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EPPI-Reviewer

� Overengineered Complexity, User-Unfriendly Experience

EPPI-Reviewer claims to be a comprehensive platform for systematic reviews, but it often overwhelms
users with a clunky, unintuitive interface that hampers productivity.

The steep learning curve alienates non-expert users, making adoption difficult outside
specialized teams.
Navigation and workflow customization are cumbersome, leading to confusion and errors.
The platform prioritizes feature quantity over usability, resulting in a bloated user experience.

� Overreliance on Automation, Underperformance in Accuracy

Its machine learning and text mining tools promise automation but often produce noisy,
inaccurate results that require heavy manual correction.
Risk of bias assessments and screening prioritization are only semi-automated and depend
heavily on user input, limiting true efficiency gains.
False positives and negatives in study inclusion/exclusion persist, undermining confidence in
automation.

� Limited Integration and Interoperability

EPPI-Reviewer lacks seamless integration with popular reference managers, statistical software,
and other review tools.
Export options are limited and often require manual formatting adjustments.
No robust API access limits ability to incorporate EPPI-Reviewer into modern, automated
workflows.

� Transparency and Reproducibility Concerns

The complex data management system obscures traceability of decisions and changes over
time.
Version control and audit trails are inadequate for rigorous reproducibility standards.
Documentation is sparse or overly technical, offering limited support for novice users.

� Cost and Accessibility Barriers

Licensing fees can be prohibitive for smaller research groups or low-resource settings.
The proprietary nature of the software restricts user freedom and data portability.
Limited community support compared to open-source alternatives.

� Final Verdict
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EPPI-Reviewer attempts to be an all-in-one solution but ends up as an overcomplicated, semi-
automated tool with usability issues and limited interoperability. Its promises of automation
are only partially realized, often requiring substantial manual oversight and correction. For many
users, especially outside expert systematic review teams, EPPI-Reviewer may prove more frustrating
than helpful.

Recommendation: Use EPPI-Reviewer only if deeply invested in its ecosystem and with access to
extensive training and support. Consider more intuitive, transparent, and flexible alternatives for
broader accessibility and efficiency.

Better Alternatives to EPPI-Reviewer

� Covidence

✅ Intuitive, user-friendly interface
✅ Supports screening, data extraction, and risk of bias assessment
✅ Integrates with reference managers and exports to RevMan
✅ Collaborative features with conflict resolution and audit trails
➕ Why better than EPPI-Reviewer:

Superior UI/UX and seamless integration for full review lifecycle

� Rayyan

✅ Free, web-based tool for screening and collaboration
✅ AI-assisted study selection with labeling and conflict resolution
✅ Easy to use and accessible for small teams or low-resource settings
✅ Supports manual bias assessments integrated with screening
➕ Why better than EPPI-Reviewer:

Lightweight, accessible, with efficient AI support and team collaboration

� ASReview

✅ AI-powered active learning to prioritize studies for screening
✅ Open-source with customizable workflows and transparent models
✅ Reduces manual workload while maintaining accuracy
➕ Why better than EPPI-Reviewer:

Advanced machine learning for study prioritization, improving efficiency

� DistillerSR

✅ Comprehensive commercial platform with advanced workflow management
✅ Robust automation options and strong collaboration tools
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✅ Detailed audit trails and reporting for compliance and transparency
➕ Why better than EPPI-Reviewer:

Enterprise-grade solution with extensive features and support

� Summary Table

Tool Strengths Why Better Than EPPI-Reviewer
Covidence User-friendly, full workflow support Better UI/UX and integration
Rayyan Free, AI-assisted screening, collaborative Accessible and efficient for small teams
ASReview AI active learning prioritization Cutting-edge ML to reduce screening burden
DistillerSR Enterprise features, automation, audit trails More robust and scalable platform

� Final Recommendation

Use Covidence for intuitive, end-to-end systematic review management.
Use Rayyan for free, accessible screening with AI assistance.
Use ASReview to leverage active learning in prioritization.
Use DistillerSR for enterprise-grade automation and compliance.
Use EPPI-Reviewer only if committed to its complex ecosystem and training.
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