
Rapid Review and Analysis
World Length: 2000 words
Task
 For this assignment you will conduct a brief literature review on the topic of your choice.
Your review should contain the following components:
Introduction: Explain the purpose of your review, the specific research questions you are answering and why they are important. Be brief but compelling!
 Method: Explain the type of review you are conducting. Document your search strategy including the date of search, your keywords and databases searched. Explain your inclusion/exclusion criteria and how you assessed quality of evidence. Explain how you evaluated quality, be sure to cite the tools you used. 
Evidence/Results: Discuss your main findings. Use a table or chart to present an overview of the articles you reviewed. Your review should include between 4-10 articles (depending on your research topic). If your search produces too many results, you may need to narrow your question or topic further. Include an analysis of the article quality.
Conclusion: A brief conclusion, summarizing the overall findings and implications/recommendations for the field. Your discussion of implications should consider the strengths/limitations of the evidence and the limitations of this review. 
 Reference: List (not included in word count): Must choose and accurately apply a citation style (i.e. APA, MLA, Vancouver) throughout the text and in reference list.
Key Readings:   Khangura, S., Konnyu, K., Cushman, R. et al. Evidence summaries: the evolution of a rapid review approach. Syst Rev 1, 10 (2012).  
https://systematicreviewsjournal.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/2046-4053-1-10
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For this assignment, students conduct a rapid literature review on a topic of their choice, including assessing quality of the evidence and making recommendations.
The word limit is 2000 words. Total available points =100.

Component

A

C D

Rationale for the
review and research
questions (15 peints)

Make strong argument why it is important to answer these research
questions and draws on a range of sources to make the case.
Research question(s) are formulated in a way that gives a complete
picture of research topic.

(13.5-15 points)

Good escription of topic and research
question. Subject or object of the research
question might be missing.

(12-13.5 points)

‘Adequate description of the topic
and research question. Few sources
cited. Research questions lack
specificiy,

Rationale is missing, unclear
orillogical. No external
sources cited. Research
questions unclear.

(12-10.5 points) (105 below)

Methods, Search
Strategy, Articles
Selected (25 points)

‘Appropriate databases selected. Comprehensive lst of search terms
and synonyms, Limits are applied appropriately with justification
that demonstrates that no vital opportunities for article selection
will be lost. Limits applied to reduce numbers of search results to
reasonable number. Screening process s clearly described including
the inclusion and exclusion criteria, which are appropriate given the
research question. A clear description or flow chart maps the
screening process, including reasons for exclusion at each stage and
final number. Clear description of the process used to assess article
quality, drawing from (and citing) quality appraisal tools.

(22.5-25 points)

Databases selected but may not be best
match to search topic. Search terms are
appropriate, although not ll obvious
synonyms are used. Limits are applied but
may have reduced potential to find useful
information. Screening process is well
described, but there are gaps in
information about how decisions were
made. Good description of quality
assessment process and tools used. Some
gaps in application of tools.

(20-22.5 points)

Databases selected but may not be
best match to search topic.
Inclusion/exclusion criteria unclear
and/or may have reduced potential
tofind useful information. Quality
assessment tools are identified but
unclear how they were applied, or
0 tools are cited though rationale
is outlined.

(17.5-22.5 points)

No attempt, or incorrect
factual information about a
database is given. Search
terms are missing or
incomplete. Or no attempt
to use limits.
Inclusion/exclusion criteria
missing or incoherent.
Incoherent description of
screening process. Quality
assessment missing or
incomplete.

(17.5-below)

Presentation of
Results (25 points)

Each section has a clear purpose and logical flow throughout and
includes excellent use of examples from the included studies.
Includes section with critical reflection on the overall quality of the
literature provided. Clear table summarizing articles reviewed and
quality of evidence. Quality assessment tools are applied
systematically and correctly.

(22.5-25 points)

Report has clear sections in alignment with
those in the assignment description.
Sections flow clearly from one to the next,
Table is missing some information or has
some design issues

(20-22.5 points)

Results has clear sections in
alignment with the task. Problems
with flow. Incomplete assessment
of quality. Table is difficult to read,
missing key information and/or
studies.

Sections are missing. Flow is
disjointed. No Table.

(17.5-below)

(17.5-22.5 points)

implications and
Reflection (25
points)

Novel reflections of the quality and implications of the findings,
Discussion on what the findings mean for practice and policy.

Considered discussion of imitations of search and describes why
search results were satisfactory or unsatisfactory to the student.

(22.5-25 points)

Conclusions and implications reached are
clearly drawn from results of the analysis
Good discussion of limitations and overall
quality of the results.

(20-22.5 points)

Discussion of results or imitations
miss obvious implications or
problems in the search
methodology.

Tmplications are missing or
inaccurate. No or incorrect
discussion of limitations
Lacks reflection.

(17.5-22.5 points) (17.5-below)

Clarity and quality of
writing and citations
(10 points)

Clear and cohesive writing. Excellent use of English language.
References cited accurately within text and in reference section.

(9-10 points)

Clear and cohesive writing. Some minor
grammatical, spelling /punctuation errors
Some mistakes in citation.

(89 points)

‘Anumber of grammatical, spelling and/or punctuation errors.
Problems with English construction. Errors in citation and/or
inconsistent use of citation style.

(7~ below)
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