
Tips for reporting this item: 

 Provide a narrative description for the selection process 

of the included sources of evidence 

 Include information about the process for developing the 

form used to standardize the selection evidence source 

(questions included in the form, testing the form, 

software used, etc.) 

 Describe if calibration exercise was performed including 

the number of persons who tested the form, number of 

citations and full-text articles tested, the process for 

resolving inconsistences, and key changes that were 

made and why 

 Describe the full screening process (number of 

reviewers, duplicate screening, verification) and how 

inconsistencies or disagreements were resolved (ex. 

third party) 

 

Example:  

“To increase consistency among reviewers, all reviewers 
screened the same 50 publications, discussed the results and 
amended the screening and data extraction manual before 
beginning screening for this review. Nine reviewers working in 
pairs sequentially evaluated the titles, abstracts and then full text 
of all publications identified by our searches for potentially 
relevant publications. . . . We resolved disagreements on study 
selection and data extraction by consensus and discussion with 
other reviewers if needed.” 
 
Duffett M, Choong K, Hartling L, Menon K, Thabane L, Cook DJ. Randomized controlled trials in 

pediatric critical care: a scoping review. Crit Care. 2013;17:R256. [PMID: 24168782] 

doi:10.1186/cc13083 

 

 

ITEM 9: SELECTION OF SOURCES OF EVIDENCE 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

PRISMA-ScR 
 

 Title 1 Title 

 Abstract 2 Structured summary 

 Introduction 
3 Rationale 

4 Objectives 

 Methods 

5 
Protocol and 
registration  

6 Eligibility criteria 

7 Information sources 

8 Search 

9 
Selection of sources 
of evidence 

10 Data charting process 

11 Data items 

12 
Critical appraisal of 
individual sources of 
evidence 

13     Synthesis of results 

 Results 

14 
Selection of sources of 
evidence 

15 
Characteristics of 
sources evidence  

16 
Critical appraisal within 
sources of evidence 

17 
Results of individual 
sources of evidence 

18 Synthesis of results 

 Discussion 

19 Summary of evidence 

20 Limitations 

21 Conclusions 

 Funding 22 Funding 

 

From: Tricco AC, Lillie E, Zarin W, O'Brien KK, Colquhoun H, Levac D, et al. PRISMA Extension for Scoping Reviews 
(PRISMA-ScR): Checklist and Explanation. Ann Intern Med. 2018;169:467–473. doi:10.7326/M18-0850 

More resources are available here. You can provide feedback here. 

 

State the process for selecting sources of evidence (that is, screening and 
eligibility) included in the scoping review. 
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https://knowledgetranslation.net/portfolios/the-prisma-scr-prisma-extension-for-scoping-reviews/
https://knowledgetranslation.qualtrics.com/jfe/form/SV_4Pm4NExCVuB69RH

