Topic 3 – Direct versus naïve indirect comparison in clinical studies
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[1] What is naïve indirect comparison?

[a] Comparison of competing clinical interventions from data of individual arms of different studies

[b] Comparison on basis of insufficient information

[c] Comparison using simple statistical analysis methods

[2] What is the underlying assumption for naïve indirect comparisons?

[a] The compared studies have same sample size

[b] The compared studies are blinded

[c] The compared studies have treatment groups that are clinically homogenous, i.e. they absolutely do not differ in any aspect except the type of clinical intervention rendered.

[3] Are trends and performance differences of clinical interventions inferred from naïve indirect comparisons the same as from randomized controlled trials (RCT)?

[a] Yes

[b] Unclear

[c] No

[4] What factors may affect the results of naïve indirect comparisons, which are absent in RCTs?

[a] Inflated probability of statistically significant results

[b] Lack of compatibility between patients from the compared studies

[c] Risk of random error

[d] All of the above

[e] None of the above

[5] Are naïve indirect comparisons affected by the shortcomings of uncontrolled clinical (1-arm) studies?

[a] No

[b] Sometimes

[c] Yes

[6] Should any guidance for clinical dental practice be based on results from naïve indirect comparisons?

[a] No

[b] Sometimes

[c] Yes
