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PRISMA-P (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic review and Meta-Analysis Protocols) 2015 checklist: recommended items to 

address in a systematic review protocol*  

Section and topic Item No Checklist item 

ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION 

Title:   

 Identification 1a Outcomes of HIV treatment from private sector in low- and middle-income countries:  

A systematic review protocol, identified the review as protocol 

 Update 1b N/A 

Registration 2 PROSPERO CRD42016040053 provided on page 2 after the abstract (line 53) 

Authors:   

 Contact 3a All names, institutional affiliation, e-mail address of all protocol authors have been provide and the physical mailing 

address of corresponding author has been provided on title page (lines  

 Contributions 3b Contributions of protocol authors and the guarantor of the review are named in lines 290-292. 

Amendments 4 Deviations will be documented and discussed in the final published review (lines 246-247) 

Support:   

 Sources 5a No specific funding or sponsorship has been provided for this review (lines 286-287). 

 

 Sponsor 5b No specific funding or sponsorship has been provided for this review (lines 286-287). 

 

 Role of sponsor or funder 5c No specific funding or sponsorship has been provided for this review (lines 286-287). 

INTRODUCTION 

Rationale 6 Rationale described in relation to limited outcomes pooling of private sector outcomes (lines 75-88) 

Objectives 7 The review question is named in lines 92-93, objectives on lines 101-104, and the participants, interventions, comparators, 

and outcomes (PICO) under lines 133-155. 

METHODS 

Eligibility criteria 8 Inclusion and exclusion criteria is specified for study design (lines 123-128), and publication status and language (117), 

peer review status (line 126) ; domain (lines 130-131), population (lines 133-134), intervention (lines 137-144), comparator 

(lines 146-148), outcomes (150-164) and context (lines 159). 

Information sources 9 Data sources described in lines 105 to 111. 

Search strategy 10 Search strategy described in lines 103 and illustrative search attached as an appendix 2. 

Study records:   
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 Data management 11a Describe the management through endnote has been described in lines 173-174. 

 Selection process 11b The process that will be used for selecting studies by two independent reviewers) has ben described for screening (lines 

166), and eligibility and inclusion in meta-analysis (171-172). 

 Data collection process 11c Methods of data extraction and summary of these has been described under lines 170-171), 186-195  and 195-205, and 

checklist for data extraction appended as appendix 3.  

Data items 12 A table with a list and definitions all variables is included (Table 2) 

Outcomes and prioritization 13 Primary and secondary outcomes are outlined in table 1 (lines 157-158) and described in lines 151-156. 

Risk of bias in individual studies 14 Methods for assessing risk of bias of individual studies, and at study level has been outlines under lines 208-209. We 

describe how sensitivity analysis will be used in data synthesis (lines 212-213). 

Data synthesis 15a Criteria for meta-analysis and narrative synthesis are outlined under lines 222-250 

15b Heterogeneity assessment and definition is included under lines 224-236 

15c Sensitivity and subgroup analyses will be performed (lines 212, 230) 

15d If quantitative synthesis is not appropriate, narrative synthesis will be used (lines 221-203) 

Meta-bias(es) 16 Explicit assessment of publication bias across studies has not been planned, however risk of individual study bias will be 

summarised (lines 200-206) 

Confidence in cumulative evidence 17 Explicit assessment of strength of the body of evidence will be limited to meta-analysis results. GRADE is not planned. 

* It is strongly recommended that this checklist be read in conjunction with the PRISMA-P Explanation and Elaboration (cite when available) for important 

clarification on the items. Amendments to a review protocol should be tracked and dated. The copyright for PRISMA-P (including checklist) is held by the 

PRISMA-P Group and is distributed under a Creative Commons Attribution Licence 4.0.  

 

From: Shamseer L, Moher D, Clarke M, Ghersi D, Liberati A, Petticrew M, Shekelle P, Stewart L, PRISMA-P Group. Preferred reporting items for systematic review and 

meta-analysis protocols (PRISMA-P) 2015: elaboration and explanation. BMJ. 2015 Jan 2;349(jan02 1):g7647. 
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