
Study type classifications 
 
COS for clinical trials or clinical research: Studies that have developed, or are developing, an agreed 
standardised set of outcomes that should be measured and reported as a minimum in all clinical 
trials or clinical research for a specific health area. 
 
COS for practice: Studies that have developed an agreed standardised set of outcomes that should 
be assessed as a minimum for a specific health area in clinical practice. 
 
COS for registry: Studies that have developed an agreed standardised set of outcomes that should 
be measured and reported as a minimum in specific health area registries. 
 
COS Patient Reported Outcomes: Studies that have developed an agreed standardised set of 
outcomes reported by patients that should be measured and reported as a minimum in all 
effectiveness trials for a specific health area. 
 
COS for audit:  Studies that have developed an agreed standardised set of outcomes that should be 
assessed as a minimum for an audit in a specific health area. 
 
 
Minimum dataset: The development of an agreed minimal dataset in effectiveness trials for a 
specific health area. 
 
Minimum dataset for registries: The development of an agreed minimal dataset in registries for a 
specific health area. 
 
 
Core information set: An agreed minimum set of pieces of information to use as a baseline in all 
consultations before a specific procedure. 
 
ICF core set: Studies that have used the International Classification of Functioning, Disability and 
Health (ICF) to identify a minimum set of ICF categories that are relevant for a specific health area 
and/or health care contexts. 
 
Prioritising: Studies ranking outcomes in terms of importance of being assessed in effectiveness 
trials for a specific health area. 
 
Recommendations made: Studies which have made recommendations about which outcomes 
should be measured, or are important to measure, in effectiveness trials.  
 
 
Overview of literature: An overview of outcomes that have been measured in effectiveness trials for 
a specific health area.   
 
Systematic review of outcomes measured in trials: A systematic review of outcomes that have been 
measured in effectiveness trials for a specific health area. 
 
 
Patient perspectives: Studies reporting patients’ perceptions about which outcomes are important 
to measure in effectiveness trials for a specific health area, but does not make recommendations for 
reporting. 



Definition: A proposed description of an outcome(s) measured in effectiveness trials for a specific 
health area. 
 
Recommended outcome measures (measurement): Studies recommending how to measure 
(instruments, tools, scales, scores, outcome definition) outcomes in effectiveness trials for a specific 
health area. 
 
Systematic review of outcome measurement instruments: A systematic review of the use of 
outcome measurement instruments (how) in effectiveness trials for a specific health area. 
 
Defining clinical improvement using COS: A proposed definition of clinical meaningful improvement 
in an outcome that forms part of a COS that is for use in effectiveness trials. 
 
 
Commentary: A discussion, or critique about outcomes in effectiveness trials for a specific health 
area.  
 
Recommendations made for systematic reviews: Studies which have made recommendations about 
which outcomes should be assessed in systematic reviews for a specific health area. 
 
 
Systematic review of COS: A systematic review of core outcome sets that have been developed to 
standardise the outcomes being measured and reported in health research. 
 
 
 
 


