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Searches

Embase via Embase.com (Search date: 2/19/16; 1122 results, post dedeup 1086)

2005:py OR 2006:py OR 2007:py OR 2008:py OR 2009:py OR 2010:py OR 2011:py OR 2012:py OR
2013:py OR 2014:py OR 2015:py OR 2016:py AND ((document* OR reporting OR reproduc* OR replica*)
NEAR/3 (search* OR literature OR medline OR embase)):de,ab,ti AND ((system*ic NEXT/1
review*):de,ab,ti OR synthes*:de,ab,ti)

LISTA via EBSCO (Search Date: 2/19/16; 116 results; post dedup 111)

( ((document* OR reporting OR reproduc* OR replica*) N3 (search* OR literature OR medline OR
embase)) ) AND ( (systematic n2 review*) OR meta* OR (literature N2 review*) )

MEDLINE via Ovid (Search Date: Feb 2016; post de-dup 495, 507 before (based on Sampson et al
search?®))

Database: Ovid MEDLINE(R) and Epub Ahead of Print, In-Process & Other Non-Indexed Citations and
Daily
Search Strategy:

searchS.tw.

exp "Information Storage and Retrieval"/
exp Medical Informatics/

Data Compression/

2o0r3

5not4

land6

quality control/ or Evaluation Studies/
"Reproducibility of Results"/

8or9

(quality adj2 assessS).tw.

10or11

(quality or evaluat$).tw.

(precision or recall or sensitivity or relevance or specificity).tw.

(performance adj2 (measur$ or indicat$ or assessS$)).tw.

"Sensitivity and Specificity"/

(error$ or mistake$ or failure$ or inaccura$ or misspell$).tw.
18 (MeSH or (subject adj2 heading$) or (controlled adj2 vocabulary) or redundan$ or explod$ or
explosS or spellS or Medline).tw.

19 truncatS.tw.

20 (truncat$ adj6 (proteinS or gene$)).mp.
21 19 not 20

22 exp Documentation/
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exp Molecular Sequence Data/

22 not 23

18 or21or24

Evidence-Based Medicine/

Meta-Analysis/

Review.pt.

exp "Review Literature as Topic"/

26 or 27 or 28 or 29

"Information Storage and Retrieval"/st [Standards]
30 and 31

14 or150r 16

7 and 12 and 33

7 and 33 and 25

13 and 33 and 25

cochrane database of systematic reviews.jn.
32o0r340r35o0r36

38 not 37

limit 39 to yr="2005 -Current"

(documentation or (document* adj3 search*) or reporting).mp.

(presentation and publication).ti.
(presentation and standard*).ti.
(presentation and guideline*).ti.
minimum information.ab, ti.
(research standard or research standards).ab,ti.
minimum quality level.ab,ti.
(responsible and research).ti.
(uniform* and guideline*).ti.
(author* and guideline*).ti.
(advice and author*).ti.
(contributor* and journal*).ti.
(contributor* and journal*).ab,ti.
(publication* and data).ti.
journal*.ab,ti. and submiss*.ti.
journal*.ab,ti. and submit*.ti.
(recommendation* and editor*).ab,ti.
instruction*.ab,ti. and author* ti.
(publication* and practice*).ti.
or/42-59

40 and (41 or 60)

(systematic* or meta).mp.

61 and 62

limit 63 to yr="2005 -Current”



Sources for Items

To see which source we derived which item from, see the Items for Delphi 1 Raw Sorted Harmonized file
available on the project’s OSF site: DOI 10.17605/0SF.I0/YGN9W.
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Flow Chart

Records identified through Additional records identified
database searching through other sources
Embase: 1122 Sampson et al: 11
LISTA: 116 EQUATOR Network and Personal
MEDLINE: 507 Files: 42
A A
Records after duplicates removed
(n= 1745)
A
Records screened R Records excluded
(n= 1745) i (n=1642)
A
Full-text articles assessed Full-text articles excluded,
for eligibility > with reasons
(n=103) (n=32)
29=No clear items
identified for reporting
3= duplicate
Studies included in item

derivation
(n= 61)
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