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Assess for Measurement Bias:
Could any differences in how the outcome

was measured and/or reported influence the

treatment effect?
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Assess for Intervention Bias:

Could any differences in how

patients/groups were treated
influence the treatment effect?
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Assess for Selection Bias:
Could any differences between patients or the way in which patients were selected or

randomized influence the treatment effect?
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Assess for Measurement Bias:

Could any differences in how the
outcome is measured and/or reported

influence the treatment effect?
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Intervention Bias:
Could any differences

in how groups were
treated influence the

treatment effect?
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Assess for Selection Bias:
Could any differences between groups influence the treatment

effect?
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Assess for Measurement Bias:
Could any differences in how the exposure

and outcome are measured and/or reported

influence the outcome?
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Assess for
Intervention Bias:
Could any differences

in how groups were
treated influence the

outcome?
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Assess for Selection Bias:
Could any differences between groups influence the outcome?
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