
Reclassifying Cochrane Systematic Reviews of interventions 
 on the basis of results and recommendations:  

steps towards a user friendly interface 

The resources in The Cochrane Library are used by clinicians, researchers, consumers and health policy makers 

to make well-informed decisions. The Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews (CDSR) in The Cochrane 

Library contains over 5000 reviews on the effectiveness of health care interventions. The rising impact factor of 

the CDSR also bears testimony to its increasing importance.  

 

Currently, The Cochrane Library allows searching for reviews based on health conditions or disease categories 

and interventions, but does not facilitate searching by the results of the interventions or the recommendations of 

the review. We aim to reclassify the reviews in the CDSR for the benefit of users with a special focus on: 

 

 Decision makers who may like to see what interventions are beneficial and harmful for a particular 

condition. 

 Researchers who would like to see where the gaps in the evidence are, with respect to various diseases and 

interventions. 

 

In this communication, we present the methods we propose to use to achieve this  

To reclassify each intervention review in the CDSR based on their results and recommendations in order to 

identify readily the interventions that are likely to be harmful or beneficial, or where uncertainty exists, in order 

to aid effective dissemination to the effects of interventions and to identify research priorities 

Reclassification of Cochrane Systematic Reviews on the basis of the benefits, harms, and uncertainties has the 

potential to facilitate a more user relevant interface of the CDSR and consequently more use of the information 

available in The Cochrane library. 
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Quality of evidence Decisions 

High Definitely Beneficial / Harmful / No Benefits 

Moderate Probably beneficial/ Harmful / No Benefits 

Low Unsure 

Very Low Unsure 

Step1:  For each review in the CDSR, at least two people will independently extract the following data: 

  

Population, Intervention, Comparison, Outcome, Pooled Summary statistics from each meta-analysis and 

the quality of evidence as ascertained in the Summary of Findings (SoF) Tables using Grade Approach. If 

the review lacks a SoF table, we will grading of the evidence for important primary and secondary 

outcomes.  

 

Step2: From each review we will classify each intervention and comparison as definitely harmful, 

definitely beneficial, definitely no appreciable benefits, and uncertain effects. We will make this decision 

based on the effect estimates and overall quality of evidence.  

Objective 

Step3:We will present our results and assess the feasibility of tagging the interventions in the reviews as 

per the classification to aid searching by their results and recommendations  
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