
How well-prepared* 
are you to…

All participants 
completing 

“Before” survey
(n=307)

Participants completing 
the course (n=35)

“Before” 
survey

“After” 
survey

Classify different 
types of research 
questions?

79 (26%) 7 (20%) 27 (77%) 

Understand study 
designs and how 
they relate to each 
type of research 
question?

85 (28%) 8 (23%) 25 (71%)

Use and interpret 
measures of 
association and 
statistical tests used 
to report the results?

75 (24%) 7 (20%) 22 (63%)

Identify potential for 
bias in research 
studies?

86 (28%) 6 (17%) 23 (66%) 

Total registration
(n = 634)

Total number (%) 
completing 

“Before” survey 
(n = 307)

Number (%) 
completing 

course 
(n = 35)

Country
United States 141 (46) 14 (40)

United Kingdom 38 (12) 4 (11)
Australia 23   (7) 0

India 10   (3) 0
Canada 10   (3) 2   (6)

Other 85 (28) 15 (43)
Highest level of education

Doctorate or professional 
degree (e.g., PhD, MD) 212 (69) 24 (69)

Other 95 (31) 11 (31)
Health area of focus

Eyes and vision 126 (41) 14 (40)
Public Health 21   (7) 2   (6)

Evidence-based healthcare 19   (6) 3   (9)
Surgery 13   (4) 3   (9)
Cancer 12   (4) 4 (11)

Other 116 (38) 9 (26)
Reason for taking course

Training 100 (33) 10 (29)
Personal growth 177 (58) 20 (57)

Journal editor asked you to 
enroll 6   (2) 0

Other 24   (8) 5 (14)
Completed ≥1 lecture

Yes (268/634; 42%) 232 (76) 35 (100)
No (366/ 634; 58%) 75 (24) 0

BACKGROUND
In July 2011 we launched a free-of-charge, online 
course, Translating Critical Appraisal of a Manuscript 
to Meaningful Peer Review. It is hosted by the 
Cochrane Eyes and Vision Group US Project 
(CEVG@US).
OBJECTIVES
To describe the CEVG@US online course for 
training peer reviewers and to report usage statistics 
and feedback for the first year of the course.
METHODS
Development of the Course: The 7.5-hour course, 

offered through Johns Hopkins University, comprises 
12 lectures and is targeted to health professionals 
(see Figure). An international group of journal 
editors, clinicians, epidemiologists, and statisticians 
assembled to record the lectures.
Data Collection: Participants must register to enroll 

in the course, providing minimal participant 
information. Two surveys are completed by 
registrants, one before beginning the course 
(“before” survey) and one after the final module 
(“after” survey).
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Table 2. Evaluation from participants before and after the course. 

Figure. Lecture schedule and lecturers.

Table 1. Demographic and participant information.
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RESULTS
In the first year of the course, 634 people from over 
50 countries enrolled in the course (Table 1). Of 
those enrolled, 307 (58%) completed the 20-
question “before” survey and 268 (42%) accessed 
at least one lecture. Thirty-five people had 
completed the course and feedback from them has 
been positive (Table 2).

* Numbers represent those who assessed themselves as ‘Extremely well’ 
prepared or ‘Very well’ prepared.

CONCLUSIONS
Registration and the pre-course survey may present 
an initial barrier to proceeding, since only half of 
those registered go on to view lectures. In the 
future, we will attempt to determine whether the 
small number completing lectures is a negative 
reflection on content, the nature of the community’s 
need, or something else. We will pursue broader 
dissemination of the course (e.g., work more closely 
with journals). 
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