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The phrase “reporting guidelines” has a number of uses.  This session does not cover 
guidelines for the media on reporting things like suicide, Trust guidelines for reporting 
incidents or never events, or reporting guidelines for reporting pathology results or X 
rays.  
 
We will also not be looking at developing a reporting guideline, critical appraisal or 
risk of bias tools, or things that are included in a journal’s instructions to authors (like 
grammar, spelling, formatting, referencing style). 
 
See a later slide to find out what we are actually covering! 
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Imagine you have read an article and want to put it into practice in your own practice. 
 
Use an imaginary example that fits your practice – a new drug, a new way to 
diagnose something, a new way to restore limb movement, a new care model…. 
 
To put it into practice, what would you need to know?   What information would you 
need get from reading the article? 
 
Few minutes for discussion in pairs or threes and feedback. 
 
 
Right hand image from http://www.leicestershospitals.nhs.uk/patients/  
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If you critically appraise the article you should find out what you need.  But a possible 
issue is that there is not enough detail.  And therefore you are missing some of the 
things you would need to know. 
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In addition to any requirement to (for example) register your trial, or to conform to 
the ICMJE requirements for manuscripts. 
 
 
ICMJE  -  http://www.icmje.org/recommendations/browse/manuscript-
preparation/preparing-for-submission.html#two – journals are “encouraged” to ask 
authors to follow these guidelines  “because they help authors describe the study in 
enough detail for it to be evaluated by editors, reviewers, readers, and other 
researchers evaluating the medical literature”. 
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Check the reporting guideline site itself to see who endorses it. 
 
Check the instructions to authors to see if your journal (the one you want to publish 
in) does, and which ones.  The BMJ for example requires a completed STROBE 
checklist with observational studies submitted for publication – “uploaded as a 
supplemental file to the submitted paper. We will pay particular attention to these 
items which ask authors to "explain the scientific background and rationale for the 
investigation being reported" and "state specific objectives, including any 
prespecified hypotheses.” 
 

6 



Explore Equator Network to show what it tells you – for CONSORT, say.   
 
Then search it for RGs for a particular study type 
 
About checking requirements before you start - PRISMA, for example, requires you 
include numbers of references found in each database, and numbers removed as 
duplicates, excluded, etc.  This information might be easier to find if you keep a note 
as you go along.  Or if you use RefWorks!   But is more difficult to calculate if you have 
to do it when writing up. 
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In small groups.  Have a look at an article (two available, three copies of each) with 
the CONSORT list in hand.   Possibly not enough time to get through paper, but 
hopefully enough time to get an idea of how the reporting guideline works, and 
whether the article you are reading matches its requirements. 
 
(I don’t know if the articles available are from journals that endorse CONSORT) 
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“Quality” – reporting guideline says to include a flowchart, say, but does not give 
guidance on how to do it.   “Validity” – reporting guideline says to indicate which 
statistical method you used, but did you use the right one?   And in the correct way? 
 
Different levels of enthusiasm when it comes to endorsement.   Does a journal insist, 
or just recommend?   BMJ insists that a completed STROBE checklist is submitted 
with an observational study, for example, but is this the norm?   Archives of Disease 
in Childhood says “Authors are encouraged to use the relevant research reporting 
guidelines for the study type provided by the EQUATOR Network. This will ensure that 
you provide enough information for editors, peer reviewers and readers to 
understand how the research was performed and to judge whether the findings are 
likely to be reliable”.    
 
Critical Care is listed as an endorser but mention of it in the instructions for authors is 
difficult to find! 
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