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How many new reviews and updates were published
In 20157

931 new citation versions (447 updates; 484 new)

How many of the 447 updates changed conclusions?

101 (346 = no conclusions changed)

How many reviews were marked as “stable” in 20157
90
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“A search of MEDLINE and PubMed in November 2015 found only 1 RCT study,
and a search by the lead author of [review] yielded 3 potential studies, but
he does not think the inclusion of these new findings could substantially
change the conclusions made in 2013. An update has not been considered
necessary for two successive years. Our Trials Search Co-ordinator [Information
Specialist] will run a new search in 2016 to re-assess whether an update is
needed.”

“This review is not appropriate for update since [intervention] is now
routinely combined with [intervention] and there have been no further studies
using [intervention].”

“This review will no longer be regularly updated. Searches will still be
undertaken on a two-yearly basis by the [Group]. If, in future, relevant trials are
identified, the review will be updated again.”
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In first 3 months of 2015, about 40 reviews were withdrawn.
How many were withdrawn because
authors updating?

2

e.q. “This review is not up to date. It is currently being updated
and will be republished when the update is completed.”

In first 3 months of 2015, about 40 reviews were withdrawn.
How many were withdrawn because the
review was superseded?

23

e.g. “The review was withdrawn, as of Issue 1, 2015, because it has
been superseded by a new Cochrane review: [citation].”
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Aims
 Brief background - Updating Classification System for

Cochrane Reviews

* Apply an Update Status to a Cochrane Review using

example reviews
* Apply the Update Status to a Cochrane Review in Archie

* Learn how the Update Status will appear alongside a

published Cochrane Review



About the Updating
Classification System
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A little bit of background - and
acknowledgements!
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THE COCHRANE
COLLABORATION®

Lo fagonnement 3e Lavenin 3u contens Codhrane
Shaping the fiutue of Cochuane content

Pania, France, 18 @puf 2012

37. Classify Cochrane Reviews of interventions using the classification framework, at least every two
years. The framework, to be published on the Codbrane Database of Systematic Reviews, highlights to readers
whether a Cochrane Review addresses a historical or cutrrent question, and also indicates whether the
Cochrane Review is considered up to date, has an update is pending, or is not intended to be updated.

2012
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=R Updating Cochrane Reviews Workshop
\j/' Programme and Information
8 cooHRAN for Speakers and Participants
COLLABDRATION®
26t and 27t June 2014
Health Forum, 4t Floor, Mill's Library, McMaster
University, Hamilton, Ontario, Canada
DAY 2 WHAT TO DO NOW, AND WHAT 15 THE RESEARCH AGENDA?
9.00 Recap Tram previoud day Sally Hopewell Prasentation
910 PLS:Updating Classification Sysitem Paul Garmer Prasantalion 08, 1
9.25 P16z Creating a toolkit of approaches far Raschel Marskhall Prasentation Oh 1&2
prioritisation of updates and authorship of Harriet
updates Maclehasa
Rschel Churchill
and Emma Wealsh
955 Disousdian All
10,05 | COFFEE

The Updating Classification System and contents of the EPPR guide are based on the decision flowchart to assess
systematic reviews for updating included in the following publication:

Garner Paul, Hopewell Sally, Chandler Jackie, MacLehose Harriet, Akl Elie A, Beyene Joseph et al. When and how to
update systematic reviews: consensus and checklist BMJ 2016; 354 :i3507
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« Updating classification system workshop: Vienna
Colloquium, 2015: workshop with a focus on user
testing: system, Archie interface, and published review
interface

* Prepare for release and publication: working with
CEU and IKMD teams, and Wiley
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Relevance
{sedect Status Explanation
ane] (select one) | [select one or more)
Histarical | Mo update Interertian superseded
intended
Intersention withdrawn or no longer available
Interention causes severe adverse effects
Further research unlkely to charge conclusions
Current Mo update Irtenmntion superseded
irtended
Further research unikely to change conclusions
Research area no longer active
Upcate Hew relevant stucies identfiec
required

Mesw relevant studies identfied for comparzan
[intervention X] « [intervertion Y1 comparison
[inbervention ¥] » [intervention Z] ra longer
being updated

2012

[Published comment [langer; suggested standard sentences for CRGs, but not limited to these options].

s af |Date], this Cochrane Beview is na longer being updated. The editorial team belipves that the guestion sddressed
by this Cochrane Beview no langer relevant to decision making. 2= [Intervention] has been replaced by [Newer
ntervention] and is na longer used. See our Cochrane Review an [Neswer mterventions for Health Frablem] for details
about the [Newer intervention).[Ink 1o newer Cachrare Review]

45 of [Date], this Cochrane Beview is ro longer being upciated. The editorial team believes that the guestion addressed
fy this Cochrane Review no langer relevant to decision making. as [Intervention] has been withcdran from the market
wwarldwide. [intervention] has been withcrawn because [Beason for withcrawal].

As af [Date], this Cochrane Beview is na longsr being upcated. The editorial team believes that the question addressed

Decision-making flowchart te assess systematic reviews for updating, with standard terms to report

by this Cochrane Review no langer relevant to deciio
ne longer wsed. Further research is very unikely to ch

45 of [Date], this Cochrane Beview is o longer being
ay this Cochrane Beview no longer relevant to deckio
not effective meaning further research s unliioehy to c
= ne longer used.

M= of [Date], this Cochrane Review is ra longer being
Reviewts). [linkis) to newer Cochrane Review(s)]

Az af [Date], this Cochrane Beview is ra longsr being |
|effective/rat effective], meaning further research is 1

A= of [Date], this Cochrane Review is na longer being |
topic in the past ten years. [Optional: Further researc!
confidence in the effectfetc.].

A [scoping| search was performed an [Date], which id
have been added to the references in the section "aw:
Cochrane Review.

Comparison [inferverton X] v [imersention ¥: & [soo
actentialy relevart new studies, These studies hawve ©
classification’, but have nat yet been incorporated int
Comparison [intervertion Y] v [intervertion 21: As of |
updated, as there is high-quality eidence that [intery
urlikely to change our configences in the estimate of &

Changes to system

Archie interface

Presentation in the CDSR,

Cochrane Library

these decisions

Upeabe &t Raborale for updale satus

Does the published revees shil 7w=| frree ]
wddress a curent queshon or has ;
& had good access or usage, o [ —r A AN g T Flesearch aea nG longe: acre

& ow impanct ol praSlished erson (8.9, via

6 e e adies iheraded with search ",
Are Theane By PR SRS, OF W, 7. A e wwcorpotaied o sl reces seanch
Infrmaton 0 data for included ho fo-F-itate L] TRAFSRN b A bl 04
e oAk
B e fpovic neasend

10. Crrtaingy jquality) of secence hagh in

5 Pt SILCy OF Shucies, OF
new indormation o data, leely 10

e
Péerey ndorrmabon idenilied but enilely 1 change

O e
NS

change the reare lindings or . .
enpuitainy T 17 Deher [prosvide seascn) A
- 13 Acifien Curenlly updaling ™)
e o 14 Shters ey Asseasrsent
o ruryee Lincafe e 15 e conisons neeted
14, it [prirvide season] vy
Prepare wupdate

“I applcation of nevw methods will make imporiant changes o e neview, ogress i0 prepanng an update and mank & “updaie pendng™.

1 inierversions) noi in fpenenl sse o been ™,

2016



G) Cochrane
What is the Updating

Classification System?

+ Updating Classification System (UCS) guides readers as to whether a
Cochrane Review (not protocols) is:

* uptodate
* likely to be updated in future
* does not need updating at the current time

* Help Cochrane Review Groups (CRGs) with prioritisation decisions
for individual Cochrane Reviews

* Follows a decision-making flowchart

* Available for Intervention and Diagnostic Test Accuracy (DTA)
reviews (not protocols)
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Let’s look at the system
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=) Cochrane

Does the published review still
address a current question? Has
the review had good access or
usage? Review used valid
methods & was well conducted?

Are there any new relevant
methods? Are there any new
studies, or new information?

<

Will the adoption of new methods
change the findings or credibility?
Will the new studies/
information/data change the
findings or credibility?

Yes

Mo

Update status

No update planned.

Decision-making flowchart

Up to dat

Rationale for update status

1. Intervention(s) not in [general] use or been
superseded

2. Review superseded

3. Research area no longer active

4, Impact of published version (e.g. via article-level

metrics)
5. Other (provide reason)

N/

6. No new studies identified with search

7. All studies incorporated from most recent search
8. Potentially relevant studies ongoing but not yet

complete
9. Other (provide reason)

N

Update pending

Up to date

10. Certainty (guality) of evidence high in
published review

11. New information identified but unlikely to ch
review findings

12. Other (provide reason)

ange

or maybe

Prepare update

13. Authors currently updating
14, Studies awaiting assessment
15. New contributors needed

16, Other (provide reason)

N\
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Does the published review still ]

address a current question? Has
the review had good access or No update planned———
usage? Review used valid
methods & was well conducted?

* Editor or author knowledge
* Access or usage: article-level metrics (eg
downloads, Altmetric, guidelines, citations)

1. Intervention(s) not in [general] use or been
superseded

2. Review superseded

3. Research area no longer active

4., Impact of published version (e.g. via article-level
metrics)

5. Other (provide reason)
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&

6. No new studies identified with search

Are there any new relevant 7. All studies incorporated from most recent search
methods? Are there any new No Up to date 8. Potentially relevant studies ongoing but not yet
studies, or new information? complete

9, Other (provide reason)

* New methods since previous update (e.g. risk of bias, summary
of findings table)

* New studies: search for studies (full search or scoping search)

* New info or data (e.g. review authors contacting study authors)
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©

Will the adoption of new methods
change the findings or credibility?
Will the new studies/ No Up to date

i

information/data change the
findings or credibility?

Yes )
or maybe Update pending

Prepare update ]

* Informal approach (e.g. editor or authors make
assessment)

* Incorporating sample data

* Formal prediction tools

-

L

10. Certainty (quality) of evidence high in

published review

11. New information identified but unlikely to change
review findings

12. Other (provide reason)

~

w

13. Authors currently updating
14, Studies awaiting assessment
15. New contributors needed

16. Other (provide reason)
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Sample editable texts for the ‘Explanation’

Update
status
Mo

update
planned

Revlews of Interventlons

Ratlonale

1. Intervention(s} not in
[general] use or been
superseded

2. Review superseded

3. Research area no
longer active

4. Impact of published
version

E. Other

Explanation: free-text box with proposed
sample text

If Interventlon superseded: The
[Intervention] has been replaced by [Newer

intervention] and is no longer used [in general].

See [link to another Cochrane Review) for the
[Newer intervention].

If Intervention withdrawn or no longer
avallable: The [Intervention] has been
withdrawn from the market worldwide
because [reason for withdrawal {e.g. causes
serious adverse effects)].

This Cochrane Review has been superseded
because [it has been merged together with

another review/split into two or more reviews].

See [insert link to review].

[insert reason, such as no new studies
expected in this area or ethical reasons].

[This Cochrane Review has had low usage or
impact and is not a priority for updating.]

[Insert text]

Revlews of dlagnostic test accuracy

Ratlonale

1. Index test{s) or
reference standard not
in general use or been
superseded

2. Review superseded

3. Research area no
longer active

4. Impact of published
version

E. Other

Explanation: free-text box with proposed
sample text

If test or reference standard superseded: The
[test(s) or reference standard] has been replaced
by [insert] and is no longer used [in general]. See
[link to another Cochrane Review| for the [Newer
test].

If test or reference standard withdrawn or no
longer avallable: The [test(s) or reference
standard] has been withdrawn from the market
worldwide because [reason for withdrawal {e.g.
causes serious adverse effects)].

This Cochrane Review has been superseded
because [it has been merged together with
another review/split into two or more reviews).
See [insert link to review].

[Insert reason, such as no new studies expected
in this area or ethical reasons].

[This Cochrane Review has had low usage or
impact and is not a priority for updating. ]

[Insert text]
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In practice

* Single location to report and share the updating status of a
review

* Provides a standard framework for reporting the status
(with sample, editable text for the free-text explanations)

» Separates a publishing activity (e.g. one that affects
citation/DOIl/changes content/uses a What’s New event*)
with one that provides a comment or explanation of the
updating status of a review

* Updating status to be published in ‘real time’ alongside the
review
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Demonstration

* Work through examples
 Assign a status and rationale

* Apply the status and rationale in Archie
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Example 1

« Go to old article view

Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews

P

=~ Oral zinc for arterial and venous leg ulcers

n I New search I Review I Intervention

Ewan A) Wilkinson 4

- |
u S

References

m First published: 9 September 2014

Fzures  Assessed as up-to-date: 2 September 2014

E Editorial Group: Cochrane Wounds Group

rables  DOI: 10.1002/14651858.CD001273.pub3  View/save citation

Cited by: 0 articles  Check for new citations

o M
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Example 1
Date published: 9 September 2014

Objective: “To determine whether oral zinc sulphate increases the
rate of healing of venous or arterial leg ulcers.”

Includes: Six small trials (183 participants) from 1970s

Search updates: no studies identified in 2005, 2007, 2008, 2010,
2012,2014

Altmetric (9 Mar 2016) score of 6; and of related articles* 13
(pub Feb 16); 33 (pub Jan 14); 6 (pub Dec 12)

*in same section of Cochrane Lib browse for ‘systemic ulcer therapy’
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Update status

Decision-making flowchart

Rationale for update status

Does the published review still
address a current question? Has
the review had good access or
usage? Review used valid
methods & was well conducted?

1. Intervention(s) not in [general] use or been
superseded

2. Review superseded

3. Research area no longer active

4, Impact of published version (e.g. via article-level
metrics)

5. Other (provide reason)

Yes

Are there any new relevant
methods? Are there any new No

Up to date

6. Mo new studies identified with search
7. All studies incorporated from most recent search
8. Potentially relevant studies ongoing but not yet

studies, or new information?

<>

Will the adoption of new methods |
change the findings or credibility?
Will the new studies/ Mo

complete
9. Other (provide reason)

10. Certainty (quality) of evidence high in
published review

information/data change the
findings or credibility?

Yes

Up to date

= 11. New information identified but unlikely to change
review findings
12. Other (provide reason)

13. Authors currently updating
14, Studies awaiting assessment

or maybe Update pending

Prepare update

A |

15. New contributors needed
16, Other (provide reason)
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Example 1: update status

* Update status: No update planned
* Rationale: Research area no longer active

* Explanation: e.g. No potentially relevant trials have been
published since the 1970s.
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Example 2

4 Go to old article view

Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews

=

=
2
M

Silver acetate for smoking cessation

I MNew search | I Review | I Intervention |

=
T
=]

Tim Lancaster &, Lindsay F Stead

=
]
=]
o]
m
]
A
m
LA

First published: 12 September 2012

M

1]
ﬁ] 5
=
m

Assessed as up-to-date: 14 August 2012

1A

Editorial Group: Cochrane Tobacco Addiction Group

Eu
[=p
]
1A

DOIl: 10.1002/14651858.CD000191.pub2  view/save citation

Cited by: 2 articles Refresh Citing literature

© EO



G) Cochrane

Example 2
Date published: 12 September 2012

Objective: “The aim of this review was to determine
the effectiveness of silver acetate products (gum,
lozenge, spray) in promoting smoking cessation.”

Includes: 3 trials between 1986 and 1996 (search July
2012)

Altmetric (19 Jul 2016) score of 6; and of related
articles* 40 (pub Nov 14); 3 (pub Feb 12); 3 (pub Apr
06); 26 (Mar 16)

*in same section of Cochrane Lib browse for ‘pharmacological interventions’
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Example 2

Authors’ conclusions - Implications for research:
“Further research on silver acetate for smoking
cessation is unlikely to be helpful.”

New search (March 2016): identified no new trials
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Update status

Decision-making flowchart

Rationale for update status

Does the published review still
address a current question? Has
the review had good access or
usage? Review used valid
methods & was well conducted?

1. Intervention(s) not in [general] use or been
superseded

2. Review superseded

3. Research area no longer active

4, Impact of published version (e.g. via article-level
metrics)

5. Other (provide reason)

Yes

Are there any new relevant
methods? Are there any new No

Up to date

6. Mo new studies identified with search
7. All studies incorporated from most recent search
8. Potentially relevant studies ongoing but not yet

studies, or new information?

<>

Will the adoption of new methods |
change the findings or credibility?
Will the new studies/ Mo

complete
9. Other (provide reason)

10. Certainty (quality) of evidence high in
published review

information/data change the
findings or credibility?

Yes

Up to date

= 11. New information identified but unlikely to change
review findings
12. Other (provide reason)

13. Authors currently updating
14, Studies awaiting assessment

or maybe Update pending

Prepare update

A |

15. New contributors needed
16, Other (provide reason)
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Example 2: update status

* Update status: No update planned

« Rationale: Research area no longer active or
Intervention not in [general] use or been superseded

- Explanation: e.g. No new trials since 1996, and further
research on silver acetate for smoking cessation is
unlikely to be helpful.
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Example 3

« Go to old article view

Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews

4

=
(=]
M

Allergen-specific oral immunotherapy for peanut allergy

I Review | I Intervention ‘

Ulugbek Nurmatov, Iris Venderbosch, Graham Devereux, F Estelle R Simons, Aziz Sheikh &

e
m
—h
]
i}
1
=
m
A

First published: 12 September 2012

-

e
[=
=
5]

Assessed as up-to-date: 13 April 2012

A

Editorial Group: Cochrane Tobacco Addiction Group

[=1])
(=
m
A

DOI: 10.1002/14651858.CD009014.pub2  view/save citation

Cited by: O articles Refresh Citing literature

© Bl



G) Cochrane

Example 3
Date published: 12 September 2012

Objective: “To establish the effectiveness and safety of
loral immunotherapy] OIT in people with IgE-mediated
peanut allergy who develop symptoms after peanut
ingestion.”

Includes: 1 trial (28 participants) from 2011; 8 ongoing
studies

New scoping search (Jul 2016): identified some
potentially relevant trials

Altmetric (19 Jul 2016) score of 31; cited by 19
PubMedCentral articles



G) Cochrane

Does the published review still
address a current question? Has

Decision-making flowchart

Update status

Rationale for update status

1. Intervention(s) not in [general] use or bee

superseded
2. Review superseded

n

N/

15. New contributors needed
16, Other (provide reason)

the review had good access or No update planned. 3. Research area no longer active
usage? Review used valid 4, Impact of published version (e.g. via article-level
methods & was well conducted? metrics) )
5. Other (provide reason)
6. Mo new studies identified with search
Are there any new relevant 7. All studies incorporated from most recent search
methods? Are there any new No Up to date §. Potentially relevant studies ongoing but not yet
studies, or new information? complete
9. Other (provide reason)
Will the adopuop of new mgthyds 10. Certainty (quality) of evidence high in
change the findings or L:redlblllty’.’ published review
Will the new studies/ No Up to date. 11. New information identified but unlikely to change
information/data change the review findings
findings or credibility? 12, Other (provide reason)
Y
v 13. Authors currently updating
es ) i iti
Update pending 14, Studies awaiting assessment

I Prepare update
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Example 3: update status

« Update status: Update pending
* Rationale: Studies awaiting assessment

« Explanation: e.g. Asearch for studies has identified
potentially relevant studies (see ‘Characteristics of
studies awaiting classification’). These studies have not
yet been incorporated into this Cochrane Review.
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Archie
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UCS in Archie

 Classify reviews within Archie
* Runreportsin Archie

+ Key difference with this system to all our publishing
systems, is that the update statuses will be published as
and when selected (and can be added or revised

between review versions)

» Demonstrated wireframes in Vienna (Oct 2015); adjusted

Archie interfaces based on feedback
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Updating tab

https://test-archie.cochrane.org/sections/documents/documentProperties.jsp?key=16639908

| Updating | 3 |workflows | 5|

Updating classification: From the editorial team

Update status: | Up to date v |

Rationals: | Certainty of evidence high in published version r |

Explanation (published):

There is high-quality evidence that [Intervention] [is not effective/is effective] meaning further research is
unlikely to change our confidence in the estimate of effect.

-
Inzert | Date of Search Save and Publish

Motes (intemal):

History:

Date Revized Dol Version No  Status Rationale Revized By m
1 CDO01478.pubs  17.4 Mo update planne  Review superseded MacLehogse, Harrie
® 161172015 10:5 CDO01478.pubs  17.4 Mo update planne  Intervention not in gener  Ahtirschi, Olga
® 161172015 10:1 CDO01478.pubs 174 Mo update planne Intervention not in gensr  Ahtirschi, Olga
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Updating tab

https://test-archie.cochrane.org/sections/documents/documentProperties.jsp?key=16639908

| General | People|9 | Topics|9 | Histery |27 | Advanced |L.lpdating 3]World‘|mﬂrs 5 Motes |

Updating classification: From the editorial team

Update status: :

\
Rationgles | Certainty of evidence high in published version T
Explanation (published):

There is high-quality evidence that [Intervention] [is not effective/is effective] meaning further research is
unlikely to change our confidence in the estimate of effect. /

S~ 7

/

\
Insert | Date of Search v | Save and Publish |

Motes (intemal):;

Explanation box:

* fillin the text box with appropriate messaging

* remove any unwanted brackets or ellipses e.g. [...]
* be specific about time periods e.g. update due in

‘October’ 2017 rather than ‘autumn’ 2017
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Applying your status in Archie

* Using the results from the scenarios

* Apply the Updating status and

Rationale in Archie

 Note: status to be applied to all existing
intervention and DTA reviews, as well as

new reviews and updates
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Example 1

Oral zinc for arterial and venous leg ulcers

Date published: 9 September 2014

Altmetric (09 Mar 2016): 6

Altmetric of related articles (in same section of
Cochrane Lib browse for ‘systemic ulcer therapy’):

13 (pub Feb 16); 33 (pub Jan 14); 6 (pub Dec 12)

* Update status: No update planned

* Rationale: Research area no longer active
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@,

Topics | 10 || History | 47

Updating classification: From the editorial team

Update status: | No update planned v |

Rationals: | Research area no longer active M

Explanation {published):
full searches have been

conducted for this review in 2014/2012/2010/2008/2007/2005 - no new studies identified at any of these
time points - no update planned

Insert | Date of Search v |

Motes {internal):
The latest Updating status decision was made by the Editorial board.

History:

Date Revised - Dol Version No  Status Rationale Revised By[=] ]
DRET S FOGER R CDO0O1273.pub3  14.0 Mo update planne Research area no longer  Mehta, Monaz
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q & https://test-archie.cochrane.org/sections/documents/documentProperties.jsp?key=249299072109545761
x

General | People | 3 | Topics | test-archie.cochrane.org says:

This update status, rationale and explanation will be published live next to the
Updating classification: From the Cochrane Review in the Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews, Ars you sure
you want to continue?

Update status:
| 0K || Cancel |

Rationale:

R Explanation:
[insert reason, such as no new studies expected in this area or ethical reasons].

A

Insert || Date of Search M Save and Publish

Motes (internal):
This is a test scenario.
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Reports

Resources Monitor

Mew » (& Module
3 Reports 4 Group Report
= . Publication Report k
List Review Contact Detals Wizard. Updating Classification Status Report »| ANy Update Status
Split and Merge Wizard...
Workflow Status Moo update planned
WS Edit Workflow Templates... Topics List M Up-to-date
ffect{  Edit Task Email Templates.. Statistics ’ Update pending
d Bri Out-or-date Protocols
Properties Out-of-date Revie Mo Update Status
roup
_ Validate All Reviews
sia Group
Document Role Report
-anch of the Iberoamerican Cochrane Centre
_ Workflow Role Report
ty and Recommendations Methods Group Workflow Roles Workload Report
nslation project Country./Role/Gender Report
velopment Advisory Committes Monitaring Forms

an Cochrane Centre I

L | | — 1 a - —
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Updating Status Report: Any Status
Acute Respiratory Infections Group, 11/03/2016 08:57

https://test-archie.cochrane.org/popups/view.jsp?url=%2Fsections%?2Fdocuments%2FupdatingStatusReport. jsp%3FentityPK%3D48

search

Review N Review " Status N Update N Rationale . Date Revised
No T | Type M T | status T |Revised * | By M
Acellular vaccines for preventing whooping cough in children ADD1 Intervention | Active No Review superseded 08/01/2016 MacLehose,
review update 04:34 Harriet
planned
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Review of the webinar aims

* Learn about the Updating Classification System for

Cochrane Reviews

* Apply an Update Status to a Cochrane Review using

example reviews
* Apply an Update Status to a Cochrane Review in Archie

* Learn how the Update Status will appear alongside a

published Cochrane Review
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What’s next?

 Now availablein Live Archie

* Guidance to use the UCS, is available on the Editorial and

Publishing Policy Resource website
*  Workshop at Colloquium

» Develop updating strategy and identify areas for future

work
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