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Conclusions
 

The proportion of systematic reviews on interventions for
common diagnoses declaring individual financial conflicts of
interest (COI) was approximately one in five in 2010 and
2019, while other COI and industry funding were rarely
declared.

Background and objective
There is little data on the prevalence of COI in systematic reviews
(1,2). This study investigated COI declared in systematic reviews
on interventions for six common diagnoses from two distinct years.

Methods
PubMed was searched for systematic reviews on interventions for
chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, type 2 diabetes mellitus,
hypertension, dementia, major depression, and osteoarthritis from
2010 and 2019. Relevant systematic reviews were selected by two
independent authors; disagreements were resolved in consensus.
Basic characteristics, disclosures of COI, and of funding were
extracted, and double-checked. Declared COI were categorised
according to a specific framework (1) (Figure 1). 

Figure 1. Categorization of statements of conflicts of interest and
funding.
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Figure 2. Study flow diagram.

Results
In all, 156 systematic reviews for 2010 and 590 for 2019 were
included (Figure 2). Systematic reviews with a COI statement
increased from 78% to 94% between 2010 and 2019 (Table).
Those with at least one author declaring individual financial COI
decreased from 22% to 17% but remained at about 22% both
years when systematic reviews from China were excluded.
Systematic reviews with a funding statement increased from 65%
to 81%, and industry funding decreased from 6% to 3.4%.
Including industry funding to the prevalence of financial COI in
systematic reviews made little difference in both 2010 and 2019.
  
Table. Conflicts of interest and industry funding as declared in the
included systematic reviews (n=746).
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