OBJECTIVE

• Significant amounts of time,
effort, and money go into publishing
peer-reviewed medical articles
• However, there is a growing
perception that health-care
professionals (HCPs) no longer read
medical literature1
• So, do HCPs still actually read peerreviewed articles? And if so, do they
help inform clinical practice?

METHODS

BACKGROUND

45
•	To understand the
role of peer-reviewed
publications in
communicating
clinical data to HCPs

• An anonymous
online survey was conducted
between December 11–18, 2017
• R espondents included primary care
physicians and oncologists evenly
distributed across the USA and EU5
countries (France, Germany, Italy,
Spain, and the UK)
• HCPs

were included irrespective of
their publication history and received
reimbursement of $10−31 for
survey completion

RESULTS
How do HCPs think published clinical data could
be more interactive?

HCPs included in the survey
Sample size: 108 HCPs
•	53% oncologists; 47% PCPs

Data available
for evaluation

•	53% from EU5; 47% from USA

Audio or
visual article
summaries

54%

46%

Number of years practicing medicine

15%

<5 years

11%

PEER-REVIEWED
PUBLICATIONS:

5–10 years

30%

11–25 years
>25 years

44%

81% of respondents had no previous experience with pharma
or a professional medical writer in developing a medical
publication and 79% had authored ≤10 previous publications

“Real-time”
updates of
articles in line
with changes in
clinical practice

DO PHYSICIANS STILL
ACTUALLY READ THEM?

63%

Articles
provided
through online
apps across
platforms

54%

How do HCPs think the communication of clinical
data could be improved?

60%
Faster publication
of data

74%

How often and why do HCPs access clinical
information in peer-reviewed publications?

62%
Fewer pay-walled
articles

Improved access
to clinical trial
data

6%
Daily
Weekly
Monthly

29%

27%

But do peer-reviewed publications influence clinical practice?

Rarely

38%

Peer-reviewed articles directly influence

Often/very often 54%

clinical decision-making

Occasionally 43%

Read often/very often

BARRIERS

70%

Original research articles

Lack of time 61%

58%

Systematic meta-analyses
Editorials/opinion pieces
Case studies

Aside from journal articles, how do HCPs
access clinical data?

75%

Review articles

Volume of literature 60%

51%

Paywalls 47%

44%

Sources of information that guide
clinical practice

Article factors influencing clinical practice
80%

Lack of interactivity 35%
Medical journal articles 89%

Triggers for reading

Article widely
shared on
social media

Direct
recommendation
from colleagues

40%

Published in a high-impact
peer-reviewed journal 89%

67%

Guidelines

Discussion
with colleagues

Well cited 84%

Guidelines 84%

Presented at a prestigious congress 61%

Discussion with colleagues 70%

Available as open access 54%

Institutional guidance 58%

Widely shared on social
media 30%

47%

47%

Congresses

Online training
courses

Congresses 50%

30%

22%

Online discussion forums

Social media

70%
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In this cohort, peerreviewed literature
was a valued source
of clinical information
that influences clinical
decisions
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Several barriers,
including journal
paywalls, limit the
communication of clinical
data to HCPs

Proper publication
planning and execution
remains a vital channel to
effectively communicate
clinical evidence to HCPs
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Medical
publication
professionals should
actively seek and
promote the use of
journals with suitable
open-access options
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HCPs want faster, easier
access to clinical trial
data and publications
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Communicating
clinical information
through additional
channels that allow
easier engagement, e.g.
online apps, is likely
to improve reach
to HCPs
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