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Background , Methodology M

Figure 1. PRISMA flow diagram (Liberati et al., 2009)

* The United Nations (2017) projects that the global population Fecords identified through database Additional records identified » This quality assessment project Is preliminary work for the
of older adults will grow to 2.1 billion by 2050. i frouss ot youress mixed-methods systematic review.

* Aging Is an Inevitable stage of the human existence which may l l « Atotal of 103 studies were quality assessed by two independent
lead to a decline In the acuity of the five senses (i.e. touch, Records after duplicates removed Studies ireletvant researchers using the MMAT tool, including 87 quantitative, 4
smell, taste, hearing, sight) (Novak, 2013). (n=1138) g (n=235) qualitative and 12 mixed methods studies.

* These sensory changes have a direct correlation to the overall l » A consensus on MMAT scores is still in progress for several
quality of life of an older adult as it tends to affect day-to-day Records screened . Records excluded studies.
activities (Novak, 2013). = s (=335

Full-text articles aszessed Full-text articles excluded. = =
for eligbility - with reasomns Impllcatlﬂns

(n=4786) (n=373)

Some studies have investigated methods of modifying the
physical environment, while others have focused on human
Interventions.

There is little awareness regarding the effects that
organizational sensory practices have on the quality of life of
older adults.
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Quality Assessment Studies included in  The result of this project will allow the primary investigator to
Project ‘ mteéﬂiﬁl% E?m- report on the quality of the studies included in the mixed-
methods systematic review.

‘ Included \ ‘ Eligibility | ‘ Screening \ | Identification \

* Quality assessment of these studies will pinpoint the most
Figure 2: MMAT criteria (Pluye et al., 2011) effective sensory-related organizational practices which have

Screening questions | o Are there clear qualitative and quantitative research questions (or objectives*), or a clear mixed methods question (or objective*)? been shown to increase the quality of life of older adults.
Jec u VE/ | | (foralltypes) o Do the collected data allow address the research question (objective)? E.g., consider whether the follow-up period 15 long enough for the

outcome to occur (for longitudinal studies or study components) * The results will also be relevant to clinicians, residents in long-
: e term care settings and their families, policy and decision-
makers.

1. Qualitative 1.1. Are the sources of qualitative data (archives, documents, mformants, observations) relevant to address the research question
(objective)?
2. Is the process for analyzing qualitative data relevant to address the research question (objective)?

3. Is appropriate constderation given to how findms relate to the context, e.g., the settmg, m which the data were collected?
4. Is appropriate consideration given to how findings relate to researchers’ nfluence, e.g . through their nferactions with participants? Re fe rences

2. Quantitative 2.1. Is there a clear description of the randomization (or an appropriate sequence generation)?

Methodol ' randomized controlled | 2.2. Is there a clear description of the allocation concealment (or blinding when applicable)?
ethodolo B . . . - .
- i e e W Novak, M. (2013). Aging and society: A Canadian perspective.

. v
24 Isthere lnwmthdrawaﬁdr%uut EElﬂw ZME. Nelson Canada.

The aim of this project was to quality assess the studies included
In a mixed-methods systematic review. The review will summarize
the existing literature on organizational sensory practices.

> Q;““!i“:jﬁ“f ton- | 3.. Are partiipants organization) T““m?d,"”wa;?tfﬂm SEIE‘?EM? e —— Liberati, A., Altman, D. G., Tetslaff, J., Mulrow, C., Gotzche, P.C,
The Mixed Methods Appraisal Tool (MMAT) was used to quality R iﬁ;;:i;ﬁﬂ;ﬂ?ﬁ;ﬁ%ﬂm; angyuutEE;s; sandard ustrunnen, and absence of contarunation befiveen groups Ioanmdls,_ J.P, .. & M_oher, D (2009). The PRISMA statement
assess the articles Included in the systematic review. The MMAT 3.3. In the proups bewng compared (exposed vs. non-exposed: with mtervention vs. without; cases vs. controls), are the participants for reporting systematic FEVIEWS a.nd meta_anal){ses of studies
enables the appraisal of systematic literature reviews ranging from comparabl,or do researcherstake ino account contrl for) the iffrence b these soups that evaluate health care interventions: explanation and
guantitative, qualitative and mixed methods (Pluye, Robert, Cargo, 34, Are there complete outcome data (80% or above), and, when applicable, an acceptable response rate (60% or above), or an acceptable elaboration. PLoS medicine, e1000100.
& Bartlett, 2011). ollow-up e forcobot e depening o he durtionoffollow-1p) Pluye, P._, Robert, E., Cargo,_M., & Bartlett, G. (2_011)_. Proposgl:
4. Quantitative 4 1.Is the sampling strategy relevant fo address the quantifative research question (quantitative aspect of the mixed methods question)? A "."XGd methoc;ls ?ppral.s al tO(_JI for_ systematic mixed studies
Each study is scored out of a maximum of 100 points and the descriptive 4. Is the sample representative of the population understudy? reweyvs. Montreal.l\_/chHI Unlver§|ty, (Part1), 1-8.
results obtained are compared with those generated by a second 43, Are measurements appropriate (clearori, o validity known, or standard instrument)? https://doi.org/Archived by WebCite®
independent reviewer (Pluye et al., 2011). If there is a 44T ther an acceptable resposerte (60% o above) http:/Awww.webcitation.org/StTRTCOyl | |
disagreement on the quality assessment score ot a study, a 5. Mixed methods 5.1. Is the mrxed methods research destgn relevant to address the qualitative and quantitative research questions (or objectives), or the United Natl.ons’ [.)e.p?rtment of Economic and .SOCIaI Aﬁalrs_’
consensus is reached between the two researchers and the principal  qualitative and quanttative aspets of the mived methods queston (o objctve) Population Division (2017). World Population Prospects: The
Investigator. 5.2.Is the ntegration of qualitative and quantifative data (or results*) relevant to address the research question (objective)? 2017 Revision, Key Findings and Advance Tables. Working
5.3 Is appropriate consideration grven to the limitations assoctated with this integration, e g . the divergence of qualitative and quantitative Paper No. ESA/P/WP/248.
data (or results*) in a trangulation design?
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