
CRITICAL APPRAISAL: TREATMENT/PREVENTION 
 
1.  Are the Results of the Study Valid? 
 a.  Was the assignment of patients to treatments randomized? 
 b.  Was randomization concealed? 

c.  Were all patients who entered the trial properly accounted for and attributed at its 
conclusion?  
 -Was follow-up complete? 

- Were patients analyzed in the groups to which they were assigned? 
d.  Were patients, health workers, and study personnel “blind” to treatment or group 
assignment? 
e.  Were outcome assessors aware of group allocation? 
f.  Were the groups similar at the start of the trial with regard to known prognostic 
factors? 

 h.  Aside from the experimental intervention, were the groups treated equally? 
 
2.  What were  the Results? 
 a.  How large was the treatment effect? 
 b.  How precise was the estimate of the treatment effect? 
 
3.  Will the results help me in caring for my patients? 
 a.  Can the results be applied to my patient care? 
 b.  Were all clinically important outcomes considered? 
 c.  Are the likely treatment benefits worth the potential harms and costs? 
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1 min. Primer on Evidence For Treatment Effectiveness: 
ν  Systematic Review* 
    –Integrating the Results of 2 or more RCT’s 
 
ν Randomized Clinical Trial (RCT) 
    –Truly experimental, soundest case for causation 
 
ν Cohort Study        Time 
   –Subjects may not be equal 
    –Biases 
 
ν Case-Control         Time 
   -Retrospective biased 
 
ν Case Series 
 
ν Single Case Study 

CONFIDENCE 

UNCERTAINTY 


