Post Conference Wrap-Up
· Topics to cover:

· Rules of logical consistency
· The CONSORT diagram 

· Do not put the information about the “study outcome”

· Table1: Demographic 

· Overall only

· Overall, subgroups -> usually the main independent variable

· Overall, subgroups with missing value of the DV -> for the study with extensive missing value
· Table 2: Prevalence of Y according to selected subgroup OR 

· Table 2: Bivariate analysis results
· Categorical IDV -> Preserve the format of the variable as is
· Continuous IDV -> Investigate the departure from linearity (linear relationship with the DV)

· Categorized by tertile or quartile

· Continuous (every ?? unit increase)

· Table 3: The final model

· Contain only all variable in the model

· The main IDV is at the first row

· If the study involve one main IDV, all other co-variates could be omitted. If other co-vairiate presented, they are for exploratory- not for a conclusion.  

· Discussion

· Summary: We investigated … (RQ). We found that … (Summarized the answer). Motivate the reader to read more.

· Explain the results

· Copy all narrative descriptions of the Tables and Figures in the RESULTS section to here, then explain them in turn

· Select some important results to explain, usually the main findings

· Keep the main issue in the DISCUSSION section

· Compare with previous studies is one style of the explanation

· Focus in the target journal NOW

· Search all articles published in the target journal

· Cite 2-4 of them

· Do not forget to mention in the covering letter

· How to handle missing data

· Selection bias -> how this distort the conclusion
· If missing completely at random, there will be no change in the conclusion

· Provide sufficient information to allow for the explanation 

· How large?

· What aspect? -> variables with missing value

· Compare between population and sample (drop all missing) 

· Three players: IDV, DV, COV
· To conclude about “missing at random can be assumed or not” 

· Handling the missing data 

· What ever methods can only be safe if missing at random, if not, NO universally methods being acceptable
· Case deletion => based case scenario

· Impute the data for the missing

· Best case scenario
· Worse case scenario

· If same conclusion -> robust against missing

· If not, cautions of interpretation is needed

· Try to explain that the missing could lead to “OVER” or “UNDER” estimate the parameter that is the main finding

· Multiple imputation (Learn from the link provided in the Takasila Classroom)
