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I have read the systematic review titled, “Value Cocreation in
Health Care: Systematic Review,” by Peng et al [1]. The
objective of the paper was to identify and review the literature
as the area of value cocreation is new to health care. The topic
is very relevant as there is a need to add value to health care
that will ultimately help to reduce health inequities.

While this review summarizes the literature well, it does not
qualify as a systematic review. Foremost is the lack of a clear
question the review seeks to answer. A systematic review is
usually conducted to answer a question; in this case, the authors
seem to have conducted a scoping or narrative review
systematically.

The authors themselves state that this area of research is new
and the literature is fragmented. Thus, it would have been better
to have conducted a scoping review rather than a systematic
review [2]. Further, the search terms for this review do not seem
to be adequate to capture all research on the subject. For
example, the phrases used in the search strategy do not include
“respectful care,” which is often used in value cocreation in
health care systems.

In addition, a high-quality systematic review follows PRISMA
(Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and
Meta-Analyses) guidelines and checklists. This must be
addressed in reference to PICO (population, intervention,
comparators, and outcome). The systematic review lacks clarity
on comparators and does not provide a list of all outcomes for
which data were sought [3]. The MMAT (Mixed Method
Appraisal Tool) does mention the quality of studies but lacks
the anticipated risk of bias assessment in individual studies.
Further, the authors have also not detailed any variability
between the studies through heterogeneity, which might have
impacted the interpretation of the results [4].

Most problematic, however, is the framework developed and
presented in this review. The methodology of mapping the
findings onto an existing theory is not a standard method. The
authors need to justify why this method was adopted. The utility
of this framework, therefore, is also not clear.

This area of research is clearly very relevant, and the authors
have tried to put together the literature on this, but their
systematic review needs more details at the granular level for
a better understanding of the gaps and solutions to address areas
of concern in the future.
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