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Conclusions

• Plain language summaries (PLS) of scientific articles can provide important access to research 
findings in a way that is understandable to patients and other non-specialist readers

• The value of PLS is now widely recognised and the number of journals that accept them  
is increasing1,2 

• Journals accepting PLS is only the first step to making important research findings accessible to 
their intended audience 

• We assessed the extent to which peer-reviewed publications are supported by PLS and how 
accessible the PLS are

• This analysis only included journals listed in the Enhanced Publications Options Navigator,3 and may not be representative of all journals that accept PLS

• We identified journals that accepted PLS (September 2022) using the 
Enhanced Publication Options Navigator3 

• For each journal, we assessed how many of the last 20 published 
articles included a PLS

• Where PLS were identified, we confirmed:
 ‒ Where the PLS was visible relative to the publication (on the article 

index page, abstract page, or within the article) 
 ‒ If the PLS was included in the PubMed record
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• PLS were rarely visible from the article index page, though the vast majority were visible on the abstract page for the associated article
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While PLS are now widely 
welcomed by journals, this has 
yet to translate into widespread 
inclusion in the scientific literature

Opportunities to publish PLS 
and increase accessibility are 
being missed

Please scan this QR code 
to read a related article 
on PLS accessibility

Disclosures and acknowledgements
All authors took part in the research, were actively involved in preparing the abstract, and have approved the final 
poster. AS, JO, and DL are employees and shareholders of Envision Pharma Group. At the time of this research, JC was 
an intern at Envision Pharma Group from the University of Manchester. LM is an employee of Envision Pharma Group. 
Editorial and graphical support were provided by Helen Donaghy and James Julia of Envision Pharma Group.

Presented at the 2023 European Meeting of the International Society for Medical Publication Professionals  
(24–25 January 2023; London, UK)

References
1. Lobban D, Gardner J, Matheis R, et al. Plain language summaries of publications of company-sponsored medical 
research: what key questions do we need to address? Curr Med Res Opin. 2022;38:189–200. 
2. DeTora LM, Toroser D, Sykes A, et al. Good Publication Practice (GPP) Guidelines for Company-Sponsored Biomedical 
Research: 2022 Update. Ann Intern Med. 2022;175:1298–1304. 
3. https://www.mpip-initiative.org/transparencymatters/epon.html. Accessed 1 September 2022.

Total of 130 articles with PLS assessedTotal of 112 journals assessed

Total of 2240 articles assessed

Article not indexed in PubMed PLS incorrectly 
indexed on 
PubMed page

cannatat
Cross-Out


