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Dear Sir,
The points raised in the letter of Bharat Kumar and colleagues
are relevant and capture the difficulties of research in low and
middle income countries (LMIC). The development and deployment
of a regional registry is a progressive step and such steps should
be encouraged and supported. Intensivists in India are attempting
to move away from traditional practices, succinctly described by
Berger as a “Cottage industry based on anecdotal experience
and characterized by enormous practice variation”.1 The goal of
creating a scientific ecosystem and the path to reliability and quality
are further frustrated by the difficulties of rigorous randomized
controlled trials or the known biases of observational research.
Bharat Kumar and colleagues have pointed out that their
regional registry: Indian Registry of IntenSive care (IRIS) reduces
the data collection burden by reducing the number of mandatory
details which have to be filled in. This will definitely increase the
usage but may impact on meaningful hypothesis generation at
a later date. Less important details in initial stages may turn out
to be of value in the future. Boffa et al. have pointed out that the
National Cancer Database had not collected some important
patient attributes.2
Observational research is not a simple alternative to controlled
trials and the quality of data collected is important. The data
collected should be suited to the research question, and guidelines
have been published for assessing such studies.3 We agree with
the authors that national societies should plan for the future and
support the development of registries. The quantity and quality of
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scientific data should increase and be easily available for making
informed rational decisions.

References
1. Berger ML, Mamdani M, Atkins D, Johnson ML. Good research
practices for comparative effectiveness research: defining, reporting
and interpreting nonrandomized studies of treatment effects using
secondary data sources: the ISPOR Good Research Practices for
Retrospective Database Analysis Task Force Report—Part I. Value in
Health. 2009 Nov;12(8):1044-1052.
2. Boffa DJ, Rosen JE, Mallin K, Loomis A, Gay G, Palis B, Thoburn K, Gress
D, McKellar DP, Shulman LN, Facktor MA. Using the National Cancer
Database for outcomes research: a review. JAMA oncology. 2017 Dec
1;3(12):1722-1728.
3. Shang N, Weng C, Hripcsak G. A conceptual framework for evaluating
data suitability for observational studies. Journal of the American
Medical Informatics Association. 2017 Sep 8;25(3):248-258.

© The Author(s). 2019 Open Access This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License (https://creativecommons.
org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and non-commercial reproduction in any medium, provided you give appropriate credit to
the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The Creative Commons Public Domain
Dedication waiver (http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/zero/1.0/) applies to the data made available in this article, unless otherwise stated.

