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Workshop schedule

1. Introduction, what are systematic reviews and why are they important?

2. Our backgrounds, benefits and challenges of reviews

3. What do we know about the field of EdTech so far? What are the gaps?

4. What are the steps of conducting a systematic review?

- search strategy

- screening and quality assessment

- data extraction and synthesis

5.   Software to assist with reviewing

6.   Q&A session

2



What are SRs and why are they important?
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▪ “Rather than looking at any study in isolation, we need to look at the body of 

evidence” 1

1. Nordenbo (2009, p. 22)

2. Gough et al.l (2012, p. 2)

Galaxy Messier 101, Credit: NASA/JPL-Caltech/STScI



What are SRs and why are they important?
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▪ "a review of research literature using systematic and explicit, accountable 

methods“2

➢Transparent and explicit

➢Replicable and updatable

➢ Identify gaps, contradictions or (in)consistencies

▪ “Rather than looking at any study in isolation, we need to look at the body of 

evidence” 1

1. Nordenbo (2009, p. 22)

2. Gough et al.l (2012, p. 2)



Review Family
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Traditional 
review family

• Critical 
review

• Integrative 
review

• Narrative 
review

• Narrative 
summary

• State of the 
art review

Systematic 
review family

• Meta-
analysis

• Systematic 
review

Review of 
review family

• Review of 
reviews

• Umbrella 
review

Rapid review 
family

• Rapid 
reviews

• Rapid 
evidence 
assessment

• Rapid realist 
synthesis

Qualitative 
review family

• Qualitative 
evidence 
synthesis

• Qualitative 
meta-
synthesis

• Meta-
Ethnography

Mixed 
methods 

review family

• Mixed 
methods 
synthesis

• Narrative 
synthesis

Purpose 
specific review 

family

• Content 
analysis

• Scoping 
review

• Mapping 
review

Sutton et al. (2019)



What are SRs and why are they important?

6Collins, Coughlin, Miller, & Kirk (2015, p. 1)



Systematic review process

7

➢ Review question and conceptual framework

➢ Search strategy: search string and selection criteria

➢ Study screening

❑ Title & Abstract

➢ Study retrieval

➢ Screen on full text

➢ Data Extraction

➢ Quality assessment

➢ Synthesis

➢ Report

Retrieved from YourHealthNet:
http://navigatingeffectivetreatments.org.au/exploring_systematic_reviews.html (12 Feb, 2019)
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Prof. Olaf Zawacki-Richter

Carl von Ossietzky Universität Oldenburg

Fakultät für Bildungs- und Sozialwissenschaften

Center for Open Education Research (COER)

olaf.zawacki.richter@uni.oldenburg.de 

@Zawacki_Richter

http://www.uni-oldenburg.de/COER/

http://www.uni-oldenbur.de/c3l/


Dr Melissa Bond
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▪ Born and raised in South Australia

▪ High school teacher (10 years) 

> German, Humanities, IT, English, 

Drama, Music...



My background
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▪ Research Associate

> CvO Universität Oldenburg, 2017-2020

> ActiveLearn project

> PhD, 2020 – Facilitating student 

engagement through educational 

technology: Current research, 

practices and perspectives



My background
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▪ EPPI-Reviewer Support Officer 

> University College London

> since Feb 2020

▪ Systematic & mapping reviews

> T&L during COVID-19

> Methodological support



Current positions
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▪ Research Fellow, EPPI Centre (UCL, UK)

▪ Adjunct Associate Professor (University of 

Stavanger, Norway)

▪ Research Fellow (National Institute of 

Teaching, UK)



Evidence synthesis
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▪ Student engagement and educational technology in higher education

▪ Student engagement and the flipped learning approach (K-12)

▪ Artificial Intelligence in Higher Education

▪ Systematic Reviews in Educational Research (co editor)

▪ COVID-19 studies on teaching and learning in K-12 (rapid review)

▪ COVID-19 studies on teaching and learning in higher education

▪ Teaching and learning in secondary schools during COVID-19

Current reviews include…

▪ Artificial intelligence in education – meta review

▪ Language bias & methodological approaches to evidence synthesis – meta review

▪ Mothers undertaking doctoral studies – systematic review

▪ Disabled pre-service teachers – scoping review

▪ Programming and computational thinking in K-12 – meta review

https://doi.org/10.1186/s41239-019-0176-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2020.103819
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41239-019-0171-0
https://link.springer.com/book/10.1007%2F978-3-658-27602-7
https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/cms/Default.aspx?tabid=3794
https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/cms/Default.aspx?tabid=3802
https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/cms/Default.aspx?tabid=3831
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Benefits
Search and retrieval skills

Exposure to many research 
& writing styles

Broad understanding of a 
topic

Identification of research 
gaps

Challenges
Understanding of method

Software

Scope and retrieval

Resources (time and people)
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Systematic reviews as a time and labour-consuming undertaking

Borah et al. (2017, p. 4), N=195 

▪ average of 67 (SD = 31) weeks 

to conduct and publish a review

▪ reviews that reported funding 

took longer (42 vs 26 weeks) 

and involved more team 

members (6.8 vs 4.8 persons) 

than reviews that reported no 

funding

▪ final average yield rate below 

3% 
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Are systematic reviews ‘harder’ to get published? (blog)

On average, 19 days longer to receive an initial response to a systematic review article, and 40 days longer to final 

acceptance, with the overall process taking 66 days longer on average for the entire publication process.

http://drmelissabond.weebly.com/blog/are-systematic-reviews-harder-to-get-published
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Berrin CEFA SARI

E-mail : berrin.cefa.sari@uni-oldenburg.de

Linked-In : Berrin Cefa Sari

Twitter: @berrinbc1

@_COER_

University of Oldenburg, Germany

mailto:berrin.cefa.sari@uni-oldenburg.de
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Before:

• Masters in Curriculum and 

Instruction

• English Lecturer & Curriculum 

Developer for six years

Present:

• PhD candidate

• Research Associate

• COER Coordinator
• https://uol.de/coer

Image credit: 

https://www.whereig.com

/turkey/ankara-location-

map.html

Image credit: 

https://ontheworldmap.c

om/germany/city/oldenb

urg/

What I do

https://uol.de/coer
https://www.whereig.com/turkey/ankara-location-map.html
https://www.whereig.com/turkey/ankara-location-map.html
https://www.whereig.com/turkey/ankara-location-map.html
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• Thesis: 
• Student Support in Digital Higher Education 

• Supervisor: Prof. Dr. Olaf Zawacki-Richter

• Interests: Dropout, proactive support mechanisms, AI supported support, digital 

feedback, online communities

• Teaching: 
• Digital Learning Materials: Design, Development & Evaluation

• Systematic Reviews in Educational Technology

• OTL: Mentor

• Design of TEL Environments 

• International and Transnational Educational Issues in Higher Education

Academic Interests



Umbrella Review in ODDE

Olaf Zawacki-Richter,

Berrin Cefa Sari, John Y. H. Bai

EDEN Conference (Dublin), Ireland

June 18, 2023
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http://link.springer.com/10.1007/978-3-658-27602-7

Umbrella Reviews

"However, as systematic reviews become

more plentiful, there is the potential for

greater use of such overarching reviews as

a mechanism for aggregating findings from

several reviews that address specific

questions." (Grant & Booth, 2009, p. 103)

Grant, M. J., & Booth, A. (2009). A typology of reviews: An 

analysis of 14 review types and associated methodologies: 

A typology of reviews. Health Information & Libraries 

Journal, 26(2), 91–108. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-

1842.2009.00848.x

http://link.springer.com/10.1007/978-3-658-27602-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-1842.2009.00848.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-1842.2009.00848.x
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Aims of the Umbrella Review

▪ identify best practices of SR in ODDE

▪ develop a quality index for SR in ODDE

▪ compare SR quality between journal groups (scope and impact)

▪ provide an overview of quality standards/tools

▪ explore major topics covered in the SR 

umbrella mapping review that aims to provide an 

overview of the systematic review landscape in 

ODDE



Seite 24

17.06.2023

https://link.springer.com/referencework/10.1007/

978-981-19-0351-9

ODDE

We conceptualize ODDE as an overarching term

to refer to all kinds of learning and teaching

processes in which knowledge and skill base of

educational technology, digital media, and tools

are used to present and deliver content, as well

as facilitate and support communication, 

interaction, collaboration, assessment, and 

evaluation. Thus, ODDE is not monolithic in 

form. It includes various types, from technology-

enhanced education, to flipped learning and 

blended learning, and to fully online education. 

(p. 6)

Zawacki-Richter, O., & Jung, I. (2022). Shaping the Field of Open, 

Distance, and Digital Education: An Introduction. In Handbook of Open, 

Distance and Digital Education (pp. 3–12). Springer Nature Singapore. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-19-0351-9_94-1

https://link.springer.com/referencework/10.1007/978-981-19-0351-9
https://link.springer.com/referencework/10.1007/978-981-19-0351-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-19-0351-9_94-1
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Search Strategy
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PRISMA
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Systematic Reviews per Year

35
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Journals
(N = 260)
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Countries (N = 70)
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Some descriptive results

▪ Mean no. of authors = 3.6 (SD = 2.2) – work in a team!

▪ Mean no. of databases = 4.5 (SD = 3.2), max = 35 (!)

▪ Median no. of finally included records = 33.5, max = 1986, min = 0 (!!!)

▪ Yield rate: Mean = 14.7 %, Median = 6.5 %

Stracke, C. M. (2019). Quality frameworks and learning design for open 

education. International Review of Research in Open and Distance Learning, 

20(2), 180–203. https://doi.org/10.19173/irrodl.v20i2.4213

https://doi.org/10.19173/irrodl.v20i2.4213
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Content analysis
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Content analysis
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Systematic Review Quality Index Score (QIS)

▪ QIS ranges between 0 and 100

▪ Dichotomous variables (1 = yes, 0 = no)

▪ Elements that ensure the reproducibility of a SR are weighted more

▪ 34.7 % did not report the full search string

▪ 34.0 % did not include a PRISMA flow chart

▪ 37.8 % did not discuss any limitations

▪ 73.4 % did not conduct a quality appraisal

▪ 80.7 % did not disucss the issue of interrater-reliability
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Distribution of QIS Index
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SR Quality Index Score (QIS)

▪ Median = 60

▪ 33 with QIS = 0; 74 with QIS <= 20 

▪ Only 8.1 % with QIS >= 90 
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Association between Journal Impact Rank and QIS Index 

▪ Based on SCImago Journal Rank (SJR)

▪ Journals with at least three systematic

reviews (n = 49)

▪ The lower the journal impact rank

(Q1 to Q3), the lower the quality of

the systematic reviews they publish.  
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Top QIS 100
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Conclusion – the SR crisis in ODDE

▪ Many reviews claim to be "systematic"

▪ In fact, they do not follow the steps in the review process at all!

▪ Dramatic lack of quality

▪ They are not systematic, not reproducible – should not get

published!

▪ Urgent need for a better understanding of the SR method in 

education/ODDE to improve the quality
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Thanks for your attention!

Prof. Dr. Olaf Zawacki-Richter

Carl von Ossietzky Universität Oldenburg

Fakultät für Bildungs- und Sozialwissenschaften

Center for Open Education Research (COER)

olaf.zawacki.richter@uni.oldenburg.de

@Zawacki_Richter

http://www.uni-oldenburg.de/COER/

http://www.uni-oldenbur.de/c3l/


Emergency remote teaching in higher 
education: Mapping the first global online 

semester

39

1. Where, when and by whom has research on teaching and learning in higher education during the COVID-19 

pandemic been published?

2. What are the characteristics of, methods used, and topics studied in teaching and learning research in 

higher education during the COVID-19 pandemic?

3. What technology has been used during emergency remote teaching in higher education?

Research questions 

Bond et al. (2021a)

https://doi.org/10.1186/s41239-021-00282-x

https://doi.org/10.1186/s41239-021-00282-x


Bioecological Student Engagement Framework

40
Bond (2020), Adapted from Bronfenbrenner (1979; 1986) & Bronfenbrenner & 
Ceci (1994)
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Search
Screening 

T&A
Screening 

full text
Quality 

appraisal
Synthesis

● During COVID-19 pandemic
● Higher education
● English, Spanish or German
● Teaching and learning

Inclusion 
criteria

● Published after Jan 2020
● Primary, empirical research
● Students, educators or administrators as units of 

analysis

284 studies 282 studies661 studies9,946 studies11,686 studies

➢ Mapping review using EPPI-Reviewer
➢ ERIC, Web of Science, Scopus, PsycINFO, Google Scholar, Microsoft 

Academic Graph, ProQuest, EBSCOHost, COVID-19 living map

Teaching & Learning in HE during COVID



Key Findings
Continent N %

Asien 78 27,7%

Europa 77 27,3%

Nordamerika 64 22,7%

Naher Osten 40 14,2%

Süd- und 

Mittelamerika

18 6,4%

Afrika 17 6,0%

Oceanien 6 2,1%

• Mostly focused on undergraduates (46.1%)

• Health & Welfare (27.3%)

• Natural Science, Maths & Stats (24.1%)

• Education (16%)
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Top 3 tools used

1. Synchronous collaboration tools (52%)

2. LMS (41%)

3. Multimodal production tools (35%)

Approach

➢ Quantitative (53.6%)

➢ Mixed methods (30.1%)

➢ Qualitative (16.3%)



44

https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/CMS/Portals/35/COVID%20HE%20EGM%20-%20RQ3.html

Blindspots

➢ Ethics? Vulnerable groups? 

Students in their personal 

environments?

➢ Greater detail in study design 

needed, esp. how tech was used.

➢ Data analytics, assessment tools, 

social networking tools.

➢ Postgraduate students far less 

researched.

➢ Unbalanced distribution of 

countries, authors and participants

https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/CMS/Portals/35/COVID%20HE%20EGM%20-%20RQ3.html
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Reporting example

https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/cms/Default.aspx?tabid=3802

https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/cms/Default.aspx?tabid=3802


Review questions
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▪ Identify and clearly define the question/s your review will address. 

➢PICOTS framework (see Boland et al., 2017):



Review questions
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▪ Identify and clearly define the question/s your review will address. 

➢PICOTS framework (see Boland et al., 2017):

oPopulation (e.g. the types of students)

o Intervention (e.g. the specific technology)

oComparator (e.g. compared to traditional classrooms)

oOutcome/s (e.g. student engagement)

oTiming (e.g. between 2012 and 2019)

oSetting (e.g. Africa) OR Study design (e.g. RCTs)
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Chen, Lui, & Martinelli (2017)

1. What is the scope of the studies that have been published on flipped 

classrooms in medical education? 

2. What is the research quality of the studies examined? 

3. What are the effects of the flipped classroom, as reported by controlled

studies? 

oPopulation: 

o Intervention: 

oComparator: 

oOutcome:
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Developing search strings

▪ Your search string combines the key concepts of your question, in order to 

retrieve accurate results.

▪ Each database is different, so it’s best to begin with a master list of terms.

▪ According to Bramer et al. (2018), it is important to:

➢ Identify example articles that can answer your question.

➢ Decide which key concepts address the different elements of the question.

➢ Decide which elements should be used for the best results.

➢ Choose an appropriate database to begin with (e.g. WoS).

➢ Use the thesaurus feature of the database to identify synonyms.
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Brainstorming search terms
Concept 1 Concept 2 Concept 3 Concept 4

Key concepts

Free text terms

Author keywords/

keywords plus

Identify the key concept of your review question/s

Brainstorm synonyms, acronyms/abbreviations, use a thesaurus or Google, 

look at words in titles/abstracts

Do a quick search in WoS using your concepts and write down relevant 

author keywords/keywords plus
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Brainstorming search terms
Concept 1 Concept 2 Concept 3 Concept 4

Key concepts

Free text terms

Author keywords/

keywords plus

Identify the key concept of your review question/s

Brainstorm synonyms, acronyms/abbreviations, use a thesaurus or Google, 

look at words in titles/abstracts

Do a quick search in WoS using your concepts and write down relevant 

author keywords/keywords plus
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Example search strings
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Example search strings
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Brainstorming search terms
Concept 1 Concept 2 Concept 3 Concept 4

Key concepts Higher education students Science, Engineering, 

Technology

African context Mobile learning

Free text terms • higher education

• Undergraduate

• Postgraduate

• university

• Science 

• Engineering

• Technology

• STEM

• Africa • mobile learning

• mLearning

• m-learning

Author keywords/

keywords plus

mobile devices
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Record keeping log
Database searched Web of Science

Search Set 1 and 2

Date of search 10/7/2017

Person searching Melissa Bond and Svenja Bedenlier

Database settings Refined by: LANGUAGES: ( ENGLISH ) AND DOCUMENT TYPES: ( ARTICLE ) 

Timespan: 1995-2017. Indexes: SCI-EXPANDED, SSCI, A&HCI, ESCI. 

No. Of records obtained 9,517

Search string TS=(learner* or student*) AND TS=("higher education" OR universit* OR college* OR undergrad* OR 

graduate OR postgrad*) AND TS=(“educational technolog*” or “learning technolog*” OR “digital learning” OR 

“digital education” OR "app" OR “digital technolog*” OR “digital media” OR “social media” OR “social 

network*” OR “social web” OR vodcast* OR podcast* OR “digital broadcasting” OR blog* OR weblog* OR 

“electronic publishing” OR microblog* OR “interactive whiteboard*” OR simulation* OR forum* OR 

"computer-mediated communication” OR “computer * network*” OR ePortfolio OR e-Portfolio OR 

eAssessment OR e-Assessment OR “computer-based testing” OR “computer-assisted testing” OR OER OR 

“open educational resource*” OR “open access” OR “open source*” OR “information and communication 

technolog*” OR “information technolog*” OR “social tagging” OR tablet* OR “handheld device*” OR “mobile 

device*” OR "smart*phone*" OR “electronic book*” OR eBook*) NOT TS=("K-12" OR kindergarten* OR 

"corporate training*" OR "professional training*" OR "primary school*" OR "middle school*" OR "vocational 

education" OR "adult education") 
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Search strategy

1. Decide what types of studies and data will answer your question.

➢ Empirical research only?

➢ Grey literature?

➢ Both quantitative and qualitative data?

2. Which databases/platforms will you search in?*

❑ Web of Science

❑ EBSCO Host (e.g. ERIC)

❑ Scopus

❑ PsycINFO

❑ ProQuest

❑ Teacher Reference Center

❑ Science Direct
* Gusenbauer & Haddaway (2019)
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Search strategy

3. Decide on the study inclusion/exclusion criteria

▪ For example:

Include Exclude

Published between 2007-2016 Published before 2007 or after 2016

English language Not in English

Primary, empirical research Reviews or theoretical articles

Journal articles Grey literature

Higher education Schooling or further education

Educational technology Description of a tool or evaluation

Student engagement No educational technology

In an educational setting No student engagement

No learning setting
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PRISMA reporting guidelines

Page et al. (2021) - https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.n71

https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.n71
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Sensivity vs 
Specificity

• Include rather 
than exclude

• Visiting 
Inclusion and 
Exclusion 
Criteria

• Setting the 
screening 
process

Interrater 
Reliability

• e.g. Cohen’s 
Kappa (1960)

• Fleiss Kappa

Quality 
Appraisal

• Critical 
Appraisal

• (Petticrew 
and 
Roberts 
2005)

Title & Abstract Screening
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• Cohen’s kappa: a measure for the agreement between two raters

• The hypothetical probability of agreement by chance.

• Simple relative agreement would overestimate agreement that can occur by change

• e.g. 19 out of 20 = 95 % agreement

• see Cohen’s kappa free calculator: 

https://idostatistics.com/cohen-kappa-free-calculator/

• Aim: k > .70

Inter-rater Reliability

https://idostatistics.com/cohen-kappa-free-calculator/
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• Quality Appraisal (Gough 2007)
• Is the study design appropriate to my research/review question(s)?

• How is the quality of study methods? 

• Is the study relevant to my research/review question(s)? 

• Roots in “medicine” studies
• CASP Checklists - Critical Appraisals Skills Programme

• Systematic Reviews, Randomized Controlled Trials, Cohort Studies, Case 

Control Studies, Economic Evaluations, Diagnostic Studies, Qualitative 

studies and Clinical Prediction Rule

• GRADE - Grading of Recommendations, Assessment, Development and 

Evaluations

• JBI Critical Appraisal Tools - Joanna Briggs Institute, trustworthiness, 

relevance and results

Quality Appraisal
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Data extraction
1. Decide what data you want to extract

➢ Look at previous SRs as to what should be included

➢ Descriptive (e.g. study and participant characteristics)

➢ Analytical (e.g. outcomes)

➢ Keep it relevant

➢ Conceptual framework

2. Decide how and where you will store extracted information

➢ SR software does this for you

3. Highlight where in articles the data comes from (page number)
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Synthesis

1. How can you pull the results together?

➢ Why choose that method?

➢ Does it accurately represent what was found?

2. Overall, what is the research suggesting in relation to the question?

3. How can you best describe and represent what the research is saying?

4. How clearly or confidently can the review question be answered?

Ask yourself the following questions:
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Narrative Synthesis
A valid method to analyse and assemble evidence (Petticrew & Roberts, 2006).

1. A narrative description of the study and participant characteristics.

2. A summary of key results, preferably informed by the theoretical framework.

3. Tabulation of the studies, providing an overview of the study setting, methods, participants, 

intervention and study findings.

Meta analysis
A statistical technique to combine results from multiple studies to give an overall measure.

Van Alten et al. (2019, p. 10)
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Narrative Synthesis – Tabulation example (Bond, 2020)
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Content analysis Co-occurrence analysis

Bond et al. (2021)



Facing Facts
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Mel is currently conducting a Scoping Review of AIEd reviews, with 257 coded so far…

Although it has been found to make the process more efficient, especially when using 

machine learning tools1,

❖ 55.6% of reviews didn’t report which technology was used to conduct the review.

❖ Of those that did report it…

➢ 15.2% used Excel

➢ 13.2% used reference management software (e.g. EndNote)

➢ Only 5% of AIEd reviews used tailored systematic reviewing software

▪ Rayyan2 (n = 6)

▪ EPPI-Reviewer (n = 3)

▪ Covidence3 (n = 3)

▪ DistillerSR4 (n = 1)
1. Cowie et al. (2022), Harrison et al. (2020), Kebede et al. (2022), Marshall & Wallace 

(2019), Tsou et al. (2020)

2. https://www.rayyan.ai/

3. https://www.covidence.org/

4. https://www.distillersr.com/products/distillersr-systematic-review-software

https://www.rayyan.ai/
https://www.covidence.org/
https://www.distillersr.com/products/distillersr-systematic-review-software
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Tools to Assist Systematic Reviews
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Tools to Assist
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Rayyan
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• Keywords to ease 

spotting irrelevant 

studies 

• Labels to enrich your 

library

• Overview of the 

descriptive data

Rayyan
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• Sign-up to Rayyan account: https://www.rayyan.ai/

• Set-up a new systematic review

• Import your RIS file

• Invite collaborators

Rayyan

https://www.rayyan.ai/
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Tools to Assist
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Leximancer

• Content analysis/text mining

• Semantic relations

• Concept mapping 

• Online portal

• Not free 

• Free webinars 

• Visit: https://www.leximancer.com/

Leximancer

https://www.leximancer.com/
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Tools to Assist
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• State-of-art: network 

clustering

• NLP: co-occurrances

• Bibliometric networks
• Co-authorship networks

• Bibliographic coupling

• Open Source

• Visit:  

https://www.vosviewer.com/

VOSviewer

https://www.vosviewer.com/
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EPPI-Reviewer evidence synthesis software was created to support the methodological work 

conducted at the EPPI-Centre.

EPPI-Reviewer helps by:

➢ keeping your review process explicit and replicable

➢ enabling you to work with many others in one review

➢ keeping your data in one place

➢ helping with large screening loads through priority screening

➢ enabling updates to your review, including through machine learning

➢ allowing the easy creation of interactive evidence gap maps

➢ Web-based - accessed from any device with an internet connection. 

➢ Developed for all types of systematic review.

➢ Designed for flexibility.

https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/EPPIReviewer-Web/home

https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/EPPIReviewer-Web/home


EPPI-Reviewer Gateway
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https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/cms/Default.aspx?tabid=2914

➢ Create a new account.

➢ Activate your account.

➢ Login using your EPPI-Reviewer 

username and password to manage your 

account and reviews.

❑When sharing reviews in particular.

➢ Forgotten password and username 

facility.

https://youtube.com/playlist?list=PL9xuE5D2RaCIEZbXObTKzZ7OaGMJp3Bjr

https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/cms/Default.aspx?tabid=2914
https://youtube.com/playlist?list=PL9xuE5D2RaCIEZbXObTKzZ7OaGMJp3Bjr
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https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/eppireviewer-web

▪ Works with modern browsers (Firefox, 

Safari, Chrome).

▪ Works on web-enabled devices, e.g. 

smartphones and tablets.

▪ Uses the same data as EPPI-Reviewer 4.

▪ Based on same tech as Google Docs and 

Gmail.

▪ PubMed and OpenAlex integrated.

▪ Machine learning incl. priority screening

https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/eppireviewer-web


EPPI-Reviewer Home Screen
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▪ Quick overview of included, excluded, 

deleted and duplicate items.

▪ Can also create a new review from here 

instead of from the account manager.
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EPPI-Reviewer Web – Home Screen

▪ Clicking on the name of a coding tool will show the coding progress.

▪ By clicking on a blue number, you will be taken to a list of those items in the 

References tab.

Complete Incomplete



EPPI-Reviewer Home Screen
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My Reviews

• Easily toggle in between reviews 

you have access to.

My Work

• Displays any coding assignments 

assigned to you.

• Click on a blue number to go to a 

list of those items.

Sources

• Lists all imported files.

• Click on Report to produce an 

itemised record of search meta 

data.



Importing Items
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▪ Importing items is easy

https://youtu.be/Emkuq5H_FB0

https://youtu.be/Emkuq5H_FB0


Importing Items
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▪ Manually add items

➢ Make sure you choose the correct 

reference type

https://youtu.be/Emkuq5H_FB0

https://youtu.be/Emkuq5H_FB0


Managing Duplicates
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▪ Click Get New Duplicates to run the process.

▪ Mark Automatically will speed it up.

▪ 1st To-Do takes you to the first possible duplicate in the list.

▪ Buttons to mark items as duplicate, not a duplicate or master.

https://youtu.be/DGcIOWX61xc

https://youtu.be/DGcIOWX61xc


EPPI-Reviewer
Screening

• Enable auto advance

• Show terms function 

highlights key phrases

• Use touch device

• Easy to edit and add codes 

or extra information

Add new codes
Edit codes

86
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Find PDFs

❖ Use Google or Google Scholar to locate PDFs, or click 

on the blue URL or DOI text.

❖ Scroll to the bottom of the item record and click on the blue 

Upload button.



Bulk import PDFs
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▪ Link to a Zotero Group Library and bulk import PDFs.

➢ Only free for up to 300MB

https://youtu.be/nWG9i5spHyc

https://youtu.be/nWG9i5spHyc


• Complex coding tools 

supported

• Both quantitative and 

qualitative codes

• Coding tools allow for 

multi-stage reviews to 

occur within the one review

• Consider your coding tool 

first, if you’re going to 

create EGMs

Data Extraction



Line by line PDF coding

Coding report

Text entered 

via Info box

Assigned text from PDF
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Interactive evidence gap maps

https://youtu.be/nW353pA75io

• Created for each research 
question

• Freely available open 
access

• Filterable, searchable

• Can download references

• Direct links to studies

• Can assist synthesis

https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/cms/Default.aspx?tabid=3794

https://youtu.be/nW353pA75io
https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/cms/Default.aspx?tabid=3794
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EPPI-Visualiser

EPPI-Visualiser is a new web database tool, displaying the studies and coding conducted in your review.

➢ Any changes made in your review are updated live in the database.

Source: https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/eppi-vis/login/open?webdbid=23https://youtu.be/bhQuGpeB2Lo

https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/eppi-vis/login/open?webdbid=23
https://youtu.be/bhQuGpeB2Lo
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OpenAlex to update or keep up-to-date
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OpenAlex to update or keep up-to-date



Hands-on Activities

You can choose to just have a look around yourself, ask questions, or you can choose to complete a 

pre-prepared hands-on task:

• Hands-on practice task #1

• Hands-on practice task #2 – Education specific

• Setting up a shared review

• Setting up a data-extraction coding tool

• Setting up coding assignments

Folder link: 

https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1BiC8YwnwrmHi5IzIR4j7JyVMA9WkCnBl?usp=sharing

https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/CMS/Portals/35/Manuals/Hands-on%20Activity.pdf
https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/CMS/Portals/35/EPPI-Reviewer%20Web%20Presentation%20-%20EEF%20-%20Hands%20on%20activity.pdf
https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/CMS/Portals/35/Manuals/Setting%20up%20a%20shared%20review%20as%20a%20practice%20exercise.pdf
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1mo3jrmefHQLKVXqqcI__KrWBYbvEpPXJ/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1CZS08cDmycB_EldLgCzgb4vsSGOzTKBh/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1BiC8YwnwrmHi5IzIR4j7JyVMA9WkCnBl?usp=sharing


Further information

EPPI-Reviewer Account Manager – sign up to a free one month trial.

Importing references into EPPI-Reviewer

Managing duplicates in EPPI-Reviewer

Editing codes and coding tools

Creating reference groups and allocating coding assignments

Understanding data entry modes, double coding and reconciliation

Pushing items from EPPI-Reviewer to Zotero and importing bulk PDFs

Line by line PDF coding

Creating a comparison report

Using the Reports tab

Introduction to interactive evidence gap maps

Creating an interactive EGM using EPPI-Mapper

Introduction to EPPI-Visualiser

https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/cms/Default.aspx?tabid=2914
https://youtu.be/Emkuq5H_FB0
https://youtu.be/DGcIOWX61xc
https://youtu.be/bGTyqe_ySyA
https://youtu.be/p8xkMk9KKWQ
https://youtu.be/6-T9oClAsJI
https://youtu.be/nWG9i5spHyc
https://youtu.be/9eP70M4a9iE
https://youtu.be/2I1BmGBmLqs
https://youtu.be/w81FdoW60_8
https://youtu.be/wKPNeZFTo8o
https://youtu.be/nW353pA75io
https://youtu.be/bhQuGpeB2Lo


Contact Information

Dr Melissa Bond

Email: melissa.bond@ucl.ac.uk

EPPI Reviewer support: EPPISupport@ucl.ac.uk

Twitter: https://twitter.com/misc_nerd

Website: http://drmelissabond.weebly.com/

ResearchGate: https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Melissa-Bond-5

LinkedIn: https://www.linkedin.com/in/bondmelissa/

YouTube: https://www.youtube.com/user/EPPIReviewer4

mailto:melissa.bond@ucl.ac.uk
mailto:EPPISupport@ucl.ac.uk
https://twitter.com/misc_nerd
http://drmelissabond.weebly.com/
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Melissa-Bond-5
https://www.linkedin.com/in/bondmelissa/
https://www.youtube.com/user/EPPIReviewer4
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