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INTRODUCTION

We
have to make 
a decision

But…..
We  are in a 

hurry
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OBJETIVES
To compile 
and review 
literature 
about rapid 
products (RP)

To analyse 
what are 

known for RP

To review 
and analyse 

recommendations
from the main 

agencies
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METHODS

Narrative review of 
literature

Selection of institutions

Search for available  
recommendations  

Analyse of key points
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OUTCOMES: DEFINITION PROBLEM

 Terminological diversity: 
rapid review vs rapid product
 Many definitions 
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RRs are a form  of 
knowledge synthesis 

in which 
components of SR 

process are 
Simplified or 

omitted to produce 
information in a 
timely manner 
[Khangura 2012]

RRs are literature
reviews that use 
methods to
accelerate or
streamline
traditional

systematic review
processes [Ganann

2010]

RRs are efforts to
assess and 

synthesize evidence
in less time than

tradicional “full” SR
[Academy Health’s
Rapid Evidence
Review Project 

2015]

RR products are 
intended to 
synthesize

available evidence 
and meet the time 

constraints of 
healthcare

decision‐makers
[Featherstone

2015]
And 
many
more…

OUTCOMES: SOME EXAMPLES OF DEFINITIONS
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OUTCOMES: TOO MANY DEFINITIONS!!!
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OUTCOMES: DOCUMENT RETRIEVAL
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OUTCOMES: OVERLOAD OF DOCUMENTS AND HETEROGENEITY!!!
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OUTCOMES: WHAT DO AGENCIES TELL US?

2015

2016

2015

2015

2015

2017

2017

2017

2017
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Tabla de resultados de rebe

OUTCOMES: WORKING GROUP TO INFORM A RR METHODOLOGY
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OUTCOMES: AND AGAIN, WIDE VARIABILITY OF NAMES, TYPES, 
DEFINITIONS AND METHODS…
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Inventories
Rapid responses
Rapid reviews
Automated approaches

Reference List
Summary of abstracts
Summary with critical
appraisal
Peer‐reviewed summary
with critical appraisal
Rapid SR and meta‐analysis
Rapid HTA

Umbrella reviews
Scoping reviews
Mixed methods reviews

OUTCOMES: AND AGAIN, WIDE VARIABILITY OF NAMES, TYPES, 
DEFINITIONS AND METHODS…

Key points of interest 
AHRQ: to create a repository for RR
CADTH: PRESS _ Peer Review for Electronic Search Strategies
WHO: Text mining techniques
Big differences about how deep or detailed are those guidelines



Cardiff, July 12 2018

OUTCOMES: NO CONSISTENCY IN THE METHODS AND
RECOMMENDATIONS
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OTHER STANDARDISATION INITIATIVES
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EVOLUTION

 Taxonomy  
 Accuracy
 Appropriate
 Evaluation
 Repositories
 Tools and guidelines for consistency and 

uniformity
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PRISMA: INITIATIVES FOR REPORTING
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OTHER COMPREHENSIVE STUDIES AND RESOURCES
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CONCLUSIONS - REFLEXIONS
 There is not an accepted and validated terminology and 

taxonomy
 The number of guidelines and recommendations about how 

to perform rapid products has increased extremely, 
however there is any consensus

 Most of the recommendations highlighted the importance of 
being transparent (reporting!)

 End-users of rapid reviews should be consider from the 
beginning and at any stage of the development of any rapid 
products

 Finally, a repository for those kind of products should be 
developed (but who could/should be in charge?)
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Synergy Information 
specialist vs other 

specialists?

Responsibility  and 
commitment

TO BE CONSIDERED...
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