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PICO 1-2: Systematiske reviews  
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Studies screened (n = 1222) Studies excluded (n = 1177) 

Studies sought for retrieval (n = 43) Studies not retrieved (n = 0) 

Studies assessed for eligibility  
(n = 43)     

Studies excluded (n = 17)   
     Sprog (n = 0) 
     Dublet (n = 2) 
     Abstract (n = 1) 
     Protocol (n = 0) 
     Wrong setting (n = 0) 
     Wrong outcomes (n = 0) 
     Wrong comparator (n = 0) 
     Wrong intervention (n = 2) 
     Wrong study design (n = 4) 
     Wrong patient population (n = 8) 
     ekskluderet SR - inkl RCT (n = 0) 
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Studies from databases/registers  
(n = 1404) 

References from other sources  
(n =0)   

References removed (n = 182)   
     Duplicates identified manually (n = 0) 
     Duplicates identified by Covidence (n = 182)  
     Marked as ineligible by automation tools (n = 0) 
     Other reasons (n = 0) 

Systematic reviews included in review (n = 26) 

RCTs extracted from systematic reviews and 

included (n = 7)     
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PICO 1-2: Primær litteratur  
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Studies screened (n = 1303) Studies excluded (n = 1261) 

Studies sought for retrieval (n = 42) Studies not retrieved (n = 0) 

Studies assessed for eligibility  
(n = 42)     

Studies excluded (n = 26)   
     Wrong comparator (n = 13) 
     Wrong intervention (n = 1) 
     Wrong study design (n = 5) 
     Wrong patient population (n = 6) 
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Studies from databases/registers  
(n = 1505) (as n=1500 studies) 

References from other sources  
(n =0)   

References removed (n = 197)   
     Duplicates identified manually (n = 1) 
     Duplicates identified by Covidence (n = 196)  
     Marked as ineligible by automation tools (n = 0) 
     Other reasons (n = 0) 

Studies included in review (n = 16 (+7 RCTs identified from systematic reviews))     


