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Clinicians, academics and researchers often reference "high quality research". Over the past 20 years, 

researchers have been sounding alarms about the quality of peer reviewed literature including the 

replication crisis, publication biases and questionable research practices. However, few clinicians can 

assess research quality beyond citing levels of evidence. This presentation will arm clinicians with 

actionable and specific knowledge to quickly assess the quality of the research paper in front of them. 

Additionally, it will help clinicians be better appraise how a given research article can and should change 

their day to day practice. It will also inform clinicians about advancements in peer review to combat 

questionable research practices, improve methodological quality and combat publication biases so that 

we may advocate for their use in our profession.  

Objectives: 

1. The learner will be able to cite publication biases and understand how this should influence critical 

appraisal of the body of research as a whole 

2. The learner will be able to name questionable research practices  

3. The learner will be able to describe the process of pre-trial registration and understand how this 

information can inform them about the quality of a given research project 

4. The learner will be able to describe and understand the benefits of registered report publishing 

5. The learner will be able to describe the benefits of a research agenda to promote quality research 

that answers questions that help drive forward the profession 
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