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Editor/Peer reviewer Feedback Guidance |

Cochrane Intervention Review

Cochrane Intervention Reviews are systematic reviews of primary research in human health care and health policy and are internationally recognised as the highest standard in evidence-based health care.
This document provides guidance on the areas we would like peer reviewers to comment on. Standard Cochrane methods are described in the Cochrane Handbook (handbook.cochrane.org).
Further information on the Cochrane Peer Review policy is available from the Editorial and Publishing Policy Resource (http://community.cochrane.org/editorial-and-publishing-policy-resource/cochrane-review-management/cochrane-peer-review-policy).
1. General comments
	· Does the Cochrane Review read well and make sense overall?

· Did you get a clear idea of what the review actually shows regarding intervention effectiveness and any harms?


2. Abstract and Plain Language Summary

	· Do the abstract and the plain language summary accurately reflect the findings and conclusions of the Cochrane Review?


3. Background, Objectives, and Methods
	These sections have been previously published in the protocol of this review (available on www.thecochranelibrary.com). However, if you would like to comment on these sections or on any divergence from the protocol, please do so.


4. Results
	· Is there an adequate description of the included studies? Do you get a clear idea not only of what the intervention is, but where it was delivered, when, and by whom?
· Do you have any concerns about how the data has been described or analysed?

· Is there an appropriate analysis of the possible risks of bias in the included studies?


5. Discussion
	· Does the discussion provide an appropriate summary of the results? Do you have any concerns about the authors' interpretation of the results?
· Are the findings set in the appropriate clinical or policy context?
· Does the discussion provide adequate detail about the completeness and applicability of evidence, with specific reference to the quality of the evidence and any potential bias?
· Does the discussion state how the findings of this review compare with other published evidence?


6. Conclusions
	· Implications for practice: Are consistent with, and supported, by the results? Can you think of any others?

· Implications for research: are they reasonable? Are they specific enough to be helpful in the design, prioritisation, or commissioning of research? Can you think of any others?


7. Summary of Findings table
	· Does the Summary of Findings table provide a helpful and consistent reflection of the review and make the key issues clear?
· Did the Summary of Findings table help you to understand the review?
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