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Reporting Guideline

 A checklist, flow diagram, or structured text

 Developed using explicit methods

 Listing the minimum level of detail to include in research papers
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The EQUATOR Network was conceived 

to map and promote activities aimed at 

preparing and disseminating guidelines 

for reporting health research.
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reporting guidelines

in our database!
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Bibliometric data

Background

Scope

Development methods

Presentation

Dissemination

Implementation

Impact evaluation
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Yes

43%
No

57%

Preliminary results

 Data extracted from 317 out of 396 records

Does the title clearly state that the paper describes a Reporting Guideline?



Preliminary results

Yes

70%

No

30%

If yes, was the search described?



Preliminary results

Did the development methods include a Consensus Process?



Preliminary results

No

28%

Yes

23%

Unclear

49%

Did the development methods include a Delphi survey?



Preliminary results

Did the development methods include piloting the guideline or 

seeking external feedback on at least one version?



Preliminary results

For each item included in the guideline, do(es) the author(s) provide 

examples of good reporting?

No

72%

Yes, for some 

items

7%

Yes, for all items

21%



4.4% 6.3%
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Preliminary results

“(…) encourage researchers to execute more thorough searches, 
leading to more trustworthy results.”

“(…) will enhance the quality of research designs (…)”

“(…) lead to improved conduct, and greater recognition (…)”

 Potential spin was found in the description of methods (3%), 

effect (13%) or utility (7%) of some RGs.



Preliminary results

Yes

67%

No

33%

71%

Financial 

only

29%

Beyond 

financial

Is there, anywhere in the publication, a statement about conflicts of 

interest?

If 'Yes', does that include any conflicts of interest 

other than financial ones?



Next steps

 Finish the data extraction & analysis

 Disseminate the main findings

 Make the dataset available

 Consensus meetings
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Many thanks!
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