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Before we begin

• Go to Mentimeter.com and put the code xxxxx 



There are various types of 
‘reviews’

Graphic and guide based on the work of Sutton et al., (2019) 

on 'Review Families'.





What are 
scoping 
reviews?

• ‘‘exploratory projects that 
systematically map the literature 
available on a topic, identifying key 
concepts, theories, sources of 
evidence and gaps in the research.’’



Why a scoping review?

As a precursor to a systematic review.

To identify the types of available evidence in a given 

field.

To identify and analyse knowledge gaps.

To clarify key concepts/ definitions in the literature.

To examine how research is conducted on a certain topic or 

field.

To identify key characteristics or factors related to a 

concept (Munn et al. 2018a)





What about critical appraisal? 
Quality assessment?

Not relevant. Scoping reviews do not aim to 
determine the quality of includes 

sources but aim to provide an 
overview or map of the evidence.

Due to this, an assessment of methodological 

limitations or risk of ‘bias’ is generally not 

performed



Defining characteristics of 
traditional literature reviews, 
scoping reviews and systematic 
reviews

Traditional 

Literature 

Reviews

Scoping 

reviews

Systematic 

reviews

A priori review protocol No
Yes 

(some)
Yes

PROSPERO registration of the review protocol No No* Yes

Explicit, transparent, peer reviewed search 

strategy
No Yes Yes

Standardized data extraction forms No Yes Yes

Mandatory Critical Appraisal (Risk of Bias 

Assessment)
No No** Yes

Synthesis of findings from individual studies 

and the generation of ‘summary’ findings***
No No Yes



Examples of scoping review 
questions
• “What quality of life questionnaires are 

available for paediatric patients following 

tonsillectomies with or without adenoidectomies 

for chronic infections or sleep disordered 

breathing?” 

• What evidence is available around the palliative 
care ecosystem in Thailand?

• How does the palliative care available influence the 
quality of life, care and death of people living with 

life-limiting conditions and their families?

• How does the initiation or Advance Care Planning 
influence the quality of life, care and death of people 

living with life-limiting conditions and their families?

• What are the facilitators and barriers that influence the 
quality of life, care and death of people living with 



Examples of scoping review 
questions



Questions?



How to conduct a scoping 
review
• There are several guidance on how to conduct a 
scoping review (Arksey & O’Malley 2006), (Levac et 
al. (2010). This session will follow JBI’s 
guidance (Peters et al. 2015, 2017, 2020):

• Defining and aligning the objective/s and question/s

• Developing and aligning the inclusion criteria with the 
objective/s and question/s  

• Describing the planned approach to evidence searching, 
selection, data extraction, and presentation of the 
evidence. 

• Searching for the evidence 

• Selecting the evidence 

• Extracting the evidence 

• Presentation of the results

• Summarizing the evidence in relation to the purpose of 
the review, making conclusions and noting any 
implications of the findings



PRISMA-ScR

• An extension of the PRISMA statement called the 
PRISMA-ScR is now available (Tricco et al. 

2018). 



Development of a scoping 
review protocol 
• To pre-define the objectives, methods, and 
reporting of the review and transparency of the 

process. 

• The protocol should:
• Detail the inclusion/exclusion criteria

• Exclude sources of evidence

• Identify what data is relevant

• Explain how the data will be extracted and 
presented. 

Any deviations of the scoping review from the protocol 

should be clearly highlighted and explained in the 

scoping review.



Title

• Clear and informative

• Include the phrase ‘scoping review’ for easy 
identification

• Example:
• “Paediatric tonsillectomy quality of life assessment 
instruments: a scoping review protocol”



Review question (s)

• The PCC mnemonic is recommended to construct 
the title and review questions:

• Population
• Concept
• Context

• There should be congruence between the title, 
review question/s, and inclusion criteria  

• “What quality of life questionnaires are 
available for paediatric patients following 
tonsillectomies with or without adenoidectomies 
for chronic infections or sleep disordered 
breathing?”



Review question (s)

• You can add sub review questions as needed:
• “What are the ages of the paediatric patients where 
quality of life questionnaires have been or could be 

used within the sources of evidence identified for 

the primary review question?”

• “In what geographical (i.e. countries) and clinical 
(i.e. primary care, acute care, etc.) contexts have 

the quality of life instruments included for the 

primary review question been used?”



Developing and aligning the 
inclusion criteria with the 
objectives and questions
• There must be clear congruence between the 

tile, question/s, and inclusion criteria of a 

scoping review. 

• Participants – who are they? Age? Other 

relevant criteria?

• Concepts – Phenomena of interest? 

Interventions? Relevant outcomes?

• Contexts – Geographical locations, context of 

care, gender, sociocultural factors etc 

• E.g., LMICs/Thailand, ICUs





Type of evidence sources

Where will you look 

for evidence? Why?

Will you include grey 

literature? Why or why 

not?



Search strategy

Be as comprehensive as 

possible. 

Get help from an 

academic librarian early 

on 



• First, an initial limited search of at least 
two appropriate online databases relevant to 

the topic should be conducted. 

• MEDLINE (PubMed) and CINAHL would be appropriate for 
a scoping review on quality of life assessment 

tools. 

• Look at title and abstract of retrieved papers 
(stage one) 

• Then look at the full papers e.g., full-texts 
screening (stage two)

• Second, use all identified keywords and index 
terms should then be undertaken across all 

included databases.



• Third, the reference list of identified reports 
and articles should be searched for additional 

sources.

• This stage may examine the reference lists of all 
identified sources or examine solely the reference 

lists of the sources that have been selected from 

full-text and/or included in the review.



Search strategy

• Language (s) included in the review? Why?



Source of evidence selection 

• Selection is performed based on inclusion 
criteria pre-specified in the review protocol.

• Source selection (both at title/abstract screening 
and full-text screening) is usually performed by two 

or more reviewers, independently. 

• Any disagreements are solved by consensus or by the decision 

of a third reviewer. 

• JBI recommends doing a pilot testing first
• Random sample of 25 titles/abstracts is selected

• The entire team screens these using the eligibility 
criteria

• Team meets to discuss discrepancies

• Team only starts screening when 75% (or greater) 
agreement is achieved



Data extraction/ data charting

• These are modifiable, based on the review questions and 
included sources

• Some key information are:

1.Author(s)

2.Year of publication

3.Origin/country of origin (where the source was published or 
conducted)

4.Aims/purpose

5.Population and sample size within the source of evidence 
(if applicable)

6.Methodology / methods

7.Intervention type, comparator and details of these (e.g. 
duration of the intervention) (if applicable). Duration of 
the intervention (if applicable)

8.Outcomes and details of these (e.g. how measured) (if 
applicable)

9.Key findings that relate to the scoping review question/s.



Analysis of the evidence 

• ‘It depends’ – on the objectives and review 

questions:

• Descriptively

• Narratively

• Thematically

• Content analysis, frequency counts 

• etc

• The most important things are: 
• Answer the questions

• Be transparent with your judgement and explain why



Presentation of the results 

• Start with the general characteristics of the 
included sources

• Add PRISMA-ScR diagram

• Do you need to use charts? Tables? All of them?

• (Optional) you can report and discuss 
preliminary findings with stakeholders and 

incorporate their inputs with your findings 

section





Examples on how to present 
results



Towards the end

• Conclusions 

• Implication of the findings for research?

• Implications of the findings for practice?



Conclusions

• Scoping reviews are conducted to map the 
literature available on a topic in a systematic 

way.

• Scoping reviews are useful when an area of 
research is new or emerging, heterogeneous 

and/or complex 



For in-depth instructions, go 
to JBI website



Questions?



Exercise (10 minutes)

• Create your scoping review question (s). Either 
individually or with the person next to you 

• You can use the PCC or other frameworks to frame your 
questions

• Population
• E.g., patient group?

• Concept
• What do you want to focus on? Phenomena of interest?

• Context
• Where is the context?

• Share what you have created. You can use them for 
your future scoping review.
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