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Statement of Purpose Results Discussion
The purpose of this retrospective study was to access the journal publication rates for abstracts (oral Overalll, the journal publication rate for oral manuscript presentations from the ACFAS conference from
manuscript, poster) accepted for presentation at the annual American College of Foot and Ankle Surgeons Table 1 Table 2 2010 to 2014 was 76.9% (83/108). This rate exceeded the prior reported ACFAS oral manuscript publication rate

Manuscript Presentations ACFAS 2010-2014 Poster Presentations ACFAS 2010-2014 from 1999 to 2008 (67.5%), and the recently reported AOFAS podium publication rate from 2008 to 2012 (73.7%).
Interpreted with the increase in the number of accepted oral abstracts per year from 2010 to 2014 (mean 21.6 per
year) compared to 1999 to 2008 (mean 20.6 per year); the publication rate suggests an increase in the quality of the

(ACFAS) conference between 2010 to 2014. The number of accepted abstracts, publication rate, mean time
to publication, publication rate within 3-years, and most common journal of publication were calculated. The

ACFAS abstract publication rate between 2010 to 2014 was then compared to the ACFAS rate between 1999 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Overall 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Overall . . S . :
10 2008. and the American Orthopedic Foot and Ankle Societv conference rate between 2008 to 2012 oral presentations at the ACFAS-conference. Of the 83 oral presentations achieving journal publication, 61.4%
) p y - Accepted 19 19 18 29 30 108 A e 174 193 197 315 234 1113 (51/83) were published in the Journal of Foot and Ankle Surgery (JFAS), 14.5% (12/83) in the Foot and Ankle
Introduction S Specialist, and 4.8% (4/83) in Foot and Ankle International. Oral abstracts from both the ACFAS from 2010 to 2014,

and the AOFAS from 2008 to 2012 were commonly published in both Foot and Ankle Specialist, and Foot and Ankle

The American College of Foot and Ankle Surgeons (ACFAS) recently celebrated their 75" annual Published 16 16 14 L) <0 O Published 36 45 48 n 52 258 International. To date, the ACFAS oral abstract publication rate from 2010 to 2014 is the highest reported oral
conference, which boasted record-breaking attendance (>1900 attendees) (1-2). Since the society’s inception in = i s 0 . : 0 . - abstract publication rate for any national foot and ankle society conference.
1942, the annual ACFAS conference has served as a premiere platform for disseminating the latest innovations, and ?z?hcahon ;T bh.ch ot-Lh Lk fizk OO0 Lt F:,/L"bl'cat'on Rate  20.7% 23.3% 24.4% 24.8% 22.2% 23.2% Conversely, the journal publication rate for poster presentations at the ACFAS form 2010 to 2014 was
research in the field of foot anq ankle surgery. The numbgr and var.iety of abstracts submit?ed by Foot and Ankle (%) 23.2% (258/1113). This rate was lower than both the prior reported ACFAS poster publication rate from 1999 to 2008
Surgeons (FAS) for presentation at the conference continues to increase annually. Prior to acceptance, all A R Mean time o (24%), and the AOFAS poster publication rate from 2008 to 2012 (55.8%). Compared to oral presentations, posters
submitted abstracts are screened by a selection committee in order to curtail research unlikely to affect clinical o S were three times less likely to navigate the peer review process and achieve journal publication. While many
practice, and maximize the educational quality for attendees. The quality of abstract presentations at national CLNIEER 0B OIS =e0 MONIS ) o MO, &6 M0nfa’ S O s 2.1 Mol Publication 34.8 months  20.2 months 17.3 months 17.8 months 14.5 months  20.9 months plausible explanations may account for the continued disparity in the journal publication rate between oral/poster

(Range) (0-35) (0-44) (0-32) (0-16) (0-14) (0-44) (Range) (0-53) (0-60) (0-66) (0-49) (0-41) (0-66)

conferences is often accessed indirectly by the abstract to journal publication rate, which typically plateaus within 3 abstracts, the overall quality of the research presented may remain a factor (17). Increased resident participation at

the annual conference may also account in part for the disparity; as residents may be less inclined or able to pursue

years of presentation (3-17). Orthopedic conference abstract publication rates have ranged from 34% to 73.7% : . 0 o o 0 o 0 , ,
(9-7). Similarly, prior abstract publication rates for the ACFAS from 1999 to 2008 were: 67.5% (139/206) for oral Publlsheg p i et e ool e Lk e Published wiin  83.9% 17.8% 85.4% 89.6% 92.3% 86.6% journal publication following conference presentation compared to attending FAS’s. The poster abstract publication
manuscripts, and 24% (198/825) for poster abstracts respectively (16-17). Although the field of foot and ankle  years (%) 3 years (%) rate would be more effected by this participation compared to oral abstracts, as the poster selection criteria, and
surgery continues to experience exponential growth, no study has re-evaluated the ACFAS journal publication rate competition are directed toward resident FAS’s; who account for the majority of submissions to articulate ideas (Mary
for abstracts presented since 2008. _ Table 3 _ Table 4 V. Meyers; personal communication, 07/27/2017). The number of poster abstracts accepted for presentation over
P atl ents IM at eri al S an d M eth o ds Overall Manuscript and Poster Presentations from ACFAS 2010-2014 Overall Manuscript Presentations ACFAS 2010-2014 vs. ACFAS 1999-2008 the current 5-year study period (1113) exceeded both the number accepted in the prior reported 10-year period
(825), and the AOFAS 5-year poster abstract acceptance rate (635). Interpreted with the increase in oral abstract
All ab.stracts (oral manuscript, postgr) accepted for preseptation at the ACFAS conference from 2010. to Manuscript Poster 2010-2014 1999-2008 acceptance rates, this find.ing.further suggests an increase in research among FAS'’s s.ince prior reports (16-1.7). The
2014 were compiled by the Manager of Education Curriculum and Alliances, and the Assistant Director of Education lower poster abstract publication rate may therefore partly reflect not only an increase in research among resident
Curriculum and Alliances at the ACFAS office. The titles of the abstracts, and author names were entered into a Accepted 108 1113 Accepted 108 206 and attending FAS's; but also the increased quality of the oral presentations; as abstracts denied presentation orally
database. Oral manuscript and poster abstracts were grouped separately, and according to the year of presentation. . are routinely offered presentation as a poster.
Five foot and ankle surgery residents from various postgraduate years then conducted a comprehensive literature Published 83 258 Published 83 134 Overall, the mean time to journal publication was 9.8 (range, 0 to 44) months for oral manuscripts, and
search using PubMed, Google Scholar, and Scopus of all accepted abstracts identified from 2010 to 2014, using o 20.9 (range, 0 to 66) months for poster abstracts. The mean time to publication for oral manuscripts was noted to
July 1, 2017 as the cut off date. This allowed for a 3-year follow up from the most recent conference analyzed, and F(’;blncahon Rate 76.9% 23.2% Publication Rate 76.9% 67.5% decrease in 2013 (4.7 months, range 0-16 months) and 2014 (5.0 months, range 0 to 14 months). Of the 19 oral
was desired as the abstract publication rate typically plateaus at this time (3-7). Assigned podium tract lectures, (%) (%) manuscripts accepted for journal publication prior to conference presentation, 12 (12/19, 63.2%) were represented
student abstracts, and abstracts from organizations outside of the ACFAS at the conference were excluded . Mean time to , within one of these two conference years. Therefore, the decreased mean time to publication during these years is
. S . : ; Mean time to : ; ; : - L
| The titles, and authors were §earcheq .|nd|V|duaIIy begmmng W|th the authors name in PubMed. Publication 9.8 months 20.9 months Publication N S— A5 Fohihe likely more reflegtlvg of journal acceptance prior to the conference, rather.thaim an mcrgased efﬂmency in Journgls
Consistency between the authors and title in the original abstract and final publication were required for a match. (Range) (0-44) (0 to 66) (Range) (0-44) (-34 to 60) peer review/publication process. Although abstracts from 2010 to 2014 will likely continue to be published outside
I i I 1 I i 1 i i I 0] 0
When the search identified multiple publf|cat|ons by the same author, a standard Boolean operato(r (ANI;)) was used the review period of this study, the overall three year publication rate was 98.8% (82/83) and 86.8% (224/258) for
to combine the author names with title from the original abstract, similar to prior investigations (16-17). This was oral, and poster abstracts respectively. These findings are in agreement with prior reports (3-7), which have
repeated as necessary with other author names using all possible combinations. If no corresponding publication Most Common JFAS: 51 (61.4%) ‘ . JFAS: 160 (52-0%)_ . Most Common JFAS: 51 (61.4%) JFAS: 105 (75.5%) demonstrated that the majority of abstracts presented at national conferences that go on to journal publication do so
was identified via PubMed, the process was repeated using Google Scholar, and then Scopus if necessary. If two of Joumal _°f Foot & Ankle SD?C- 12 ((,14-5 %) Foot & {\nkle Spoec. 37 (14.3%) Journal of Foot & Ankle Spec: 12 (14.5%) JAPMA: 13 (9.4%) within 3 years. We are confident our data would not be significantly affected by abstracts published outside our
the five foot and ankle surgery residents failed to identify a match during their independent literature search, the I:;/ubllcatlon Foot & Ankle Int: 4 (4.8%) JAPMA: 11 (4.3%) Publication Foot & Ankle Int: 4 (4.8%) Diabetes Care: 6 (4.3%) study period. While there are many plausible explanations for why presented abstracts may not achieve journal
abstract was deemed unpublished. If a consensus could not be reached, the corresponding author of the abstract (%) (%) publication, these were not directly addressed in this investigation. Future research on the journal publication rates
was contacted directly for final verification (3 oral manuscripts). Table 5 Table 6 from ACFAS conferences should investigate the reasons behind failure to pursue, or achieve journal publication
The number of accepted abstracts (oral manuscript, poster) at the ACFAS conference between : : : among resident and attending FAS's.
2010-2014 were recorded by year.pAbstract’s publiéhed outside of?ourelals V\zere excluded. For each publication, the Overall Poster Presentations ACFAS 2010-2014 vs. ACFAS 1999-2008 Preral ManiscHptEpCimEresenianons ACEAS 0S0D1SVE AOEAS S008:2052 X In conclusion, the?ACFAS oral manuscript publication rate from 2010 to 2014 (76.9%) exceeded its prior
date of publication was recorded by month and year. The time to publication was recorded as the number of months reported rate from 1999 to 2008 (67.5%), and the recently reported AOFAS podium publication rate from 2008 to
from the initial presentation at the ACFAS annual conference, and the month of publication (online ahead of print or 2010-2014 1999-2008 2010-2014 2008-2012 2012 (73.7%). To the best of our knowledge, the ACFAS oral manuscript publication rate is the highest reported rate
in-print) rounded to the nearest whole month. For abstracts published prior to presentation at the conference, the of any national foot and ankle society conference to date. Attendees of the oral presentations, and readers of the
time to publication in months was assigned a value of 0. The number of accepted abstracts, publication rate, mean Accepted 1113 825 Accepted 108 376 Journal of Foot and Ankle Surgery may therefore be confident in the quality, and clinical significance of the research
time to publication, and publication rate within 3-years of conference presentation were calculated for each annual _ resented. Future investigations on the journal publication rates of abstracts from ACFAS conference should aim to
conferer?ce, and coIIectiszy. The three most comfnon journals of abstfact (oral manuscript, poster) publication were Published 258 198 Published 83 217 i%entify the reasons behin?j failure to puszue, or gchieve journal publication.
calculated separately (oral manuscript, poster) and compared. This data is summarized in Tables 1-3. The number L ) o ik . 2
of accepted abstracts, publication rate, meantime to publication, and the most common journals of abstract (oral F;;) ication;isais 23.2% 24% ;/u;)llcatlon . 76.9% 13.1% References
manUSCFIpt, pOSter) pUb||Cat|0n were then Compared between the ACFAS from 2010 tO 2014, and the ACFAS from : ° 1. Durr K, Noll JS: The Evolution Of A Profession: The First 75 Years of The American College of Foot and Ankle Surgeons 1942-2017. The American College of Foot and Ankle Surgeons, 2017. Print.
. 0 . 0 2. Delzell, E: ACFAS Conference Draws Record Crowd. Lermagazine: March 2017.
1999 tO 2008 (Tab|eS 4'5) Lastly, the numbel’ Of accepted Ol'a| manUSCFIpt/pOdlum abStI’aCtS, pUb||Cat|On rate, Mean t|me to Mean tlme to 3. Scherer RW, Dickersin K, Langenberg P. Full publication of results initially presented in abstracts: a meta-analysis. JAMA. 272:158-162, 1994.
c c ] 0 0 c . . 4. Scherer RW, Langenberg P, Elm EV: Full publication of results initially presented in abstracts. Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews Issue 2. Art. No.: MR000005. DOI: 10.1002/14651858.MR000005.pub3., 2007.
meantlme tO pUbllcatlon, and the mOSt common jOUI'na|S Of abStraCt pUb|IC8tI0n were Compared between the ACFAS PUb||Cat|0n 209 months 176 months Pub“caﬂon 9_8 months 18.4 months 5. Donegan DJ, Kim TW, Lee GC: Publication rates of presentations at an annual meeting of the American Academy of Orthopedic Surgeons. Clin Orthop Relat Res.468(5):1428-1435, 2010.
6. Kinsella DS, Menge, TJ, Anderson AF, Spindler KP: Publication rates of podium versus poster presentations at the American Orthopedic Society for Sports Medicine meetings: 2006-2010. Am J Sports Med. 43(5):1255-1259, 2015.
from 201 0 tO 2014, and the AOFAS from 2008 tO 2012 (Table 6) (Range) (0-66) (-46 to 75) (Range) (0.44) (_1 4_4 to 70) 7. Williams BR, Kunas GC, Deland JT, E||i§ SJ.: Publications Rates for.Podium and Poster Presgntations From‘theAmerican Orthopedic Eoot&AnkIe Society: 2908-2012. Foot and Ankle International 38(5) 558-563, 2017.
Microsoft Excel Sheets were used to collect and store all data. Categorical continuous data were G ackson K, Dakisk A, Key RM: Publctn of abettactssubtad i 1 amn.el mesting of e Poattc Onropeic Sty of A, ey Ortep 2001126, 2000.
summarized using counts, percentages, means, and standard deviation. Two-tailed t-test(s) were performed to 1. Prston CF B W, Flkerson E, Gt D, Egol KA. Koval .. T contoncy betwsen scenifc. apetspreseniod 2 s OhopediTrauma aesoiation and hel ubsequnt bt publcato, Ot Traur, 20-26-15
determine Signiﬁcance between COI’I’[iﬂUOUS Variab|eS, and FiSher exaCt teSt was Used tO asSess trendS in abStraCt MOSt Common JFAS 160 (620%) JFAS 101 (51%) MOSt Common JFAS 51 (61 4%) FOOt & Ankle Int: 140 (504%) $g9\6(60n RS, Lloyd EW, McGrory B, Bal BS, Macaulay W: Studies presented in poster format at the annual meetings of the American Association of Hip and Knee Surgeons: how do they fare in the peer review process? J Arthroplasty
pub||Cat|OnS over t|me An OddS rat|0 was Calculated to determme any d|fference between manuscnpt and poster Journal Of FOOt & Ankle SpoeC: 37 (143%) JAPMA 29 (146%) . B Journal Of FOOt & Ankle Spec- 12 (14'5%) JBJS Am: 36 (130%) fg(gglj(_uzn(])Bzv(\)lo?rrach|mOW|cz R: Publlication Rates of Abstracts Presented at the 2006 MegtingoftheAme.ricanAcadgm.yofOp.to.metry. Optngis?.ci. 92(11):1069-75, 2015.
publication rates, meantime to publication, publication within 3 years of conference presentation, and the ACFAS PO;Jbllcatmn JAPMA: 11 (4.3%) Clinic’s Pod Med & Surg: 10 (5.1%) Publication Foot & Ankle Int: 4 (4.8%) Foot & Ankle Spec: 9 (3.2%) i ﬁﬁ;@;ﬁﬁgr?”“;'{egtfgg'npgftﬁétt:g'gT;;Jgﬁ;gtfjnaE;‘;ﬁ;t;gf:;?tgjrgggzgg;;g{;‘;gggﬁfegf;t“fhg‘r;zf;;?gj;igggi‘;‘;”g;fggfg'f;“;g;";':;SA,?r{'ga’ﬁg§§§§3i;:§gj:g“;e§2?Z\-NZJSurg.m_.
2010-2014 vs. ACFAS 1999-2008, and AOFAS 2008-2012. A P value of < .05 was statistically significant. (%) (%) 17) raley A, Donneerts P, Eckosey &, Plovanich £, Rouks 6. Pulaion Rets of oserPreseniaions t e Amercan Golleg fFootand Ande Stgeons el Scenlc Gnferenos bsween 1668 and 2008, J oo
Ankle Surg. 51:45-49, 2011.
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