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	Domain
	Support for judgment
	Review authors’ judgment

	Selection bias.
	 
	 

	Random sequence generation.
	Describe the method used to generate the allocation sequence in sufficient detail to allow an assessment of whether it should produce comparable groups.
	No description of randomization is provided.
Intervention and control data were drawn from the same population (trucking operations).
Control data were derived from operational data collected prior to the start of the intervention.

	Allocation concealment.
	Describe the method used to conceal the allocation sequence in sufficient detail to determine whether intervention allocations could have been foreseen in advance of, or during, enrolment.
	No method to conceal allocation sequence is described.

Intervention data were derived from operations occurring within intervention year (April 2001 – March 2002).

Control data were drawn from operations occurring within a period that preceded intervention (April 1998 – March 2001).

	Performance bias.
	 
	 

	Blinding of participants and personnel Assessments should be made for each main outcome (or class of outcomes). 
	Describe all measures used, if any, to blind study participants and personnel from knowledge of which intervention a participant received. Provide any information relating to whether the intended blinding was effective.
	Intervention is provided (to drivers’ fatigue risk from their schedules) via dispatchers.  
No effort to blind dispatchers to intervention is described.

No effort to blind drivers to intervention condition is described. 

	Detection bias.
	 
	

	Blinding of outcome assessment Assessments should be made for each main outcome (or class of outcomes).
	Describe all measures used, if any, to blind outcome assessors from knowledge of which intervention a participant received. Provide any information relating to whether the intended blinding was effective.
	No efforts to blind outcome assessors from knowledge of condition are described. 

Assessors were part of the intervention (i.e. provided coaching to dispatchers who implemented the intervention) and were aware of the experimental conditions.

	Attrition bias.
	 
	 

	Incomplete outcome data Assessments should be made for each main outcome (or class of outcomes). 
	Describe the completeness of outcome data for each main outcome, including attrition and exclusions from the analysis. State whether attrition and exclusions were reported, the numbers in each intervention group (compared with total randomized participants), reasons for attrition/exclusions where reported, and any re-inclusions in analyses performed by the review authors.
	Outcome measures of interest were: accident rate/million miles, cost per accident, annual cost for severity accidents.

No data are provided on attrition or exclusions.
Overall size of intervention group is not reported.

	Reporting bias.
	 
	

	Selective reporting.
	State how the possibility of selective outcome reporting was examined by the review authors, and what was found.
	Selective outcome reporting bias is not addressed by the authors.

	Other bias.
	 
	

	Other sources of bias.
	State any important concerns about bias not addressed in the other domains in the tool.

If particular questions/entries were pre-specified in the review’s protocol, responses should be provided for each question/entry.
	A number of safety/effectiveness-related outcomes would exist in operations.  Justification for the specific outcomes selected is not provided.
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