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Objective

Research design and methods
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• In recent years, there has been significant growth in 

the number of articles published with a plain 

language summary (PLS).1

•However, to our knowledge, there have been no 

studies exploring whether PLS increase the impact of 

published research. 

•We investigated whether articles with PLS are 

accessed more often than similar articles without 

PLS.

•We identified open-access articles with an 

accompanying PLS published in Adis journals 

between January 2018 and March 2021 (n=50) and 

compared each with a similar open-access article 

published without PLS. 

• The criteria for similar articles were: 

1) published in the same journal 

2) at a similar time 

3) within the same disease area, and 

4) utilised a similar trial design. 

• We calculated the average number of accesses per 

month for each article, and arbitrarily defined a 

significant difference as having 25% more (or fewer) 

accesses, on average, per month. 

Results

Conclusions

• These preliminary results suggest that, for open-access 

articles, inclusion of a PLS may contribute to increased 

readership.

•However, more research is needed to confirm this link, 

and contextualise other factors that may influence the 

popularity of articles with/without PLS, such as authors, 

Altmetrics and publication date.

•Overall, 62% (31/50) of articles with PLS were accessed 

significantly more often than those without a PLS. 

• In 30% (15/50) of comparisons there was no significant 

difference found between access numbers.

• Some 8% (4/50) had significantly fewer accesses. 

• The following therapy areas all demonstrated significantly 

higher average number of accesses per month for 

articles with PLS compared with articles without PLS: 

o Ophthalmology (100%, 4/4) 

o Rheumatology (75%, 9/12)

o Oncology (75%, 3/4) 

o Diabetes (60%, 6/10).
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Tornado plot summarising the impact of an accompanying plain language 

summary (PLS) on average number of accesses per month, comparing

open-access articles with versus those without a PLS
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