

	PART 1 Basic requirements
	Author response or further detail
	Tick 

	Submission declaration
	The work described should not been published previously (except in the form of an abstract or as part of a published lecture or academic thesis), should not be under consideration for publication elsewhere, the publication is approved by all authors and tacitly or explicitly by the responsible authorities where the work was carried out, and that, if accepted, the work will not be published elsewhere in the same form, in English or in any other language, without the written consent of the copyright-holder.
	

	Was ethical approval given and by whom? (Provide any reference number)
	
	

	Authors
	All authors should have made substantial contributions to all of the following: (1) the conception and design of the study, or acquisition of data, or analysis and interpretation of data, (2) drafting the article or revising it critically for important intellectual content, (3) final approval of the version to be submitted.


	

	Contributors
	All contributors who meet some but not all of the criteria for authors as defined above should be listed on the Title Page with full disclosure of their individual contribution.  This includes medical writers and editors.

This information should be transferred to the manuscript file only for revised submissions and included in an Acknowledgements section at the end of the text.

	

	Please state any conflicts of interest
	
	

	Please state sources of funding and the role of funders/commercial organisations in the conduct or reporting of the research
	
	

	Please state any study registry number (e.g. ISRCTN)
	
	

	Ethical approval number, if applicable (if no number is available authors should upload written confirmation from approval body as a Supporting File)
	
	

	Article type
	
	

	Word count
	
	

	Title
	The title is in the format ‘Topic / question: design/type of paper’ and identifies the population / care setting studied. (e.g. Natural history of dental plaque accumulation in mechanically ventilated adults: A descriptive correlational study). 
	

	Abstract
	Abstracts should be a maximum of 250 words and should not include abbreviations, in most cases it should follow the following format: Objectives, Research Methodology/Design, Setting, Main Outcome Measures, Results, Conclusion. (does not apply to letters, editorials or commentaries)
	

	Key words
	Between four and six key words have been provided in alphabetical order, which accurately identify the paper's subject, purpose, method and focus. Use the Medical Subject Headings (MeSH®) thesaurus or Cumulative Index to Nursing and Allied Health (CINAHL) headings where possible (see http://www.nlm.nih.gov/mesh/meshhome.html).
	

	Implications for Clinical Practice
	At submission stage, authors of reviews and original research articles are required to provide three to four bullet points outlining the manuscript implications for clinical practice. You will be requested to upload these as a separate word file during the submission process (see Guide for Authors, does not apply to letters, editorials or commentaries)
	

	References
	Citations accord to the journal’s format (Author, date) and reference list includes full details of all cited references in the proper format and alphabetical order (see Guide for Authors)
	

	Other Published accounts
	Please identify copies of all previous, current and under review publications from this study
	


	PART 2 

Standards of reporting
	The editors require that manuscripts adhere to recognised reporting guidelines relevant to the research design used. These identify matters that should be addressed in your paper. Please indicate which guidelines you have referred to.

These are not quality assessment frameworks and your study need not meet all the criteria implied in the reporting guideline to be worthy of publication in the ICCN.  The checklists do identify essential matters that should be considered and reported upon. For example, a controlled trial may or may not be blinded but it is important that the paper identifies whether or not participants, clinicians and outcome assessors were aware of treatment assignments.

**You are encouraged (although not required) to submit a checklist from the appropriate reporting guideline together with your paper as a guide to the editors and reviewers of your paper.

Reporting guidelines endorsed by the ICCN are listed below:
	Guideline referred to
	Checklist submitted**

	Observational cohort, case control and cross sectional studies
	STROBE Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology

http://www.equator-network.org/index.aspx?o=1032

	
	

	Quasi experimental / non-randomized evaluations
	TREND - Transparent Reporting of Evaluations with Non-randomized Designs http://www.equator-network.org/index.aspx?o=1032

	
	

	Randomised (and quasi-randomised) controlled trial


	CONSORT – Consolidated Standards of Reporting Trials 

http://www.equator-network.org/index.aspx?o=1032

	
	

	Study of Diagnostic accuracy / assessment scale
	STARD Standards for the Reporting of Diagnostic Accuracy studies 

http://www.equator-network.org/index.aspx?o=1032

	
	

	Systematic Review of Controlled Trials
	PRISMA - Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses 

http://www.equator-network.org/index.aspx?o=1032
	
	

	Systematic Review of Observational Studies
	MOOSE Meta-analysis of Observational Studies in Epidemiology 

http://www.equator-network.org/index.aspx?o=1032

	
	

	Studies Interventions
	TIDieR - Template for Intervention Description and Replication
http://www.equator-network.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/03/TIDieR-Checklist-PDF.pdf 
	
	

	Standards for QUality Improvement Reporting Excellence


	SQUIRE - Standards for QUality Improvement Reporting Excellence

https://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/squire/ 
	
	

	
	Qualitative researchers might wish to consult the guideline listed below 
	
	

	Qualitative studies
	COREQ: Consolidated criteria for reporting qualitative research Tong, A., Sainsbury, P., Craig, J., 2007. Consolidated criteria for reporting qualitative research (COREQ): a 32-item checklist for interviews and focus groups. International Journal for Quality in Health Care 19 (6), 349-357. (http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/intqhc/mzm042)

	
	

	Other (please give source)
	
	
	

	Not applicable (please elaborate)
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