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Aumentar o valor da pesquisa e reduzir o desperdicio na pesquisa
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Biomedical research: increasing value, reducing waste

Malcolm R Macleod Susan Michie « lan Roberts « Ulrich Dirnagl - lain Chalmers - John P A loannidis « et al.

Show all authors
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Estratégia metodologica

Ampliar o conhecimento sobre um assunto

Aprofundar o conhecimento especifico

Na elaboracdo/atualizacdo de protocolos

Monitorar area/campo de conhecimento

Obter informacao para apoiar para a tomada de decisao diagndstica e
terapéutica




O que ja se sabe sobre o
assunto?

Quais sdo as lacunas de
conhecimento?

Quais sao as potenciais
pesquisas futuras?

O que o seu estudo acrescenta?
Qual é a aplicabilidade?

Estratéegia
metodologica
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101 INNOVATIONS IN SCHOLARLY COMMUNICATION
THE CHANGING RESEARCH WORKFLOW £_ Bianca Kramer WENsPhelps

Jerpen Bosman ‘W@&jeroenbosman
Utrecht University Library

mrmcaemmads

Lltrecht University Library

Science is in transition. This poster gives an impression of the exploratory

phase of a project aiming to chart innovation in schelarly information and
communication flows from evolutionary and network perspectives.

We intend to address the questions of what drives innovation and how

these innovations change research workflows and may contribute to more
open, efficient and good science.

101 Innovative tools and sites in 6 research workflow phases
(< 2000 - 2015)

Qutreach

Most important developments in 6 research workflow phases
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2ossibilidades de
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14 tipos de revisao

DO 1001111/ 1471-1842 2009 00848 x
Review Article
A typology of reviews: an analysis of 14 review types and .

associated methodologies

Maria J. Grant* & Andrew Bootht, *Salford Centre for Mursing, Midwifery and Collaborative Research
(SCNMCR), University of Salford, Salford, UK, tSchool of Health and Related Research (ScHARR),
University of Sheffield, Sheffield, UK

Abstract

Background and objectives: The expansion of evidence-based practice across

sectors has lead to an increasing vaniety of review types. However, the diversity

of terminology used means that the full potential of these review types may be S |’n tese
lost amongst a confusion of indistinet and misapplied terms. The objective

of this study s to provide descriptive insight into the most common types of

reviews, with illustrative examples from health and health information domains.

Methods: Following scoping searches, an examination was made of the

vocabulary associated with the literature of review and synthesis (literary

warrant). A simple analytical framework—Search, Appraisal., Synthesis and

Analvac ISAT KA —umac nerd ta syarmine the main review funes

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1471-1842.2009.00848.x/pdf
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Tipos de revisao

REVIEW ARTICLE

Review Typology: The Basic Types of Reviews for | _— N
Synthesizing Evidence for the Purpose of Knowledge Translation - | \

Sunil Sadruddin Samnani1, Marcus Vaskaz, Salim Ahmed! and Tanvir C. Turin!

ABSTRACT N
With advances in medical practice and fields of research, reviews occupy a key position for summarizing existing | Tradu;éo de '
knowledge. Due to the differences and overlap in terminology, the full potential for reviews may be lost due to confusion | 0 <

of indistinct approaches. The main objective of this study was to provide a descriptive outline of each of the common ‘al conhecimento :

review types with their characteristics and examples in a health care system. A scoping search was conducted using the |
keywords associated with the literature review typology. The SALSA (Search, Appraisal, Synthesis and Analysis) analytical “\
framework was used to identify and distinguish each type of review. Nine common types of reviews and associated \
methodologies were evaluated against the already established SALSA framework. Their description, strengths and \
weaknesses are presented. The results provided a basic idea of different types of reviews based on the intended level of
knowledge synthesis by which researchers can identify the appropriate type of review based on their intended audience.

Disseminacao
do
conhecimento

Key Words: Types of review. SALSA framework. Strengths. Weaknesses. Evidence-based research.

INTRODUCTION b. Use well-defined quality data for synthesis and

What is meant by a literature review? Students, analysis.

trainees and many others, who may have only recently c. Appropriate selection of research methodology.
er:lbarked intc:\»the flifld ?f resegrch:l.:end to Irr\‘esit.?}e d. Contribute to the development of a new scope of \ /
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/439e/140795c1a3d15226fd0416c198c L >
e09d59869.pdf? ga=2.58416554.1075813826.1549951948- -
408670073.1549951948
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Metodologias de sintese das evidéncias cientificas seqgundo abordagem

Revisao

Quantitativa O At &
Qualitativa Qualitativa
Sintese com andlise estatistica

S|stem.a't|ca Sistematica com Integrativa MEIESSESE
descritiva meta-andlise

DE-LA-TORRE-UGARTE-GUANILO, Monica Cecilia; TAKAHASHI, Renata Ferreira and BERTOLOZZI, Maria Rita. Revisao
sistematica: nogoes gerais. Rev. esc. enferm. USP [online]. 2011, vol.45, n.5, pp. 1260-1266. ISSN 0080-6234.



Revisao narrativa

* Revisao de literatura a estratégia de busca nao é sistematica para
responder uma questao que pode ser vagamente declarada.

 Raramente aceita pelos perioddicos.
 Escrita a convite por especialista no tema.

e Dificil reprodutibilidade e pouca transparéncia no processo de
selecao.



Mapeamento sistematico

* Apresenta perguntas explicitas, estratégia de busca sistematica,
apresenta um quadro de sintese da natureza dos estudos.

e Utilizado para delinear a area ou campo de conhecimento de forma
ampla e apontar pesquisas futuras.

* Pode apresentar conjunto e subconjunto de dados.



Revisao de escopo

Article accepted by: International Journal of Social Research Methodology: Theory &

Practice

This is an electronic version of an article published in Arksey, H. and O'Malley, L.
(2005) Scoping studies: towards a methodological framework, International Journal
of Social Research Methodology, 8, 1, 19-32.

The International Journal of Social Research Methodology is available online at:
http://journalsonline.tandf.co.uk/

Open URL link to the article:

http:/fwww journalsonline.tandf.co.uk/openurl.asp?genre=article&eissn=1464-
5300&volume=8&issue=18&spage=19

http://eprints.whiterose.ac.uk/1618/1/Scopingstudies.pdf
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THE JOANNA BRIGGS INSTITUTE

The na Briggs Institute

Reviewers’ |
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.

ers’ Manual 2015
| 'Ol‘ogy for JBl Scoping Reviews

http://ioannabriggs.org/assets/docs/sum
ari/Reviewers-Manual Methodology-for-
JBI-Scoping-Reviews 2015 v2.pdf
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Annals of Intemal Medicine

RESEARCH AND REPORTING METHODS

PRISMA Extension for Scoping Reviews (PRISMA-ScR): Checklist and

Explanation

Andrea C. Tricco, PhD, M5c; Erin Lillie, MSc; Wasifa Zarin, MPH; Kelly K. O'Brien, PhD, BScPT; Heather Colquhoun, PhD;

Danielle Levac, PhD, M5c, B5cPT; David Moher, PhD, M5c; Micah D.J. Peters, PhD, MA(Q); Tanya Horsley, PhD; Laura Weeks, PhD;
Susanne Hempel, PhD; Elie A. Akl, MD, PhD, MPH; Christine Chang, MD, MPH; Jessie McGowan, PhD; Lesley Stewart, PhD, M5c;
Lisa Hartling, PhD, M5c, B5cPT; Adrian Aldcroft, BA{Hons), BEd; Michael G. Wilson, PhD; Chantelle Garritty, M5c;

Simon Lewin, PhD; Christina M. Godfrey, PhD, RN; Marilyn T. Macdonald, PhD, M5M; Etienne V. Langlois, PhD;

Karla Soares-Weiser, MD, PhD; Jo Moriarty, MA; Tammy Clifford, PhD, MSc; Ozge Tungalp, MD, PhD, MPH; and

Sharen E. Straus, MD, MSc

Seoping reviews, a type of knowledge synthesis, follow a systemn-
atic approach to map evidence on a topic and identify main con-
cepts, theories, sources, and knowledge gaps. Although more
scoping reviews are being done, their methodological and re-
porting quality need improvement. This document presents the
PRISMA-5cR (Preferred Reporting ltems for Systematic reviews
and Meta-Analyses extension for Seaping Reviews) checklist and
explanation. The checklist was developed by a 24-member ex-
pert panel and 2 research leads following published guidance
frem the EQUATOR (Enhancing the QUAlity and Transparency
Of health Resaarch) Metwork. The final checklist containes 20 es-

sential reporting iterns and 2 aptional iterms. The authors provide
a rationale and an example of good reparting for each item. The
intent of the PRISMA-5¢R iz to help readers (including research-
ers, publishers, commissioners, policymakers, health care pro-
viders, guideline developers, and patients or consumers) de-
velop a greater understanding of relevant terminology, core
cancepts, and key itemns to repart for scoping reviews.

Ann Intern Med, doi:10.7326/M18-0850
For author affilations, see end of tew
This article was published at Annals.org on 4 Septernber 2018,

Annals.org

Scoping reviews can be conducted to meet various
objectives. They may examine the extent (that is,
size), range (variety), and nature (characteristics) of the
evidence on a topic or guestion; determine the value of

is known about this concept?”). Given the difference in
objectives, and therefore in the methodological ap-
proach (such as presence vs. absence of a risk-of-bias
assessment or meta-analysis), scoping reviews should

https://guides.temple.edu/ld.php?content id=44376438
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BMC Medical Research Methodology
Consideragdes para uma revisao de escopo
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systematic review and a
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Revisao sistematica

"Uma revisao das evidéncias sobre uma questao claramente
formulada gue usa métodos sistematicos e explicitos para
identificar, selecionar e avaliar criticamente pesquisas primarias
relevantes, e extrair e analisar dados dos estudos incluidos na

revisao. Os metodos usados devem ser reproduziveis e

transparentes.”

https://www.york.ac.uk/media/crd/Systematic Reviews.pdf
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Reviewing the effects of breakfast consumption

/1o ©Y1 Systematic review and meta-analysis on body weight and energy intake
I\/I e t a n a I S e Addition of breakfast might not be a good strategy for weight loss,
regardless of established breakfast habit
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Sintese quantitativa da evidéncia
baseada no agrupamento

Study  All studies were at high risk of bias, mostly because
quality of lack of blinding, for both allocation and analysis
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Systematic

: Guia de orientacOes para revisao sistematica
Reviews

CRO's guidance for undertaking
reviews in health care

DIRETRlZES METODOLOGICAS

elaboracdo de revisdo stematica e

Ce ntre fOr ReVIeWS a nd netand '5":': de ensaios clinicos randomizado '
Dissemination, University
of York, 2008

https://www.york.ac.uk/media/crd/Systematic Reviews.pdf

http://portalarquivos.saude.gov.br/images/pdf/2014/novembro/10/Dir
etrizes-metodologicas-elaboracao-de-revisoes-sistematicas-e-
metanalise-cienciasus.pdf



https://www.york.ac.uk/media/crd/Systematic_Reviews.pdf
http://portalarquivos.saude.gov.br/images/pdf/2014/novembro/10/Diretrizes-metodologicas-elaboracao-de-revisoes-sistematicas-e-metanalise-cienciasus.pdf

Antes de comecar a revisao

Verifique se ja foi realizada e/ou publicada uma revisao que respondeu a
questao do estudo.

* BVS — Biblioteca Virtual de Saude http://bvsalud.org/
* PubMed - https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/

* Cochrane Library - http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/cochranelibrary/search
* Registro de revisao sistematica

https://www.crd.york.ac.uk/PROSPERO/



http://bvsalud.org/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/cochranelibrary/search
https://www.crd.york.ac.uk/PROSPERO/
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International prospective register of systematic reviews Health Research

Home | About PROSPERO | Help with registration

Welcome to PROSPERO

International prospective register of systematic reviews

Register a review Search PROSPERO
Registering a review is quick and easy. Just follow these Search for PROSPERO registrations by entering words
simple steps to register your review in PROSPERO in the record or the registration number below

Register your review now

Accessing and completing the registration form
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Click to show your search history and hide search results. Open the Filters panel to find records with specific characteristics (e.g. all
reviews about cancer or all diagnostic reviews etc)

Q Go MeSH Clear filters Show filters




Q. health Q Go MeSH Clear filters Show filters

(e 1 01385

19217 records found for health Show checked records only | Export

Type 2| Review status =

| | Registered|g [Title $ — —

v v

Review
Completed
published

| | 10/06/2016 ()

Review
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L 02/04/2015 A systematic review of outcome measures utilised to assess self-management @
in clinical trials in patients with chronic pain

lil 29/07/2016 Patient and lay carer education for preventing pressure ulceration in at-risk @ Review Ongoing

populations [Cochrane Protocol]
l_l 18/11/2015 Primary closure versus delayed or no closure for traumatic wounds due to @ Review Ongoing
Wmammalian bite [Cochrane Protocol]

L 10/11/2017 (Update of a) systematic review on the impact of elective early term (<39th @ Review Ongoing
gestational week) caesarean sections on maternal and neonatal health. A
|protocol.

|:V 01/12/2015 ‘Gamification’ for health behaviour change in smartphone apps: systematic @ Review Ongoing
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Componentes do protocolo de registro de revisao sistematica

Titulo Citacao A questao da Estratégias de
revisao busca
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BPDF

PROSPERUO Internacional de registro prospectivo de revisdes sistematicas

Uma revisao sistematica de tratamentos de raiva para militares

Sophie Fenton

Citacao
Sophie Fenton. Uma reviséo sistematica de tratamentos de raiva para o pessoal militar. PROSPERO 2014

CRD42014010600 Disponivel em: http://www.crd york ac. uk/PROSPERO/display_record php?
ID=CRD42014010600 <

Rever pergunta

v

Qual ¢ a eficacia e eficacia comparativa dos tratamentos de raiva psicossocial para o pessoal militar?

Pesquisas

Os estudos relevantes foram identificados atraves da pesquisa nas seguintes bases de dados elefrdnicas na
plataforma Ovid: PsycINFO, EMBASE e MEDLINE; e os seguintes bancos de dados eletrénicos em seus sites
independentes: o Cochrane Central Register de Ensaios Controlados (CENTRAL), Scopus e Web of Science.
Todas as pesquisas foram conduzidas em 6 de junho de 2014 e foram limitadas a estudos publicados desde
1980 Os cahecalhns de assuntos méadicns (MeSH) e nalavras-chave foram combinados nusando oneradoras

https://www.crd.vork.ac.uk/PROSPERO/display record.php?RecordID=10600
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Estratégia de busca

Os estudos relevantes foram identificados através da busca nas seguintes bases de dados eletronicas na plataforma Ovid: PsycINFO,
EMBASE e MEDLINE; e os seguintes bancos de dados eletronicos em seus sites independentes: o Cochrane Central Register de Ensaios
Controlados (CENTRAL), Scopus e Web of Science. Todas as buscas foram conduzidas em 6 de junho de 2014 e foram limitadas a estudos
publicados desde 1980. Os cabec¢alhos de assuntos médicos (MeSH) e palavras-chave foram combinados usando operadores

booleanos. Abaixo esta um exemplo da estratégia de busca usada no PsycINFO:

('Militares' [MeSH] OU 'militares recrutados' [MesH] OU 'veteranos militares' [MeSH] OU 'militares' OU 'veteranos' OU 'soldado' OU
‘exército’ OU 'forgas armadas' OU 'forgas armadas' 'OU' forca aérea 'OU' Guarda Nacional 'OU' servico ativo 'OU' marinha 'OU' pessoal naval
'OU' marinha 'OU' reservista 'OU' reserva ') E' Raiva 'E (' Intervencdo 'OU' tratamento 'OU’ reabilitacdo 'OU' programa 'OU' técnica 'OU'

treinamento 'OU' terapia 'OU' tratamento '[MeSH]
Os sindnimos e descritores para as palavras-chave e cabegalhos de assunto foram modificados de acordo com cada banco de dados.

Em busca de trabalhos inéditos ou literatura cinzenta, foram pesquisadas as seguintes bases de dados on-line: OpenGrey, WorldCat, EThOS,
Tese de Doutorado em Xarxa (Espanha), Rede de Pesquisas em Ciéncias Sociais (SSRN) e Clinicaltrials.gov. As listas de referéncia de todos os
estudos incluidos e revisdes anteriores sobre os tratamentos de raiva foram exaustivamente examinadas para estudos relevantes nao
recolhidos pelas buscas eletronicas. Livros, capitulos de livros e suas bibliografias foram pesquisados. Além disso, os especialistas na area
identificados através de citacdes foram contatados via e-mail para saber se eles conheciam quaisquer conjuntos de dados ndo publicados,

ou dissertagoes.
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TIPOS DE ESTUDOS A CONDIGAO OU PARTICIPANTES / INTERVENGAO, COMPARADOR CONTEXTO
SEREM INCLUIDOS DOMINIO DO ESTUDO POPULAGAO EXPOSICAO /CONTROLE



Tipos de estudo a serem incluidos

e Estudos publicados ou nao publicados avaliando intervencoes
psicossociais para problemas de raiva utilizando qualquer um dos
seguintes desenhos de estudo: ensaios clinicos randomizados (ECR),
ensaios cruzados randomizados, ensaios clinicos quase randomizados,
ensaios clinicos nao randomizados controlados, estudos
historicamente controlados, pré-teste pos-teste. estudos de teste,
estudos de séries temporais interrompidas ou estudos de grupos

paralelos.



Condicao ou dominio em estudo

* Problemas de raiva (como problemas com o gerenciamento da raiva
do estado, traco de raiva, controle da raiva ou expressao da raiva, por
exemplo).



Participantes / populacao

* Pessoal militar ativos e inativo com problemas de raiva reconhecidos. Todos os escaldes
de militares foram incluidos, independentemente da implantacao, sexo ou pais de

origem.

* Antecipando a falta de pesquisas sobre os tratamentos contra a raiva para as populacoes
militares, decidiu-se a priori definir os critérios de inclusao liberalmente para "problemas
conhecidos de raiva". Portanto, além de incluir participantes avaliados no inicio do
estudo para problemas de raiva acima do limiar usando medidas padronizadas de
resultado de raiva, os participantes que foram auto-referidos ou encaminhados pelo

médico para tratamento de raiva também seriam incluidos.



Intervencao (Oes), exposicao (oes)

e Os estudos foram incluidos se eles apresentaram uma ou mais
intervencdes psicossociais destinadas a reduzir os problemas de raiva.

e Os estudos foram excluidos se o foco principal da intervencao nao
fosse a reducao dos problemas de raiva. Isso ocorre porque ha uma
grande quantidade de literatura sobre tratamentos de TEPT para
populacoes militares, que incluem um componente de controle da
raiva. Embora haja muita sobreposicao entre TEPT e raiva, incluir
esses estudos diluiria os achados da revisao com tratamentos gerais
para TEPT.



Contexto

* Esta revisao foi aberta para incluir estudos de todos os paises, no
entanto, devido a recursos limitados, so foi possivel incluir artigos
disponiveis no idioma inglés. Estudos publicados ou disponiveis entre
01 de janeiro de 1980 e 31 de junho de 2014 foram incluidos.



Resultado principal (s)

* O principal resultado de interesse para esta revisao € a raiva; que
pode incluir a avaliacao geral da raiva, expressao da raiva, controle da
raiva, disposicao da raiva, estado de raiva, traco de raiva ou raiva
motriz.



Resultado (s) adicional (is)

* Os resultados secundarios de interesse incluem:

* 1) Melhorias em outros sintomas psicologicos ou comportamentais
(por exemplo, agressao, hostilidade, abuso de substancias, ansiedade,
depressao, isolamento social, pensamentos intrusivos)

e 2) sintomas de TEPT
 3) Qualidade de vida e funcionamento interpessoal

* 4) Adesao ao tratamento e satisfacao



Componentes do protocolo de registro de revisao sistematica

Extracao de dados
(selecdo e
codificacao)

@ Resultado principal @ Resultados adicionais e
Avaliacao de Estratégia para Analise de subgrupos
qualidade sintese dos dados ou subconjuntos
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Q H Vv

Detalhes de contato Afiliacao institucional Membros da equipe Data de inicio Data de conclusao
para mais informacoes de revisao e suas
afiliagdes institucionais
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Fontes de Conflitos de Idioma Pais Etapa da Termos de
financiamento interesse revisao assuntos



PRISMA-P (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic review and Meta-Analysis Protocols) 2015 checklist: recommended items to
address in a systematic review protocol*

Section and topic

Item Mo

Checklist item

ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION

Title:
Identification la Identify the report as a protocol of a systematic review
Update b If the protocol 1s for an update of a previous systematic review, identify as such
F.cgistration 2 If registered, provide the name of the registry (such as PROSPERO) and registration number
Authors:
Contact 3a Provide name, mstitutional affihation, e-mail address of all protocol authors; provide physical mailing address of
corresponding author
Contributions ib Describe contributions of protocel authors and identify the guarantor of the review
Amendments 4 If the protocol represents an amendment of a previously completed or published protocol, identity as such and list changes;
otherwise, state plan for documenting important protocol amendments
Support:
Sources 5a Indicate sources of financial or other support for the review
Sponsor 5b Provide name for the review funder and/or sponsor
Role of sponsor or funder 5c Describe roles of funder(s), sponsoris), and/or institution(s), 1f any. in developing the protocol
INTRODUCTION
Rationale & Describe the rationale for the review in the context of what 1s already known
Objectives T Provide an explicit statement of the question(s) the review will address with reference to participants, interventions,
comparators, and outcomes (PICO)
METHODS
Elizibilitv criteria 8 Specifv the studv characteristics (such as PICO. studv desien. setting. ime frame) and report characteristics (such as vears

http://www.prisma-statement.org/documents/PRISMA-P-checklist.pdf



http://www.prisma-statement.org/documents/PRISMA-P-checklist.pdf

Atualizacao
* Quando foi feita.
* Ano de publicacao.
* A qualidade metodologica.
* A descricao dos principais resultados.
» Teste a estratégia de busca utilizada.
* |dentifique se houve estudos posteriores publicados.
* Faca uma nova revisao. Neste caso, chamamos de atualizacao da revisao.
e Utilize como base a/s revisao/oes identificada/s.

* Procure suprir as falhas metodologicas ocorridas por exemplo: limitagao
nas escolhas das fontes de informacao e dos descritores, expansao
semantica, descricao do processo de selecao etc.



Smith et al. BMC Medical Research Methodology 2011, 11:15

httpefwoerw biomedeentral com/1471-2288/1115
a BMC

Medical Research Methodology

RESEARCH ARTICLE Open Access

Methodology in conducting a systematic review
of systematic reviews of healthcare interventions

Valerie Smith', Declan Devane®, Cecily M Begley’, Mike Clarke®

Abstract

Background: Hundreds of studies of maternity care interventions have been published, too many for most people
involved in providing maternity care to identify and consider when making decisions. It became apparent that
systermnatic reviews of individual studies were required to appraise, summarise and bring together existing studies
in a single place. However, decision makers are increasingly faced by a plethora of such reviews and these are

https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/0ae0/e885d8baflbfb3b2c10399169abacf8a5690.pdf? ga=2.64182575.107
5813826.1549951948-408670073.1549951948



https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/0ae0/e885d8baf1bfb3b2c10399169abacf8a5690.pdf?_ga=2.64182575.1075813826.1549951948-408670073.1549951948
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Etapas

Questao Estratégia de Processo de Organizagao e Apresentac¢ao
norteadora busca Seleg¢ao categorizacao do quadro de
da informacao sintese




questdo norteadora

-

-

Contextualizar
o problema

~

/

4 )
Qual a questao
principal?

\_ /

4 )

Qual a
necessidade de
informacao?

J

\_




Questao
norteadora

Estratégia de busca

Processo de selegdo Organizac3o e

categorizagao da
informacao

Quadro de sintese



Estrategia de busca

 Descreve os termos escolhidos
 Descreve 0 uso de vocabulario controlado
 Descreve o idioma

* Apresenta a expressao de busca

* Apresenta a data da busca



Estrategia de busca

Fontes de

: - Expresséo de busca Resultados
informacao

"integrative review"[All Fields] OR
(integrative[All Fields] AND
PubMed ("review"[Publication Type] OR "review 8615
literature as topic"[MeSH Terms] OR "review
literature"[All Fields]))

tw:("integrative review" OR "integrative review
Medline via Lilacs| literature") AND (instance:"regional") AND ( 800
db:("MEDLINE"))




Fontes de informacao

PubMed, Web of Science, Scopus, CINAHL,
Lilacs, SciELO, Redalyc, PsycINFO,
Physiotherapy Evidence Database (PEDro),
Repositorios tematicos, Banco de teses e
dissertacoes e outras de acordo com a
especificidade do estudo.




Processo de selecdo

ldentificacao

RN

Triagem

A

Elegibilidade

)

Critérios de inclusao
Critérios de exclusao

Corpus




Processo de selecao dos artigos \

1. Exportar para o gerenciador de referéncias

2. Excluir duplicatas

3. Leitura do artigos por titulo e resumo, excluir conforme critérios de inclusao
e exclusao

4. Recuperagao dos artigos selecionados para leitura texto completo

5. Leitura dos artigos texto completo, excluir conforme critérios de inclusao e
exclusao

©. Definir amostra para sintese.

- /
\4




https://www.bmj.com/content/364/bmj.l42?hootPostID=fae46553a6a5108bc6ce36d7c91d360d



Organizacdo e categorizacdo da informacao

. Categorizar Preparar a
Organizar a ,
. ~ a Sintese dos
informagao | . ~ .
informacgao artigos

A\ A\




Apresentacdo do quadro de sintese

Elaborar o
guadro da
sintese

AN

Discutir as
categorias

Apontar a
aplicabilidade

AN




Quadro de sintese

Autores/data

Pais

Objetivo

Delineamento
metodologico

Populagao do
estudo

Principais
resultados

Recomendagoes
Consideragoes




Ecossistemas atuais e emergentes do conhecimento em saude.

Praticas de saude

Sistema de suporte de decis3o Aprendendo sistemas de saude

Hypotheses
translation Prioritisation

. G GEEE e Bancos de dados em saude
Guia vivo :
Publication Publication .
Systematic
rewew

N Linkagem de repositdrios de dados
Servico de evidéncia vivo

Knowledge

k Revusao sistematica viva /
-

https://journals.plos.org/plosmedicine/article?id=10.1371/journal.pmed.1001603



g e q UdQ '|'O r Enhancing the QUAIity and Vet fhe EQUATOR

network

m Library Toolkits Courses & events News Blog m Contact

Transparency Of health Research Spanish Website

Essential resources for writing and publishing health research

Library for health Reporting guidelines for main
i Guidelines for
research reportlng StUdy types Reporting Health Research
The Library contains a comprehensive searchable Randomised trials CONSORT  Extensions Other ki
database of reporting guidelines and also links to Observational studies STROBE Extensions Other
other resources relevant to research reporting. Systematic reviews PRISMA. Extensions Other
Case reports CARE Other
Search for reporting o
v guidelines Qualitative research SEQR COREQ Other
Diagnostic / prognostic STARD TRIPOD Other
Mot sure which reporting studies
? guideline to use?
Quality improvement studies SQUIRE Other
Reporting guidelines Economic evaluations CHEERS Other ) Lo .
x under development =l MNew book edited by the EQUATOR team
Animal pre-clinical studies ARRIVE Other Guidelines for Reporting Health
s} Visit the library for Study protocols SPIRIT PRISMA-P Other Research: a User's Manual

more resources
e & & o

'l [Tt | ki = P

http://www.equator-network.org/



http://www.equator-network.org/
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@EvidenceRobot

A happy little robot that loves to retweet
any #systematicreview #metaanalysis
#SysRev #evidencesynthesis
#researchsynthesis tweets. By

@MetakEvidence

£ Mensagens oy Buscar no Twitter

Tweets Seguindo Seguidores Curtidas
76 mil 1 2.061 34
Tweets Tweets e respostas Midia Quem seguir - Atualizar - Ver todos
Ver 4 novos Tweets a Rafael Menin @ @rafacim...
¥ Tweet Fixado ﬂ,
SystematicReviewBot @EvidenceRobot - 13 de set de 2018 v Promovido
If you notice this bot share irrelevant content, please DM @MetaEvidence with a

link to the problem tweet. | can then either delete the tweet or block the account ‘ : €ampbe|l U'__( & lreland @..

in question. | want to ensure the bot remains relevant and useful and greatly 'f,' Sequir :'




Fontes de informacao

1. F1000 Research Open for Science

2. Open Science Framework

3. Prospero — Registro de revisao sistematica
4. Clinical Trials — Registro de ensaios clinicos
5. ICTRP — Registros de ensaios clinicos

6. PubMed

7.  Web of Science

8. Scopus

9. SCimago

10. Biblioteca Virtual em Saude

11. Google académico

12. Twitter



Exercicio de
pesquisa
bibliografica

https://figshare.com/articles/Exerc cio de pesq

Nome

Titubo provisdno da peaguiba

ETAPA 1 - Contaxto do problema @ questiic norteadora

Escrover a nocoasidade do faXer uma raeviado sobro o tema

Problema de peaquisa Queatiio norteadora principal Queatbos secunddrias
a questlo d 20

ldontfcar o probie e forma | Elaborar L O 30 posques | So necesadria. aloncar
X O ntoe
ns neceasidade do mlormacho. | complementares 20 tema de
152

ETAPA 2 - Estratégla de busca

Descrover a estratégla do busca wliizando ca soguintes passos:

Palavras chaves idescritores DeCSiMeSH MOutros: axemplo UNESCO. Céincias da Informaclo efo
Listar as palavras chave Vonticar ao palvras chave 30 estio incluidas nos

vocabuldncs controlados Listar oo descrtoras o sindnimos

Expansdo semantica

Vonfcar a pary 4os amges Chavd rocuparndos oo 20MMos WBEZaaos Dedde atores 0 Indexadored

uisa bibliogr fica/5616901/2

Contato azianarerz20email com Biog hitps//assianaraiz com/


https://figshare.com/articles/Exerc_cio_de_pesquisa_bibliogr_fica/5616901/2
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BLOG SOBRE PUBLICACOES E AFINS CONTATO NEWSLETTER

J u I iana ReiS Pesquisar...

MOBILIZANDO CONHECIMENTO PARA ACAO

Muito obrigagal

https://ajulianareis.com/
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