Publication practices of Cochrane authors in sub-Saharan Africa: a qualitative study
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Background

» Authors in sub-Saharan Africa can enhance the local relevance and applicability of Cochran reviews [1-

4].
» Fewer Cochrane authors are publishing Cochrane reviews [5].
» This qualitative study, which is part of a mixed-methods approach [6-8], explored sub-Saharan Cochrane
author publication practices.
Methods
Qualitative
Authors (first/last) who have published at least 1 Cochrane and at
least 1 non-Cochrane review in the past 10 years
[ Purposive sampling -12 participants ]
' '
Authors with Authors with
<95t 295
percentile (3) percentile (3)
number of number of
systematic systematic
reviews reviews
In-depth interviews; manual coding; thematic analysis
Ethics
[ Ethics approval: Hamilton Integrated Research Ethics Board; participants' informed consent ]

Results - Facilitators to publish with Cochrane

Theme 1: High-impact factor, Theme 2: Good support, training and
rigorous research process and visibility mentorship

Results - Barriers to publish with Cochrane

Theme 5: A Lack of transparency in the writing process and lack of
recognition in research collaboration

Results - Future publication preference

Theme 6: Cochrane preferred based on impact-factor and mentormg
opportunities

Results - Barriers to publish with Cochrane

Theme 3: Protracted time to complete Cochrane systematic reV|ews
and high research output demands

Theme 4: Complex title registration process and inconsistencies
between different review groups regarding editorial practices
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Participants’ suggestions for the way forward

/> Increase academic freedom in the writing process \
» Allow a balance between rigor and speed

» Increase review staff

» Centralize editorial processes

\> Provide oversight and support the functioning of review groups /

Conclusion

/> Preliminary analysis has highlighted key facilitators and barriers to a
publishing Cochrane reviews and opportunities to enhance the
involvement of sub-Saharan authors.

» Future work will include an electronic survey to determine the

\_ generalisability of our findings. )

Acknowledgements

[We thank all Cochrane authors who accepted to be interviewed in this study.

References

. Oliver S, et al. Capacity for conducting systematic reviews in low- and middle-income
countries: a rapid appraisal. Health Research Policy and Systems 2015; 13(1): 23.

2. Young T, et al. Cochrane and capacity building in low- and middle-income countries: where
are we at? Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2013; (11): EDO0O0072.

3. Oliver J, Young 1. What can The Cochrane Collaboration do to support people living in
developing countries? A survey. Corroboree Abstracts of the 13th Cochrane Colloquium;
2005; 2005. p. 22-6.

4. Oliver J, et al. Barriers and facilitators to completing a Cochrane Review: a survey of authors in
the African region. 21st Cochrane Colloquium; 2013 19-23 September; Quebec City, Canada;
2013.

5. Schoonees A, et al. To what extent do Cochrane authors in sub-Saharan Africa publish
Cochrane and non-Cochrane Reviews? : YouTube; 2019.
https://www.youtube.com/watch ?2v=fD50ww3q2Qoé&feature=youtu.be
6.Creswell JW. Research Design: Qualitative, Quantitative, and Mixed Methods Approaches.
Thousand QOaks, California, USA: SAGE Publications; 20009.
/. O'Cathain A, et al. Three techniques for integrating data in mixed methods studies. BMJ 2010;
341: c4587.
8. Pluye B et al. Understanding divergence of quantitative and qualitative data (or results) in
mixed methods studies. International journal of multiple research approaches 2009; 3(1): 58-72.



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=fD5Oww3q2Qo&feature=youtu.be

