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ABSTRACT
TE142361
A descriptive research was conducted to review and examine publication bias in
systematic reviews of maternal and child health contained in CDSR of Cochrane Library
2003 issue 1. 121 reviews were studied and the data related to publication bias was
extracted and recorded in the pre-established form. Information related to publication bias
was described by frequency , percentage , median and range. Funnel plot and simple linear
regression were used to detect publication bias in a sample of the reviews that performed
meta-analysis and included at least 10 trials for the main outcomes. Then the bias results
were adjusted by trim and fill method
Results : 45.5% (55/121) of the reviews searched for both published and
unpublished studies from multiple sources combination of electronic database, document
and contact person.48.8% (59/121) of them included both published and unpublished
studies. 14.9% (18/121) of them had some discussion on publicauon bias. Among the
121 systematic reviews, 112 performed meta-analysis. Of these, 8.0% (9/112)
examined publication bias , 4 of them reported publication bias but they did not report any
adjustment in the results. For a sample of 29 reviews under the studied criteria, 27.6%
(8729) found publication bias. After adjusting for the bias, the treatment effect were
changed from the original results more than 10% in 3 reviews.
Conclusion : The publication bias seemed to be concerned more in the searching
stage rather than in the analysis stage. However the bias was founded in some reviews,

readers need to be careful in the interpretation of the reviews results.



