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Summary

Background: standards in the use of statistics in
medical research are generally low. A growing
body of literature points to persistent statistical
errors, flaws and deficiencies in most medical
journals.

Methods: in this paper we present a compre-
hensive review of common statistical pitfalls which
can occur at different stages in the scientific re-
search process, ranging from planning a study,
through conducting statistical data analysis and
documenting statistical methods applied, to the
presentation of study data and interpretation of
study results.

Results: 47 potential statistical errors and short-

comings, differentiated for the distinct phases of
medical research are presented and discussed.

Conclusions: statisticians should be involved
early in study design, as mistakes at this point can
have major repercussions, negatively affecting all
subsequent stages of medical research. Considera-
tion of issues discussed in this paper, when plan-
ning, conducting and preparing medical research
manuscripts, should help further enhance statisti-
cal quality in medical journals.

Key words: statistics in medical research; common
pitfalls and errors; study design; statistical analysis;
documentation; presentation; interpretation

Introduction

"Today, statistics is widely accepted as a power-
ful tool in the scientific research process with a
great increase in the use of statistical methods hav-
ing been documented for a wide range of medical
journals over the past four decades [1-3]. Never-
theless there is wide consensus that standards are
generally low, as a large proportion of published
medical research contains statistical errors and
shortcomings [4-12]. The problem is a serious
one, as the inappropriate use of statistical analysis
may lead to incorrect conclusions, artificial re-
search results and a waste of valuable resources.

"The misuse of statistics in medical research has
therefore been widely discussed, and it has been
pointed out that it is both unethical and can have
serious clinical consequences [13, 14]. As a result,
valuable efforts have been made by many medical
journal editors to enhance the quality of statistics
by adopting statistical guidelines for authors or by
sharpening the statistical peer reviewing of incom-
ing manuscripts [15-19]. Despite these efforts,
there is little evidence that standards have im-
proved over time, with recent studies pointing to-
wards a persistence of major problems [11, 12, 20,
21].

In this paper we present a comprehensive re-

view of common statistical errors, flaws and pitfalls
concerning different stages of the medical scien-
tific research process, from the planning of a med-
ical study to the preparation of the final manu-
script. The issues discussed are intended to help
medical researchers to focus on what is important
statistically and present it properly in their re-
search papers. We have not set out to provide a set
of fixed rules which should be followed, but rather
give some advice and information about general
statistical problems concerning aspects of study
design, data analysis, documentation of statistical
methods applied, presentation of study data and
interpretation of study results, which can then be
easily avoided, in the hope that statistical quality of
medical research publications can be improved.
Each section of the paper first discusses the
major statistical issues, which should be considered
in the various stages of conducting medical re-
search, followed by a summary of important statis-
tical errors, flaws and pitfalls to be avoided. Sec-
tion 2 draws attention to major statistical aspects
regarding the design and planning of a study and
points out some frequent errors and shortcomings,
often occurring in this initial stage of a research
project. Sections 3 and 4 deal with issues concern-
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Table 1

Statistical errors and
deficiencies related
to the design of a
study.

ing statistical data analysis and documentation of
statistical methods employed, respectively, whereas
sections 5 and 6 are devoted to statistical aspects

regarding the proper and meaningful presentation
of study data and interpretation of study results.

Study design

The most important phase of any research is
the planning and design phase, as a proper and
complete study design constitutes the basis for
healthy research [1-3]. Errors, flaws and short-
comings, occurring in the planning stage can have
a vast negative impact on the validity and reliabil-
ity of research results, as they affect all subsequent
stages of an investigation.

First of all, when planning a research project,
itis important that the study aims, primary, as well
as secondary outcome measures and study end-
points are formulated properly in the initial study
protocol and also included adequately in the final
research manuscript. The statistical as well as
scientific hypotheses under investigation should be
pre-specified and explicitly mentioned, especially
if not self-evident, or if more than one hypothesis
is being tested [22, 23]. If no pre-specified hypo-
theses are investigated, the exploratory character
of the study should be outlined adequately.

It is crucial for high quality statistical work, to
consider a-priori effect and sample size estimation
and to appropriately conduct a statistical power
calculation in the planning stage, to make sure that
a study is provided with sufficient statistical power
to detect treatment effects under observation and
to avoid possible type II errors [1-3, 20, 24-26].
Further, the sample size used should always be
stated in the manuscript and potential withdrawals
during any phase have to be recorded in the study
protocol and research manuscript.

Whenever possible, random samples, ran-
domisation and blinding should be used to avoid
potential bias, although this “gold standard” is not

applicable for all types of studies and research proj-
ects [27]. Nevertheless, one has to be very aware
that all inferential statistical techniques are valid
only for random samples, and do not necessarily
hold for data collected “any old how”. A full ex-
planation of the method of randomisation and
sampling should be mandatory when composing a
research manuscript [5, 22].

If control groups are used, the initial equality
and comparability of study groups has to be proven
at baseline, to ensure that one does not use par-
tially or inherently heterogeneous material, which
is not comparable [22, 24]. In this case, possible
differences after intervention can not be assigned
logically to the treatment under investigation,
unless multivariable techniques are applied ade-
quately to adjust a study for these confounding
factors. Nevertheless, applying statistical signifi-
cance tests for comparing baseline balance of study
groups (a common practice), is neither necessarily
adequate nor advisable [28]. Merely by showing
that there are no statistically significant differences
between study groups at baseline, it can not be con-
cluded that groups are equivalent, particularly in
studies with small sample size that lack statistical
power. One can only estimate the probability of
obtaining the data given the truth of the null hy-
pothesis, not the other way round [25]. Again, what
is really needed is covariate adjustment for impor-
tant confounders. Table 1 summarises important
statistical errors and pitfalls related to the planning
and design of a study, to help medical researchers
to avoid them in their research.

Study aims and primary outcome measures not clearly stated or unclear

Failure to report number of participants or observations (sample size)

Failure to report withdrawals from the study

No a priori sample size calculation/effect-size estimation (power calculation)

No clear a priori statement or description of the Null-Hypothesis under investigation

Failure to use and report randomisation

Method of randomisation not clearly stated

Failure to use and report blinding if possible

Failure to report initial equality of baseline characteristics and comparability of study groups

Use of an inappropriate control group

Inappropriate testing for equality of baseline characteristics
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Table 2

Statistical errors and
deficiencies related
to data analysis.

Table 3

Errors related to the
documentation of
statistical methods
applied.

Data analysis

When performing statistical data analysis and
applying statistical significance tests or estimation
techniques, it should be clear in one’s mind that
each method is based on several underlying as-
sumptions, which have, at least approximately, to
be fulfilled in order to obtain correct and mean-
ingful results. Unfortunately, even simple and
basic procedures such as the popular t-tests or
chi-square tests are frequently misused in medical
research, because their test assumptions are not
evaluated sufficiently before application [5, 9, 29].
Moreover, when applying t-tests or chi-square

Use of wrong statistical tests

Incompatibility of statistical test with type of data examined

Unpaired tests for paired data or vice versa

Inappropriate use of parametric methods

Use of an inappropriate test for the hypothesis under
investigation

Inflation of Type I error

Failure to include a multiple-comparison correction

Inappropriate post-hoc Subgroup analysis

Typical errors with Student’s t-test

Failure to prove test assumptions

Unequal sample sizes for paired t-test

Improper multiple pair-wise comparisons of more than
two groups

Use of an unpaired t-test for paired data or vice versa

Typical errors with x’-tests

No Yates-continuity correction reported if small numbers

Use of chi-square when expected numbers in a cell are <5

No explicit statement of the tested Null-Hypotheses

Failure to use multivariate techniques to adjust for confounding
factors

tests, one has to be aware of choosing the correct
version of the test, as they exist in various forms. If
expected counts in a cell are less than 5, chi-square
techniques should preferably be avoided, as their
approximation under these circumstances is no
longer reliable. If the sample is small, a Yates-con-
tinuity-correction should be employed, but prefer-
ably, exact tests should be used, in order to obtain
reliable test results. Furthermore, the huge variety
of statistical techniques now available means the
choice of the most suitable and powerful one is not
always trivial, since many details have to be con-
sidered.

If a study contains multiple endpoints neces-
sitating multiple statistical tests, it is important
to check the rate of false positive results and the
potential inflation of type I errors by applying
adequate multiple-comparison corrections [25, 29,
30]. Especially important is the recognition that
comparing more than two groups, demands usage
of methods of parametric or nonparametric analy-
sis of variance, as repeated application of two group
tests also boosts the risk of false positive test re-
sults. However, as multiple testing often occurs as
a result of poor study design, it can easily be
avoided by consulting a statistician early in the
planning stage of a study.

Post-hoc subgroup analysis, not pre-specified
in the initial study protocol should also be avoided,
as it leads to the impression of “shopping” for
statistically significant results [31]. Moreover,
application of multivariate techniques should be
mandatory if confounding factors are assumed to
be present or if study groups are not adequately
matched for relevant baseline characteristics.
"Table 2 summarises major statistical errors and de-
ficiencies related to data analysis, to help medical
researchers to avoid them in their own research.

Documentation

It is essential to sound scientific practise, that
all statistical methods applied are described clearly,
correctly and with enough detail, to enable a
knowledgeable reader with access to the study
data, to recalculate all results. Therefore, a subsec-

Failure to specify/define all tests used clear and correctly

Failure to state number of tails

Failure to state if test was paired or unpaired

Wrong names for statistical tests

Referring to unusual or obscure methods without explanation
or reference

Failure to specify which test was applied on a given set of data
if more than one test was done

“Where appropriate” statement

tion devoted exclusively to concerns of statistical
analysis, where all techniques and methods used
are mentioned, is mandatory in every medical re-
search paper.

Commonly used methods do not need to be
explained in detail, while any new application and
reasons for using the method should be sum-
marised or referenced [1-3]. When using more
than one statistical test, it is important to specify
which test was performed on a given set of data [9,
20, 32]. The notion of a simple “where appropri-
ate” statement [32], although indicating the good
intentions of the authors in applying the correct
tests, is not sufficient in this context.

For statistical tests, which exist as paired or un-
paired versions (eg, t-test, Wilcoxon-test), it is es-
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Table 4

Statistical errors and
deficiencies related
to the presentation
of study data.

sential to specify which version of the test was ap-
plied and the number of tails has to be stated. Table
3 summarises common shortcomings related to

the documentation of statistical methods applied,
to help medical researchers to avoid them when
preparing their research manuscripts.

Presentation

According to Evans [33] good research de-
serves to be well presented and sound presentation
is as much a part of the research as the collection
and analysis of the data. Therefore, when statis-
tically describing or presenting study data, one
should be aware of using adequate statistical mea-
sures of central tendency and dispersion. If using
arithmetic means and standard deviations, it
should be evident, that the data is at least approx-
imately normally distributed and not skewed. Oth-
erwise these measures can not be used meaning-
fully for describing the data. In every case, stan-
dard deviations should preferably be reported in
parentheses [ie, mean (SD)] than using mean + SD
expressions, as the latter specification can be con-
fused with a 95% confidence interval by the reader.
For skewed data, as often the case in biological
and medical research, giving medians, quartiles
or ranges is more suitable, although one has to be
aware that the range is sensitive to outliers and
hence sometimes may be unsuitable as a summary
statistic. If consecutively applying nonparametric
tests for statistical data analysis, one should avoid
giving means and standard deviations, as these pa-

Inadequate graphical or numerical description of basic data

Mean but no indication of variability of the data

Giving SE instead of SD to describe data

Use of mean (SD) to describe non-normal data

Failure to define + notion for describing variability or use
of unlabeled error bars

Inappropriate and poor reporting of results

Results given only as p-values, no confidence intervals given

Confidence intervals given for each group rather than
for contrasts

“p=NS”, “p <0.05” or other arbitrary thresholds instead
of reporting exact p-values

Numerical information given to an unrealistic level
of precision

rameters are, by definition, not tested by a non-
parametric test and hence do not make sense for
describing the data under investigation. Here me-
dians, ranges or interquartile-ranges should have
preference. It is not sufficient, however, to just
present mean values without giving any measures
of variability of the data [4, 22, 23, 29].

The standard error of the mean (SEM), al-
though commonly and erroneously used for statis-
tical description (perhaps because it makes data
seem less variable), is not a descriptive statistic, but
rather an inferential method used for statistical es-
timation [34-36]. Thus, it is not appropriate to
present a mean together with a standard error of
the mean as a measure of dispersion. In the same
vein, it is essential that any “+” notion used in the
text, in charts, tables or figures is specified when it
first appears, and an adequate description is given
of the meaning of error bars in graphical illustra-
tions [37].

For primary endpoints and main outcome
measures of a study, confidence intervals should be
estimated whenever possible, as a probability value
alone does not give meaningful information about
the magnitude or size of an effect [1-3, 24]. Thus
the proper application of techniques of statistical
estimation can largely extend the information con-
tent of a study for its readers. If using statistical es-
timation for comparing groups, confidence inter-
vals should rather be given for the differences be-
tween groups, than for each group itself.

P-values should be reported as exactly ob-
tained, rather than with arbitrarily allocated
thresholds for example, “p = ns”, “p <0.05”, or “p
>0.05”. However, numerical information should
not be given to an unrealistic level of precision,
which cannotbe justified by the study’s sample size.
Table 4 summarises statistical errors and flaws re-
lated to the presentation of study data, to help
medical researchers avoid them when conducting
their research.

Interpretation

In the final stage of the scientific research
process, when interpreting results of data analysis,
it is essential that the most suitable and powerful
statistical tests were applied. This avoids drawing
conclusions from a study, which are insufficiently
supported by the data. If claiming significance of
effects, one has to ensure, that a statistical signifi-

cance test has been employed. If results do not ex-
hibit statistical significance, it is crucial to be care-
ful in drawing conclusions, as lack of statistical sig-
nificance does notinvariably mean there was no ef-
fect or no difference at all [20, 23, 24]. For exam-
ple, perhaps merely the sample size was too small
to safeguard statistical significance, although the
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Table 5

Statistical errors and
deficiencies related
to the interpretation
of study findings.

Wrong interpretation of results

“non significant” interpreted as “no effect”,
or “no difference”

Drawing conclusions not supported by the study data

Significance claimed without data analysis or statistical test
mentioned

Poor interpretation of results

Disregard for Type II error when reporting non-significant
results

Missing discussion of the problem of multiple significance
testing if done

Failure to discuss sources of potential bias and confounding
factors

results possibly still contain clinically important
findings or give a worthwhile impulse for fellow
researchers.

When using small sample sizes and obtaining
non significant test results, a discussion of possible
type II errors should be obligatory [9, 26], as well
sufficient mention of the problem of multiple sig-
nificance testing and the increasing risk of false
positive test results (if these occurred) [23]. If a
study is not adjusted for potential confounding fac-
tors or bias, this also should be adequately dis-
cussed when interpreting the results. Table 5 sum-
marises important statistical errors and pitfalls re-
lated to the interpretation of study findings.

Discussion

The aim of the paper at hand is to comprehen-
sively review frequently observed statistical errors,
flaws and pitfalls in medical science in order to help
medical researchers produce statistically sound
output in their future investigations. Applying
these principles should lead to an improvement in
the statistical quality of research papers published
in medical journals. As the issues discussed in this
paper largely concentrate on simple but neverthe-
less important statistical matters, they can easily be
handled and particularly aid the non-statistician in
conducting statistically robust research, without
needing to read whole textbooks on statistical
methodology.

However, for a long-term rise in standards in
the use of statistics in medical research to occur, it
is necessary to refer to and access a broader range
of sources than those given in this paper. Addi-
tional aspects concerning broader methodological
and statistical issues in randomised controlled tri-
als, meta-analyses and diagnostic studies, for ex-
ample, are illustratively summarised in the Con-
sort statement [38], the Quorom statement [39]
and the Stard statement [40], which all contain a
wealth of useful information.

Although the availability of multifaceted sta-
tistical software packages makes it easy for statisti-
cally unskilled clinicians to conduct their own data
analysis, this can lead to major problems arising
from insufficient knowledge of the underlying
mathematical concepts or statistical ideas. Medical
researchers have to be encouraged to learn more
about statistics, as various studies point to a lack of
statistical knowledge among medical residents [41,
42]. Furthermore, consulting a statistician and
interaction with skilled experts often takes place
when the planning and designing of a study is long
done. This makes it difficult to straighten out sta-
tistical shortcomings, which occurred in earlier
steps of an investigation [43, 44].

Medical journal editors should seriously con-
sider broader enhancement of quality by intensi-
fying the statistical reviewing of incoming manu-
scripts, as there is also strong evidence, that the
process of statistical peer reviewing of medical
journals is insufficient and ineffective [45]. In this
context it is desirable for all papers to be reviewed
by a statistician prior to publication and journals
should publish their policy on statistical reviewing.
Statistical reviewers should at least be offered the
option to see the revised manuscripts before final
publication [2].

The careful and accurate use of statistics in
medical research is of major importance and there-
fore must be enforced emphatically. The use of sta-
tistics in medical diagnoses and biomedical research may
affect whether individuals live or die, whether their
bealth is protected or jeopardised, and whether medical
science advances or gets sidetracked. [...] Because society
depends on sound statistical practise, all practitioners of
statistics, whatever their training and occupation, have
social obligations to perform their work in a professional,
competent, and ethical manner.” [Ethical Guidelines
for Statistical Practise, American Statistical Asso-
ciation, 1999]. We hope that this paper will con-
tribute to a step in the right direction.

Correspondence:

Dr. Alexander M. Strasak
Department of Medical Statistics,
Informatics and Health Economics
Medical University Innsbruck
Schoepfstrasse 41

A-6020 Innsbruck

E-Mail: alexander.strasak@i-med.ac.at


Tom Loughin
Highlight
Admitting that the sample size may have prevented finding significance

Tom Loughin
Highlight
Just because I own a hammer, that doesn't mean you should want me to build your house for you.  In a similar way, if a person does not understand the theory behind the use of statistical methods, there is a substantial chance that s/he could unintentionally stumble into critical errors by conducting an analysis themselves.  A common error is using completely inappropriate tools for the way the data were gathered.  Even if you plan to carry out the analysis on your own computer, contact a statistician to ensure that the analysis plan is rational!

Tom Loughin
Highlight

tloughin
Highlight
Thanks to Dr. Strasak for allowing me to post this commented version of his article. Both the original article and this commented version remain in the Creative Commons.  Permission to re-broadcast this version should be obtained from both Dr. Strasak and me.   


SWISS MED WKLY 2007;137:44-49 - www.smw.ch

49

References

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

1 Altman DG. Statistics in medical journals. Stat Med. 1982;
1:59-71.

2 Altman DG. Statistics in medical journals: developments in the
1980s. Stat Med. 1991;10:1897-913.

3 Altman DG. Statistics in medical journals: some recent trends.
Stat Med. 2000;19:3275-89.

4 Gore SM, Jones IG, Rytter EC. Misuse of statistical methods:

critical assessment of articles in BM]J from January to March

1976. BMJ. 1977;1:85-7.

MacArthur RD, Jackson GG. An evaluation of the use of statis-

tical methodology in the Journal of Infectious Diseases. ] Infect

Dis. 1984;149:349-54.

Pocock SJ, Hughes MD, Lee R]. Statistical problems in the re-

porting of clinical trials — a survey of three medical journals.

NEJM. 1987;317:426-32.

McKinney WP, Young MJ, Hartz A, Bi-Fong Lee M. The in-

exact use of Fisher’s Exact Test in six major medical journals.

JAMA. 1989;261:3430-3.

Gardner MJ, Bond J. An exploratory study of statistical assess-

ment of papers published in the British Medical Journal. JAMA.

1990;263:1355-7.

Kanter MH, Taylor JR. Accuracy of statistical methods in Trans-

fusion: a review of articles from July/August 1992 through June

1993. Transfusion. 1994;34:697-701.

Porter AM. Misuse of correlation and regression in three med-

ical journals. ] Roy Soc Med. 1999;92:123-8.

Cooper R]J, Schriger DL, Close RJH. Graphical literacy: the

quality of graphs in a large-circulation journal. Ann Emerg

Med. 2002;40:317-22.

2 Garcia-Berthou E, Alcaraz C. Incongruence between test sta-

tistics and P values in medical papers. BMC Med Res Method.

2004;4:13-7.

Altman DG. Statistics and ethics in medical research. Improv-

ing the quality of statistics in medical journals. BMJ. 1981,

282:44-7.

4 Gardenier JS, Resnik DB. The misuse of statistics: concepts,
tools, and a research agenda. Account Res. 2002;9:65-74.

5 Goodman SN, Altman DG, George SL. Statistical reviewing
policies of medical journals. ] Gen Intern Med. 1998;13:753-6.

6 Gore SM, Jones G, Thompson SG. The Lancet’ statistical re-
view process: areas for improvement by authors. Lancet. 1992;
340:100-2.

7 Altman DG. Statistical reviewing for medical journals. Stat
Med. 1998;17:2661-74.

8 Altman DG, Gore SM, Gardner MJ, Pocock SJ. Statistical

guidelines for contributors to medical journals. BM]J. 1983;

286:1489-93.

Murray GD. Statistical guidelines for the British Journal of

Surgery. Br J Surg. 1991;78:782-4.

Olsen CH. Review of the use of statistics in Infection and Im-

munity. Infect Immun. 2003;71:6689-92.

Marshall SW. Testing with confidence: the use (and misuse) of

confidence intervals in biomedical research. J Sci Med Sport.

2004;7:135-7.

2 White S]. Statistical Errors in Papers in the British Journal of
Psychiatry. Br J Psych. 1979;135:336-42.

3 McGuigan SM. The use of statistics in the British Journal of
Psychiatry. Br J Psych. 1995;167:683-8.

4 McCance I. Assessment of statistical procedures used in papers
in the Australian Veterinary Journal. Aust Vet J. 1995;72:322-8.

w

[oN

~J

[*2]

0

—_

[9%)

9

0

—_

25

26

27

28

29

30

3

—_

3

[}

33

34

3

w

36

37

3

[oe]

39

4

(=)

4

—_

42

43

44

45

Dar R, Serlin R, Omer H. Misuse of Statistical Tests in three
Decades of Psychotherapy Research. J Consult Clin Psychol.
1994;62:75-82.

Kuzon WM, Urbancheck MG, McCabe S. The Seven Deadly
Sins of Statistical Analysis. Ann Plast Surg. 1996;37:265-72.
Ogundipe LO, Boardman AP, Masterson A. Randomization in
clinical trials. Br J Psych. 1999;175:581-4.

Senn S. Testing for Baseline Balance in Clinical Trials. Stat Med.
1994;13:1715-26.

Goodman NW, Hughes AO. Statistical Awareness of Research
Workers in British Anaesthesia. Br J Anaesth. 1992;68:321-4.
Avram M], Shanks CA, Dykes M, Ronai AK, Stiers WM. Sta-
tistical Methods in Anesthesia Articles: An Evaluation of Two
American Journals during Two Six-Month Periods. Anesth
Analg. 1985;64:607-11.

Moreira ED, Stein Z, Susser E. Reporting on methods of sub-
group analysis in clinical trials: a survey of four scientific jour-
nals. Brazilian ] Med Biol Res. 2001;34:1441-6.

Welch II GE, Gabbe SG. Review of statistics usage in the Amer-
ican Journal of Obstetrics and Gynecology. Am J Obstet Gy-
necol. 1996;175:1138-41.

Evans M. Presentation of manuscripts for publication in the
British Journal of Surgery. Br J Surg. 1989;76:1311-4.

Nagele P. Misuse of standard error of the mean (SEM) when
reporting variability of a sample. A critical evaluation of four
anaesthesia journals. Br ] Anaesth. 2001;90:514-6.

Davies HT. Describing and estimating: use and abuse of stan-
dard deviations and standard errors. Hosp Med. 1998;59:327-8.
Andersen B, Forrest M. Misuse of statistics. If neither SD nor
SE — what then? Nord Med. 1987;102:141-2.

Hoffmann O. Application of Statistics and Frequency of Statis-
tical Errors in Articles in Acta Neurochirurgica. Acta Neu-
rochirurgica. 1984;71:307-15.

Moher D, Schulz KF, Altman DG. The CONSORT statement:
revised recommendations for improving the quality of reports
of parallel-group randomised trials. Lancet. 2001;357:1191-4.
Moher D, Cook DJ, Eastwood S, Olkin I, Rennie D, Stroup DF.
Improving the quality of reports of meta-analyses of randomised
controlled trials: the QUOROM statement. Quality of Report-
ing of Meta-analyses. Lancet. 1999;354:1896-900.

Bossuyt PM, Reitsma JB, Bruns DE, Gatsonis CA, Glasziou PP,
Irwig LM, et al. Standards for Reporting of Diagnostic Accu-
racy Group. The STARD statement for reporting studies of
diagnostic accuracy: explanation and elaboration. Ann Intern
Med. 2003;138:W1-12.

Reznick R, Dawson-Saunders E, Folse R. A rationale for the
teaching of statistics to surgical residents. Surgery. 1987;101:
611-7.

Laopaiboon M, Lumbiganon P, Walter SD. Doctors’ statistical
literacy: a survey at Srinagarind Hospital, Khon Kaen Univer-
sity. ] Med Assoc Thai. 1997;80:130-7.

Altman DG, Goodman SN, Schroter S. How Statistical Exper-
tise is used in Medical Research. JAMA. 2002;287:2817-20.
Marks RG, Dawson-Saunders EK, Bailar JC, Dan BB, Verran
JA. Interactions between Statisticians and Biomedical Journal
Editors. Stat Med. 1988;7:1003-11.

Gardner MJ, Altman DG, Jones DR, Machin D. Is the statisti-
cal assessment of papers submitted to the “British Medical Jour-
nal” effective? BM]J. 1983;286:1485-8.



Established in 1871

Formerly: Schweizerische Medizinische Wochenschrift

Swiss Medical Weekly

Official journal of the Swiss Society of Infectious

diseases, the Swiss Society of Internal Medicine

and the Swiss Respiratory Society

The many reasons why you should
choose SMW to publish your research

What Swiss Medical Weekly has to offer:

*  SMW’ impact factor has been steadily
rising. The 2005 impact factor is 1.226.
*  Open access to the publication via
the Internet, therefore wide audience
and impact
* Rapid listing in Medline
* LinkOut-button from PubMed
with link to the full text
website http://www.smw.ch (direct link
from each SMW record in PubMed)

* No-nonsense submission — you submit
a single copy of your manuscript by
e-mail attachment

* Peer review based on a broad spectrum
of international academic referees

* Assistance of our professional statistician
for every article with statistical analyses

* Fast peer review, by e-mail exchange with
the referees

*  Prompt decisions based on weekly confer-
ences of the Editorial Board

* Prompt notification on the status of your
manuscript by e-mail

* Professional English copy editing

* No page charges and attractive colour
offprints at no extra cost

Editorial Board

Prof. Jean-Michel Dayer, Geneva

Prof. Peter Gehr, Berne

Prof. André P. Perruchoud, Basel

Prof. Andreas Schaffner, Zurich
(Editor in chief)

Prof. Werner Straub, Berne

Prof. Ludwig von Segesser, Lausanne

International Advisory Committee
Prof. K. E. Juhani Airaksinen, Turku, Finland
Prof. Anthony Bayes de Luna, Barcelona, Spain
Prof. Hubert E. Blum, Freiburg, Germany
Prof. Walter E. Haefeli, Heidelberg, Germany
Prof. Nino Kuenzli, Los Angeles, USA
Prof. René Lutter, Amsterdam,

The Netherlands
Prof. Claude Martin, Marseille, France
Prof. Josef Patsch, Innsbruck, Austria
Prof. Luigi Tavazzi, Pavia, Italy

We evaluate manuscripts of broad clinical
interest from all specialities, including experi-
mental medicine and clinical investigation.

We look forward to receiving your paper!

Guidelines for authors:
http://www.smw.ch/set_authors.html

EMH ‘= s.ivd

Editores Medicorum Helveticorum

All manuscripts should be sent in electronic form, to:

EMH Swiss Medical Publishers Ltd.
SMW Editorial Secretariat

Farnsburgerstrasse 8

CH-4132 Muttenz

Manuscripts: submission@smw.ch
Letters to the editor:  letters@smw.ch
Editorial Board: red@smw.ch
Internet: http://www.smw.ch






