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Systematic Review: The Relationship between Clinical Experience and
Quality of Health Care

Miteesh K. Choudhry, MD; Robert H. Fletcher, MD, M5c; and Stephen B. Soumerai, 5cD

Figure 2. Distribution of study results relating physiclan age to clinical performance In varlous domailns.
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Type of Quallity Assessed

Bl Studies in which length of time in practice or age was associated with lower performance for all outcomes,

[ Studies in which length of time in practice or age was associated with lower performance for some
outcomes; no effect was found for other outcomes.

[ Studies in which there was a concave relationship between length of time in practice or age and
performance,

O Studies in which no association was found between length of time in practice or age and performance,

O Studies in which length of time in practice or age was assoclated with higher performance for some
outcomes; no effect was found for ather outcomes,

O Studies in which length of time in practice or age was associated with higher performance for all outcomes.
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Application of EvidencesA EBHC Application

‘pe Randomized control trial Cohort Diagnostic Systematic review
o | Did the study ask a clearly focused Dud the study address a clearly focused i1ssue? | Was there a clear question for the Did the review ask a clearly-focused
f question? study to address? question”
§ Was this a randonmused controlled trial Dhd the authors use an appropnate method to | Was there a comparison with an Dhd the review include the night type of
(RCT) and was it appropnately so? answer their question? appropmnate reference standard? study?
Were participants appropriately allocated | Was the cohort recnuted in an acceptable Dud all patients get the diagnostic Dud the reviewers try to idennfy all
to intervention and control groups? way? test and the reference standard? relevant studies?
Were participants, staff and study Was the exposure accurately measured Could the results of the test of Dud the reviewers assess the quality of
personnel ‘blind’ to participants” study to mumnuze bias? interest have been mfluenced by the | the included studies?
group? results of the reference standard?
Were all of the participants who entered | Was the outcome accurately measured Is the disease status of the tested If the results of the studies have been
the tnal accounted for at its conclusion? to muninize bias? population clearly described? combined, was it reasonable to do so?
; Were the participants i all groups A. Have the authors identified all important Were the methods for performing How are the results presented and what 15|
==__: followed up and data collected in the confounding factors? the test described 1n sufficient the main result?
<2 Raig ey List the ones you think mught be important, it
that the authors nussed.
B. Have they taken account of the
confounding factors in the design and/or
analysis?
Did the study have enough participants to | A. Was the follow up of subjects complete What are the results? How precise are these results?
munanuse the play of chance? enough?
B. Was the follow up of subjects long
enough?
How are the results presented and what 15 | What are the results of this study? How sure are we about these results? | Can the results be applied to the local
E the main result? population?
-4 How precise are these results? How precise are the results? Can the results be applied to your Were all important outcomes considered
7 How precise is the estimate of the nisk? PRUBOR( Kb popURS L DY Seiesents
Were all important outcomes considered | Do you believe the results? Can the test be applied to your Should policy or practice change as a
g so the results can be applied? patient or population of interest? result of the evidence contained n this
=1 review?
é' Were all outcomes important to the
= individual or population considered?
= What would be the impact of using
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