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Article review

Objective:
· To summarize & critique findings and methods in published CEA articles.

Articles:
· Lindfors KK, Rosenquist J. The Cost-effectiveness of Mammographic Screening Strategies. JAMA 1995;274:881-884.  (Available on course syllabus website.)
· A cost-effectiveness analysis of your own choice. This can be a relevant CEA in your research area or any recent CEA you find interesting to read.

Note: If you’re doing homework for part of your grade, and you have one or more HW grades lower than you’d like, we can grade this in order to replace a lower grade.

Procedure for Turning In Homework Assignment:

a. Turn in both article reviews to your grader, and to your section leader (not to your mentor).  The graders are Betsy O’Donnell (Betsy.ODonnell@ucsf.edu) and Reena Duseja (reena.duseja@ucsf.edu). The section leaders are Jim Kahn (jgkahn@gmail.com) and Elliot Marseille (emarseille@comcast.net). Put DCEA15, your last name, and the date in the filename and the email subject line. Underscores help too in the filename. Thus, for example, 

	DCEA15_Jones_Article Review _12-Mar-15.xls

	This helps us stay organized. Thanks!

b. The assignment should be completed in Word. Both article reviews in one document.

c. The Article Review homework is due at 12:30 pm on the Thursday , March 12  that section is held. Assignments turned in after this deadline will be marked down 25% of the total earned score. Additional delays of 24 hours will result in further markdowns of 10% for each 24 hours the homework is late.



Write a brief review for each article. The goal is to summarize and critique an article. It can be helpful to write brief reviews of research articles, for several reasons: consolidate your understanding; have text available to share with a colleague or slot into a paper or grant application; and to refer to later.

The suggested length is 250-500 words per article. This is not restrictive as long as you are concise and thorough. Structuring your brief review in outline/bulleted form is permitted. Use either full sentences (“The perspective taken is societal”) or phrases (e.g., “Perspective: societal”).

Importantly, we want the brief review to reflect your understanding. Use your own words when appropriate, and use quotes if you are presenting exact text from the article.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Read critically and offer your assessments of the article components – e.g., appropriate, unclear or missing, error (and why). In general, assess credibility, as with critical reading of any article. The article we have assigned is not perfect; a critical flaw is present.

The categories below should be used as a guide for structuring your brief review, although every point does not have to be addressed to the same level of detail.

For each section include what the article did and any critique you may have.

1. Topic (what was studied)
a. Issue analyzed
b. Type of analysis (CEA/CUA, CBA)
c. Perspective (societal, patient, provider, etc.)
d. Economic outcome ($ per health event, QALY, DALY)

2. Technical approach (how it was done)
a. Decision structure – intervention options considered
b. Health outcomes portrayed
c. Costs included
d. Inputs: sources and review methods
e. Sensitivity analyses undertaken
f. Formulas to calculate results

3. Findings (what was learned)
a. Base case
b. Sensitivity analyses

4. Discussion (what it means / why it’s important)
a. Major take-away points 
b. Policy or practice implications
c. Limitations / need for future research 

5. Overall summary – 2 sentences
a. Major finding(s)
b. Credibility / limitations
