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Selected Listing of Upcoming Events 
 
EAHIL 2022: Broaden the Horizons 
European Association for Health Information and Libraries (EAHIL) 
1-3 June 2022 
Rotterdam, Netherlands 
More information: https://eahil2022.nl  
 
Information Retrieval Meeting (IRM 2022): Transition into the Digital Age 
Institute for Quality and Efficiency in Health Care (IQWiG) 
10-11 June 2022  
Cologne, Germany 
More information: https://www.iqwig.de/en/events/information-retrieval-meeting/  
 
IRG Advanced Workshop in Information Retrieval: Addressing Lifecycles of the Literature in Health 
Technology Assessment 
Information Retrieval Group (IRG), Health Technology Assessment International (HTAi) 
25 June 2022 
Utrecht, Netherlands 
More information: https://www.htai2022.org/  
 
Publications of Interest 
 
COVID-19 resources or search techniques 
 

Butcher R, Sampson M, Couban RJ, Malin JE, Loree S, Brody S. The currency and completeness of 
specialized databases of COVID-19 publications. J Clin Epidemiol. 2022 Mar 24;147:52-59. 
https://www.jclinepi.com/article/S0895-4356(22)00067-1/fulltext  
 
Cabanac G, Oikonomidi T, Boutron I. Day-to-day discovery of preprint-publication links. Scientometrics. 
2021;126(6):5285-5304. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8053368/  
 
Noel-Storr A, Gartlehner G, Dooley G, Persad E, Nussbaumer-Streit B. Crowdsourcing the identification of 
studies for COVID-19-related Cochrane Rapid Reviews. Res Synth Methods. 2022 Apr 11. Online ahead of 
print. 
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jrsm.1559  
 
Scheinfeld L. LitCovid, iSearch COVID-19 portfolio, and COVID-19 Global literature on coronavirus disease. 
J Med Libr Assoc. 2022 Apr 1;110(2):279-280. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC9014912/  
 
Tsueng G, Mullen J, Alkuzweny M, Cano M, Rush B, Haag E, Curators O, Alaa Abdel L, Zhou X, Qian Z, 
Andersen KG, Wu C, Su AI, Gangavarapu K, Hughes LD. Outbreak.info Research Library: a standardized, 
searchable platform to discover and explore COVID-19 resources and data. bioRxiv. 2022 Feb 
1:2022.01.20.477133. Preprint. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8820656/  

 



Vela K. COVID-19 Evidence Reviews website: a VA effort to catalog and curate COVID-19 evidence reviews. 
J Med Libr Assoc. 2022 Jan 1;110(1):109-112. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8830363/  
 
Zerva C, Taylor S, Soto AJ, Nguyen NTH, Ananiadou S. A term-based and citation network-based search 
system for COVID-19. JAMIA Open. 2021 Dec 14;4(4):ooab104.  
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8672931/ 
  
Bibliographic and other databases 
 

MEDLINE 2022 initiative: transition to automated indexing. NLM Tech Bull. 2021 Nov-Dec;(443):e5. 
https://www.nlm.nih.gov/pubs/techbull/nd21/nd21_medline_2022.html  
 
Bradley-Ridout G, Nekolaichuk E, Jamieson T, Jones C, Morson N, Chuang R, Springall E. UpToDate versus 
DynaMed: a cross-sectional study comparing the speed and accuracy of two point-of-care information tools. J 
Med Libr Assoc. 2021 Jul 1;109(3):382-387. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8485969/  
 
Briscoe S, Rogers M. An alternative screening approach for Google Search identifies an accurate and 
manageable number of results for a systematic review (case study). Health Info Libr J. 2021 Nov 4. Online 
ahead of print. 
Abstract: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34734655/  
 
Else H. Giant, free index to world's research papers released online. Nature. 2021 Oct 26.  
https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-021-02895-8  
 
Kang P, Kalloniatis M, Doig GS. Using updated PubMed: new features and functions to enhance literature 
searches. JAMA. 2021 Aug 10;326(6):479-480. 
Abstract: https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/article-abstract/2782570 
 
Kiester L, Turp C. Artificial intelligence behind the scenes: PubMed's Best Match algorithm. J Med Libr Assoc. 
2022 Jan 1;110(1):15-22. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8830327/  
 
Levay P. Systematic searching in Ovid Embase: understanding the MEDLINE document collection and 
identifying conference records. medRxiv. 2022.04.23.22274201. Preprint. 
https://www.medrxiv.org/content/10.1101/2022.04.23.22274201v1  
 
Liang Z, Mao J, Lu K, Li G. Finding citations for PubMed: a large-scale comparison between five freely 
available bibliographic data sources. Scientometrics. 2021;126(12):9519-9542. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8542188/  
 
Scheible R, Strecker P, Yazijy S, Thomczyk F, Talpa R, Puhl A, Boeker M. A multilingual browser platform for 
Medical Subject Headings. Stud Health Technol Inform. 2022 Jan 14;289:384-387. 
https://ebooks.iospress.nl/doi/10.3233/SHTI210939  
 
Singh Chawla D. Massive open index of scholarly papers launches. Nature. 2022 Jan 24. 
https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-022-00138-y  
 
Veloso A. MedNar: free specialty database for accessing the deep web. Med Ref Serv Q. 2021 Jul-
Sep;40(3):311-318. 
Abstract: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34495802/  
 
Search filters 
 

Avau B, Van Remoortel H, De Buck E. Translation and validation of PubMed and Embase search filters for 
identification of systematic reviews, intervention studies, and observational studies in the field of first aid. J 
Med Libr Assoc. 2021 Oct 1;109(4):599-608. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8608173/  
 
Ayiku L, Levay P, Hudson T. The NICE OECD countries' geographic search filters: Part 1-methodology for 
developing the draft MEDLINE and Embase (Ovid) filters. J Med Libr Assoc. 2021 Apr 1;109(2):258-266. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8270368/  
 



Ayiku L, Hudson T, Williams C, Levay P, Jacob C. The NICE OECD countries' geographic search filters: Part 
2-validation of the MEDLINE and Embase (Ovid) filters. J Med Libr Assoc. 2021 Oct 1;109(4):583-589.  
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8608218/  
 
Khan MA, Mowforth OM, Kuhn I, Kotter MRN, Davies BM. Development of a validated search filter for Ovid 
Embase for degenerative cervical myelopathy. Health Info Libr J. 2021 Aug 19. Online ahead of print. 
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/hir.12373  
 
Masri HE, McGuire TM, Dalais C, van Driel M, Benham H, Hollingworth SA. Patient-based benefit-risk 
assessment of medicines: development, refinement, and validation of a content search strategy to retrieve 
relevant studies. J Med Libr Assoc. 2022 Apr 1;110(2):185-204. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC9014953/  
 
Morel T, Nguyen-Soenen J, Thompson W, Fournier JP. Development and validation of search filters to identify 
articles on deprescribing in Medline and Embase. BMC Med Res Methodol. 2022 Mar 25;22(1):79. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8953136/  
 
Navarro-Ruan T, Haynes RB. Preliminary comparison of the performance of the National Library of Medicine's 
systematic review publication type and the sensitive clinical queries filter for systematic reviews in PubMed. J 
Med Libr Assoc. 2022 Jan 1;110(1):43-46. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8830395/  
 
Salvador-Oliván JA, Marco-Cuenca G, Arquero-Avilés R. Development of an efficient search filter to retrieve 
systematic reviews from PubMed. J Med Libr Assoc. 2021 Oct 1;109(4):561-574. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8608217/  
 
Stallings E, Gaetano-Gil A, Alvarez-Diaz N, Solà I, López-Alcalde J, Molano D, Zamora J. Development and 
evaluation of a search filter to identify prognostic factor studies in Ovid MEDLINE. BMC Med Res Methodol. 
2022 Apr 10;22(1):107. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8996648/  
 
Sutton A, Campbell F. The ScHARR LMIC filter: adapting a low- and middle-income countries geographic 
search filter to identify studies on preterm birth prevention and management. Res Synth Methods. 2022 Feb 
10. Online ahead of print. 
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jrsm.1552  
 
van der Mierden S, Hooijmans CR, Tillema AH, Rehn S, Bleich A, Leenaars CH. Laboratory animals search 
filter for different literature databases: PubMed, Embase, Web of Science and PsycINFO. Lab Anim. 2021 Sep 
24. Online ahead of print. 
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/00236772211045485  
 
Other search topics and techniques 
 

Cantrell A, Booth A, Chambers D. A systematic review case study of urgent and emergency care configuration 
found citation searching of Web of Science and Google Scholar of similar value.  
Health Info Libr J. 2022 Mar 15. Online ahead of print. 
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/hir.12428  
 
Cooper C, Dawson S, Lefebvre C. Searching for medical devices - practical guidance. Res Synth Methods. 
2022 Jan;13(1):144-154. 
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/epdf/10.1002/jrsm.1524 
 
DeMars MM, Perruso C. MeSH and text-word search strategies: precision, recall, and their implications for 
library instruction. J Med Libr Assoc. 2022 Jan 1;110(1):23-33. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8830400/  
 
Duddy C, Roberts N. Identifying evidence for five realist reviews in primary health care: a comparison of 
search methods. Res Synth Methods. 2022 Mar;13(2):190-203. 
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jrsm.1523 
 
Finnegan A, Levay P. Translated search strategies may require truncated subject headings for efficient public 
health retrieval. Health Info Libr J. 2021 Aug 19. Online ahead of print. 
Abstract: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34409740/  



Frandsen TF, Lindhardt CL, Eriksen MB. Performance of conceptual framework elements for the retrieval of 
qualitative health literature: a case study. J Med Libr Assoc. 2021 Jul 1;109(3):388-394. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8485961/  
 
García-Perdomo HA. Estrategias de búsqueda para profesionales de la salud [Search strategies for health 
professionals.]. Arch Esp Urol. 2022 Apr;75(3):228-234. Spanish. 
Abstract: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35435167/  
 
Heath A, Levay P, Tuvey D. Literature searching methods or guidance and their application to public health 
topics: a narrative review. Health Info Libr J. 2022 Mar;39(1):6-21. 
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/hir.12414  
 
Hirt J, Nordhausen T, Appenzeller-Herzog C, Ewald H. Using citation tracking for systematic literature 
searching - study protocol for a scoping review of methodological studies and a Delphi study. F1000Res. 2020 
Dec 1;9:1386. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8474097/  
 
Khurshid Z, Tariq R, Asiri FY, Abid K, Zafar MS. Literature search strategies in dental education and research. 
J Taibah Univ Med Sci. 2021 Jul 6;16(6):799-806. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8626813/  
 
Landerdahl Stridsberg S, Richardson MX, Redekop K, Ehn M, Wamala Andersson S. Gray literature in 
evaluating effectiveness in digital health and health and welfare technology: a source worth considering.  
J Med Internet Res. 2022 Mar 23;24(3):e29307. 
https://www.jmir.org/2022/3/e29307/  
 
MacFarlane A, Russell-Rose T, Shokraneh F. Search strategy formulation for systematic reviews: issues, 
challenges and opportunities. arXiv.org. 2021 Dec 17. Preprint. 
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.09424  
 
Michael Clark J, Beller E, Glasziou P, Sanders S. The decisions and processes involved in a systematic 
search strategy: a hierarchical framework. J Med Libr Assoc. 2021 Apr 1;109(2):201-211. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8270345/  
 
Nicholas K, Hopkins E, Jordan L, McCrossan J, Hunt M, Greenfield K. Search Club: Using peer support to 
develop search skills and share knowledge in a specialist NHS team. Health Info Libr J. 2021 Dec;38(4):325-
328. 
Abstract: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34595828/  
 
Osareh F, Ghazavi R, Adibi P. Information retrieval strategy in functional gastrointestinal disorders with 
emphasis on the sensitivity and precision. J Educ Health Promot. 2021 Jun 30;10:207. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8318189/  
 
Pozsgai G, Lövei GL, Vasseur L, Gurr G, Batáry P, Korponai J, Littlewood NA, Liu J, Móra A, Obrycki J, 
Reynolds O, Stockan JA, VanVolkenburg H, Zhang J, Zhou W, You M. Irreproducibility in searches of scientific 
literature: a comparative analysis. Ecol Evol. 2021 Oct 14;11(21):14658-14668. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8571571/  
 
Ross-White A. Search is a verb: systematic review searching as invisible labor. J Med Libr Assoc. 2021 Jul 
1;109(3):505-506. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8485967/  
 
Trivisonno LF, Escobar Liquitay C, Vergara-Merino L, Pérez-Bracchiglione J, Franco JVA. Key concepts for 
searching evidence: an introduction for healthcare professionals. Medwave. 2021;21(11):e002512. 
English: https://www.medwave.cl/link.cgi/Medwave/Revisiones/MetodInvestReport/8512.act?tab=ingles 
Spanish: https://www.medwave.cl/link.cgi/Medwave/Revisiones/MetodInvestReport/8512.act  
 
Westrick JC, Buchholz SW. Medical librarians' knowledge and practices in locating clinical trials for systematic 
reviews. J Med Libr Assoc. 2021 Apr 1;109(2):295-300. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8270353/  
 
 
 



Automation and digitalisation 
 

Abdelkader W, Navarro T, Parrish R, Cotoi C, Germini F, Iorio A, Haynes RB, Lokker C. Machine learning 
approaches to retrieve high-quality, clinically relevant evidence from the biomedical literature: systematic 
review. JMIR Med Inform. 2021 Sep 9;9(9):e30401. 
https://medinform.jmir.org/2021/9/e30401/  
 
Adam GP, Paynter R. Development of literature search strategies for evidence syntheses: pros and cons of 
incorporating text mining tools and objective approaches. BMJ Evid Based Med. 2022 Mar 28. Online ahead of 
print. 
Abstract: http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjebm-2021-111892  
 
Adam GP, Wallace BC, Trikalinos TA. Semi-automated tools for systematic searches. Methods Mol Biol. 
2022;2345:17-40. 
Abstract: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34550582/  
 
Allot A, Lee K, Chen Q, Luo L, Lu Z. LitSuggest: a web-based system for literature recommendation and 
curation using machine learning. Nucleic Acids Res. 2021 Jul 2;49(W1):W352-W358. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8262723/  
 
Burns JK, Etherington C, Cheng-Boivin O, Boet S. Using an artificial intelligence tool can be as accurate as 
human assessors in level one screening for a systematic review. Health Info Libr J. 2021 Nov 18. Online 
ahead of print. 
Abstract: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34792285/  
 
Cornish TC, Kricka LJ, Park JY. A Biopython-based method for comprehensively searching for eponyms in 
Pubmed. MethodsX. 2021 Feb 14;8:101264. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8374293/ 
 
Gates A, Gates M, DaRosa D, Elliott SA, Pillay J, Rahman S, Vandermeer B, Hartling L. Decoding semi-
automated title-abstract screening: findings from a convenience sample of reviews. Syst Rev. 2020 Nov 
27;9(1):272. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7694314/  
 
Khalil H, Ameen D, Zarnegar A. Tools to support the automation of systematic reviews: a scoping review.  
J Clin Epidemiol. 2021 Dec 8;144:22-42. 
Abstract : https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34896236/  
 
Lohr AM, Van Gorden N, McClelland DJ, Dubinsky E, Gerald LB, Wilkinson-Lee A, Carvajal SC. Updating 
search strategies for literature reviews with OUR2D2: an open-source computer application. J Med Libr Assoc. 
2021 Apr 1;109(2):317-322. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8270383/  
 
Moral-Muñoz JA, Herrera-Viedma E, Santisteban-Espejo A, Cobo MJ. Software tools for conducting 
bibliometric analysis in science: an up-to-date review. El profesional de la información. 2020;29(1):e290103. 
https://revista.profesionaldelainformacion.com/index.php/EPI/article/download/epi.2020.ene.03/47883/  
 
Rahaman T. Discovering new trends & connections: current applications of biomedical text mining. Med Ref 
Serv Q. 2021 Jul-Sep;40(3):329-336. 
Abstract: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34495798/  
 
Sarker A, Yang YC, Al-Garadi MA, Abbas A. A light-weight text summarization system for fast access to 
medical evidence. Front Digit Health. 2020 Dec 4;2:585559. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8521877/  
 
Smalheiser NR, Schneider J, Torvik VI, Fragnito DP, Tirk EE. The Citation Cloud of a biomedical article: a 
free, public, web-based tool enabling citation analysis. J Med Libr Assoc. 2022 Jan 1;110(1):103-108. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8830385/  
 
Stansfield C, Stokes G, Thomas J. Applying machine classifiers to update searches: analysis from two case 
studies. Res Synth Methods. 2022 Jan;13(1):121-133. 
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jrsm.1537  
 



Zhu J, Patra BG, Yaseen A. Recommender system of scholarly papers using public datasets. AMIA Annu 
Symp Proc. 2021 May 17;2021:672-679. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8378599/  
 
Study registries 
 

Hunter KE, Webster AC, Page MJ, Willson M, McDonald S, Berber S, Skeers P, Tan-Koay AG, Parkhill A, 
Seidler AL. Searching clinical trials registers: guide for systematic reviewers. BMJ. 2022 Apr 26;377:e068791. 
https://www.bmj.com/content/377/bmj-2021-068791.long  
 
Hunter K. Untapping the hidden value of clinical trial registries. BMJ. 2022 Apr 26;377:o1058. 
https://www.bmj.com/content/377/bmj.o1058 
 
Liu S, Bourgeois FT, Dunn AG. Identifying unreported links between ClinicalTrials.gov trial registrations and 
their published results. Res Synth Methods. 2021 Dec 30. Online ahead of print. 
Abstract: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34970844/  
 
Speich B, Gloy VL, Klatte K, Gryaznov D, Taji Heravi A, Ghosh N, et al. Reliability of trial information across 
registries for trials with multiple registrations: a systematic review. JAMA Netw Open. 2021 Nov 
1;4(11):e2128898. 
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamanetworkopen/fullarticle/2785663  
 
Surian D, Bourgeois FT, Dunn AG. The automation of relevant trial registration screening for systematic 
review updates: an evaluation study on a large dataset of ClinicalTrials.gov registrations. BMC Med Res 
Methodol. 2021 Dec 18;21(1):281. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8684229/  
 
Wilson P, Huser V. Discoverability of information on clinical trial data-sharing platforms. J Med Libr Assoc. 
2021 Apr 1;109(2):240-247. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8270348/  
 
Publishing or access to data 
 

Gusenbauer M. The age of abundant scholarly information and its synthesis-A time when 'just google it' is no 
longer enough. Res Synth Methods. 2021 Nov;12(6):684-691. 
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jrsm.1520  
 
Hinrichs RJ, Ramirez M, Ameen M. The publication fate of abstracts presented at the Medical Library 
Association conferences. J Med Libr Assoc. 2021 Oct 1;109(4):590-598. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8608162/  
 
Moustafa K. Postprints-to-preprints linkage to enhance access to scientific literature. Account Res. 2021 Dec 
29. Online ahead of print. 
Abstract: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34907810/  
 
Peer review or quality of literature searches 
 

Batten J, Grossetta Nardini H, Nyhan K. Editors and authors benefit from librarian involvement in peer review. 
Poster presented at: Conference of the International Academy of Nursing Editors (INANE); 2021 Aug 3; Virtual 
conference. 
https://osf.io/tv3ay/  
 
Iverson S, Seta MD, Lefebvre C, Ritchie A, Traditi L, Baliozian K. International health library associations urge 
the ICMJE to seek information specialists as peer reviewers for knowledge synthesis publications. J Med Libr 
Assoc. 2021 Jul 1;109(3):503-504. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8485959/  
 
Rethlefsen ML, Schroter S, Bouter LM, Moher D, Ayala AP, Kirkham JJ, Zeegers MP. Improving peer review 
of systematic reviews by involving librarians and information specialists: protocol for a randomized controlled 
trial. Trials. 2021 Nov 11;22(1):791. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8582191/  
 
 
 



Schellinger J, Sewell K, Bloss JE, Ebron T, Forbes C. The effect of librarian involvement on the quality of 
systematic reviews in dental medicine. PLoS One. 2021 Sep 1;16(9):e0256833.  
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8409615/  
 
Other topics 
 

Ballantyne SB, Baer S, Farrell A, Lee P, MacDonald J, Rabb D, Vaska M. Developing a code of practice for 
literature searching in health sciences: a project description. J Can Health Libr Assoc. 2022 Apr 1;43(1).  
https://journals.library.ualberta.ca/jchla/index.php/jchla/article/view/29409  
 
Cowie K, Rahmatullah A, Hardy N, Holub K, Kallmes K. Web-based software tools for systematic literature 
review in medicine: systematic search and feature analysis. JMIR Med Inform. 2022 May 2;10(5):e33219. 
https://medinform.jmir.org/2022/5/e33219/  
 
Demetres MR, Wright DN, Delgado D. Supporting consensus statements: considerations and 
recommendations for a systematic review service. Med Ref Serv Q. 2021 Oct-Dec;40(4):347-354. 
Abstract: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34752190/ 
 
Ghezzi-Kopel K, Ault J, Chimwaza G, Diekmann F, Eldermire E, Gathoni N, Kelly J, Kinengyere AA, Kocher 
M, Lwoga ET, Page J, Young S, Porciello J. Making the case for librarian expertise to support evidence 
synthesis for the sustainable development goals. Res Synth Methods. 2022 Jan;13(1):77-87. 
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/epdf/10.1002/jrsm.1528  
 
Haddaway NR, Rethlefsen ML, Davies M, Glanville J, McGowan B, Nyhan K, Young S. A suggested data 
structure for transparent and repeatable reporting of bibliographic searching. agriRxiv. 2022. 
DOI:10.31220/agriRxiv.2022.00138. Preprint. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.31220/agriRxiv.2022.00138  
 
Lauvrak V, Esmail R, Espeland AL, Farrah K, Hafstad E, Harboe I, Migliore A, Ohm IK, Topfer LA. A 
collaborative pilot on current awareness alerts for disinvestment and horizon scanning. Int J Technol Assess 
Health Care. 2021 Aug 31;37(1):e85. 
Abstract: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34462028/ 
 
O'Dwyer LC, Wafford QE. Addressing challenges with systematic review teams through effective 
communication: a case report. J Med Libr Assoc. 2021 Oct 1;109(4):643-647. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8608185/  
 
Obasola OI, Kinengyere AA, Peter D, Chiweza D, Ross-White A, Godfrey C. Perceptions, experiences, and 
attitudes of health care professionals regarding the role of librarians in fostering evidence-based health 
practice: a systematic review protocol. JBI Evid Synth. 2021 Sep 24;20(1):181-188. 
https://journals.lww.com/jbisrir/Fulltext/2022/01000/Perceptions,_experiences,_and_attitudes_of_health.9.aspx  
 
Parker R, Sikora L. Literature reviews: key considerations and tips from knowledge synthesis librarians. J 
Grad Med Educ. 2022 Feb;14(1):32-35. 
https://meridian.allenpress.com/jgme/article/14/1/32/477637/Literature-Reviews-Key-Considerations-and-Tips  
 
Pieper D, Heß S, Faggion CM Jr. A new method for testing reproducibility in systematic reviews was 
developed, but needs more testing. BMC Med Res Methodol. 2021 Jul 29;21(1):157. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8323273/ 
 
Rethlefsen ML, Page MJ. PRISMA 2020 and PRISMA-S: common questions on tracking records and the flow 
diagram. J Med Libr Assoc. 2022 Apr 1;110(2):253-257. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC9014944/  
 
Shu F, Qiu J, Larivière V. Mapping the biomedical sciences using Medical Subject Headings: a comparison 
between MeSH co-assignments and MeSH citation pairs. J Med Libr Assoc. 2021 Jul 1;109(3):441-449. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8485965/  
 
Stellrecht E, Theis-Mahon NR, Schvaneveldt N. Role of librarians and information professionals in identifying 
dPROs in the evidence. J Evid Based Dent Pract. 2022 Jan;22(1S):101649. 
Abstract: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35063178/  
 
 



Veginadu P, Calache H, Gussy M, Pandian A, Masood M. An overview of methodological approaches in 
systematic reviews. J Evid Based Med. 2022 Mar;15(1):39-54. 
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/jebm.12468  
 
Wafford QE, O'Dwyer LC. Adopting a toolkit to manage time, resources, and expectations in the systematic 
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Publication Spotlight 
 
A comment by Siw Waffenschmidt on Ayiku 2021 – OECD search filter: 
 

The British National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE) has recently published several important 
search filters (e.g. the UK geographic filter by Ayiku & Finnegan 2019 and the Health Apps filter by Ayiku 2020 
et al.). Last year NICE researchers also published several articles on the development and validation of an 
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) search filter (citations below). They were 
able to develop a filter with a 99.95% sensitivity that on average reduces the number of search hits by about 
10%. Many systematic searches will benefit from the new filter, as it could be used as an add-on in systematic 
searches covering various topics. Moreover, the filter is interesting from a methodological perspective: Ayiku 
et al. used a new way of structuring the filter by applying OECD-country-specific search terms and combining 
them with non-OECD-specific subject headings for NOTing Out. Since the introduction of the widely used 
“NOTing Out (human)” limit, which was originally developed by Carol Lefebvre, NOTing Out has become more 
and more popular and is also often used to omit other unwanted publication types such as editorials and 
comments. The new filter by Ayiku et al. thereby opens new opportunities for other search filters and perhaps 
also for search strategy development. In my opinion, Ayiku 2021 et al. is thus an important publication for 
information specialists. 
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Websites of Interest 
 
UX Caucus Database Tips 
https://uxcaucustips.blogspot.com/ 
From the website: This blog is the home for a new initiative of the User Experience Caucus of the Medical 
Library Association: the Database Tip Sheets. The Tip Sheets are bite-size tips for expert searchers on how to 
search more efficiently. If you'd like to contribute a tip or be added as a contributor to the blog, email Andy 
Hickner at: alh4014 at med.cornell.edu. 
 
LitSuggest 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/research/litsuggest/ 
From the website: LitSuggest is a web-based system for biomedical literature recommendation and curation. 
Advanced machine learning and information retrieval techniques are utilized for finding and ranking 
publications pertinent to a topic of interest. Literature Recommendation: LitSuggest uses advanced machine 
learning and information retrieval techniques to optimize document recommendation results for users. After a 
model is trained, it can be used to classify multiple sets of publications. Literature Curation: Manual curation is 
made easy with a dedicated user interface, allowing users to view all pertinent information for each publication 
and easily assign custom tags. Several annotators can work on the same project. Annotated publications can 
then be easily exported in TSV format. Weekly Digest: LitSuggest can automatically scan the literature every 
week for new publications relevant to a user-specified topic. 
 
searchRxiv 
https://searchrxiv.org/  
From the website: searchRxiv (pronounced “search archive”) has been established to support researchers to 
report, store and share their searches consistently and to enable them to review and re-use existing searches. 



In any discipline a well-constructed search strategy is at the core of evidence-based research, enabling the 
comprehensive retrieval of eligible studies to be assessed for relevance, and ensuring that no existing 
research which may be relevant is missed. Evidence-based study is a complex process typically involving 
teams of people to identify a question and formulate the protocols and searches which retrieve the evidence 
for the study. The resulting searches can be long and complex to handle. Consistency in how searches are 
reported, shared and stored for possible re-use by other users is key to ensure quality across these activities. 
searchRxiv enables researchers to: 

•  Post their searches, ensuring credit for all those involved 
•  Obtain a digital object identifier (DOI) for their search, enabling it to be cited 
•  Share their searches in a consistent format, allowing others to re-use 
•  Comment on searches, allowing them to be improved 
•  Link searches to published articles as relevant 
•  Find it easier to follow best practice for structuring their search strategy 
•  Easily find relevant searches in their subject area by searching across search strings as well as 
metadata describing those search strings 

 

More information is available at: https://searchrxiv.org/about/.  
 
citationchaser 
https://www.eshackathon.org/software/citationchaser.html  
From the website: In searching for research articles, we often want to obtain lists of references from across 
studies, and also obtain lists of articles that cite a particular study. In systematic reviews, this supplementary 
search technique is known as ‘citation chasing’: forward citation chasing looks for all records citing one or 
more articles of known relevance; backward citation chasing looks for all records referenced in one or more 
articles. Traditionally, this process would be done manually, and the resulting records would need to be 
checked one-by-one against included studies in a review to identify potentially relevant records that should be 
included in a review. This package contains functions to automate this process by making use of the Lens.org 
API. An input article list can be used to return a list of all referenced records, and/or all citing records in the 
Lens.org database (consisting of PubMed, PubMed Central, CrossRef, Microsoft Academic Graph and CORE; 
https://www.lens.org). Users must obtain a token for the Lens.org scholarly API (available for free here). A 
shiny app version of the package is available here: https://estech.shinyapps.io/citationchaser/. 
 
Deduplicator 
https://sr-accelerator.com/#/deduplicator 
The tool allows quick removal of duplicate references from a library, with an intuitive user interface which 
allows the researcher to quickly double check duplicate records. In addition, Deduplicator also allows removal 
of your already screened references, when adding new references to your library, as well as full undo/redo 
capability. Deduplicator is part of the Systematic Review Accelerator, a suite of tools produced by the Bond 
University Institute for Evidence-Based Healthcare (IEBH) to speed up steps in the systematic review process. 
It is freely available for anyone in the world to use. A help guide is available to get you started:  
https://sr-accelerator.com/#/help/deduplicator. 
 
EUDAMED (European Database on Medical Devices) 
https://ec.europa.eu/tools/eudamed/  
From the website: The creation of a European database on medical devices (EUDAMED) is one of the key 
aspects of the new rules on medical devices (Regulation (EU) 2017/745) and in vitro diagnostic medical 
devices (Regulation (EU) 2017/746). EUDAMED will provide a living picture of the lifecycle of medical devices 
that are made available in the European Union (EU). It will integrate different electronic systems to collate and 
process information about medical devices and related companies (e.g. manufacturers). In doing so, 
EUDAMED aims to enhance overall transparency, including through better access to information for the public 
and healthcare professionals, and to enhance coordination between the different Member States in the EU. 
EUDAMED will be composed of six modules related to: actor registration, unique device identification (UDI) 
and device registration, notified bodies and certificates, clinical investigations and performance studies, 
vigilance and market surveillance. 
 
IRG Member Activities 
 
SuRe Info webinar was a success 
 

The IRG presented the webinar “Evidence-Based Searching for Health Technology Assessment: Keeping up 
to Date with SuRe Info” on February 23. In the webinar, Julie Glanville and Jaana Isojärvi described the 
rationale, processes, and challenges of producing SuRe Info, and provided scenarios suggesting how SuRe 
Info can help searchers in their daily work and with specific questions. 
 



The webinar was streamed live on YouTube. Up to 200 viewers attended the webinar, and the recording has 
been viewed almost 500 times at the time of writing. If you missed the live event, or would like to rewatch, the 
recording is available on YouTube at HTAi’s channel: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=w9KeDTPrz6Q.  
 

Access SuRe Info at https://sure-info.org.  
 
IRG Interview: Julie Glanville 
 

Julie Glanville is an Independent Consultant in Information Retrieval in York, UK and a longtime member of 
the IRG. She took a moment to answer a few questions from Catherine Voutier. 
 
1.  What has been the biggest difference between working for an organisation and working as a consultant? 
 

I have been a "project manager" for the last 25 years managing people in teams to complete projects. So the 
biggest difference in being a consultant is that I only have to manage myself rather than a whole team of 
people. The thing I miss most about working in an organisation is the capacity to carry out research. When 
working in a larger group it's possible to carve out time and resources for a team to carry out information 
retrieval projects. This is much more difficult as an individual, as research usually needs teams of people with 
differing and complementary skills. I realise now how lucky I have been to work in organisations that have 
actively encouraged information retrieval research and research publication. 
 
2.  How did you make the transition to becoming a consultant? Any advice for others considering a similar 
move? 
 

In my experience there are many research teams and companies undertaking systematic reviews with limited 
information retrieval support, which means their reviews are not benefiting from the insights and experience an 
information professional can bring to a review team. So I anticipated that there was probably scope for offering 
services to support search strategy development as a service for groups who could not afford an information 
specialist as a permanent member of a team. For an organisation to be able to buy one or two days of expert 
input means they can include necessary skills into their team in an affordable way. Plus I had insights into how 
to run systematic review projects which some organisations may lack. 
 

I think I have been able to transition to a consultant because of the networking and research activity I have 
been able to do over my career, as well as the training I have done. My main advice to others considering a 
similar move would be to build networks and your CV as much as possible, so proposals to clients can be 
supported with concrete examples of projects, training and publications you have worked on. 
 
3.  There has been some debate on the expert searching list about the ethics of using organisation resources 
for additional contract work. What are your views? 
 

I think that many organisations cannot afford a full or even part time information specialist. I think that rather 
than produce a review without information specialist input, it would be better for the final review if an 
experienced information specialist could be involved. In some cases this could be achieved by buying in those 
services. I feel that many review teams would benefit from buying in a range of specialists skills such as 
statistical support or advice on developing the research question or reporting the review, in order to achieve a 
better and more useful systematic review. To be able to afford all the skills required for a systematic review, it 
is crucial that the review is scoped and budgeted adequately and this doesn't always happen. There are also 
benefits to buying in expert services in terms of learning opportunities for other members of the team and a 
wider appreciation of what systematic reviews need. Then the next time a group develops a systematic review 
proposal or considers staffing needs, it may consider recruitment of staff rather than buying in services. 
 

Teams that are regularly doing systematic reviews should definitely consider what skills are needed for their 
team. This should include recruiting a part time or full time information specialist as well as people with other 
essential skills such as statistics. Well-run projects will benefit from teams that develop and work together and 
appreciate the different skills that each team member begins. 
 
4.  Some information specialists/librarians charge for review work done, whether their clients are staff or 
unaffiliated with their organisation. A perennial problem is how to come to a realistic cost/charge for the 
service. What is your approach? 
 

The charges will necessarily reflect the funding base and the culture of the service. 
 

If the service is a support service provided as part of the research support of an organisation then perhaps the 
charges will be subsidised and do not need to cover the actual costs of providing the service. In that case, the 
service needs to decide what level of subsidy the parent organisation is willing to support and can then price 
services accordingly. It is important to let the purchaser know that the prices are subsidised by the central 
organisation. 
 

If the service has to generate income and is self-funding in effect, then the price for the services will reflect the 



need to cover costs of staff and resources fully. Again it is important to let the staff requesting services know 
that no subsidy is available and they are receiving services priced to at least cover the cost. 
 

Where services are offered to outside staff (ie not affiliated to the organisation) then it would probably be 
considered reasonable to charge those people more than internal staff. 
 
5.  And just for fun, what was the last book you read? 
 

The last three books I read were the Balkan Trilogy by Olivia Manning. It was pure coincidence that I began it 
as the Ukraine conflict began, but it is very resonant now. In case you have not read it, it describes the 
precarious lives of British academics and diplomatic staff in Romania and Greece as the Nazis take over 
countries in Eastern Europe. It was made into a BBC TV series in the 1990s (I think) with Emma Thompson 
and Kenneth Branagh - so my next plan is to find the DVD (if they still exist) and watch that as I am curious to 
see how they portray the young married couple at the centre of the book and their bunch of odd friends. 
 
 
If you are a member of the HTAi Information Retrieval interest group and would like to share your research 
activities with other IRG members in this newsletter, please contact DavidK@cadth.ca. 
 
 
The IRG eNewsletter is put together by the following Information Retrieval Group members: David 
Kaunelis (Canada); Catherine Voutier (Australia); Dagmara Chojecki (Canada); and Jaana Isojärvi 
(Finland). Have any events, news, or interesting papers or websites you want to share? Just email 
DavidK@cadth.ca. 
 

 


