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Title registration form for Intervention Review

Please complete and e-mail this form to hand0010@bbh.regionh.dk, Henning Keinke Andersen, Managing Editor for Cochrane Colorectal Cancer Group
Make sure that your proposal falls within our scope, and that it has not already been covered in another Cochrane review. You can check existing registered titles at http://www.cc.cochrane.org/our-reviews.
All authors must follow the Cochrane Handbook for Systematic Reviews of Interventions (see www.cochrane.org/resources/handbook) and mandatory Methodological Expectations of Cochrane Intervention Reviews (MECIR)(see http://www.editorial-unit.cochrane.org/mecir). Be aware that preparing a Cochrane review requires a significant, long-term commitment. At least two authors are required before a title can be registered. 
Proposed Title     



Description of proposal 


(a) Objective:


(b) Rationale for review:


(c) Types of study:


(d) Participants:


(e) Interventions and specific comparisons to be made:


 (f) Outcomes:


(g) What is your clinical question:


(h) What subgroup analysis do you intend to undertake:


i) Anticipate how many RCTs/CCTs you expect to find:


Mandatory that you state a scoping search for the protocol


1. Number of citations identified from search of one database



Anticipated number of databases to be searched

2. Estimated number of eligible studies in final analysis:



< 5 
5 to 10 
11 to 20 
21 to 50 
> 50

3. Anticipated number of study type in final analysis:


Randomised controlled trial


Non-randomised comparative studies


Observational (aetiological) studies


Diagnostic accuracy studies


Prognostic studies


Mixed 
please specify:


Others
please specify:

4. List the pivotal studies (RCTs) eligible for inclusion to support the outlined outcomes:

Please fill out the form below “Suggested scoping search”. The Trial Search Coordinator at our group can help you with a fully developed search strategy after title registration. Please write TSC at CCCG under “Roles and Responsibilities” below if you want us to develop the search strategy for the review. We can also offer help if you need an initial search strategy to fill out the “Suggested scoping search” please contact the editorial office.

	Roles and responsibilities: It is important that authors agree between themselves at an early stage how each will contribute to the final review. Please discuss the various tasks listed below with your co-authors and specify who has agreed to complete those tasks.

	TASK
	WHO HAS AGREED TO UNDERTAKE THE TASK?

	Draft the protocol
	

	Develop a search strategy
	

	Search for trials
	

	Select which trials to include
	

	Extract data from trials
	

	Enter data into RevMan
	

	Carry out the analysis
	

	Interpret the analysis
	

	Draft the final review
	

	Language and stylistics
	


Provisional dates for submission of drafts to editorial base

(A) Draft PROTOCOL 

(B) Draft REVIEW               

Details of contact author

Title (e.g. Professor, Mr, Mrs, etc):     

First Name:                
Last name:    

Job Title/Position:


Department:


Organisation:


Address:


City:


Region/State:


Country: 

Post/Zip code:   

Telephone number: 

Fax number:      

Email address:


Details of co-authors

Title (e.g. Professor, Mr, Mrs, etc

First Name:                
Last name:    

Job Title/Position:


Department:


Organisation:


Address:


City:


Region/State:


Country: 

Post/Zip code:  

Telephone number: 

Fax number:     

Email address:


Details of co-authors

Title (e.g. Professor, Mr, Mrs, etc

First Name:                
Last name:    

Job Title/Position:


Department:


Organisation:


Address:


City:


Region/State:


Country: 

Post/Zip code:  

Telephone number: 

Fax number:     

Email address:


For office use only

1. Approved title:

2. Date approved:

3. Review number: 

4. Contact identifiers: 

5. Date registered in IMS: 

6. Notes (eg, CRGs who will provide referees)

Agreement to Editorial Review and Publication in Cochrane Library

By completing this title registration form, you agree to submit a draft protocol within three months and after submission of the protocol the review should be finished within 18 months. If there is no correspondence from you during this period, or no draft protocol has been received, the Cochrane Review Group reserves the right to de-register the title or transfer the title to a new author.

By completing and returning this form, you accept the responsibility for maintaining and updating the review in accordance with Cochrane Collaboration policy, i.e. you will be responsible for ensuring the review is updated at least every two years. If you are unable to update this review the Review Group reserves the right to transfer the review to a new author.

The support of the editorial team in producing your review is conditional upon your agreement to publish the protocol and finished review, together with subsequent updates, in The Cochrane Library. By completing and signing this form you undertake to publish in The Cochrane Library (concurrent publication in other journals may be allowed in certain circumstances with prior permission of the editorial team.).

I understand the long-term commitment necessary when 

undertaking a Cochrane Review.

Form completed by:                                   
Date:  

Delete this box by clicking on the edge and pressing delete, after you have written the “Title”


Remember it should be clear and unambiguous.


There is a standard format for Cochrane Titles:





[Intervention] FOR [health problem/ issue] �[Intervention A] VERSUS [intervention B] FOR [health problem/ issue] �[Intervention] FOR [health problem/issue] IN [participant group/location] �[Intervention] FOR [preventing and/or treating] [health problem] IN [participant group/location]





Delete this box by clicking on the edge and pressing delete, after you have written the “Proposal”


Your proposal should not overlap with reviews already published or underway. Please refer to the protocols and reviews currently published in the Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews on The Cochrane Library for this information. An overview of published titles can be obtained by searching for “COLOCA” under “Search All Text”





Delete this box by clicking on the edge and pressing delete, after you have written the “Objective”


What is the research question? (E.g. consider lumper vs. split) (Remember that a focused question is often more tractable than a non-specific one. Heterogeneity can compromise analysis when disparate studies are lumped together.





Delete this box by clicking on the edge and pressing delete, after you have written the “Rationale”


Explain why the review is important. You may provide citations of relevant papers.





Delete this box by clicking on the edge and pressing delete, after you have written “Types of study”


Outline the types of studies that will be included in the review. Give thought to whether there is aspects of study methodology that you feel render the study invalid for inclusion, e.g. lack of randomisation


See section 4.2.4 of the Cochrane Handbook for Systematic Reviews of Interventions.


(� HYPERLINK "http://www.cochrane.dk/cochrane/handbook/hbook.htm"��http://www.cochrane.dk/cochrane/handbook/hbook.htm�)





Delete this box by clicking on the edge and pressing delete, after you have written “Participants”


Outline the types of populations to be included and excluded, with thought given to aspects of the participants receiving the intervention, e.g. age and gender, the type/stage of disease/condition, the method of diagnosis, and co-morbidities. See section 4.2.1 of the Cochrane Handbook for Systematic Reviews of Interventions (� HYPERLINK "http://www.cochrane.dk/cochrane/handbook/hbook.htm"��http://www.cochrane.dk/cochrane/handbook/hbook.htm�)








Delete this box by clicking on the edge and pressing delete, after you have written “Interventions”


Outline what variations of the intervention (e.g. dose, mode of delivery, who delivers it) will be included and the intervention will be compared to e.g. placebo or no treatment, or other interventions. See section 4.2.2 of the Cochrane Handbook for Systematic Reviews of Interventions (� HYPERLINK "http://www.cochrane.dk/cochrane/handbook/hbook.htm"��http://www.cochrane.dk/cochrane/handbook/hbook.htm�)








Delete this box by clicking on the edge and pressing delete, after you have written “Outcome”


List primary (the main conclusions will be based on the primary outcomes) and secondary outcomes to be included in the review, giving thought to those likely to be important to those suffering the disorder as well as those treating them. Give thought to the inclusion of adverse effects. Finally, give some thought to how your outcomes may be measured, both the type of scale or count likely to be used and the timing of the measurement. See section 4.2.3 of the Cochrane Handbook for Systematic Reviews of Interventions (� HYPERLINK "http://www.cochrane.dk/cochrane/handbook/hbook.htm"��http://www.cochrane.dk/cochrane/handbook/hbook.htm�)








Delete this box by clicking on the edge and pressing delete, after you have written the “Clinical question”


Please phrase the clinical question in a way that it includes terms relating to population, intervention, comparison and outcome (PICO).





Delete this box by clicking on the edge and pressing delete, after you have written “Subgroups”


Will certain factors be investigated for their influence on the size of the treatment effect, e.g. dose of active treatment? See section 8.8 of the Cochrane Handbook for Systematic Reviews of Interventions


(� HYPERLINK "http://www.cochrane.dk/cochrane/handbook/hbook.htm"��http://www.cochrane.dk/cochrane/handbook/hbook.htm�)








Delete this box by clicking on the edge and pressing delete, after you have written “How many RCTs/CCTs”


You should do a scope literature search. What is a scoping search? A scoping search is a structured abbreviated abstract-based preliminary search. The primary aims of the scoping search are to estimate (i) the number of initially of identified citations and (ii) the potential number of studies eligible for the final analysis. In turn, these estimates will educate editors (or grant awarding committees) of the magnitude of the proposed review, a realistic timeframe, and ultimately, the likely nature of the data available (for instance, randomised versus non-randomised studies) to address the review question. 





The scoping search should be: 





Structured: 	A structured search is preformed using the proposed search strategy in the protocol combining MESH terms and/or text words using Boolean operations in the standard manner.


Abbreviated: 	In general, the scoping search is limited (abbreviated) to one commonly used electronic database. At this stage, the grey literature and non-mainstream databases are not searched.


Abstract-based: 	From the initial search, potential eligible studies are identified through their titles and abstracts.


Preliminary: 	There is no effort at this stage to critically evaluate potential eligible studies against inclusion criteria. Similar, duplication is not critically assessed.











































































































































