’J’liﬂ’lﬁ’lﬁ’lﬂ’liﬂ’lﬁ’liﬂ!?gﬂ Journal of Health Science
Uil 26 RUVH 6 WYAANIBY - 5UNIAN 2560 Vol. 26 No. 6, November - December 2017

dwusauauvu Original Article

015U UINSNUKNENITIVYLFIILATIZHN NN
°l,mﬁm'sm<1msuwm"’uasmﬁwﬁmqwaﬁlwﬂ
AINUWHINIY STROBE

F813ad quen m.u. (NarsmHguanans)*
MU m&h'lwyatf Dr.rer.med. (Medical Statistics)*
g = aa
DUBN UINWA §.4. (TIdam)**
ANy Seousnunde a.u. (Tradn)*
* I INGINTILIAUSETITIA AT TUFUAMTNT NUIINENFEVDUUNY
= ghilnuasrsauguianinglass

unanda  msdnwdassonniliiegUssasdiialsaiiumsnenuramsidedaensiluinusduatiud
aﬁuw”lmwsmsmqmsuwm‘fuazmmimqwml‘nﬂmuLmeN Strengthening the Reporting of Observational
Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE) mmwsmsﬁﬁm Thai-Journal Impact Factors La?;mxviﬁw?] W.6. 2554
- 2556 aglu 10 suduusNaINIANIMUINMasuazinaluladivasguidaziimsdedansmsing uaz
mimivmmsuwmﬁmxmmimqwaﬂ*nf;l*?';azui’lumﬂ%amimsﬁl,l,ammm'«imﬂumsﬂﬁﬁ’amuﬁaLauauuwm
International Committee of Medical Journal Editors (ICMJE) ﬂ"lﬂsluilu‘f’i 31 SUNAN W.A. 2557 FUAUHWUS-
Fuatunnmsssiiidamatudinlasmsueunsiumnsasddnmsaiindsznaiaunnnandesumna
WA 2557 UszdiumsnenueuuIne STROBE danzidayamananumadaiauauuslosldate-
W3O f ANE Jazaz uarAmaaliRrarMmINenuMaTaEuBLLTasinusauatU U IS By
95%CI Wuh Ffwusauatuihdnmsanmainy 129 Bae Jumsdnsuuy cross-sectional $119
121 (389 MSANHILUY cohort TN 3 (389 UAZWUY case-control TIUIU 5 (389 MIRRBYBIZDEAZMINENY
AN BLEUBULZYBIUNINA STROBE lummwsiauhiv 59.9 (95%C1=57.7-62.1) Tagdatsuaunuziiinms
Nenugia MassyiagUszadiitanuiasss 98.4 manssaunioyanudnvusuasfiinindnmniosas
97.7 Uaz mﬁwmuwaé’wﬁﬁau’laﬂmimmugﬂLmumiﬁﬂm Fefimasnenudesar 94.2 lumsAnwuuy
cross—sectional LLaznﬂL%‘awmmsﬁnwmu cohort k8% case-control Ehu‘il'aLauauuzﬁﬁmsswa\nuﬁ"w Ao
MIUEIUNUE luMsNBnuTugIhINmsdnmiesas 0.8 WaMsUIENEIaMIIaMtuaaffianay
Hedudesas 2.3 wamsanmudaslinsmuhinudduatumsiteddwnsiiminenumuuuams
STROBE tias wazliasudiu Nssnsnumsunnguazaisisaguaadlngmsidaduauuzmensny
@MULUUINN STROBE Iuﬁwl,l,uxﬁwém%’u@ﬁwuﬂﬁﬁmiswmuwamﬁ%ﬂﬁmwwzmuLwiaxgﬂl,wumsﬁnm
LﬁaL?Juiiagaﬁaxﬁﬂﬁ@'dwummsnﬂimﬁummﬂwL%aﬁaﬂmNamﬁé’fﬂlumsﬁmimﬁwNamiﬁﬂmlﬂ
THUselemi

MaAgY: MNIUNMBIINATIEH, LININITIBNY, nsmsmﬂnﬁuwwﬂitazmﬁﬁmqﬂ




Assessing the Observational Analytical Studies Published in Thai Health Journals Based on STROBE Guideline

uni

Tumsmsunnduazansnsagy maTeduidms
a ~ o < K] °
@aszuuigansulasmluhdemeeaulumsudla
Joymenumasaaasn Jaanu auqulsn guasn
X @ P Y a
Wuyamwaaaaaun W szuuLinenIs lHusms
niqaunwla soumsalmsITemeanisunnduas
sssaglulszmalng Mnmsiansangluuums
e lusr eI N nSHeLns LN sasnens-
unwnduazansIsaguund lneidian Thai-Journal Im-
pact Factors (T-JIF) U w.6. 2556 aglu 10 aeu
WINYBINIASAUINEIAFAS Laztnalulatizeg
AUdOBINIBNBINTIS5 e wuh sUiuumsIde

u u
v 1

nMIAnNANgane MIANILEIEUNALUY
AN $882 27.8 IDIINIAD MIANITMNABY
389z 25.8 WaTDANIADNIIANHUTIFUNALUY
W3 Sa8az 20.6 lagwunimsdnmluzluuy
msnumussunssvatalluszuuuazmANeNzi
adu wazmsdnwanuwiug lumsitadaiies
Sauar 6.5 uar 0.5 MuHAU uanMntuazdums
ANTIUBIAMMW MIANENUYTAMS wazmIve
wazWann3aeas 18.9 Maamumsalaananfinuh
HMATeEIFUN 0 TuNNNISUNNG ez a5 UG
Tudadudiliuandennmsfneidmeass Fem
NN TITEVN A DINNNM TUNNEG UAZE T TN
o liminsarmsnnludmessdldmeiauly
PNNYMINENIDI38555N MIAnEIEFunaIaully
madanlumseniiums
M3INANFIUINMTITENINN IUNNE LDz
amsagunlilszlanifidudaafionusziassis
Tumsimsandenld anpuiduenihdathasdas
fimsnenuremMTedaru sfautunaumive
lgadrauigliauaruinsanuazih lulzla
peNgnAad TAgliudluInNdmsumsnNenurams
FWefuushlilFnusduuumsdnmvasuunma

International Committee of Medical Journal Editors

(ICMIJE) Faduaednsinnmanenfuussensms
NSASIMSunnd lauusihmsNenunansiae
Susumsanendeduna laalduwimeues Strength-
ening the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epi-
demiology (STROBE) %z lumsifiausnaniiisuas
wuzthMsAsMIMsLInEuasansIsgalatiuayu
gavwusliunmemaiBsunenudnan Fasieli
mmsaa%maﬁmgaL?;mﬁ'umiﬁﬂmﬁluﬁ?aqﬁy'u61
ashaiisawaiiasyiliussandms feu wiatinide
B Ussfiundngudilaanmsnumuisso-
nssumanulahesu®

STROBE ({ufiatduaiusmsNenuiamsans
@edunaemusznaInen 3 JUuuumsdnwvan fe
cohort, case-control L% cross—sectional study L%N
davhuwamemsNanulull a.6. 2004 waziing
e unmemsnenuaiuitliluTag dului
A.¢. 2007 89AUIZNBUYBILUINI STROBE
UsznaumadalauatuzNITIENU DU 22 98
Togdatauauuzmsneny 18 98 1Fnugluuums
Anwma 3 sUwUY wasdl 4 Faimnsanuenmmny
MuuaargUuuumsAnn > naIninsIELns
wams STROBE Tudl a.¢. 2007 ladims@nwniens
BNUMNULUINN STROBE lunsansmemsunng
lunanedssing wu msdszlivenanysalueins
immumsﬁnmgﬂuuu cohort, case-control Lag
cross—sectional 14215815 Colombian Journal of
Anesthesiology FrEunsszwned a.6. 2000 - 2013
WU AINBEFIUM TN UM N DLFUDLUZD
STROBE wihnuiagas 57.0 (95%CI=48.0-66.0)
Toganuanysaizaenssenulussezia 13
Ywaunaiidnwiind udauinam saudelid
vanguiiiesawatiasssyhmdsiinaiueuns STROBE
1wl .61 2007 HuadaanuanysairasMINenuyly
Colombian Journal of Anesthesiology(5) MsUsziiu
QmmwmismmuwamsﬁﬂmLLmJ cross—sectional

1104

Journal of Health Science 2017 Vol. 26 No. 6



msUszifiunsnuramNTadAeNzEnaRnwlun s smMImsunnguazasn snguuae IngmuuuIne STROBE

ya9fwusduatUuluNs#s Indian Journal of Com-
munity Medicine Wun aulvniseea: 46.0 I3
FENUMNTDLEUDUULYDY STROBE DEILWIN 12
- 15 92 M3UssdiuguMWAINEN UM AN
LLUU cohort LLOE case-control ﬁLNEILLW’ﬂu’N‘SﬁTS
Korean Journal of Family Medicine WU UDLEUBDUUE
ﬁﬁmﬁwmmgm’h%aﬂaz 80.0 Usenaume NS
FENUNANMIUILNAND MIANFDNELINTINANY
WSNTBNAUALNEELBEAMTINGIUYT MINTIAN
AaYd MINBNUNFINSNIANE wasmsagUuams
Anmvanmuinguszand” MsdnmamnInms
NENUMSANHUIIFUNAULUY cohort 1NSETINN
AnenEnFasMIULINETTA Impact Factor (IF) §Nd®
6 AU lALA New England Journal of Medicine,
Journal of the American Medical Association, Lancet,
British Medical Journal, Archive of Internal Medicine
(bta#z Canadian Medical Association Journal WU7J)
% 88U DIUNANNR T NITTBNUAINT DLEUB LS
NNTUUA LT RERYLNINY 69.3 (95%CI=59.6-
79.0)® wazmMsUsEtiunNa2BLUINI STROBE 68
AUMWMINENULBzAMMNZBIFULUUMAn Y
MsmenuFuussenitemsthedielsalaEas
wazmsideiialugihegengdadnmlugiuuy
cohort N1 MEDLINE waz EMBASE WU a8z
PamsnsnumusaEuausluuneuLdas e
Wadumaeiimsiueuns STROBE athaiidaahdama
aneNNANBFIUNDULNEULNIIDEDE 77.8 (IQR=
64.7-82.0) LﬁuﬁuLﬂu%aaax 83.0 (IQR=78.4-
84.9)° FIMNSANHUALIAUMITIENUMNULIN
STROBE lusenunamsivededaunn waswasn
gulannmsanndiuluvaife Sesazuesmsnenu
AvInsaNmMNTalELBULE INEIMTUSTEUNAVAS
NNHMTHEUNWTUUINI STROBE GaRMMINMIT
SIENUTRSINUTIIT AN UM N BIHANTANEN
Tudszalnedalidfivangrumsuszdiusenums

35 aFedanaitensiuaaIunsalns1H uuInag
STROBE lusieaidsadidfiuwluinssnsmanis
WNNEUAZENEITUFY msAniiedaenmsseiiiu
ANNATUNIUYBIMTNENUMNLUIN STROBE lu
NENUNIMFINBNIANLHLUY cohort, case—control
LLee cross—sectional study ﬁﬁﬁuw”lmwsmimqms—
unnduazanssaguusslng

a sy =2
IDNITEANT

Re

% =

ﬂ?iaﬂﬂuLﬂuﬂﬁiﬂfﬁin%ﬁWiiﬂnfﬂuiWﬂﬁﬁuNﬂ

v
sl a

MIIFBIA NN ANNW LU 58 5MemMsunng
warassauguuesInedifien T-JIF wiessnhed w.a.
2554 - 2556 Bgly 10 SIOULINYBINIAITANY
Inenandasuazinaluladzasgudaniinisdedy
N3eslng’® laun NsasmMswENIaULazMIQUa
UMW NTNINEVIIAFATUBLFUNIW TS
wallamMsunnduazmamwiite NsaswenuIa-
NWITUN NSATEMNISNEIVID  NTEITTNIAN
Jounndurialszinalng NsnsaIsITUgaaas
NINTIVYTLUUAFITUFY NTANITWENUIAM TN
NM5ATNENVIA IR LAULNTNEN WAL NTFITNN
ﬂm,l,wm‘fua:mmsmqmmlmﬁagﬂmm%amims
fuanaaNNHUIAa ICMIE Tumsujudemuda-
wuauuz melududl 31 Sunew wa. 255700 @
LNELNTSEWINLADUNNTIANDILADUSUMIAN W.A.
2557 Loun Journal of Health Research kaza5A351%
Amuanasimsearne Tulinusduaiiuiiiiifom
atiudumasmsideifisuuuumsdnuidu cohor,
case—control LAY cross-sectional study ﬁLNEILLWﬁ
Wumwn nevisamwsenguenunsansdidnnsaiing
wazinainaeanae (Wuinusduaturesmsised
YMsEnEAENAUMSIaMsEsumsaau Mmsusms
DULBZAMM WM TUINITNNMSUNNGUAETNS TG
fiflumsauaunsasleslFmauissansansisu

MIANHDNENU www.google.co.th LHBANAMIAUNN

NINTINMIANFIIUGY 2560 Uil 26 AVUT 6

1105



Assessing the Observational Analytical Studies Published in Thai Health Journals Based on STROBE Guideline

[ v a

Wugrudayansasdiannsafindzefinsarsou

o9

o Y k4 < < o P! v
28] maa’lugmwaa&ama L’JUVL?WI?.I ANIFT Lasduel

u
Y

Anuseuatunnastareansasatuneuns Ly
FNONNMNRUN AALHDNTNUSAURTUMNLNUTNIS

AALINUAZNUYNTMTANABNNANUUA LagNINTONNN

1
AN Y

4' 4: L ] L= |
Fodowazunants Tunsdndeyaliiaawalums
daduasiasanINinusauaty I8N 1 Y
dNNIFDUIBLAL 50.0 YBIUNWUSAURTUNEIUMS
aataan ndanuiuliasenulanansansInny
r-:‘ k4 % ) 2 c: Va v
wevndaagl lesdwdsaanngideaulaluns
dAnnluasitifea MINENUMNLUIN STROBE 284
ANUSTAURVUNTIVETI LRI N DLFUB LU
° ¥ R ‘J ' ¥
Sy 22 He wazdsdesduresudazgluuy loud
287 1 T(39UATUNAALD Y4B 2 wazdah 3 uNih
v o o v o P ao Y o o v oA
279N 4 DaEaN 12 suieuds dan 13 Deden 17
= ] o v o a P
NaMIANY ah 18 DTN 21 afUsana wazdan
22 dayadu’) logdalauauuznINENY 18 49
TFruguuuumsdnwn 3 sduuu § 4 daniwansan
usnwzaNuaazgUuuumsd@ne Ussnauaedad
6 MENUMIANLFBNELNTINANE wazdan 12 I5M3
nNadalundasziisuds 4 14 mawssandaye
SzazAMINAMNIUMSANILUY cohort UazTDN
15 fayanaansmsfny lundanansdne udas
NN TN HNUSAURTUNUINITTY /UTANTIE-
BLLALAMNLABZY DLFUBLUSMINENUMNAIAS LN
WU STROBE™ waala laslvitnamimsatly
“lg” @a UNITINUNUMNYBLFUDUULYDI DU U
Unngludinusduatiumsive “vnau” des ims
SenuMNdaldusuuzaantau ulngluiinus
v Y a o = 1 “VL lbll”d ‘1 =
duatiumsIeineaueau “lals” da ludimssa-
Nuanntatduanuzaastauulnnglufinusauaiiu
MIe waz “Lutnendas” Aa dwusauatuniszuiiy
TaltAendaanumM s e Nt aLFUa L UL B
4w dao - L % v
WwIagdan 1 lunsagluaseiifa wuutunn

4 a a @

2aYan15UTEHN U BN UKANITIVLTIILATILY

=b-

Gialunssnsmemsunnduazansisaguuadlng
ANWWIN STROBE Usznaughe 2 dude duil
1 ﬁa;&aﬁﬂﬂwaﬁwmm‘ﬁﬂ wazaui 2 TREIGHRN
FENUIVENDITAMUUUINN STROBE eLtHiums
WununudayalaamssuiinusfuaiuudaziEos
waztiuiindayaasluwuutiuiindaya 685N 1 vy
duasadaumsUssiliudosas 25.0 vesHwuUsOU-
afumhihmsanmnanue lunsdifiwunduams
Usziiulansetuldinsanuazdagusintuiiam
Faagu Sinneidayalasliadanssonn léun anwd
a8z LAAIRAIYBISDEREMITIENIUMNT DIAUD
wuzppainusauatulumwsiunian 95%CI o3¢
TUsunsuehi3agyl STATA10

HaNISANY

Puuinussuatulunsssnemsunnduay
mmsmqwaﬂmﬁLwaLLw%izdeLﬁauuﬂimuﬁq
WWBUSUNAN W.A. 2557 WaraINTaNDala U
NsnsdiEnnsafindnavue 478 (o9 uiiwug
FuatTumHTeFRAZT 110U 146 (399 AapaN
NNMsAnINNainAnaanfa Wuinusau-
2t U291 ISR T MSAN B efUNSTaNIS
(eumMIsauIUMILNNGUazasITagy Y 5
309 LLazmﬁﬁmﬁmﬁ’um’m%msmul,l,a:qmmw
MIUIMITNMSUNNEUDANTI TG TIUIY 12 309
aumasiinusauatiufithshdnwm $1unu 129 (Gag
wuauiinusauatuannsasmamsunnguas
snsaugruadlnefiiien T-JIF wassevineg w.a,
2554 - 2556 8gly 10 SIOULINYBINIAITANY
Inenendasuazinaluladzasgudaniinisdedy
Ns5a5Ing Fefieszning 0.214 — 1.094 1A 93
309 (3088 72.1) WAZMTAITMNMSUNNTUSE
mmsmqmmlmﬁ'aﬂiuawa%aawsawsﬁu,ammm
s ICMIE Tumsuidenudaauauuz melu
Suft 31 Sumen w.a. 2557 U 36 G (ouaz

1106

Journal of Health Science 2017 Vol. 26 No. 6



msUszifiunsnuramNTadAeNzEnaRnwlun s smMImsunnguazasn snguuae IngmuuuIne STROBE

27.9) dauimjL1“Jumaﬁnmﬁmmsmuqmmz
toenulsn Seeaz 49.6 ﬁﬂuﬂuamuwmmamﬂﬁqm
Speaz 47.3 LLﬂngLLUUﬂTﬁﬁﬂEﬁLLUU cross—sectional
study 3089z 93.8 NeazBaaceuaaclumMui 1
NaMIUTLLHUNITINENUMNULUININ STROBE
Wuh Aasuesdagazmsnanumudaue sy
MNFINTIAY 59.9 (95%CI=57.7-62.1) law

MWN 1 AwusauRtuII AN

ANUSAURTUN NS eazNTIENUNNT DLFUB LU
MFAINNU3DEAE 25.0 WATTIENUMNTDLEUDUUL
Fgaumnuiagas 88.5 Wannsanluudaziaiaua-
UULMTIENY WU FBLFUDLULANMTTIENUAILE
% X & o P 2

Sazaz 90.0 uluda mIszyinguszaadamsfinmn
3080y 98.4 MINTIUUIVDYAAMANHULYDIR L
NUANZLBE 97.7 MINENUNIINSNITANE LU

finusauatulunsmsng n
N UNIaNIBLENNIaTng
LWIN N.A. - 5.0. 2557

tnusauatulunssngs o
wndaEuNIINIBEnNIaTing
FEWIN N.0. - 5.A. 2557

n=373

n=105

r

MIANBIATILH n = 106

MSANEBIIATIEH n = 40

- Cohort n=0 - Cohort n=3
- Case-control n=2 - Case-control n=3
- Cross-sectional study n = 104 - Cross-sectional study n = 34

L4 L 4

MIANIBIATILH n = 146
n=3
n=>5

- Cohort
- Case-control

- Cross-sectional study n =138

ARNBBNANAMSANE n = 17
_»| - Ms55aumsdau n=5

- MSUINTNU/AUNMIWANTUINMS n = 12

'

M sdne n = 129
- Cohort n=3
- Case-control n=>5

- Cross-sectional study n =121

NININGN N Ad

NIAIMIMIunnduazanssugueaslnefida T-JIF wassznind w.e. 2554 - 2556 aglu 10

SauusnzasnsasnuIngnmansuazmaluladuaaudarimssnedmsansing

NININGN Y AD

NI ITNMsUNNduazanmsuguresinefisg luneansnsfiuaainnudiueds ICMIE lums

Ujudenudaiduauuz Mmeluiui 31 5uneu w.e. 2557

NINTINMIANFIIUGY 2560 Uil 26 AVUT 6

1107



Assessing the Observational Analytical Studies Published in Thai Health Journals Based on STROBE Guideline

NNEIDIYBINTANEILUY cohort UaE case-control Laz
ENUIDHFE 94.2 1umi?iﬂ1:n|,mu cross-sectional
study lagiimananunams@nnamsunnEeei

fimsienevingudos hudaiuauusiifinmneny
gnh¥esas 10.0 Ao MILaaIEUETlLMINENL
HuugEniumsdnmiesas 0.8 NITUIIENY
Fmsdamstuandfionasiotulddosas 2.3 uas

MINBNUMIANENELINTINAN eSS YN

1931990 1 Wan13UsZAUNMINBNIUMNUUINIG STROBE

Tunsiugualiadunamaualumuuamnasiainan
FawummnzlumsANILUY case-control 11U 2
309 Nuazdvafmni 1

LB TANMINENUMNLUING STROBE
LﬂW‘lzﬂ’]’iﬁﬂH’]gﬂLL‘UU cross-sectional study
%@LﬂugﬂLLUUﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁd’;ﬂﬁﬂjﬂmmiﬁﬂwﬂuﬂ%ﬁ
WUh AMmasraedarazmMsNENUMNT BlEuBULLE
WU 59.3 (95%CI=57.1-61.6) Lﬁaﬂmimﬂu

fafl  dalauauusnIINIEY n o TRRE: )Y Tails
Sy Sezas dnu Fagaz N Jawes
Title and abstract
1 (a) Study design in title or abstract 129 36 27.9 93 172.1
(b) Balanced summary in the abstract 129 68  52.7 61 47.3
Introduction
2 Background and rationale 129 104 80.6 25 194
3 Objectives 129 127  98.4 2 1.6
Methods
4 Key elements of study design 129 56 43.4 73 56.6
5 Setting and relevant date 129 88 68.2 38 29.5 3 2.3
6 Participants
(a) cohort: eligibility criteria and method of follow-up 3 3 100.0
case~-control: criteria and methods of case or control selection 5 4 80.0 1 20.0
cross-sectional: eligibility criteria 121 99 81.8 22 18.2
(b) cohort: matching criteria lﬁﬁﬁwuﬁ"ﬁuaﬁuﬁu‘im%’m
case~-control: matching criteria 2 2 100.0
7 Clearly define all variables 129 74 57.4 55 42.6
8 Data sources and measurement 129 95 73.6 34 26.4
9 How bias addressed 129 3 2.3 126 97.7
10 How study size was arrived 129 79 61.2 50 38.8
11 How quantitative variables addressed 129 71 55.0 47 36.4 11 8.5
12 Statistical methods
(a) Describe all statistical methods 129 93 72.1 36 27.9
(b) Subgroup and interaction 9 8 88.9 1 11.1
(c¢) Missing data 14 8 57.1 6 42.9
(d) cohort: how loss to follow-up addressed 1 1 100.0
case~-control: how matching was address 2 2 100.0
cross-sectional: statistical methods for sampling strategy 36 4 11.1 32 88.9
(e) Sensitivity analysis Tififinugauntiviiiedo
1108

Journal of Health Science 2017 Vol. 26 No. 6



msUszifiunsnuramNTadAeNzEnaRnwlun s smMImsunnguazasn snguuae IngmuuuIne STROBE

MNP 1 HaNTUIBHUNITINENIUMNUUINIG STROBE (612)

¥

af ALFUBUUENITTI BN

n Ta unaMm Tai'ls

u Sewar U Seear Huu Seges

Results
13 Participants
(a) Number of individual at each stage
(b) Reasons for nonparticipation
(¢) Use flow diagram
14 Descriptive data
(a) Characteristics of study participants
(b) Number with missing data
(¢) cohort: Follow-up time
15 Outcome data
cohort
case-control
cross-sectional
16 Main results
(a) Giving estimates and their precision
(b) Category boundaries

(c¢) Translate relative risk to absolute risk

129 95 73.6 29 22.5 5 3.9
43 32 74.4 11 25.6
129 1 0.8 99 176.7 29 22.5

129 126 97.7 3 2.3

19 10 52.6 9 47.4
3 3 100.0
3 3 100.0
5 5 100.0
121 114 94.2 7 5.8

129 83 64.3 31 24.0 15 11.6
66 41 62.1 21 31.8 4 6.1
Taififinusauatunnendas

17 Other analyses 9 9 100.0
Discussion

18 Key results with referenced objectives 129 114 88.4 15 11.6

19 Limitations 129 62 48.1 67 51.9

20 Interpretation 129 75 58.1 54 41.9

21 Generalizability 129 31 24.0 98 75.9
Other information

22 Funding 129 70 54.3 59 45.7

ﬂ'ua?iwaﬁaﬂ azmﬁwmmmuﬁa Lldua LL‘L!::I‘L!IY]WT)N 59.9

95%CI=57.7-62.1

UABZDLFUBUULMTNENUNUD TaLdUBUUENNMS
Nenuauaiesa: 90.0 2ulude msszyiag-
Uszaaduaamsinuniena: 98.3 Hnudduatiui
Muelumaiensingudas 1uou 7 309 nm‘%aﬂ
NNIFNBNURANMTANY) NITWITUUITDYA Y-
anseNIINANMTELAE 97.5 UALNITTIENU

Fayauaswsmsdnmionar 94.2 Tosdalauauusiil
MSNENUNLBENNSBEAL 10.0 LAUA MIUITNENT
SamsendnoaienuldZasas 2.5 uarmslFumu
waassnnuginfnAnmnludaztuaeuionas 0.8
aaudaslumnd 2

NINTINMIANFIIUGY 2560 Uil 26 AVUT 6

1109



Assessing the Observational Analytical Studies Published in Thai Health Journals Based on STROBE Guideline

AN 2 MINBNUAINYDLFUDUULYDIULUINI STROBE ém‘}”umsﬁnmgﬂuuu cross—sectional study

22
21
20
19
18
17
16b
16a
15
14b
14a
13c
13b
13a
12d
12¢
12b
12a
11
10

1b
la

sagaz  (95%CI)
Funding - 54.5  (45.6-63.5)
Generalizability i 23.1 (15.5-30.8)
Interpretation —— 57.9 (48.9-66.8)
Limitations —— 45.5 (36.5-54.4)
Key results [ 89.3 (83.7-94.8)
Other analyses m 100
Category boundaries —— 62.7 (50.0-75.4)
Main results —m— 63.6 (54.9-72.3)
Outcome data HEH 94.2  (90.0-98.4)
Number with missing data 1 52.6 (27.9-77.4)
Characteristics of study participants - 97.5  (94.7-100.3)
Use flow diagram 0.8 (<0-2.5)
Reasons for nonparticipation —— 73.2  (59.0-87.3)
Number of participants —— 72.7 (64.7-80.8)
Statistical methods for sampling strategy 11.1  (0.4-21.9)
Missing data - i 57.1 (27.5-86.8)
Subgroup and interaction o 85.7 (52.8->100)
Describe all statistical methods —— 71.1  (62.9-79.3)
Quantitative variables —— 55.4  (46.4-64.4)
Study size —— 60.3 (51.5-69.2)
Bias 2.5 (<0-5.3)
Data sources and measurement —— 73.6  (65.6-81.5)
Clearly define all variables —— 59.5 (50.6-68.4)
Eligibility criteria i 81.8 (74.9-88.8)
Setting and relevant date —— 66.9 (58.4-75.4)
Key elements of study design —— 40.5  (31.6-49.4)
Objectives O 98.3  (96.0->100)
Background and rationale - 80.2 (73.0-87.4)
Balanced summary in the abstract —— 52.9  (43.9-61.9)
Study design in title or abstract —— 24.0 (16.3-31.7)
1 | |
-10.0 40.0 90.0
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Abstract: Assessing the Observational Analytical Studies Published in Thai Health Journals Based on STROBE

Guideline

Wilawan Sookya B.Sc. (Public Health)*; Malinee Laopaiboon Dr.rer.med. (Medical Statistics)**;
Thanom Namwong M.P.H. (Biostatistics) **; Siwanon Rattanakanokchai M.P.H. (Biostatistics)*

* Department of Epidemiology and Biostatistics, Faculty of Public Health, Khon Kaen University; ** Yasothon
Provincial Health Office, Thailand

Journal of Health Science 2017;26:1103-14.

This descriptive study aimed to assess observational analytical studies of cohort, case-control and
cross—sectional analytical studies published between January 2014 and December 2014 in Thai health
journals based on the Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE)
guideline. We selected 10 Thai health journals with the average highest Thai journal impact factor during
2011 - 2013 by Thai-Journal Citation Index Centre. We also selected the two Thai journals following the
International Committee of Medical Journal Editors Recommendations within December 31, 2014. The
eligible articles were downloaded from online or electronic journals. Frequencies were used to describe the
articles reported each of STROBE suggested items. Mean percents and 95%CI of items reported per article
were also presented. A total of 129 articles including 121 cross-sectional studies, 3 cohort studies and 5
case—control studies were evaluated. The mean overall compliance with STROBE statement was 59.9%
(95%CI=57.7-62.1). The most frequently reported items of the checklist were stated specific objectives
(98.4%), descriptive characteristics of study participants (97.7%) and outcome data of cross-sectional
analytical studies (94.2%), all of cohort and case-control studies. The low reported items of the checklist
were flow diagram of participants (0.8%) and bias (2.3%). In conclusion, less than three quarters of the
suggested STROBE items was reported in the studied Thai articles. The Thai health journals should have

STROBE guideline in the author instructions.

Key words: analytical study, reporting guideline, health journal
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