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Author proposal form: Commissioned reviews
Instructions for authors
Please complete this form in full and return it to Roses Parker, Cochrane Commissioning Editor rparker@cochrane.org, and Emma Sinervo, Cochrane Maternal, Newborn and Child Health Thematic Group emma.sinervo@ki.se 

By returning this form you agree to Cochrane storing the data it contains. Cochrane will use the data to ensure your review is set up correctly in our systems. For further information please see our privacy policy.

If the Commissioning Editor confirms the form is complete, it will be stored in our Editorial Manager system and the protocol or review opened in RevMan. You will receive a notification to invite you to submit your draft to Cochrane Central Editorial Service. 
Proposed review details
Before answering question 1 below, please read this important information: 

If you are proposing to publish a new protocol answering an existing review question (to supersede a published review), you must provide written evidence that the authors of the previous published review agree to a new team updating the review topic. Please share this evidence with the Commissioning Editor when returning this form. If you are unable to contact previous authors, please notify the Commissioning Editor.  
If you are proposing an update to a published review, your team must include at least one author from the previous published version. If authors have been added, removed or reordered since the last publication, you must provide a Changes in authorship form when submitting your draft update (further details will be in your invitation email).

1. What are you proposing to publish with Cochrane? 
☐ A. New protocol answering a new review question
☐ B. New protocol answering an existing review question (to supersede a published review)
☐ C. Update to a published review
☐ D. Other* (please give details):_________________________________________
* With approval, authors may propose to publish a new review (or update which requires a new protocol) with the protocol published externally. Please indicate here if this is what has been agreed.

2. Does your review already exist in RevMan, or do you need a new review to be created?
☐ Yes – review already exists in RevMan. If so, please provide the link here:_________
☐ No – we need a new review to be created

3. What type of review are you proposing?
Please note that it is not possible to change the review type after the review has been created in RevMan.
☐ Intervention review
☐ Diagnostic test accuracy review
☐ Prognosis review
☐ Overview of reviews
☐ Qualitative review
☐ Methodology review
☐ Flexible review
☐ Other (please give details):

4. Author details:
All authors listed below must have a Cochrane account to access the protocol or review in Cochrane RevMan. Please ensure that all authors have a Cochrane account.

· Corresponding author details:
a. Corresponding author name: __________________
b. Corresponding author email address: __________________
c. Corresponding author position in the byline e.g. first/last author: __________________
d. Corresponding author country: __________________


· Co-authors (add rows to table below as needed):

	
	Name
	Email address 
	Country
	Author type (lead, senior, clinical expert)
	Published Cochrane review(s) 

	1
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	
	
	
	
	




5. Title of proposed review:

_____________________________________________________


6. Is this review part of a suite of reviews? Please provide details here. If this is a generic protocol, how many reviews will it cover?

Yes, review commissioned as a suite of reviews in conjunction with upcoming WHO guideline on pre-eclampsia.

Complete either question 7a or 7b, depending on which type of review you are proposing. 

7. Cochrane policies: Conflict of interest policy, authorship policy and spokesperson policy. 
a. Cochrane’s conflict of interest policy sets restrictions on author eligibility, with additional requirements for first and last authors. All authors are responsible for complying with this policy and fully disclosing any relevant financial and non‑financial interests   
b. Authors must also meet the criteria set out in the authorship policy ensure all eligible contributors are included, and agree on author order before submission. Changes to authorship after submission cannot be used to resolve COI issues.  
c. Cochrane encourages authors to promote their work. Any engagement with the media should follow Cochrane’s Spokesperson Policy and associated guidance. 
Please note that compliance with these policies is not assessed at the proposal stage. Authors are therefore expected to consider them carefully before submission. Failure to comply may result in rejection. 
Please confirm you have read the above by selecting 'Yes'.
☐ Yes 
☐ No 

8. Has the review been funded or commissioned by an external organisation? If so, please give details.

Review commissioned in conjunction with upcoming WHO guideline on pre-eclampsia. 

9. Will the review address issues of health equity (targeting disadvantaged populations, reducing social gradients, etc).  If so, please explain how?

Complete either question 15 or 16, depending on which type of review you are proposing. 

10. For an intervention review (or overviews of intervention reviews), specify the population, intervention, comparators and outcomes (PICO) for your review. Refer to the Cochrane Handbook. 

a. Participants/population 
Outline the types of populations to be included and excluded. Consider any pertinent characteristics that will be considered eligible or ineligible (e.g. demographic factors such as age and gender, the type/stage of disease/condition, medication at baseline, co-morbidities, health issues, setting).

b. Intervention(s) 
Outline the details of the intervention you wish to investigate. Consider the dose, intensity, mode of delivery, and combinations of interventions. Are there variations you wish to exclude?

c. Comparator(s) 
Outline the details of the comparator(s) you wish to investigate.

d. Outcomes Outline the details of critical and important outcomes you wish to investigate. 
Describe the critical and important outcomes to be assessed in your review. Where relevant Core Outcomes exist (see the COMET Initiative: www.comet initiative.org), these should be included unless there is a clear justification for exclusion. Please reference any known core outcome sets. 
 
Please also provide an outline of your proposed analysis structure, aligned with what would be expected in the full review and upload it as a separate file with this proposal. Include planned comparisons and analyses, specifying details such as outcome scale, timing (e.g., end of treatment or change from baseline), data type (e.g. dichotomous, continuous, time to event), and effect measures (e.g. mean difference, standardised mean difference, risk ratio, odds ratio, hazard ratio). List any planned subgroup analyses as part of this structure. 
This outline is intended to help refine the scope of your review and may require you to revisit and adjust your proposal accordingly.

11. Reviews addressing questions other than effects of interventions
For proposals relating to diagnostic test accuracy, prognosis, methodology or qualitative synthesis questions, please describe the concepts that will be used as the basis for the eligibility criteria


12. Evidence available: Is there RCT evidence available in this area? If not, please provide information about the types of studies available.

13. Size of proposed review: Do you think that more than 50 studies will be included in the review?

a. If yes, what is the justification for one large review, rather than splitting the topic into several smaller reviews?
b. If no, do you think the review will be “empty” (that is, no included studies)

14. Study Centric Data: Cochrane expects authors to use Study Centric Data when preparing reviews. This enables use of Review Manager features that simplify data management, support subgroup analysis, and allow results to update as new data are added, while also supporting broader data sharing initiatives. 
a. If there are valid reasons for using manual data entry, please explain them here. 

15. Are you aware of any ongoing studies in the field? How many would you expect to complete in the next 24 months?

16. Is there any additional information Cochrane should be aware of at this stage?

Important: Please note that approving a proposal does not guarantee that your protocol or review will be accepted on submission. You will be given a time limited period to prepare a draft. If you do not submit a draft for editorial consideration by the end of that period, Cochrane will reserve the right to assign your title to another team.
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