QUESTION

CASE EVIDENCE & RESPONSE

Original abstract

No statistically significant difference between
the superior and inferior portions in
anteroposterior, left-right, or superoinferior
motion.

RESPONSE  “No. The study supports this
conclusion.”

Counterfactual abstract

A significant difference between the superior
and inferior portions appears in anteroposterior
motion only; no significant difference appears in
left-right or superoinferior motion.

REsponse | Yes. Significant differences appear in
anteroposterior, left-right and
superoinferior motion.”

Does prostate-bed target motion differ between the superior and inferior portions
of the clinical target volume?

CRITERION REVISION

INITIAL - Evidence criterion WEIGHT +6 — +5

The rationale accurately uses evidence stated in the supplied abstract to
support the decision.

{
REVISED - Evidence criterion

Support “no” using the reported lack of a significant difference
between the superior and inferior portions in anteroposterior, left—
right, and superoinferior motion.

INITIAL - Overstatement penalty WEIGHT -6 — -8

The response contradicts or materially overstates the supplied abstract.

'
REVISED - Overstatement penalty

Penalize contradiction or material overstatement, including false
claims of significant differences between the superior and inferior
portions in left-right or superoinferior motion when the abstract
reports a significant difference only in anteroposterior motion.
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