
In order to inform trustworthy and meaningful decision
making in fields such as harm reduction, methodological
guidance and proper training are essential to ensure rigorous
conduct of qualitative evidence syntheses.

EXPLORING QUALITATIVE EVIDENCE SYNTHESES IN HARM REDUCTION
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AND OPPORTUNITIES FOR METHODOLOGICAL ADVANCEMENT

AIM To describe the methodological characteristics of qualitative evidence synthesis conducted in the field 
of harm reduction and their opportunities for improvement.
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Cochrane

Primary Studies Characteristics Provided
· INTERPRETATIVE FRAMEWORK

· STUDY METHODOLOGY

· STUDY METHODS

· APPROACH TO DATA ANALYSIS

INTERPRETATIVE 
APPROACH

appropriate 
conducting

poor 
conducting

interpretative account none described

REFLEXIBILITY 
ACCOUNT

appropriate 
conducting

poor 
conducting

Rhodes 'risk 
environment' framework

none described

other frameworks*

* Health Stigma and Discrimination Framework; Stigma Action Framework; Hser's life course approach; reflection on the use of non-
stigmatising language; conceptual frameworks (2); social constructivism; socio-environmental context model

* EPHPP Assessment Tool; Hawker 2002; McMaster Univ. Tool; Tracy 8 Big-Tent Criteria for Excellent Qualitative Research; Walsh 2006
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conducting
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conducting

not used

COREQnone 
described

CASP MMAT other 
methods*
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RESEARCH 
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EPIS 
framework
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REPORTING 
GUIDELINES

appropriate 
conducting

poor 
conducting

none describedENTREQ eMERGe PRISMA ScRPRISMA

PROTOCOL

appropriate 
conducting

poor 
conducting

none describedaccording to a protocol

* best-fit framework synthesis (Booth & Carroll); Exploration, Preparation, Implementation, and Sustainment framework, thematic analysis (Thomas & Harden)

METHODOLOGY

appropriate 
conducting

poor 
conducting

none 
described
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meta-synthesis
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2006

other methods 
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Pope 
2007

JBI for ScR

other 
incorrect

PRISMA

* best fit framework; Howell Major 2010
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APPROACH
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none described

thematic analysis
(Thomas & Harden)

thematic analysis
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thematic analysis
(other)

meta-ethnography
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& Barroso

grounded 
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QES
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NICE
(Public Health 

Guidance)

Arksey&
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METHODS
· according to JBI guidance, based on a protocol.
· search (PubMed – June 2023): QES in the field of harm reduction.
· two reviewers classified relevance according to harm reduction priorities.
· we extracted data on main characteristics and key methodological 
features.
· we represented graphically the distribution of the studies (coloured points) 
according to their methodological appropriateness.
· limitation searching in a single database might omit additional QES,
but the sample is both comprehensive and representative.

QES scope of harm reduction principles

commitment to 
human rights

equity

practices can 
cause harm

centredness in
people who uses drugs
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