AIMS RESULTS: MAIN FINDINGS

To describe how approaches to vaginal pessary
interventions for pelvic organ prolapse (POP) are
"~~~ reported in randomised controlled trials (RCTs).
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Even when TIDieR domains were reported, there was large variation
in the level of detail provided across studies

full Health Technology Assessment

Results of a secondary A
analysis of a Health
Technology Assessment

Full methods are available in the OSF
E protocol; scan here to read

Sensitivity analyses suggested no differences in levels of
reporting between studies with pessary monotherapies
and pessaries combined with other treatments

RESULTS: OVERVIEW OF STUDIES IMPLICATIONS

Future RCTs should
report in greater detail
how vaginal pessaries are
used, in accordance
with all TIDieR checklist
domains
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