
 

 

ASPS Critical Appraisal Checklist  
 
Key for all tables:   

Y = Yes 

N  = No 

N/A  = Not applicable   

?   = Not addressed 
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Could any differences between patients or the way in which patients were selected or 
randomized influence the treatment effect? 
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patients/groups were treated 

influence the treatment effect? 
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was measured and/or reported influence the 

treatment effect?  
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Case-Control (Risk or Treatment) 
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