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This review provides a comprehensive overview of how to maintain integrity in all aspects of clinical

trials, but there are some further issues that the author needs to comment on:

1. A 2017 Cochrane review by Lundh et al found that clinical trials sponsored by pharmaceutical
companies were much more likely to produce positive results and positive conclusions compared to
trials with any other source of sponsorship. The authors of the review commented that this
difference could not be explained through traditional sources of bias.

2. All conflicts of interest of clinical investigators need to be publicly reported in detail, whether or not
the investigators consider them relevant to the particular study in question. In addition, clinical
trials need to publicly report sources of funding.

3. The authors need to comment on trials being stopped for commercial reasons, e.g., a decision that
the market for the treatment is too small.

4. Data from multicentre trials should be available for each individual centre, and the reasons why any

centre reported results that significantly deviate from the overall findings must be explained.
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