
Dissemination of the ACCORD reporting guidelines: 
bibliometric analysis

aIncluding modified Delphi panels. bIncluding general consensus methods. 
ACCORD, ACcurate COnsensus Reporting Document; UCLA, University of California, Los Angeles.

aOver ~1 year. bOver 1 year and 2 months. c88 journal articles and six preprints; four citations were supporting articles published by the ACCORD authors,5–8 including the Explanation and 
Elaboration document.6  
ACCORD, ACcurate COnsensus Reporting Document; N/A, not available; PHELIX, PHEnotype LIsting fiX; REPORT-SCS, minimum REPORTing standards for studies using Spinal Cord Stimulation; 
RETRIEVE, REporting invenToRy chIld hEalth ValuEs.

ACCORD, ACcurate COnsensus Reporting Document; E&E, Explanation and Elaboration; EMWA, European Medical Writers Association; EU, European Union; GIN, Guidelines International Network; HTAI, Health Technology Assessment International; 
ISMPP, International Society for Medical Publication Professionals.
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CONCLUSIONS

BACKGROUND AND OBJECTIVE 

•	 �The ACCORD (ACcurate COnsensus Reporting Document) 
reporting guideline, applicable to any consensus method used 
in biomedical studies, was published in January 2024.1 

•	Thoughtful dissemination plans facilitate the adoption 
of reporting guidelines by authors, journals, and funding 
sources.2 However, in an analysis of the EQUATOR (Enhancing 
the QUAlity and Transparency Of health Research) Network’s 
guideline database, only 18% of records mentioned a 
dissemination plan.3

•	We aimed to assess the impact of our dissemination plan on 
adoption of the ACCORD guideline (Figure 1).

RESEARCH DESIGN AND METHODS 

•	Members of the ACCORD steering committee4 met online and 
in person in Uxbridge, UK, on November 14, 2023, to finalize 
the dissemination plan. 

•	The plan included developing supporting materials, 
presenting at congresses, and writing explanatory editorials 
(Figure 1).1,5–10 

•	The 10 journals publishing the greatest volume of consensus 
studies were identified by a PubMed search, and the journal 
editors were contacted to request incorporation of the 
guideline into their author instructions. 
	– Steering committee members also contacted other 
journal editors and publishers that they believed would be 
important in the dissemination of consensus studies.

•	The steering committee agreed to measure the impact of 
disseminating the ACCORD guideline.

•	 Journal adoption of the guideline was monitored from 
publication of the ACCORD article (January 23, 2024) to 
January 2, 2025.1 Article views were obtained from the journal 
website and Altmetric; citations were acquired from the 
Dimensions database (Digital Science & Research Solutions Inc.). 
	– Metrics were compared with those for other recently 
published new reporting guidelines approximately 1 year 
after their publication. Updates and extensions to existing 
guidelines were excluded.

•	 �The ACCORD guideline has been cited nearly 100 times 
and is being used to inform the design and reporting of 
consensus findings, including in the development of other 
reporting guidelines. Citations were related to a wide range 
of consensus techniques and are expected to increase over 
the coming years as ACCORD becomes recognized by more 
researchers and additional journals adopt the guideline.

•	 �Further adoption of the ACCORD checklist is expected to 
improve the quality and transparency of reporting consensus 
methods in biomedicine.
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Figure 1: ACCORD guideline: dissemination and adoption timeline

Figure 3: Citation analyses of the ACCORD guideline publication1

Figure 2: Publication metrics for ACCORD versus other recently published reporting guidelines (first year of publication)

Challenges to journal adoption of the 
ACCORD guideline 
•	Adoption of the ACCORD guideline has been primarily 

achieved through personal relationships with journal editors.
•	Contact with publishers’ research integrity teams has not 

proven to be an effective route for reaching journals.
•	Clarity on who is responsible for editorial policies and 

how they can be contacted would help with best practice 
adoption.
	– No response regarding these queries was received from 
the general email inbox at the International Committee of 
Medical Journal Editors.
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•	 In the first year of publication, views and citations of the 
ACCORD checklist compared favorably with those of other 
recently published reporting guidelines (Figure 2).�

•	Most articles citing ACCORD were consensus studies (66.0% 
[62/94]) (Figure 3a).

	– The most commonly discussed consensus method was 
Delphi panels (71.3% [67/94]) (Figure 3b). 

	– The most common reason for citation was use of the 
ACCORD checklist (55.3% [52/94]; Figure 3c).

•	As of January 2025, six journals have included the ACCORD 
reporting guideline in their author instructions:

	– BMJ Open, British Journal of Dermatology, British Journal of 
Sports Medicine, Internal Medicine Journal, Journal of Clinical 
Epidemiology, and Pragmatic and Observational Research.

RESULTS


