
HOW TO WRITE A MEDICAL REVIEW ARTICLE

In the medical sciences, the importance of review articles is rising. When clinicians want to update their knowledge and
generate guidelines about a topic, they.

Abstract summaries review articles on diagnostic or treatment interventions and discuss clinical implications.
Risk of bias within studies 19 Present data on risk of bias of each study and, if available, any outcome-level
assessment see item 12 Results of individual studies 20 For all outcomes considered benefits and harms ,
present, for each study, simple summary data for each intervention group and effect estimates and confidence
intervals, ideally with a forest plot a type of graph used in meta-analyses which demonstrates relat, ve success
rates of treatment outcomes of multiple scientific studies analyzing the same topic Syntheses of resxults 21
Present the results of each meta-analyses including confidence intervals and measures of consistency Risk of
bias across studies 22 Present results of any assessment of risk of bias across studies see item  Although the
idea of writing a review is attractive, it is important to spend time identifying the important questions. This
simple definition of a review article contains the following key elements: The question s to be dealt with
Methods used to find out, and select the best quality researches so as to respond to these questions. For
example, compared to , in three, eight, and forty times more papers were indexed in Web of Science on
malaria, obesity, and biodiversity, respectively [2]. McGaghie is director of the Ralph P. Ideas and insights
also come from discussions with coauthors and colleagues, as well as feedback from reviewers and editors.
When starting from scratch, reviewing the literature can require a titanic amount of work. Good review
methods are critical because they provide an unbiased point of view for the reader regarding the current
literature. As in narrative reviews, data are compiled into evidence tables. Writing a review article involves a
type of scholarly work called integrative scholarship. To synthetize available, but quite different researches
For the specification of important questions to be answered, number of literature references to be consulted
should be more or less determined. Rule 2: Search and Re-search the Literature After having chosen your
topic and audience, start by checking the literature and downloading relevant papers. To minimize this risk,
methodologies used in our reviews should allow us to define, and use researches with minimal degree of bias.
The topic must at least be: interesting to you ideally, you should have come across a series of recent papers
related to your line of work that call for a critical summary , an important aspect of the field so that many
readers will be interested in the review and there will be enough material to write it , and a well-defined issue
otherwise you could potentially include thousands of publications, which would make the review unhelpful.
This is a hybrid of the narrative, systematic and scoping review methods. Leischner Jr. Narrative reviews are
written in an easily readable format, and allow consideration of the subject matter within a large spectrum.
Until recently, this was the most common, influential and widely endorsed approach. Open peer commentary.
In addition to choosing your topic, you should also select a target audience.


