blas
Study domisati iatiens fro Missing outcome Measurement of Selection of the Overall
process intended data the outcome reported results
interventions
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Blinded outcome assessment using a validated measure, in which sssessors were trained
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Blinded cutcome assessment, using a relable and valid measuro

Lincoln 1999 0 o 0
X o

Same data

Wang 2004 o

Some data

(%)

Table Risk of bias for analysis 1.1 ADL Outcomes « Medvum term outcomes
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Investigate sensitivity - 1.1 Headache

Odds ratio Risk difference Random effects Scale 100 Save image
Caffeine Decaf Risk ratio Risk ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI A BCDEF
v Amore-Coffea 2000 2 31 10 34 212% 0.22[0.05, 0.92] — 29?200 2
v Deliciozza 2004 10 40 9 40 20.0% 1.11[0.51, 2.44] S N ® 2000 2
v Kahve-Paradiso 2002 0 0 0 0 Not estimable ® 220
v Mama-Kaffa 1999 12 53 9 61 186% 1.53[0.70, 3.35] 2 @S2 2080
v Morrocona 1998 3 15 1 17 21% 340[0.39, 29.31] = s ® 2006 2
v Norscafe 1998 19 68 9 64 20.7% 1.99[0.97 , 4.07] - ® 22?2280
v Oohlahlazza 1998 4 35 2 37 43% 211[0.41,1083] — ® 260 0
v Piazza-Allerta 2003 8 35 6 37 13.0% 1.41[0.54 , 3.65) —t— (N BN N B
Total (95% CI) 277 290 100.0% 1.31[0.92, 1.87] ’
Total events: 58 46
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 8.66, df = 6 (P = 0.19); 12 = 31% ob1 oh o 100

Test for overall effect: Z =151 (P =0.13)
Test for subgroup differences: Not applicable

Risk of bias legend
(A) Bias arising from the randomization process

(B) Bias due to deviations from intended interventions: Headache

(C) Bias due to missing outcome data: Headache
(D) Bias in measurement of the outcome: Headache
(E) Bias in selection of the reported result: Headache
(F) Overall bias: Headache

Favours caffeine

Favours decaf

https://documentation.cochrane.org/revman-kb
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