
Supplementary file 4 - Quality assessment tool for reviews (systematic and non-systematic) 
 

Overview Quality Assessment Questionnaire or OQAQ (by Oxman and Guyatt 1991) 

1. Where the search methods used to 
find evidence (original research) on the 
primary question(s) stated? 

☐ yes 

☐ partially   

☐ no 

2. Was the search for evidence 
reasonably comprehensive? 

☐ yes 

☐ can’t tell 

☐ no 

3. Were the criteria used for deciding 
which studies to include in the overview 
reported? 

☐ yes 

☐ partially   

☐ no 

4. Was bias in the selection of studies 
avoided? 

☐ yes 

☐ can’t tell 

☐ no 

5. Were the criteria used for assessing 
the validity of the included studies 
reported? 

☐ yes 

☐ partially   

☐ no 

6. Was the validity of all studies referred 
to in the text assessed using appropriate 
criteria (either in selecting studies for 
inclusion or in analysing the studies that 
are cited)? 

☐ yes 

☐ can’t tell 

☐ no 

7. Were the methods used to combine 
the findings of the relevant studies (to 
reach a conclusion) reported? 

☐ yes 

☐ partially   

☐ no 

8. Were the findings of the relevant 
studies combined appropriately relative 
to the primary question the overview 
addresses? 

☐ yes 

☐ can’t tell 

☐ no 

9. Were the conclusions made by the 
authors supported by the data and/or 
analysis reported in the overview? 

☐ yes 

☐ partially   

☐ no 

10. How would you rate the scientific 
quality of the overview? 

extensive 
flaws 

 major 
flaws 

 Minor 
flaws 

 Minimal 
flaws 

 ☐  

1 

☐ 

2 

☐  

3 

☐ 

4 

☐  

5 

☐ 

6 

☐  

7 

Guidance: If the methods that were used are reported incompletely relative to a specific item, score 
the item as ‘partially’. If there is no information provided regarding what was done relative to a 
particular question, score it as ‘can’t tell’.  For question 8, if no attempt was made to combine findings, 
and no statement is made regarding the inappropriateness of combining findings, check ‘no’. For a 
review to be scored as ‘yes’ on question 9, data must be reported that supports the main conclusions 
regarding the review’s primary question(s) The score for question 10, the overall scientific quality, 
should be based on your answers to the first nine questions. 

 

Source: Adapted from Egger et al (2001). Systematic reviews in Health Care. Meta-analysis in 

context. London: BMJ Publishing House. This tool was developed by Oxman and Guyatt (1991): 

Oxman AD, Guyatt GH. Validation of an index of the quality of review articles. J Clin Epidemiol 
1991;44:1271-8. 
Oxman AD, Cook DJ, Guyatt GH. Users' guides to the medical literature. VI. How to use an overview. 
Evidence-Based Medicine Working Group. JAMA 1994;272:1367-71. 


