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informacijos Saltiniai




Sisteminé literatliros apzvalga VS

, i, Sistemine
Literaturos . _
y literaturos
apzvalga .
apzvalga

Literatliros apzvalga Sisteminé literatiiros apzvalga

e Apibendrina tam tikros sritiesar ¢ Metodologiskai grieztai

temos literaturos Saltinius. apibréztas procesas, kuris siekia

* Taiyra sintezé ankscCiau atlikty minimalizuoti bet kokj SaliSkuma
darby ir pateikti objektyviausig

* Apibendrina, kg tyrimai sako tam atsakyma j tam tikrg klausima.
tikra tema * Objektyvi sisteminé apzvalga

* Identifikuoja tam tikros srities reikalauja nustatyti konkrety
Ziniy klausimag ir straipsniy atrankos

<riterijus dar prieS pradedant
literatlros paieska.




Pasirengimo etapas

Pries atliekant sistemine apzvalgg, butina atlikti pradine literattros

Saltiniy paieska.

* |abai gerai susipazinti su sampratomis, konstruktais, literatura,
jsigilinti j teorijg, atrinkti reikSminius zodzius.

* iSsiaiskinti, ar klausimas, kurj ketinate tyrinéti is tiesy yra

tyrinétas ir yra pakankamai tyrimy, kuriuos galétuméte

sisteminti, daryti iSvadas ir/ar atlikti metaanalize.

http://meta-evidence.co.uk/difference-systematic-review-meta-analysis/



http://meta-evidence.co.uk/difference-systematic-review-meta-analysis/

Sistemines literaturos apzvalgos

etapal

MEREVINER

Vykdymas

Dokumentavimas

e Tyrimo klausimo formulavimas
e Apzvalgos protokolo rengimas
e Protokolo validavimas

e |dentifikuojami analizei naudojami
tyrimai/saltiniai

e Atrenkami tyrimai

e Jvertinama jy kokybeé

e Gaunami duomenys (uzpildoma forma)

e Apibendrinami tyrimy duomenys

e Rengiama literatlros apzvalgos ataskaita
e Validuojama tyrimo ataskaita




Planavimas: tyrimo klausimas

Tinkamai suformuluotas klausimas yra pagrindas sukurti tikslig
ir sekmingg paieskos strategija.

Struktura
CIMO

CHIP

PICOC

Sudétiniai elementai Disciplina

Context Vadyba, verslas,
Intervention administravimas
Mechanisms

Outcomes

Context Psichologija
How

Issues

Population

Patient Socialiniai mokslai
Intervention

Comparison

Outcome

Context

https://lib.guides.umd.edu/SR/research question



https://lib.guides.umd.edu/SR/research_question

Tyrimo klausimo formulavimas

P I C (0
(patient, (intervention, (comparison) (outcome)
problem, prognostic

population) factors)
problema, intervencija, palyginimas rezultatai
populiacija, prognozuojamas
pacientai veiksnys
moterys kognityviné standartiné gyvenimo
sergancios elgesio terapija  slauga, vaistai kokybé

Sizofrenija

Kokig jtakg motery, serganciy Sizofrenija, gyvenimo kokybei daro
kognityviné elgesio terapija lyginant su standartine slauga ir vaisty
naudojimu?




Komandos sudarymas

Bent du tyréjai ir sprendimy prieme¢jas
Komandos nariai turi turéti ekspertiniy ziniy dalyko srityje,
ziniy kaip atlikti sistemine apzvalga, literatlros paieskos

gebégjimus




Apzvalgos protokolas

=  Konceptualias diskusijas dél tyrimo klausimo
= Paieskos proceso aprasymas

= Jtraukimo ir atmetimo kriterijai

= Studijos kokybés vertinimo procesas

= Duomeny gavimo ir apibendrinimo procesai
" JraSy saugojimas

= Laiko planas

*PRISMA extension for Protocols
Cochrane Handbook - Chapter 4
|nstitute of Medicine — Standards for systematic reviews (section 2.6)



http://www.prisma-statement.org/Extensions/Protocols
http://handbook.cochrane.org/
http://iom.nationalacademies.org/Reports/2011/Finding-What-Works-in-Health-Care-Standards-for-Systematic-Reviews/Standards.aspx

+

PRISMA kontrolinis sgrasas

27 punkty kontrolinis sgrasas apraso sisteminés literatlros apzvalgos

elementus: pavadinimg, santrauka, metodus, rezultatus, diskusijas ir

finansavima.

i

PRISMA 2009 Checklist

=y

PRISMA 2009 Checklist

Section/topic # Checklist item Sectionftopic # Checklist item
TITLE Risk of bias scross studies 15 | Specify any assassment of risk of hias that may affect tha i {eg bias, selective
Title | 1 ‘ \dentify the report as a systematic review, meta-analysis, ar both. reporting within studies).
Additional analyses 18 | Describe methods of additionsl analyses (e.g.. sensitivity or subgroup analyses. mets-regression), if done, indicating
ABSTRACT which were pre-specified.
Structured summary 2 | Provide = structured summary inclucing. a= spplicable: background; objectives; dats sources; study eligibility criteria,
perticipants, =nd interventions: study sppraissl snd - results; limi - conclusions and RESULTS
ons of key findings; ic review regi number. Study selection 17 | Give numbers of studies screened, assessed for eligibility. and included in the review, with reasons for exclusions st
each stage, ideally with & flow diagram.
INTROMETION Study charscteristi 18 | Fi ch st nt characteristics fi hich dat: xtractad tudy size, FICOS, foll icd) and
Rationale 3 | Describe the rationale for the review in the context of what s aRRARK KREWA, udy charactensties or ga . ut_iy. _prP_w aracienstics for whics 8 WETE Sire (&g, study size, . followi-up pericd) &n
provide the citations.
Ohbjectives 4 | Provide an explicit beipg.aAA fwith fo interventions, comparisons, Risk of bias within studies 19 | Present data on risk of bias of esch study and, if available, any outcome level assessment (see item 12).
outcomes, and study design |PICOS)
Results of individusl studies | 20 | For all cutcomes considered (benefits or harms), present, for each study: (s) simple summary dats for each
METHODS intervention group {b) effect estimstes and confidence intervals, ideally with = forest plot.
Protocol and registration 5 Indlca[e \f & lEvlew prmocoll lesls if de\_ﬂhere |[::n be accessed (e.g., Web address). and, if avsilable. provide Synthesis of results 21 | Present results of each mets-anslysis done. including confidence intervals and messures of consistency.
including s number.
—— - Risk of biss across studies 22 | Prasent results of any assessment of risk of bias across studies (ses Item 15).
Elgibility criteria 6 | Specify study charactenstics (e.g.. PICOS. length of folk p) and report (e.g.. years considered,
language, publicstion status) used as criteria for eligibiity, piving rationale. Additional analysis 23 | Give results of additional analyses, if dane (e.g., sensitivity or subgroup analyses, meta-reg 2 [zee Hem 16]).
Information sources 7 | Describe all information sources (e... databases with dates of coverage. contact with study authors to identify DISCUSSION
additional studies) in the search and date last searched.
Summary of evidence 24 | Summarize the main findings including the strength of evidence for each main outcome; consider their relevance to
Search | Present full electronic search strateqy for st least one dstabass._ inciuding any limits used, such that it coulg.hg, key groups (2.g.. healthcare providers, users, and policy makers).
: Limitations 25 | Discuss imitations st study and outcome level (e.g.. risk of bias), and at review-level (e.g., incomplete retrieval of
Study selection 0 | State the process for selecting studies (e, scresning, eligibility. included in ic review, and, if identified reseerch, reporting bias).
included in the meta-analysis).
Conclusions 26 | Provide s general interpretation of the results in the context of other evidence. and implications for future research.
Data collection process 10 | Describe method of data extraction from reparts (e.g .. piloted forms, independently, in duplicate) and sny processes
for ebtaining and confirming data from invastigators. FUNDING
Data ftems 11 | List and define all varizbles for which dsta were saught (2 g.. PICOS, funding sources) and any assumptions and Funding 27 | Deseribe sources of funding for the systematic review and other support (e.g.. supply of dsta); role of funders for the
simplifications made. =ystematic review
Risk of bizs in individusl 12 | Describe metheds usad for assessing risk of biss of individual studies (including spacificstion of whether this was
studies done at the study or outcome level), and how this information is to be used in any data synthesis. From: Moher D, Liberati A T=| I.:M J. Altman DG, Tha PRISMA Graup (2008). Preferred Reporting Bems for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses: The PRISMA Statement. PLoS Med 6(7): 1000097,
- - — . e 101371 figyrpah e 001
Summary measures 12 | State the principal summary measures (e.g., risk ratic, difierence in means). For more i [—— orm
Synthesis of resulis 14 | Describe the methods of handling data and combining results of studies, if done, including measures of consistency Page20f2

{e.g.. Ffor each mets-analysis.

http://prisma-statement.org/PRISMAStatement/Checklist.aspx

Page 10f 2
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Literaturos paieska

Web of
_—7 Science
Moksliné literatura —, Scopus
Elsevier
Google
Scholar

Klausti v .
3 ) m Zurnalai
ersperty | Nepublikuoti

\
» tyrimy rezultatai 3>
,‘/ ‘N,
s




Paieskos klausimo formulavimas

= Paieskos klausimo terminai transformuojami j paieskos
terminus

= Naudojami kontroliuojami zodynai, tezaurai (MESH, ERIC)

= Laisvai pasirenkami terminai, sinonimai

= Rasyba, sintaksé

= Loginiai operatoriai (AND, OR, NOT, kt.)

= Paieska siaurinantys/ispleciantys kriterijai (pvz., publikacijy

rasys, metai, temos, kt.)

Pastaba: paieskos strategija kiekvienai duomeny bazei

rengiama atskirai

https://lib.guides.umd.edu/SR/search strategy



https://lib.guides.umd.edu/SR/search_strategy

Literaturos paieska

LiteratUros paieska turi buti metodiska, tiksli, iSsami ir visapusiska:

= pasirinkti disciplinai aktualias duomeny bazes, ieskoti publikuotuose ir

nepublikuotuose Saltiniuose (angl. grey literature).

= Perziuréti svarbiausius srities mokslo Zurnalus, konsultuotis su srities

ekspertais.

= atlikti pasaulinés literattros paieska, ne tik angly kalba ar tik tam

tikrame regione.
= jeSkoti jvairiy mokslo sri€iy ar discipliny Saltiniuose.

= naudoti visus galimus paiesSkos terminus, apibudinancius tiriama

koncepta.

= jtraukti tik metodologiskai patikimus tyrimus.




Paieskos klausimo pavyzdys

How is the value of librarians perceived by nurses and physicians at
hospitals?

(“Librarians”[Mesh] OR “Librarians”[title/abstract]) AND
(“Hospital”[Mesh] OR “Nurses”[Mesh] OR “Hospital”[title/abstract]
OR “Physicians”[Mesh] OR “Nurses”’[Mesh] OR
“Hospital”[title/abstract] OR “Physicians”[title/abstract] OR
“Nurses”[title/abstract] TAK “Librarians” AND (“Hospitals” OR
“Physicians” OR “Nurses”))

Global perspectives of research data sharing

“research data sharing AND researchers”; “digital curation AND data

”n, u

sharing”; “research data sharing AND open science”; and “research
data sharing AND open data”.




Itraukimo/atmetimo kriterijy pavyzdys

Itraukimo kriterijai:

« Journal articles, case reports, theses/dissertations, and
books which reported on data sharing

« Empirical scholarly documents which used quantitative
design or qualitative design or both

« Materials written in the English language

« Materials published in 2007 or later

Atmetimo kriterijai:

* Conference papers, letters, editorials, book reviews, research
notes, and short communications

e Articles not published in the English language

e Publications earlier than 2007

Chawinga, W. D., & Zinn, S. (2019). Global perspectives of research data sharing: A
systematic literature review. Library & Information Science Research, 41(2), 109-122.
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.LISR.2019.04.004



https://doi.org/10.1016/J.LISR.2019.04.004

Paieskos proceso dokumentavimas: PRISMA Flow Diagram
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http://prisma-statement.org/prismastatement/flowdiagram.aspx
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Database searching
identified 462 articles as
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Chawinga, W. D., & Zinn, S. (2019). Global perspectives of research data sharing: A systematic literature
review. Library & Information Science Research, 41(2), 109-122. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.LISR.2019.04.004




Pirmine informacijos saltiniy atranka

" JraSus saugoti naudojant informacijos tvarkymo progamas

(EndNote, Mendeley, kt.)
= Pirmine atranka atlikti perzitrint pavadinimus ir santraukas.

= Atranka turi atlikti bent du tyreéjai, siekiant iSvengti klaidy ir
saliSkumo.
= Turi buti is anksto sutarta, kaip bus sprendziami nesutarimai

dél skirtingy vertinimy.

= Reikia saugoti jrasus apie visus atmestus informacijos

saltinius ir kodeél jie nebuvo jtraukti.




Antrine saltiniy atranka

Vykdomas perziurint viso teksto Saltinius

Atranka turi atlikti bent du tyréjai, siekiant iSvengti klaidy ir
saliSkumo.
Naudoti atrankos kriterijy sgrasg ar kokybés vertinimo

skale

Siekiant nesaliskumo atrankg vykdantys tyréjai turéty

nezinoti, kas yra autoriai, institucijos ir leidéjai




Duomeny gavimas

= Duomenys keliami j iS parengtg, suderintg ir pratestuotg

duomeny surinkimo forma (lentele)
= Duomenis turi kelti bent du tyréjai

= Kiekybiniams rezultatams atliekama metaanalizé

Sample Review Matrix on the use of Acupuncture for Treating Chronic Lower Back Pain
REFERENCE SUBJECTS DATA VARIABLES CONCLUSION COMMENTS

Author(s) Title Journal Year Published # Subject Characteristics Sample Design Year Data Collected Control Intervention

Multicenter, randomized, patient-assessor blind.

Similar baselil :
imilarbaseline Visual analogue scale (VAS) score, Oswestry

Cho YJ, Song YK, Cha YY, Shin BC, Shin IH,  Acupuncture for chronic low back pain: A e
characteristics except

Sham acupuncture Real acupuncture Based on VAS scores,

Park HJ, Lee HS, Kim KW, Cho JH, Chung  multicenter, randomized, patient-assessor blind, Spine 2013 130 for Oswestry Disabilit Disability Index, general health status (Short Form- 2008-2010 treatments treatments acupuncture is effective
WS, Lee JH, Song MY sham-controlled clinical trial o d‘éx ¥ 36), and Beck Depression Inventory (BDI). Treated >6 P
weeks for 2x week.
Cherkin DC, Sherman KJ, Avins AL, Erro JH, , ) ) Randomlzgd-cor.nrol tr.lal, Modified Ro!leand Disability , Individualized Acupunclure found effec.nve
N A randomized trial comparing acupuncture, . " Questionnaire, pain scale from 0 ("not at all (Recruitment acupuncture, for chronic low back pain,

Ichikawa L, Barlow WE, Delaney K, Hawkes . Similar baseline " " " . - " )
R, Hamilton L Pressman A, Khalsa P, simulated acupuncture, and usual care for Arch. Intern Med. 2009 638 characteristics bothersome") to 10 ("extremely bothersome"),  occurred March 2004 Usual care standardized but tailoring needling sites

! ! ! ! chronic low back pain Physical and Mental Health Component Summary through August 2006.) acupuncture, or unimportant. Unclear what

D RA q .
eyo Scores. 10 treatments over 7 weeks. simulated acupuncture this means.




Rezultaty interpretavimas

= Artyrimo rezultatai turi ribotumy dél neiSvengiamo

saliSkumo?
= Kokios yra rezultatuose pateikty jrodymuy stiprybés?
= Kaip gauti rezultatai gali bati panaudojami?

= Kokia yra gauty rezultaty reiksmé vykdant tolimesnius

tyrimus?

= Kokia yra ekonominé nauda?

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S074081881830330X#s0015



https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S074081881830330X#s0015

Sisteminés literatliros apzvalgos etapai

1.

9.

Konkretaus klausimo suformulavimas
Komandos suformavimas

Sisteminés apzvalgos protokolo sudarymas

Tiksliniy tyrimy atranka is paieskos rezultaty
Atrinkty Saltiniy/tyrimy jvertinimas

Duomeny gavimas is atsirinkty straipsniy j iS anksto
susidarytg forma

Duomeny analizé, anksCiau pasirinktiems klausimams
atsakyti

Rezultaty ir iSvady aprasymas

10. Literaturos apzvalgos ataskaitos raSymas




Kaip uztikrinti produktyvig sistematine
apzvalga
Uztikrinti efektyvig komandos komunikacijg

Susitikti su komanda reguliariai atsakant j visus klausimus ir

pasiziurint ar visi turi tg patj supratima

Jvertinti visus galimus konfliktuojancias subjektyvias

interpretacijas dél jtraukimo/atmetimo kriterijy

Aptarti galimus tyrimo rezultatus, kurie tiksliai neatitinka

jtraukimo/atmetimo kriterijy

Aptarti vaidmenis ir uzduotis tarp komandos nariy




Klausimail?

Kauno technologijos universiteto biblioteka
biblioteka@ktu.It
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