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 Insulin Pump Therapy With and Without Continuous Glucose Monitoring for Diabetes 
Quality Form for Observational Trials 

 

 1. Did the study describe the setting or population from which the study sample was drawn?  

  Yes, complete description including an appropriate sampling scheme (consecutive, random)  
  Yes, but without description of sampling scheme or used a scheme that could bias results (convenience)  
  No or insufficient to replicate  

 2. Were the inclusion and exclusion criteria for subjects described?  

  Yes  
  No  

 3. Is there description of key characteristics of the enrolled subjects that could affect outcomes?  

  Yes- with detailed descriptions of covarietes expected to affect outcomes (e.g. age, duration of diabetes, other therapies)  
  Some description of covariates (e.g. age, sex)  
  No  

 4. Were the patients in each of the intervention groups or the cases and controls recruited from the same population?  

  Yes  
  No  
  Unclear  

 5. Are the results presented adjusted or stratified for differences in groups or stated that the groups were comparable at baseline?  

  Yes  
  No  
  Not applicable  

 6. Does the study describe the number of participants who were lost to follow-up after the start of the period of observation?  

  Yes  
  No  
  Not applicable (e.g. cross-sectional study)  
  Unclear  

 7. What percentage of patients was lost to follow-up?  

  <10% in any group  
  10-20% in any group  
  >20%  
  Not reported 

 

 8. Please rate the overall quality of the study.  

  Good (low risk of bias). These studies have the least bias and results are considered valid. A study that adheres mostly to the commonly 
 held concepts of high quality including the following: a formal randomized controlled study; clear description of the population, setting, 

interventions, and comparison groups; appropriate measurement of outcomes; appropriate statistical and analytic methods and reporting;  
 no reporting errors; low dropout rate; and clear reporting of dropouts. 
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  Fair. These studies are susceptible to some bias, but it is not sufficient to invalidate the results They do not meet all the 
 criteria required for a rating of good quality because they have some deficiencies, but no flaw is likely to cause major bias. 

The study may be missing information, making it difficult to assess limitations and potential problems. 
  Poor (high risk of bias). These studies have significant flaws that imply biases of various types that may invalidate the  
 results. They have serious errors in design, analysis, or reporting; large amounts of missing information; or discrepancies in 

reporting. 
 

 9. Comments (limit 250 characters)  

   

 10. Comments (limit 250 characters)  

   

 11. Comments (limit 250 characters)  
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