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Background

– Conflicts of interest (COI): when a judgement or actions related to a 
primary interest may be inappropriately influenced by secondary 
interests.

• Funding sources and COI of the investigators of primary studies. 

– COI of trial researchers are often underreported and the involvement of 
trial funders and researchers are not always clear. 



Background

– Authors of SRs are recommended to report trial funding and conflicts of 
interest of primary trial researchers for all trials included in the review. 

– The new Tool for Addressing Conflicts of Interest in Trials (TACIT) allows 
the structured assessment of COI of primary studies included in 
systematic reviews (SR).

– Objective: To assess COI and the involvement of both funders and 
authors in the included studies of an ongoing Cochrane Review on the 
topic of antipsychotics for autism spectrum disorder (ASD) by using the 
new TACIT tool.



Methods

– We analysed 17 randomized clinical trials included in an ongoing Cochrane SR.

– We collected data from conflicts of interest statements, authors’ affiliations, 
acknowledgements, authors’ contributions, funding, sponsorship; both in the 
main publication and other sources (i.e., web searches, other publications, etc).

– We applied TACIT in order to process:

COI OF FUNDERS

Type of support (i.e. monetary, 
provisions, etc)

Degree of involvement

Sponsorship

COI OF RESEARCHERS
º

Authorship (i.e. first, last or 
corresponding)

Affiliation/Contracts

Relationship with funders

Sufficiency of 
information



Methods

COI OF FUNDERS

Do they exist? Y/PY/N/PN
Are they important? Y/PY/N/PN

Is there sufficient info?  Y/N

COI OF RESEARCHERS

Do they exist? Y/PY/N/PN

Is there sufficient info? Y/N

Other 
sources

Other 
sources

Notable concerns on COI in the trial / No notable concerns

Very insufficient info. / Insufficient info. / Sufficient info.
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Results

– 14/17 trials were rated as having notable concerns about COI

• 10 studies had an important involvement of funders with commercial 
COI

• 11 trials had important COI of academic authors

– In four trials, the concerning data were not disclosed in the primary 
publication → Other publications, institutional profiles, etc. 

– In 14/17 studies the available information was at least insufficient.



                      

Conclusions

• Most of the randomised clinical trials on atypical 
antipsychotics for ASD raise notable concerns about COI

• There is very insufficient information on COI

• We expect to explore the impact of this 
findings throughout the results of our NMA 
(i.e. sensitivity analysis).



Using evidence. Improving lives.

Notable concerns (and insufficient 
information disclosed) on COI of trials 
included in a Cochrane SR: 
piloting TACIT
Nicolás Meza, Vicente Núñez, Diego Grandi, Roberto Garnham, 
Camila Escobar-Liquitay, Eva Madrid, Juan VA Franco

X/Twitter: @nicolasmezac

Cochrane Iberoamérica
Cochrane Chile, Universidad de Valparaíso


	Slide 1: Notable concerns (and insufficient information disclosed) on COI of trials included in a Cochrane SR:  piloting TACIT
	Slide 2
	Slide 3: Background
	Slide 4: Background
	Slide 5: Methods
	Slide 6: Methods
	Slide 7: Methods
	Slide 8: Methods
	Slide 9: Results
	Slide 10: Conclusions
	Slide 11: Notable concerns (and insufficient information disclosed) on COI of trials included in a Cochrane SR:  piloting TACIT

