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Consensus of research impact
indicators for clinical trials 

After 2 survey rounds there was consensus that 13 of the original 57 indicators were important markers of impact for trials.
The indicators were spread across four of the five pathways presented. There was no consensus among the remaining 44
indicators of impact, with some participants considering them important and others much less so. Therefore, the 13
indicators below are considered the 'core' measures of impact for trials. 

What were the results?

A body of evidence on what the trials community considers representative of impact would better support the recognition
of trials research, as well as planning for impact early in the life of a trial. The 13 indicators reaching consensus can be
used as a baseline at the outset of a trial, acting as a safeguard to see if a trial is expected to have impacts that are known
and agreed upon. This study also offers opportunity for reflection on the performative nature of impact assessment
exercises and how indicators of impact can be routinely evidenced, adopted, and improved within trials research. 

This Delphi study combined existing knowledge
from experts with differing trial backgrounds,
including unpublished/practical expertise. Trial
experts were publicly named in 2014 Research
Excellence Framework impact case studies.

Indicators of impact are specific, measurable items that can be tracked and evidenced throughout a research process to
further assess and critically evaluate the effectiveness of an intervention. The purpose of indicators is to support
effective planning, implementation, monitoring, reporting, and evaluation within a research lifecycle. To our knowledge, no
consensus had previously been undertaken to identify key indicators of impact for trials research. 

The Delphi technique seeks to obtain consensus
on the opinions of experts through a series of
structured surveys. 
As part of this process, the responses from each
round are fed back in summarised form to the
participants who are then given an opportunity to
respond again to the emerging data. 
The methodology presented for this study is both
a modified and e-Delphi approach, using digital
tools to collect and analyse pre-existing
information for ranking and/or response.

Investigator: Sarah R. Prowse, University of Aberdeen
✉ trials4impact@abdn.ac.uk

Read the full study protocol online:
https://osf.io/2bef5/

Of the 436 individuals invited, 47 participated in the study. Participants primarily described themselves using the terms
white or Caucasian, identified as male (51%), had 20-30 years of trials experience (47%), and held academic or
professorial appointments (53%). The majority of participants (77%) identified England as their country of residence.


