Development of quality indicators for pregnancy and childbirth in patients with

systemic lupus erythematosus
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Records excluded: title and abstracts not relevant
(n=2309)

Records excluded: title and abstracts not relevant
(n=4874)

The first round of ratings
Potential indicators (a total of 52 indicators) were individually rated using a 9-point
scale (1 = lowest, 9 = highest) by cach expert pancl members (a total of 11 members)

Full-text articles assessed for eligibility
(n=224)

Full-text anticles assessed for eligibility
(a=118)
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Records excluded: CPGs not relevant (n=190)
[+ : not pregnancy related (n=7)
: not extracted data (n=0)

Records excluded: not QI development (a=109)

= : pot pregnancy related (n=1)
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‘The face-to-face meeting
At the face-to-face mecting, panel members shared the results from first round,
revised and re-assessed the indicators.

\ 4

CPGs studies included in this study

Q1 development studies included in this study
(o=4)

The second round of ratings
The indicators revised in the face-to-face meeting (52 indicators in toral) were again
individually rated using a 9-point scale by cach expert pancl member.
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I Studies included in this study  (n=31) |

Hatano M, et al. ModRheum atol 2024;34(6):1170-1177, Figure 1
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Development of the final set of quality indicators
Indicators that had a median score of 7 to 9 (appropriate)
without significant disagreement between median and absolute mean deviation
“““““ luded in the final set of quality indicators.
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Public comment
We requested public comment on the final set of quality indicators
from members of the Japan College of Rheumatology and revised it.

ModRheunatol 2024 34(6):1170-1177, Figure 2
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