Statistical Methods Working Group Meeting

Adelaide, South Australia 
Thursday 24th October 1996

**In attendance**
Gerd Antes (Germany), Luc Bijnens (Belgium), Mike Bracken (US), Fabricio Carinci (Italy), Jon Deeks (chair) (UK), Gordon Dooley (UK), Hellen Gelband (US), Alex Jadad (Canada), David Moher (Canada), Vivienne Moore (Australia), Dianne O'Connell (Australia), Ole Olson (Denmark), Claudia Schmoor
(Germany), Rob Scholten (Netherlands), Bernie Towler (Australia), David Williamson (US).

**Apologies**
Doug Altman (UK), Ken Schulz (US), Mike Clarke (UK), John Cornell (US)

All those attending introduced themselves and gave brief outlines of their involvement in the collaboration.

**Meetings Held in the Last Year**
Brief reports on the two successful ad hoc meeting held in Oxford during 1996 were given.  The first meeting had discussed a large range of topics including software development whilst the second had concentrated on the meta-analysis of ordinal data.  A position paper was being prepared following the second meeting.  It was noted that people who had not been able to attend these meetings would have liked a brief synopsis of the discussion to be posted on the CCSTAT list soon after the meetings had been
held to facilitate further (and geographically broader) discussion.

**E-Mail Communication**
The e-mail communication via the CCSTAT list was thought to be working well following earlier problems in the year, and should continue in its present form.

**Scope of the SMWG**
The steering group of the collaboration has requested that all methods working groups publish a module in the Cochrane Library stating their scope and targets for the coming year.  The potential scope of the Statistics Methods Working Group was considered in five areas (many of which are heavily interlinked):
(1)     general policy advice on statistical issues to the collaboration
(2)     practical statistical support for CRGs
(3)     preparation and monitoring of training materials for statistical content
(4)     developing and checking statistical software 
(5)     pursuing a research agenda
It was noted that this agenda was ambitious and greater than those of other Methods Working Groups, and that the group needed to consider how it should best organise itself to ensure that group members could effectively contribute, communicate and ensure that they did not become overcommitted. 

**Statistical Support for CRGs**
A survey of CRG administrators earlier in the year had found that nearly all review groups could name a statistician whom they had consulted or had an ongoing link with.  The group were in favour of promoting this "named individual" basis for providing support to CRGs where the review groups were
individually responsible for securing their own support.  The SMWG should serve a role in attempting to link review groups to statisticians, and in providing a forum for debating queries and problems that could not be solved within a review group, or that were occurring in several review groups at the same time.  Several people attending the meeting reported their own experiences of working with CRGs.

Further discussion concentrated on ensuring that statisticians working within CRGs received recognition for their contributions.  Two principles emerged- first that statisticians providing ongoing advice to an individual
CRG should belong to the editorial group, and secondly that statisticians should be named authors on individual reviews to which they make substantial contributions.

**Statistical Review of Training Materials**
Training materials within the collaboration have generally been prepared by non-statisticians, and require checking and improvement by the SMWG-volunteers for organising this checking need to be identified.

**Software Developments**
A recap of developments with the MetaView software were given (implementation of Mantel-Haenszel and DerSimmonian and Laird odds ratio, risk ratio and risk difference methods, implementation of a standardised mean difference method for continuous data and random effects methods).  The new methods will be published with the 1st issue of the Cochrane Library in 1997, so it is essential that the software testing is complete by then, and that all the bugs have been fixed.  Photocopies of the algorithms used in the software were distributed at the meeting so that those attending could check them through on their flights back home.

**Organisation of the Adelaide Colloquium**
Several group members had presented research work at the colloquium that they had completed during the year.  Many had been frustrated by the colloquium programme which seemed to ensure that many of the statisticians were unable to attend sessions which contained statistical content due to parallel programming of 2 scientific sessions with several workshops.  There was a suggestion that a representative of the group should become involved in the planning of the Amsterdam programme to make sure that the same clashes were not repeated at the next Colloquium.  Luc Bijnens and Rob Scholten indicated an interest in doing this.

**Merger with the Quality of Reporting of Trials MWG**
A proposal that has recently been put to the convenors of the SMWG is to merge with the Standards of Reporting of Clinical Trials MWG (presently convened by Dave Moher and Mildred Cho).  Dave explained that both the research agendas and membership of the two groups overlapped, and that it seemed rational to consider merging the two groups.  Those attending the meeting were in favour of this, but considered that it was important that the scope of the merged group was clearly documented, and that the opinions of all members of both groups were sought before a decision was made. Ideas for a new name for the group would also be required.

**Structure and Management of the SMWG**
Three suggestions were put forward to help the group to cope with their scope:

(1)     that the scope of group had grown hugely since its inception, and that the recruitment of two or three other convenors to assist Doug Altman and Ken Schulz, each taking responsibility for one aspect of the scope, may ensure that the group can meet the collaborations requirements.  Jon Deeks indicated that he would be happy to convene the software activities of the group.  Other offers of new convenors could be obtained through a survey of the group membership.

(2)     to ask all group members to identify which areas of the scope and research they were able to contribute to and whether they would coordinate work in a particular area

(3)     to get official recognition from the steering group of the collaboration that many of the activities of the SMWG were Core to the success of the collaboration, and to obtain financial support from the collaboration to support a very part-time administrator and to cover some of the costs incurred by the group.  Jon Deeks noted that he would be appointing an administrator for a separate project, but had managed to obtain short-term funds so that they would be able to work for the SMWG 0.5 days per week long-term funding from the collaboration being required.



**Targets for 1996-7**
A very brief discussion on targets for 1996-7 identified the following

* complete testing and approval of MetaView 3.0
* check the Cochrane Handbook and training material used in the collaboration for statistical correctness
* request that the Collaboration recognises that statistics is a core activity in the collaboration, and obtain some financial support for some of the group's activities
* to look at methods for the meta-analysis of cross-over trials
* to construct an inventory of research interests of projects
* to ensure that the Amsterdam programme presents adequate opportunities for the discussion of statistical issues pertinent to the collaboration.
* effect the merger with the Standards of Reporting of Trials MWG subject to agreement of necessary parties

