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Abstract 
 
Background: Adherence to pharmacological interventions in clinical trials is crucial for 
correct estimation of beneficial and adverse effects, including trials of SARS-CoV-2. The 
Template for Intervention Description and Replication (TIDieR) – a 12-item extension of the 
Consolidated Standards of Reporting Trials (CONSORT) reporting guidelines – includes two 
items (11 and 12) that address intervention adherence reporting in trial publications. 
 
Objective: To assess compliance with TIDieR items 11 and 12 of randomised controlled 
trials (RCTs) of interventions in SARS-CoV-2 infection published in five selected journals 
during 2021. 
 
Methods: We assessed SARS-CoV-2 pharmacological RCTs published in the Annals of 
Internal Medicine, The BMJ, JAMA, The Lancet, and The New England Journal of Medicine 
in 2021 for compliance with TIDieR items 11 and 12. Item 11 was assessed in two parts: 
11a—how intervention adherence was assessed; 11b—if any strategies were used to maintain 
or improve how intervention adherence was maintained or improved. Item 12 assessed the 
extent to which the intervention was delivered as planned. We calculated raw adherence and 
proportional (weighted) adherence for pharmacological and comparator interventions where 
available. 
 
Results: We found 75 eligible RCTs, of which 28 (37%) reported results related to SARS-
CoV-2 vaccinations. Compliance with items 11a and 12 could be assessed in 71 of these 75. 
Of those 71 RCTs, 37 (52%, 95% confidence interval 40–64%) were compliant with 
reporting of item 11a. Seven RCTs had a strategy to assess compliance with item 11b, and 
only three (43%, 9–82%) of those complied with item 11b reporting. Of the 71 RCTs, 70 
complied with reporting of item 12. Only one of the 71 RCTs (1.4%, 0–7.6%) fully complied 
with TIDieR items 11a, 11b, and 12. Compliance varied across journals. 
 
Conclusions: RCTs of SARS-CoV-2 pharmacological interventions published in high-
impact medical journals complied variably with reporting of intervention adherence, even 
though the journals endorse CONSORT. The implications for interpretation, application, and 
replication of findings based on these publications warrant consideration. 
 

  



Introduction 
 
Many different terms have been used interchangeably and inexactly to describe adherence to 
pharmacological interventions.1–3 To resolve this unclear taxonomic structure,4 the 
Ascertaining Barriers to Compliance (ABC) project published a systematic literature search 
on the evolution of terms related to medication-taking behaviour. The ABC authors then 
proposed a new set of terms and a related taxonomy defining medication adherence 
nomenclature,5 which has since been widely used. The ABC authors defined medication 
adherence as a process comprising three steps: initiation, implementation (the extent to which 
the medication given corresponds with the prescribed protocol), and discontinuation. This 
multi-step definition accounts for all aspects of pharmacological intervention adherence and 
highlights the multiple factors that contribute to intervention delivery. 
 
Adherence to pharmacological therapy, in both research and clinical settings, is crucial for 
accurately ascertaining the benefits and harms of such therapy.4,6 In research settings, 
variable adherence to study intervention(s) is a mediating factor that can significantly bias 
results and reduce study power.7 In the case of pharmacological interventions, poor 
intervention adherence can result in underestimation of drug efficacy and adverse effects, 
impaired development of breakthrough drugs and drugs for rare diseases, and ultimately 
treatment failures.8–10 Reporting of adherence to pharmacological interventions is variable 
across clinical trials.10 
 
The Consolidated Standards of Reporting Trials, 2010 (CONSORT) guidelines11 is a 
consensus-based set of recommendations that provides suggested minimum reporting 
requirements for randomised trials and aims to encourage accurate scientific reporting.12 
CONSORT statement 5 recommends the use of the Template for Intervention Description 
and Replication (TIDieR) extension12 to ensure good reporting of trial interventions. TIDieR 
extension checklist items 11 and 12 specifically address adherence to trial interventions (Box 
1). Several biomedical journals require or recommend the use of CONSORT, and therefore 
the TIDieR checklist, as part of their publishing process. 
 
During 2021, publication of trials of interventions for preventing and treating SARs-CoV-2 
infection was streamlined.13–16 It is important to maintain reporting standards in order to 
communicate scientific rigour and the effects of interventions, particularly during a public 
health crisis. Here we assess the reporting standards of adherence to interventions in 
randomised control trials related to SARS-CoV2 published in five major medical journals 
during 2021. 

Box 1. TIDieR checklist items 11 and 12 

11. Planned: If intervention adherence or fidelity was assessed, describe how and by whom, and 
if any strategies were used to maintain or improve fidelity, describe them. 
 
12. Actual: If intervention adherence or fidelity was assessed, describe the extent to which the 
intervention was delivered as planned. 
 
[Note: The TIDieR guideline explanation document gives the following definition of “fidelity”: 
the degree to which an intervention happened in the way the investigators intended it to.17] 



Methods 
 
We performed a cross-sectional study of RCTs published in five leading medical journals: 
Annals of Internal Medicine (Ann Intern Med), The BMJ, JAMA, The Lancet, and The New 
England Journal of Medicine (NEJM). We selected these journals because they have some of 
the highest impact factors among general medical journals, with wide readerships, and are 
highly influential among health professionals, health journalists, and policy makers. 
 
We conducted a search through PubMed for RCTs assessing pharmacological interventions 
containing the keywords SARS* OR Covid*, published between 01/01/2021 and 31/12/21. 
We filtered these results using the Journal filter (selecting the five aforementioned journals) 
and the RCT filter in PubMed.  
 
Inclusion criteria 
 
A publication was included in the analysis if it met the following criteria: (1) the RCT was 
published between 01/01/2021 and 31/12/21; (2) the RCT was published in one of the five 
aforementioned journals in any format, including letters to the editor; (3) the RCT 
investigated a pharmacological intervention related to the prevention or treatment of SAR-
CoV-2. This was defined as any drug that had primary, secondary, and/or tertiary drug 
preventive effects. Oxygen therapy and oxygen therapy delivery methods were also included, 
as oxygen is a prescribed pharmacological therapy in UK healthcare. 
 
If trials did not meet all of the above criteria, they were excluded from the analysis.  
 
Data extraction and assessment of reporting compliance with the TIDieR 
guidelines 
 
The RCTs that met the above inclusion criteria underwent title and abstract screening in 
duplicate by CL and DN. Discrepancies were resolved by discussion. Using a standardised 
form, the following information was extracted in duplicate (CL, AO, or IB) from each 
included trial: publishing journal, authors, PubMed identification number, article title, type of 
intervention, and intervention drug class. Drug class was recorded as defined in the article. 
When intervention adherence was published, both investigated pharmacological intervention 
and control intervention adherence data were recorded. Adherence rate was calculated from 
the raw data using the population randomized to the intervention and the number of 
participants receiving the pharmacological intervention, as detailed in the trial protocol. 
 
Data extraction to assess article compliance with TIDieR guideline items 11 and 12 was 
performed independently (CL), and a subset (25% of included articles) was screened in 
duplicate (DN); discrepancies were resolved by discussion. TIDieR item 11 has multiple 
requirements, and so compliance with that item was assessed in two parts: 
 

11a. Planned: If intervention adherence or fidelity was assessed describe how and by 
whom.  
11b. Planned: If intervention adherence or fidelity was assessed, and if strategies were 
used to maintain or improve fidelity, describe them. 

 
Item 12 was assessed as published: 



 
12. Actual: If intervention adherence or fidelity was assessed, describe the extent to which 
the intervention was delivered as planned. 

 
Items 11a, 11b, and 12 contain the conditional requirement ‘if intervention adherence or 
fidelity was assessed’. Compliance with reporting guidelines was assessed only in trials in 
which this conditional requirement was met. If intervention adherence or fidelity was not 
assessed, the trial was scored as “not applicable” for that item. The outcome for each item 
could therefore be: compliant, noncompliant, or not applicable. Data were entered into an 
Excel spreadsheet, and proportions with 95% confidence intervals (CI) and overall weighted 
proportions were calculated. 
 
The extent to which the TIDieR checklist is endorsed by the journals included was assessed 
from the instructions to authors regarding TIDieR or CONSORT guidelines (Table 1). We 
categorised journals as requiring TIDieR if the author instructions included the terms ‘must’, 
‘required’, or ‘should’ and as recommending the use of the TIDieR or CONSORT guidelines 
if the instructions to authors included the terms “should”, “recommend”, “follow”, or 
“encourage”.



 
 
Table 1. Journal endorsement of TIDieR or CONSORT guidelines 

Degree of TIDieR or 
CONSORT endorsement 

 
Journal 

 
Author instruction  

Recommended 

Ann Intern Med 

‘Follow relevant reporting 
recommendations. The EQUATOR 

site includes the following 
guidelines, which Annals endorses: 

Controlled Trials: CONSORT’18 

 
 

NEJM 

‘Authors should provide a flow 
diagram in CONSORT format. The 

editors also encourage authors to 
submit all the relevant information 

include in the CONSORT checklist. 
Although all of this information may 

not be published with the 
manuscript, it should be provided in 

either the manuscript or a 
supplementary appendix at the time 

of submission’19 

Required The Lancet 

‘Reports of trials must conform to 
CONSORT 2010 guidelines and 
should be submitted with their 

protocols’ ‘Cluster-randomised trials 
must be reported according to 

CONSORT extended guidelines’ 
‘Randomised trials that report harms 

must be described according to 
extended CONSORT guidelines’20 

Checklist 

BMJ 

‘For a [sic] clinical trials, use the 
CONSORT checklist and also 

include a structured abstract that 
follows the CONSORT statement 

for abstract checklist, the 
CONSORT flow chart, and where 

applicable, the appropriate 
CONSORT extension statements 
(for example, for cluster RCTs, 

pragmatic trials, etc.’21 

JAMA 

‘Manuscripts reporting the results of 
randomized trials must include the 
CONSORT flow diagram showing 
the progress of patients throughout 
the trial. The CONSORT checklist 

should also be completed and 
submitted with the manuscript’22 



Results 
 
Sample demographics 
 
We identified 167 articles in our initial search, of which 75 (45%) were eligible for inclusion 
(Figure 1). 
 
Figure 1. Flow chart of the search  
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Table 2 shows the distribution of articles included in the final sample group. Most of the 
articles included were published in NEJM and The Lancet. 
 
The final sample included a broad range of pharmacological interventions studied, including 
vaccination, antimalarial therapies, and anticoagulants (Table 3). 
 
Table 2. Articles included per journal 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Journal No. of articles 
in final sample 

Ann Intern Med 2 

BMJ 3 

JAMA 15 

The Lancet 21 

NEJM 34 

167 publications 
identified through 

PubMed search from 
5 journals using 
RCT and Journal  

filter 

167 titles and 
abstracts screened 

75 publications 
included 

 

92 publications excluded: 
incorrect journal, no 

pharmacological 
intervention, no relevance 

to SARS-CoV-2 
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Table 3. Pharmacological interventions studied in included articles 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
TIDieR compliance 
 
TIDieR items 11a, 11b, and 12 were “not applicable” to 4/75 articles (5.3%, 1.5–13%). 
 
Overall, 37/71 (52%, 40–64%) articles were compliant with item 11a. 
 
Only seven articles had a fidelity strategy and could be assessed for compliance with 11b. 
Three of those seven studies (43%, 9.0–82%) with a fidelity strategy complied with item 11b 
reporting standards. 
 
Of the 71 articles, 70 (99.0%, 92.4–100%) complied with TIDieR item 12. 
 
Thus, 1/71 (1.4%, 0–7.6%) articles fully complied with TIDieR items 11a, 11b, and 12.  
 
Compliance and weighted compliance varied across journals (Table 4). 
 
Intervention adherence 
 
Of the 75 articles included in our sample, 71 reported adherence to the intervention and 
placebo. Mean sample intervention adherence was reported as 92.3% (88–96.2%) and 
placebo adherence 90.3% (86–95.0%). In vaccine trials (25/71), adherence to both 
intervention (97.8%, 96.8–98.9%) and placebo (97.5%, 96.3–98.7%) injections was higher 
than adherence in non-vaccine intervention trials (46/71): intervention 91.4% (87–95.9%), 
placebo 87% (81–94.2%). 
 
 

 
Intervention drug class 

Number of 
trials included 

Vaccine 28 
Monoclonal antibody 15 
Anticoagulant 7 
Convalescent plasma 5 
Corticosteroid  4 
Antimalarial drug 3 
Macrolide antibiotic 3 
Janus kinase inhibitor 2 
Oxygen 2 
Antiplatelet drug 1 
Antiparasitic drug 1 
ACE inhibitor 1 
Vitamin D supplementation 1 



 
Table 4. Compliance with TIDieR checklist items 11a, 11b, and 12  

Journal (number 
of articles in the 

sample) 

Item 11a 
(%, 95% CI) 

Weighted 
proportion (%, 

95% CI) 

Item 11b 
(%, 95% CI) 

Weighted 
proportion (%, 

95% CI) 

Item 12 
(%, 95% CI) 

Weighted 
proportion (%, 

95% CI) 

Annals of Internal 
Medicine (2) 

100 (15–100) 5.4 (16–100) n/a n/a 100 (15–100) 2.9 (16–100) 

BMJ (3) 33 (8.0–91.0) 2.7 (1.0–91.0) n/a n/a 100 (29–100) 4.3 (29–100) 
JAMA (15) 60 (32–84) 24 (32–84) 7.0 (1.0–67) 33 (2.5–100) 100 (78–100) 21 (78–100) 
Lancet (21) 53 (26–70) 27 (29–76) n/a n/a 100 (70–99) 27 (82–100) 

NEJM (34) 47 (27–62) 41 (29–65) 6.3 (7.0–20) 67 (16–100) 96.9 (76–98) 44 (84–100) 

CI – confidence interval; n/a – not applicable  



Discussion 
 
Summary of main findings 
 
We have examined the reporting standards of adherence to trial interventions in coronavirus-
related publications from five major academic journals during 2021, using the TIDieR 
checklist items 11 and 12. There was poor compliance with item 11a (37/71, 52%, 40–64%). 
There was little applicability of item 11b (7/71, 9.9%, 4.1–19%), and of these seven articles, 
three (43%, 9.0–82%) complied with item 11b. We found good compliance with TIDieR item 
12 across the sample set (70/71, 99.0%, 92.4–100%). 
 
CONSORT (2010) Item 5 recommends that the TIDieR checklist should be used in 
conjunction with CONSORT guidelines in randomised controlled trials. Journals that require 
authors to adhere to CONSORT surprisingly had poorer compliance with reporting for 
TIDieR items 11a and 12. The Lancet requires CONSORT guidelines to be adhered to, but 
had a low weighted compliance proportion with item 11a (27%) and item 12 (27%). 
Similarly, BMJ (2.7% and 4.3%) and JAMA (24% and 21%) both had low weighted 
compliance proportions for items 11a and 12 even though both journals require a completed 
CONSORT checklist as part of manuscript submission. In contrast, adherence to items 11a 
(41%) and 12 (44%) was higher in the NEJM, which only recommends the use of 
CONSORT. 
 
Raw adherence to 11a was modestly higher in JAMA and The Lancet than in other journals. 
Only the NEJM did not meet item 12 in all articles (96.9%). 
 
Four of the 75 trials in our sample did not report intervention adherence. Of these four, one 
was published as a “Letter to the Editor” and three were published as full manuscripts. All 
four articles assessed single-dose interventions administered by healthcare professionals 
(three assessed vaccines and one studied subcutaneous delivery of a monoclonal antibody). 
The Letter and one of the three papers published in full did not acknowledge intervention 
adherence. Two of the three articles (in NEJM and The Lancet) published in full, 
acknowledged intervention in their protocol, stating that compliance was not relevant, as the 
intervention was administered by research clinical staff and not by participants. However, it 
is wrong to assume that administration of an intervention by a skilled worker in a clinical or 
trial setting necessarily guarantees adherence. Although it removes some common factors that 
reduce adherence, namely, patient behaviour, education, and skill,23–25 other factors affecting 
intervention adherence are introduced, such as patient attendance, work environment, and 
provider skill. Broadly, given the ABC multi-step definition of adherence, to ensure that the 
correct intervention protocol is delivered, intervention adherence should always be 
considered in study design and reporting. 
 
We have recorded overall higher adherence rates in vaccination trials than in non-vaccine 
trials in our sample. This included trials with multiple vaccinations. This may be because 
those conducting such trials are keenly aware of the importance of adherence, but selection 
bias of participants for primary prevention trials might also account for it. 
 
Despite 34/71 (48%) noncompliance with item 11a (describing the methods used to assess 
adherence), we found 99% compliance with TIDieR reporting standard item 12, by which 
articles must describe the extent to which the trial intervention was delivered as planned. In 
order to calculate intervention adherence, there must be a well described method of 



assessment of adherence. Thus, the discrepancy between compliance with items 11a and 12 
demonstrates poor reporting across all journals, except the Annals of Internal Medicine. 
 
 
 
Implications 
 
Despite the pursuit of efficacious interventions related to SARS- CoV-2 infection, few 
articles in our sample detailed strategies to ensure that interventions were delivered per 
protocol. Overall, poor compliance with item 11, compared with 99% reported compliance 
with item 12, shows the need for increased emphasis on reporting adherence methods. 
We have examined the standards of reporting, not the scientific rigour nor the quality of the 
data of the trials included in our sample, and no conclusions about benefits or harms of the 
interventions may be extrapolated from our assessment of reporting standards. 
 
Limitations 
 
Our sample included articles from five medical journals during 2021, and so conclusions 
about reporting standards cannot be extended beyond these journals and time frame. 
 
Most of the articles we included were published by NEJM, The Lancet, and JAMA. The BMJ 
(n=3) and Annals of Internal Medicine (n=2) contributed only a few articles. We 
compensated for this by calculating both raw and weighted proportions. A more accurate 
assessment of reporting standards might be provided by analysing equal number of articles 
from each journal, although doing so would require markedly widening the time frame of 
publication. 
 
The degree of TIDieR endorsement is extrapolated from journal endorsement of the 
CONSORT (2010) guidelines and checklist. CONSORT item 5 recommends the use of the 
TIDieR checklist as an extension to the CONSORT guidelines. However, the journals that 
recommend CONSORT in their publication process only weakly endorse the TIDieR 
checklist. 
 

Conclusions 
 
Most of the RCTs of SARS-CoV-2 pharmacological interventions published in five leading 
medical journals during 2021 did not comply with TIDieR checklist items 11 and 12. Future 
work should address compliance with TIDieR items 11 and 12, through discussion with 
authors and journals.
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