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Attendees: Petra Macaskill, Penny Whiting, Marie Westwood, Paul Glaziou, Patrick Bossuyt, Ruth 
Mitchell, Anne Rutjes, Nathan Pace, Yemisi Takwoingi, Roberto d’Amico, Jon Deeks, Hans Reitsma, 
Airton Stein, Andres Aragon,  Tsung Yu, Cristian Baicus, Tian Hong Laing, Heike Raab. 

1)      Constantine Gatsonis has stepped down as a co-convenor of the SDTMG, but  will remain 
involved with other aspects of Cochrane DTA reviews, particularly through the DTA editorial 
board.  We would like to extend our thanks to him for his hard work for the group over the 
years. Any volunteer(s) who would like to become a co-convenor for the group, please see 
Petra. 

2)      Related to Constantine stepping down as co-convenor, the email list will be moving from the 
Brown.edu server onto the main Cochrane mailing list server. 

3)      The Website needs development to get it up and running.  Susi Wisniewski volunteered to 
help with this. 

4)      A further monitoring exercise was carried out in 2011. This was less onerous than the 2010 
version.  The key areas of accountability were the website and email lists. There was also a 
focus on productivity of members in terms of the number of publications by member on 
behalf of SDTMG.  Such counts are problematic because members are actively publishing in 
the area but it would be presumptuous of the SDTMG to “claim” these publications with 
direct approval of authors. General feedback was that this may not be appropriate but it was 
suggested that a ‘further reading’ section of the website could detail publications by 
members (and others) that may be of interest.   

5)      Jon Deeks gave an update on the DTA Working Group and Editorial Team. Many SDTMG 
members also belong to these groups but activities are separated due to funding 
arrangements. The DTA Working Group is regarded by the Cochrane Collaboration and its 
funders as a temporary entity.  Working group activities include: 

a)      Software:  RevMan 5 includes elements required to prepare a DTA review. The 
RevMan 6 release will iron out many issues related to DTA reviews.  There is a 
RevMan wishlist, which collates all requests relating to updating RevMan, and those 
relating to DTA are managed by Yemisi Takwoingi. 

b)      DTA handbook:  The Handbook is published on the srdta.cochrane.org website. The 
core chapters are mostly written and available, with the exception of the 
interpretation chapter that is in progress.  There may be further changes required to 
existing chapters due to recent methodological or policy changes (e.g. QUADAS 2) 
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c)       QUADAS 2 has been published this week in the Annals of Internal Medicine. This will 
have consequences for both the handbook and the RevMan software.  A plan for the 
implementation of QUADAS2 will be developed and circulated. 

d)      Training activities:  All CRGs who requested training have now been trained and 
training authors is now in progress.   

• Assuming an extension to current funding (in the process of application) 
there will be one further round of training for CRGs, aimed at those who 
were unable to take advantage of the initial round.   

• Colloquium workshops went well and were well-attended.   

• The team in Amsterdam run a two-day author training course annually.  This 
was held in September and was well-attended. 

• Author training in Birmingham follows a different structure, comprising four 
day-long modules run in rotation. These take the author team from the 
basics of formulating a title for DTA reviews, filling in their TRF through 
completing their protocol, followed by the extraction and analysis of data.  
The team in Birmingham aim to run the cycle of modules 3-4 times annually. 

• Development of distance learning materials is in progress. 

e)      Editorial process for DTA reviews:  Susi Wisniewski  (Programme Manager, 
Cochrane Diagnostic Test Accuracy Review Unit) summarised the process. Briefly, 
contact with author teams is handled by CRGs who send editorial drafts of protocol 
and reviews to the DTA Review Unit.  Protocols and reviews then undergo 
methodological peer review at the same time as they are undergoing clinical peer 
review by the CRG.  Each original submission (protocol or review) will receive peer 
reviewer reports from a statistician, a search specialist and an epidemiologist before 
discussion at an editorial meeting.  Revisions may bypass further peer review if 
decisions can be made by one or more editors.   

• The Cochrane DTA editorial team is extremely grateful to all  
methodologists who are assisting with improving and maintaining the 
quality of Cochrane DTA reviews by acting as peer reviewers. 

• The current publication tally of DTA reviews is: 5 full reviews and 33 
protocols with over 150 registered titles, protocols and reviews in progress. 

• The high number of registered titles means that the current editorial process 
is not sustainable for the predicted number of protocols and reviews that 
will be received in the next few years.   

• There is a plan to make a transition to a DTA editorial process that is 
managed within CRGs over the next few years.  CRGs will achieve ‘earned 
autonomy’ and will need to provide expertise in-house. 

6)      Ruth Mitchell gave an update on the DTA register. 
a)      Progress has been slow so far.  There are now 5,550 studies in the register, though 

we had hoped that there would be more by now. Nevertheless, this is a useful 
number.  The new Cochrane Register of Studies will allow the hosting of this on the 
web, which will make it much easier to manage coding of studies. 



b)      Training of TSCs is being developed by Ruth, Anne Eisinga, Julie Glanville and Marie 
Westwood.  Ruth will liaise with Mariska Leeflang to ensure that this is included as 
part of the distance learning package for Cochrane DTA reviews.  These training 
materials will be ratified by the SDTMG and the Information Retrieval Methods 
group. 

c)       EMBASE have introduced a DTA ‘study type’ from December 2010.  A project to 
assess the 1st year’s indexing would be interesting and useful.  Anne and Ruth are 
working with some US groups to have a similar tag in the NLM and once they have 
written their scope note they will be looking for support from DTA research groups 
globally. 

7)      General discussion.   
a)      Handbook chapters are not “set in stone” and part of SDTMG’s remit is to evaluate 

new methods and assess which are worth further investigation/development. E.g. 
methods for the analysis of multiple cut-points per study.  

b)      Feedback on Chapter 10 of the DTA handbook (Statistics) would be helpful. 
c)       Completion of Chapter 11 (interpretation) is the next handbook priority (see also 

point (f) below). 
d)      Patrick Bossuyt suggested that there should be a wishlist of methods issues for 

discussion by the group or subgroups. E.g. Interpreting results, making 
recommendations, Risk of Bias for comparative studies. 

e)      Translation of materials into other languages. GRADE use a step-by-step process to 
validate translations.  It is suggested that this should be used if we have any 
members with language skills willing to translate material. 

f)       Interpretation chapter – the aim is to develop a series of options for making 
recommendations from systematic reviews of DTA.  A discussion document will be 
produced and circulated through the mailing list of SDTMG. 

g)      There was a question about the ability of RevMan to undertake statistical modelling 
and whether this would be included in RevMan6.  Petra responded that adding this 
would be extremely complex for very little benefit given that these analyses can be 
done using standard statistical software and imported.  > Susi to add this to the 
FAQs on the website. 

h)      It was suggested that further clarification is needed for authors of DTA protocols 
about the level of detail required to allow peer reviewers and review users to make 
sense of the methods. 

i)        GRADE summary of findings was discussed. SDTMG does not endorse the 
application of GRADE recommendations DTA reviews, as all accuracy studies are 
indirect and therefore deemed not to be of ‘high quality’.  The DTA WG plans to look 
at summary of results tables from the first 20 published reviews when that point is 
reached.  This will inform recommendations on how to present results.  Paul 
Glasziou will emphasise the need for further work on DTA at the GRADE working 
group meeting, and also emphasise that this needs to be done in consultation with 
the SDTMG. Open and constructive discussion between the two groups is needed. 


