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Critical appraisal

Retrieve full text of papers

Assess the guality of the studies

Compare quality appraisal of selected studies

Comrmon checklist for critical appraisal
Teleconference

Synthesis of evidence

Eutract data fror appraised studies

Formulate evidence summary

Compare evidence summary

comrmon farmat evidence tables
Teleconference

Defing levels of avidence

Forrnulation and grading of recommendations

Consultation and peer review

Finalization of CPG

Publication

Dissemination

Implementation

Monitaring of new evidence

Update of CPG

Preparative phase

Research phase

Consultation and peer review

Finalisation of research project

Publization

Dissemination

Evaluation of CPG uptake

Evaluation of research penetration

Evaluation of CPG development and research processes
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ACCC

KCE

Barrier?

Search questions

Multidisc team

Multidisc team

No

PICO PICO
Search strategy ACCC experts or KCE experts Standardization might be
outsourced needed (eg search filters),

for prospective studies,
methodologies similar

Literature search

Full search primary
studies

lterative search

No, but approach to be
agreed on for prosp study

Db primary studies

At least Medline &

At least Medline &

No

Cochrane Cochrane
Languages E,F,D,G E,FD No
Critical appraisal CBO checklists CBO checklists No
2 persons 2 persons Common formats

Level of evidence

ACCC (based on CBO)

Modified GRADE

Not for retrospective study

Evidence table

Own
Can use common f.

Own

Can not use common f.

Possible
Agreement necessary
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References

Comparison

Cunningham 2008
Ajani 2007
Hartgrink 2002
Medina-Franco 2004
Mittal 2004
Doglietto 1999

Al Batran 2008
Park 2008

Kono 2002

Fu 2002

Tebutt 2002
Bonenkamp 2001
Hanazaki 2001

13 references included by ACCC,
not found by KCE,

Ajani 2005

Murad 1993 (FNCLCO)

Cullinan 1995 (FNCLCOC)

Phyronen 1995 (FNCLCOC)

Glimelius 1997 (FNCLCO)

Kim 1993 (FNCLCO)

Cullinan 1994 (FNCLCOC)

Bonnetain 2005

Bouche 2004 (included Wagner 2006)
Cocconi 2003 (included Wagner 2006)
Lutz 2007

Ohtsu 2003 (included Wagner 2006)
Pozzo 2004

Sumpter 2005

Brune 1997 (SIGN)

Blair 2001 (SIGN)

Ajani 2006

17 references included by KCE,
not found by ACCC
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References Comparison LoE ACCC LoE KCE
Wagner 2006 2 references in common A~ High
Janunger 2002 (SIGN) B High
Casaretto 2006 B High
Moehler 2005 A2 Moderate
Van Cutsem 2006 6 references used in conclusion by ACCC, A2 Moderate
Sadighi 2006 found but not used in recommendation by KCE B Moderate
Thus-patience 2005 B Moderate
Wohrer 2004 B Low

1 reference used by ACCC,
Cunningham 2008 not found by KCE A2







References omparison LoE ACCC LoE KCE

Hartgrink 2002 3 references used in conclusion by ACCC, B
Medina-Franco 2004 not found by KCE B
Doglietto 1999 B
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References

Collette 1999

De Wit 2007

2 references used by ACCC
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References Comparison LIoE SIGN
Donohue 1984

Feldman 2008
Fossa 1992

4 references used by ACCC

Steyerberg 1993
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References

Comparison

LIoE SIGN

Albers 2003

Divrik 2006

Heindenreich 1998

5 references used by ACCC

Vergouwe 2003

Warde 2002
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% of responses per organization
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m ACCC
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m INCA

m CSMOH
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