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REVIEWER CRITERIA CHECKLIST/COMMENTS FOR AUTHORS for Systematic 
Reviews 
 

This checklist includes general criteria for Systematic Review (SR) manuscripts. Manuscript 
length generally should be limited to 30 pages, including tables and references). 
 

When writing your review, use line number(s) to identify to where the comment refers. This 

checklist is for your guidance only and should not be uploaded into the review you submit. 

Cutting and pasting sections, accompanied with appropriate page line numbers, is acceptable. 

 

Title 

__Is a concise, accurate description of the article. 

 

Abstract 

__Format and length correspond with guidelines in JNEB Guidelines. A Systematic 

Review should have a structured abstract (as for Research Articles), have 200 words or less, and 

contain the following sections in the abstract and main body of the paper: 

Introduction, Methods, Results, Discussion, Implications for Research and Practice 

Note: Systematic reviews that conclude there is not enough quality research to draw any 

results are not generally accepted as Systematic Reviews. Occasionally these manuscripts may 

be rewritten as Perspectives. 

Review of the body of the manuscript: 

Introduction 

___ Provides background on importance of question and whether any other SR has been 

published on the topic in last 5 years on this topic.  

___ The background should lead to the posing of the research question. 

Methods 

___ The research question and method to interrogate should be clearly articulated? 

o Participants, interventions, comparison of intervention groups, and outcomes 

identified clearly for the specific research question 
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___ Article selection and inclusion/exclusion criteria should be specified 

o Kinds of study and study design articulated and criteria described (e.g., RCT, 

quasi experimental, observational, etc.) 

o Description of how studies were powered and on which specific outcomes  

___ For each section of methods where potential bias may form (research question 

development, searches, data extraction, identification of included articles, quality 

assessment, interpretation of findings), is it explained how this was managed in terms of 

who was involved and how many people.  

___ Search strategy included and sources of evidence (databases) listed 

o Which databases 

o What databases outside of the usual sources (MEDLINE, Cochrane, EMBASE, etc., 

grey literature, Reviews, Other) 

o Interval (dates in years) over which the search was conducted  

o Search criteria, noted along with search language, including Boolean operators 

and Medline Field Tags (if any).  Number of initial articles identified, and then 

why/how the numbers were reduced by exclusion criteria 

o PRISMA/PROSPERO flow diagram included 

o Languages of articles included  

___ Quality assessment/criteria used to evaluate studies [including potential bias] 

___ Publication bias evaluated 

o Positive and null findings studies included 

o Funders—industry/government/other—of the studies included and specified in 

text 

___ Method for data abstraction, review, and synthesis 

o Number of reviewers (investigators) 

o Platform in which data was stored and reviewed 

___ Quality criteria utilized and how were they implemented 

o Consensus process used to resolve reviewer differences in opinion related to 

quality 

o Summary data collected (risk ratios, differences in means, etc.).  If appropriate 

(e.g., intervention was one in which adverse events could occur), information 

about the presence/absence of adverse events 
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Results 

___ General characteristics of studies should be included in text 

o For each study, numbers of people entered into the study, numbers lost to 

follow-up, effects sizes  

___ Results for each outcome should be specified or for any sub-analysis and then results should 

be synthesized and summarized as to why they are noteworthy rather than presenting only 

numbers of studies. 

___ Table(s) should be developed specific to the study. Variables of interest may 

include:  Citation, Study Design, Sample Characteristics, Education/intervention Setting, 

Education/Intervention Method, Duration, Outcome(s) measured (primary and if relevant, 

secondary outcomes and the power to detect them), Longitudinal Follow-up, Evaluation 

Tools/Method, Missingness of Data, Main Findings, Effect Size, Assessment of Bias, Quality 

Rating, Missingness of Data. 

Discussion 

___ Discussion of findings for each outcome specified in the Methods 

___ Brief description of the literature’s limitations and the limitations of the review and/or 

review process 

___  The direction and statistical significance of findings of the studies  

___ Discussion of sample size of studies and diversity of the samples, and the implications of 

both of these factors for the conclusions of the manuscript 

___ Why are findings notable or an additions to the existing literature 

Implications for Research and Practice  

___ The magnitude of the effect and quality of the articles and how this relates to: 

o conclusion regarding the available evidence (moving beyond the “more research 

is needed” conclusion) 

o where opportunities are for both research and practice (and potentially 

education) 
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