Database Data Dictionary

Single file in Excel format, consisting of four sheets:

**** Sheet 1: REVIEWERS PROFILE	****

prof: Professional profile 	
        1 == Resident in Preventive Medicine and Public Health
	2 == Resident in Anatomical Pathology
	3 == Epidemiologist
	4 == Specialist Doctor in Anatomical Pathology
	5 == Other profiles
prof_time: Professional experience	
        Less than one year
	1 to 4 years
	5 to 8 years
	≥ 9 years
epiedu: Previous training in Epidemiology 	
        5 == No
	4 == Yes, master’s degree in Epidemiology and/or Public Health
	3 == University Expert Diploma or Certificate
	2 == Yes, training curses (≥ 50 h)
	1 == Yes, training curses (< 50 h)
resexp: Research experience 	
        Yes 
	No
resexp_time: Time of research experience	
        Less than 5 years
	5 to 9 years
	≥ 10 years
eviexp: Experience in evidence synthesis 	
        Yes
	No
eviexp_time: Time of experience in evidence synthesis	Less than one year
	1 to 4 years
	≥ 5 years


**** Sheet 2: BASAL: ANSWERS WITHOUT TOOL ****

TI	Title of record
AU	Authors of record
REF_ID	Internal id of record 
Alphanumeric codes* 	Reviewers identifiers [Note: Each identifier corresponds to the same person in both the baseline and subsequent measurements]
* Under the reviewer identifier are the coded study designs by that reviewer: 	
	Title Only
	Excluded – Abstracts in conference proceedings
	Excluded – Opinion Piece
	Consensus, statements or clinical guidelines
	Excluded – Non-systematic Reviews
	Big Picture Review
	Systematic Review
	Umbrella Review
	Other Mechanistic Basic Science Studies
	Excluded – Other Animal Studies
	Animal Study (mechanistic)
	Ecological Study
	Case Report
	Population-Based descriptive study
	Case series/Longitudinal Case series
	Diagnostic Test Agreement/Reproducibility Study
	Laboratory Test Validation Study
	Diagnostic Test Accuracy Study
	Non-Randomized Controlled Trial
	Randomized Controlled Trial
	Observational Longitudinal Study RCT derived
	Cohort Study
	Small Cohort & Other Longitudinal Studies
	Self-matched Case-Control Study
	Cross-sectional Study
	Classic Case-Control Study


**** Sheet 3: POST: ANSWERS WITH TOOL ****	

TI	Title of record
AU	Authors of record
REF_ID	Internal id of record 

Alphanumeric codes* 	Reviewers identifiers [Note: Each identifier corresponds to the same person in both the baseline and subsequent measurements]
* Under the reviewer identifier are the coded study designs by that reviewer: 		
	Title Only
	Excluded – Abstracts in conference proceedings
	Excluded – Opinion Piece
	Consensus, statements or clinical guidelines
	Excluded – Non-systematic Reviews
	Big Picture Review
	Systematic Review
	Umbrella Review
	Other Mechanistic Basic Science Studies
	Excluded – Other Animal Studies
	Animal Study (mechanistic)
	Ecological Study
	Case Report
	Population-Based descriptive study
	Case series/Longitudinal Case series
	Diagnostic Test Agreement/Reproducibility Study
	Laboratory Test Validation Study
	Diagnostic Test Accuracy Study
	Non-Randomized Controlled Trial
	Randomized Controlled Trial
	Observational Longitudinal Study RCT derived
	Cohort Study
	Small Cohort & Other Longitudinal Studies
	Self-matched Case-Control Study
	Cross-sectional Study
	Classic Case-Control Study


**** Sheet 4:TOOL USERS' ASSESSMENT ****

	
Id	questionnaire number
Starting time     day & hour	
Finishing time	  day & hour	
e-mail		
Clarity	        - Clarity: Clarity of Glossary definitions: they help to understand the defined terms (Likert scale min. 1 totally confused to max. 5 totally clear).
Coherence	-  Coherence: The questions of DT make sense, and the established order is logical (Likert scale min. 1 totally incoherent to max. 5 totally coherent). 
Sufficiency	- Sufficiency of information for decision making: The information in the DT and the Glossary is sufficient to decide on the classification of studies (Likert scale min. 1 “Very insufficient, it is necessary to include more clarifications” to max. 5 “Excessive, there are clarifications that are not necessary”). 
Completeness	- Completeness: The study designs included in the DT cover all possible options (Likert scale min. 1 totally insufficient to max. 5 completely exhaustive). 
Difficulty_20	- Degree of difficulty in getting familiar with the tool: In the first 20 references that you have classified in phase 2, what has been the degree of difficulty in getting familiar with the tool (Decision Tree and Glossary)? (Likert scale min. 1 “very easy” to max. 5 “very difficult”).
Difficulty_overall	- Degree of difficulty in applying the tool (Decision Tree and Glossary) (Likert scale min. 1 “very easy” to max. 5 “very difficult”). 
Usefulness	- Usefulness of the interactive Decision Tree (Genially) for the use of the tool (Likert scale min. 1 “Nothing useful” to max. 5 “Totally useful “). 
Overall_assessment	- Overall assessment: Usefulness of the Decision Tree and its glossary for the classification of study designs (from min 1. Nothing useful to max. 10 totally useful). 
Suggestions	- Suggestions: Do you have any suggestions for improving the Decision Tree or the Glossary or would you like to make any comments? (open question). 
Profesional profile	pathologists or epidemiologists 

