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Dear Editor,
It is important that randomized clinical trials (RCTs),

as the most valuable research method for assessing the ef-
ficacy of treatments, are reported with the highest possi-
ble level of quality (1). To evaluate the quality of published
RCTs reported in Hepatitis monthly, we examined whether
there was a change in the quality of reporting over time.
Of the 610 articles published from 2010 to 2014, 583 non-
trial or non-human trials were screened, and 27 trials were
identified. Within these 27 trials, ten reports were without
a control group and failed to meet our eligibility criteria.
Therefore, 17 RCTs were identified. We completed a com-
prehensive quality assessment of each report using the
short form of the CONSORT 2010 checklist (www.consort-
statement.org) and a five-point quality assessment instru-
ment called the Jadad scale (2).

According to the Jadad score, the items including ran-
domized, method of randomization, blinding, method of
blinding, and dropouts/withdrawal of the Jadad scale were
reported in 82.4%, 70.6%, 47%, 47%, and 94.1% of RCTs, respec-
tively. According to this scale, the quality score of report-
ing was 3, 2.67, 3, 3.25, and 5 in the years 2010, 2011, 2012,
2013, and 2014, respectively, showing a decrease in 2011 with
an increase in quality of reporting thereafter. However, ac-
cording to the CONSORT checklist, only two studies earned
full points. The quality reporting score was 5, 5, 5.75, 6,
and 5.67, in the years 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013, and 2014, re-
spectively. The 12 RCTs submitted from Iran demonstrated
higher quality than the others (Table 1).

In conclusion, in this assessment, we observed moder-
ate quality scores in the reports of this journal. Training
courses for reviewers, editorial use of standard reporting
tools such as the CONSORT 2010 Statement, and consulta-
tion with methodologists can improve the quality of pub-
lished RCTs.
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Table 1. Randomized Controlled Trials Published in Hepatitis Monthly, According to the Year of Publication

Controlled Trials Years 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total Country

Iran Other

n 3 3 4 4 3 17 12 5

Jadad scale Mean score 3 2.67 3 3.25 5 4.07 3.5 3

CONSORT statement Mean of number of appropriate reported items 5 5 5.75 6 5.67 5.48 5.75 5
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