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Introduction

PaCERS:
• Funded by Health and Care Research 

Wales through the Wales Cancer Research 
Centre to support professionals and other 
decision-makers working in palliative care 

• Unique in responding to external 
clinical/organisational calls for evidence 
rather than itself defining the review 
agenda



Aim

• To deliver high quality evidence that is both 
timely and user-friendly:
– To work in partnership with the requester
– To provide training in research methodology 

relating to rapid reviews 
• To maintain a repository of evidence reviews 

and circulate as appropriate.



Why use a rapid reviews ?

Decision-making Timeline

Rapid Review Timeline

Systematic Review Timeline 



• No clear definition of a rapid review
• No formal methodology
• There are no reporting standards
• Even “rapid” varies and is relative

If a rapid review is the solution, 
what is the problem?

Rapid review is defined as a review conducted within 8-10 
weeks using modified systematic review methods with a 

highly refined research question, search carried out within 
limited set of databases and other sources and increasing 

the transparency of the methods used.



Stakeholder Workshop

To get a consensus on how best PaCERS can serve the palliative 
care community in conducting rapid reviews.

1. Making a request – getting a format 
that makes sense

2. What would the results look like?

3. What does impact look like?





Is the question in scope?

Develop Medline search 
Check for relevance

Literature search 

Study selection 

Quality assessment 
& Data extraction

Summarise the evidence

Report & Communicate results
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Stage 1 & 2 

Engaging with 
requester and 

identifying 
the need for 

Evidence

Stage 3: 
Searching 

for the 
Evidence

Stage 4, 5 & 
6: Study 
selection 

Data 
extraction 

Quality 
assessment 

Stage 7 : 
Summarising 

and 
communicating 

the evidence

Stage 8: Demonstrating 
impact

Partnership and Collaboration  
Engage with the workforce without adding to their workload



Completed reviews
1. What are best practice service models in rural areas for the delivery 

of end of life and palliative care?
2. Does advance care planning alter management decisions made by 

healthcare professionals?
3. What processes decrease the risk of opioid toxicity following   

interventional procedures for uncontrolled pain in palliative care or 
cancer patients?

4. What outpatient models have proven efficacy for assessment and 
management of pelvic radiotherapy late effects?

5. What is the impact and effectiveness of the 7 day CNS service on 
palliative care patients and their families?

6. What are the models and outcomes of Public and Patient 
Involvement (PPI) in cancer and palliative care research?

7. What are the attitudes and perceptions of patients with pulmonary 
fibrosis and their carers towards use of oxygen therapy?

8. What is the evidence base for the assessment and management of 
cancer cachexia in adults with incurable pancreatic cancer?
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