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
	Identified as systematic review in methods

	
	Update
	1b
	Not an update, initial

	
	
	
	

	
	Registration
	2
	Not registered

	
	
	
	

	
	Authors:
	
	

	
	Contact
	3a
	Names of authors and emails provided to the journal. Corresponding author is Godefroy Hardy St-Pierre

	
	
	
	

	
	Contributions
	3b
	Contributions of authors detailed in methods. 

Conceptualization: GHStP, RJH, NM

Data search and analysis: GHStP, MY, JBM 

Article initial redaction: GHStP, KCT

Article Revision: GHStP, MY, JBM, KCT, RJH, NM

Article Final Approval: GHStP, MY, JBM, KCT, RJH, NM



	
	
	
	

	
	Amendments
	4
	No amendments

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	Support:
	
	

	
	Sources
	5a
	No funding

	
	Sponsor
	5b
	No sponsor

	
	Role of sponsor or funder
	5c
	N/A

	
	
	
	

	
	INTRODUCTION
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	Rationale
	6
	Current drive worldwide to provide increased value for healthcare leading to need for a more refined measurement of performance

	
	
	
	

	
	Objectives
	7
	Identify performance indicators in spine surgery published in the current spine literature

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	METHODS
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	Eligibility criteria
	8
	Detailed in methods. Initial criteria were abstracts pertaining to performance, value or quality in spine surgery. If any of performance was identified, it was examined via the 3 criteria of established standard, exclusion/risk adjustment and benchmarking to determine if it constituted a performance indicator

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	Information sources
	9
	MEDLINE, CINAHL Plus, EMBASE and Google Scholar

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	Search strategy
	10
	Detailed in methods from January 1980 to July 2016

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	Study records:
	
	

	
	Data management
	11a
	Data was kept available to all authors at all time via centralized secured electronic storage

	
	
	
	



	Selection process
	11b
	Described in methods and figure 1

	
	
	

	Data collection process
	11c
	Data extraction was planned to be performed by 3 authors (GHStP, MY, JBM) independently by filing a predetermined extraction form in the event a performance indicator was identified. Any disagreement was to be discussed and ultimately resolved by the senior author (RJH).

	
	
	

	Data items
	12
	3 criteria of performance indicators detailed in figure 1

	
	
	

	
	
	

	Outcomes and prioritization
	13
	N/A

	
	
	

	
	
	

	Risk of bias in individual studies
	14
	N/A

	
	
	

	
	
	

	Data synthesis
	15a
	

	
	15b
	

	
	
	

	
	15c
	

	
	15d
	Data synthesis was planned on a qualitative basis

	
	
	

	Meta-bias(es)
	16
	Not assessed given the exploratory and qualitative nature of the review

	
	
	

	Confidence in cumulative evidence
	17
	N/A



* 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.
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