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Purpose

1. To outline the processes for publishing protocols and reviews of diagnostic tests.  

Urgency

2. Urgent – discussions with Wiley concerning publication will occur during the Dublin Colloquium.

Background

3. The process to create Cochrane Diagnostic Reviews (CDR) commenced in 2003. During 2005 thirteen pilot reviews were registered; three have since been de-registered due to lack of progress. The first of the remaining ten is close to completion; the remainder will be completed during 2007. CDR Regional Support Centres in Amsterdam and Birmingham will start work in January and April 2007 respectively, which will lead to registration of new reviews. Agreement on a publishing mechanism for both protocols and reviews is required.

Proposals and Discussion

4. Protocols for reviews can be published in The Cochrane Library by a separate submission process using Word files until RevMan 5 is available. This process could be implemented quite quickly for the pilot reviews.

5. Wiley propose creating a new journal, akin to a derivative product, in which reviews of Diagnostic Test Accuracy will be published alongside methodological, editorial and educational articles. The availability of a separate journal will allow CDR to be sold separately from the rest of The Cochrane Library, which may improve penetration into purely diagnostic groups where The Cochrane Library will not be purchased. Reviews would initially be published simultaneously in both The Cochrane Library (once RevMan 5 is available) and the Cochrane Diagnostics Journal. When the number of reviews increases, only the most interesting reviews would be published in the journal.

6. The CDR initiative co-convenors propose creating an Editorial Board to decide on the content of the journal, and appointing a Managing Editor funded by the Wiley grant to run the journal. The journal is most likely to publish first in 2008.

7. Decisions about the acceptability of Cochrane Protocols and Reviews for publication in The Cochrane Library are currently made by Cochrane Review Groups (CRGs). The CDR co-convenors are concerned that CRGs do not have the experience of diagnostic work to be able to judge suitability for publication, and propose that the final decision to accept a Cochrane Diagnostic Protocol or Review for inclusion in The Cochrane Library is invested in the journal Editorial Board.  Protocols and reviews would have to be agreed as suitable for publication by both the CRG and the Editorial Board. This arrangement would be reviewed after a few years’ experience.

8. Cochrane Reviews and Protocols will be published as part of CDSR rather than creating a separate database which would need to be registered separately with ISI. However, the CDR initiative co-convenors suggest that Wiley should ensure that CDRs are demarcated from reviews of interventions, such that they are displayed and listed separately in the search results.

Summary of Recommendations

· Protocols for reviews of diagnostic tests will be published in The Cochrane Library imminently.

· Wiley will create a specialist Diagnostic Cochrane Derivative journal which will publish reviews in parallel with publication in The Cochrane Library.
· The CDR initiative co-convenors will appoint an editorial board and staff to run the journal.

· The CDR initiative co-convenors are given the power to decide on publication of protocols and reviews in The Cochrane Library.
· Cochrane Diagnostic Reviews will be clearly distinguished from Cochrane Reviews of Interventions in The Cochrane Library.
Resource Implications

Wiley’s proposal to create a new journal will bring in income to the initiative and extra royalties (if successful). We will need to employ a managing editor from these funds.

Decision Required

Opinions expressed on above recommendations.
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