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Objectives

* Usual practice search was comprehensive bibliographic
database searching in several bibliographic databases.

Figure 1. Iterative search framework — Example

lterative search was run for two iterations. The first
iteration was focused on health technology assessments
and second was a bibliographic database search.

Figure 1 shows the iterative search framework that was
used to transparently record all the alternative searches.

The number of publications finally used in the model was
similar across the search methods.

The SLR was found to be the least precise search method,
with precision of 5% compared to 23% and 9% for
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e Precisionis calculated by dividing the total number of articles found with the number of true positives (Medline), with restricted synonyms and limiting parts of

e Numberneededto read (NNR) is defined as the number of irrelevant citations a reviewer must screen for each relevant citation found the search to abstract onIy (TotaI n=129)

 While the SLR method identified the most publications,
the alternative search methods were more efficient
(more precise and took less time), without changing the

e Followingconsiderationsdetermine whether the study might be relevantfor the health economic model:  The usual practice SLR method identified the most

publications for consideration to be used in the model; 28
versus 19 and 11 from iterative searching and rapid
review, respectively.

o Were all known relevantcitationsidentified, and were they all needed for modelling?

o If all known relevant citationswere not identified, did it make any difference for modelling?

economic conclusions from the cost-

effectiveness model.

generated
o If new relevantcitations(that were notidentified by usual practice search) were identified, did they make a difference for modelling?
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