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Abstract

Clinical research is the essential source of evidence-base medicine for decision-marking. This
evidence always increases on database. Critical appraisal of research article relies on the thought process of
evaluating the strengths, weaknesses and limitations, of this research to apply the knowledge and conclusions
from research that applied to the individual patient. This article describes type of clinical research,
assessment tools for evaluation research, basic principle to critical appraisal including articles about safety

and therapeutic resarch
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Taaiuasdanuiuazdayamanmaunndd
nsiasuutatagnesiass luudazidond
NRNUITBARUWIUINTFNTAS 9 BEiNINININE &
Lm'azmuﬁ%’mﬁqmmwﬁmem'nﬁuvlﬂ [1,2]
yaanInImsunngsndudaslvinueeluns
FuAUTYN ﬁmmfﬁgﬂﬁaaLLaﬁmimmu’lmlums
11971398 uausINITaLRenlTHAINwITe
Usznaumsdaaula (decision making) LaznsHUa
wag&ﬂs:mnni’]’mmﬂ (generalizability) Iug10130
ideyaldszandld WelmiAnUszansanwuas
drzdnualunmsinwuszuiloigwideg vas
Jhsuniiugiuaesmingunsman g ing
(evidence-based medicine: EBM) o

ITWIVUNIARKN

NAToNaaaTin nanats mafnluansd
WaawaT nian9selasldnszuannisnig
Anenenaas ldud nsdadinn wieauudgiu
(hypothesis) N13AUTILTINTBYA N1TINATIEN
Taynasad m:umﬁamauﬂmmmmaﬁﬂ
T ldsudsefinuesudalaidu 6 ngw (3]
laun

1. WITuEnBATBLazNTa LR wlIA
(Burden of illness LLaz Natural history) SIPRRIET El‘ﬁl
namMaIeNNd AMNIULI snwose mMstasuulas
LLa:NammEﬂ@iaQ’ﬂm w"’mﬂugﬂuuumiﬁﬁqw%a
UITLNY LT ﬂ’lﬁ’lm’mgﬂ’m%ﬁﬁm (case report)
wianguyth olsnlalsanils (case series)

2. NWITUNAVBINITINGA (Therapeutic
research) sinldaauywuiladasnsSouiioy
HANNTINENAILG 2 ﬂéjuifuvlﬂ &uA randomized
controlled trial (RCT)

3. mu?ﬁ‘ﬁmmqua:ﬂ%i‘mﬁm (Etiologic
and risk factor research) 191 ad sam U NF IR UT
yosFamisaslaniaalsn suununwide ldun case

control, cohort LR cross sectional study
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4. WIATMNI kY (Diagnostic research)
Huwmsfnsuazaoudowif T asnumsifiade
@199 I@mgﬂmemﬁbﬁﬁ%ﬁaaﬁﬂ'mﬂ%'muLﬁ By
AUATMINGTZI (gold standard)

5 uwIdpdssiluiasegaiaasaain
(Clinical economic evaluation) Hunuisondsadn
UszAnsanveanalulad 1w o0 qﬂmrﬁﬁlﬁ%’nm
winsfiaaslin meldSanlaninenifisine leod
nsIeuLi ﬂuﬁga“q wuaznaanlasy Tu
mydsziiiudunuarsndszlomivesndinniviiu
7 sanslasngonslulsw unavzillanadaein
Youar 496 1 asuiuanudulefiazing
150,000 LN [4]

6. IWITY Lﬁaﬂs:LﬁmLazw”@umqmmw
AIUSMT (Quality of care research) \wawisui
ﬂizqnmﬂfmi”nmﬁﬁ‘fy WINUNITUIRITUASUINNT

e I lduimsniiguawiidasms

N139TMITNIVLDLNINII TR

N138 %I TWITBOE1INTINTR Y T
mnaﬁamsa’mmu%’yﬁ;\i}“ﬁjwusl."ﬁmmﬁ@amaﬁ
9139w (critical think) [5] Lﬁaﬂiuﬁuqmmw
NwiTaiagadan 9aud MINIRINNIUIY NN
panUUUMIANIMUAZIULULYEINTAN N N1TULS
NANIIENa LLazmmaa@ﬂﬁaaﬁ'umamaa;ﬂ
Wity uandadulaleinnudsaring fiwaua
'L'nL%aﬁaLLa:mMinﬁﬂvlﬂﬂizqﬂmﬂ"ﬁ“lﬁ%%avl,aj [2]
mmTaQawuiwqammmamnmwﬁs‘i’wmﬁ'nm
Tunsduniuazdszifundngiudaszindine
ﬂi:naums%’nwﬂmjﬂwmwwzswagmﬂ
Wovandosnnaluizosnaiuaznisitnag

walulad [6,7]

NsuUlsEINNYBIIRY
o . = aa
lagvialdudaglununisd@nsiainis
sfsuIdouazazineinen [8,9] Ididu 2 ngulng) 9
@3 1) laun
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FUUULIINIIY (study

IWIVYLBIFILNG (Observational study)

I
IWIVYLBINARDI (Experimental study)

- Field trials

LW TIRUN (Descriptive)

WF93LaTEH (Analysis)

- Community trials

- Case control

- Cohort study

- Case report
- Case series
- Diagnosis test

- Prognostic test

ada v

- Cross-sectional study

- Clinical trials/Randomized control trials

- Quasi-experimental study

- Non- Randomized control trials/Pre-post study

- Ecological/Correlational study

i 1 Maudsdszsinnaulssauszidsuisieeuazszuiainen [10]

1) MWIBLBIFING (Observational study)
= A oA A o 1 '
Wuwnsanung3a o'lifin1snszvinlag dang
@819 (non-intervention) daaslinnadulana
a wa v a v A a @ & o et & A
53UTIA (I ARINNANDITUNNUALIARAANET
@84n13 [11] MIANBITRARININITANBILT S
WITHW (Descriptive) LT1 case report LA case
series LRTMIANBIEIIATIEN (Analysis) (5% cohort,
case control study LLaZ cross-sectional study [9]
2) 9MUIAFULTINAaad (Experimental study)
& = A wa o A A
Wunsdneingia pildnlasasslumadfouulas
. A o A a o [
(modify) aLranIaaTELEL insiruauazli
§9NANDY (intervention w0 Experimental) 17 ;:JT‘.IJ’J ]
[12] daidumInaaasnnazinnuuysdisdndudes
dilafiaaiusaan (Ethic) lun13vinidn [13] Juuy
NNIAN®A LT clinical trials, Field trials L&

Community trials uan

stunuwisaiinuldveslunsljia

Case-report LLRz case-series WWunssuu
Jaysandiudunsyaaausznduyas Gnidu
mianmlsalnafldinenuunden wiaioatas
AutTaspuvegafanaduRsandsuiasdaunsa
WOANTIN A2061971891% LB% MWLM TN wAn
(lithopedion) TuassAludszinalne O wea. 2515
waz 2542 Tapwurialanniadu 300 T8 [14]

Case-control 1 N1TANBNTITDURR
(retrospective study) [15] L‘I/':li ARIAINFTUNUT
szninslsansonaaninienaiin (outcome) lagisw
nwa ldnIang msﬁnmﬂs:nam‘f’mmjmuﬁ
Wulsa (case) LLa:ﬂﬁg:&lﬂ’Jllan (control) NAN1Y
JLATILAUEAIAT Odds ratio (OR) #388031
@iaiaaLﬁaamnna;umquﬁmmLﬂ%'mmﬁﬂugﬂ
AWUATUUILD Y Iﬂmﬁﬁﬂmaﬁmumﬂu 111, 1:2
wia 1:4 nande lilsdasuvesdihentag Iugﬁ
IersuiTasideananae 91naT 97 1 uazaunis
#1120 Odds ratio = 16 BANBANMNINAUNTTSE
FoananmTlamadulsaannninauilidtason
fAnwn 16 wihlasayanu

Cross-sectional Lﬂuﬂ’liﬁﬂﬂ’lﬂzyﬁﬂu
sm”m_qlﬂﬂal,ﬁa@mmqﬂ (Prevalence) 2831TQy%1
a e laranits nsdnusiadiidwldns
gﬂu,‘uuL‘ansimmLm:'“ami'l:ﬁ‘fuﬁ’umﬁwmu
W [9] ﬁaﬁﬂﬁ'ﬂmaamuiﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁ'\ﬂ@ﬁa laigu1sn
a5u1ngU@nivaly 8913@ (incidence) LaZEAL
AANIOIER IR ARG UAZNA A [3] 1% MIAnm
N1AAA193298 2001-2002 VaIUITLNATY WU
Anugniauar 5.5 vadginliawiniulugag
011 35-74 1 [17]
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M1979N 1 N1IANBILUY case control bN 8%

ANUFNARUT Iz RInUMSIAalsa [16]

Uszzmsluuaaznga
Case Control
dulsa) | (ldidulsa)
a8 Y 80 (a) 20 (c)
deent | Wid | 20 (b) 80 (d)
dnwr | T 100 100

1 | °‘VI, o A . A a
nguauquazldanniaidandszsining
TeaupaINITlaTuTa LRI R wlaLanen9 b

91N case LAAaINLABLFHIDUY InalALIn

\WaanaAfAINTaya (information bias)

Odds ratio = mm*’gﬂmaﬂsﬂumjuﬁﬁi‘]a%’mﬁm

anugnuadlialunguiiliddedoides
= alb = 80/20 = 16
cl/d 20/ 80

Cohort study Wwm3finsifsiassiine
AnsussnagaUANNFNRHEszn s Einnan
anflusinquailia (Exposure) ﬁﬁw"tﬁg&mnﬁﬂ
1sn Iﬂﬂﬁg@L?M@Twaamiﬁﬂmmjwﬁmﬂwﬁaaa\‘i
nguazdaddliduaans (Outcome) \iadu Tag
Ln_im'ma”ﬂwmzmnﬁwﬁa;&avl@TLﬂu 2 AN Ao
msdnsfigninlddranin (prospective cohort
study) LRZMIANBTDURR (retrospective cohort)
[12,15] N1IINUITUNANN LLa@alugﬂﬂaﬁuLﬁﬂa
FUWNT (risk ratio; RR) W38 WAAN9289ANNLEL S
(attribution risk, AR 38 risk difference) 1%31]
$ownz Mag19NIAN® 1w nIFneTasuEn
don1sanglutdnuazioiu wuindynilu
ﬂiﬂﬂﬂ%”;'ﬁﬂwaLL&iﬁNasl,ﬁLﬁm‘%'uﬁuqﬁéquwiﬁ'a
anyikay muﬁ‘n%wamaaﬂﬁjmﬁauﬁwa@iawqﬁﬂﬁu
m*sﬁuqiuﬁ'mﬁnmqmnfu I@ﬁmjuﬁﬁmwmﬁm
g9 laun nwdefiasauaiauanuen, MIANSILA
ongvdan wszauanlidnasinsdanseadn

o8z [18]
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a = A v o ¢
MNI13N 2 NIFANEILLY cohort LNARIAINURUNUD

' o A ) a
329 FINUN LA @I‘Sﬂ

1298 | wmndszrins qﬁﬁm‘szﬁ
Wde9 | Aalse | ldiAalee VBILRANIIOL
a/ (a+b)
G3U | 36 (a) 4 (b) = 36 / (36+4)
=0.9
v o c/ (ctd)
1ai'la
5 2 (c) 38(d) | =2/2+38
JU
= 0.05

Risk ratio = qﬁ’ﬁmmﬂun&iuﬁiﬁ%’uﬁaﬁ' BLRE

wn

qummsnﬂumjwﬁhﬂﬁ%’uﬂmﬁ'ﬂL?}m
= al(ath) = 09 = 18
c/ (c+d) (E
Attribution risk = Naehwaummitﬁmﬁ%'uﬁaﬁﬂ
Fosuas a0 Tasides
= 0.09 - 0.05 = 0.85 W38 85%

iagaﬁmmﬁwﬁl 2 risk ratio = 18 BUNLANY
dﬂumjwﬁvl,ﬁ%'uﬂaﬁ'ﬂLﬁyaﬁdwalﬁLﬁ@]IiﬂNWﬂﬂ’jﬁ
ﬂajuﬁvlaivl,@i’%'uﬂaﬁ?m?m 18 Wi waz attribution risk
= 85% WNUANIN 1un§juﬁvlﬁ§'uﬂaﬁ'ﬂﬁﬂmﬁﬂ
1sale 85%

Randomized control trials 1J%N32UIUNNT
maaaluwwﬁtﬁmﬂ%ﬂmﬁUuwaé'wﬁua:qmﬁwaa
mstasruniasnulye lagrialuutenismanas
aanidu 2 ngw ﬁamj&mmaa (intervention/treatment
group) LLazﬂEjaJm‘LIQaJ (control group) [11,19] lassaing
°umgﬂLLuumu’ifﬁ'ﬂﬂi:mﬂf:ﬂ'i:ﬂauﬁmﬂsw’msﬁ
aula I@mLﬁ@ﬂﬂéj&@“’;aﬂwua:muqﬂﬂﬁ%’u?a
naaaslagordunisguadianuizaunazinig
L‘]_]%EJ‘.LILﬁﬂﬂwagwaﬁaéuQWﬂﬂiﬁﬂﬁﬂ

nizmumiquﬁf@]qﬂszmﬂ‘l,ﬁiaﬂi:msJ
snunewserfaspfionafinadansdnen (confounding
factor) 1u1qﬂﬂ§§uasmwh 9 nw ainsdndanns
W19Ng¥ (allocation concealment) LLazﬂﬂﬂ@ﬂ/aga
(blinding or masking) [11] lRananEEIN1TAN0AG

v v A

% 8ANAAANEI9E (care provider bias), {1398

U
£

(patient bias %3883 placebo effect), Hil3ziiin

U
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NRANT (assessor bias) ﬁ&l“(ﬁlﬁami’]zﬁwa (analyzer
bias) [15] A28

ﬁm%’ugﬂuuumiwmm [o] @1auy e
1w 3 dezinnnane fa

1) Parallel design A8 LLﬁa:ﬂ§N1ﬁ§U§0
Naad (intervention) TRALALINREANIINARD

2) Cross-over design 8 wzmaaﬂaq'wwga

' ' P o A =
ﬂ@]ll“ﬂ(ﬂﬂﬂﬂLLﬂZﬂE}Nﬂ?UQNVLQSUﬂQQ U'szﬁﬂ'i:ﬂi@il
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FAUTIIANH AN IIUTIITER IR

N1 138131 wash out period LNARANATBINTT
@ A ' 2

INBILINTNAIBL W (carry over effect) Faa1a'ly
. e 4 . 4

TUMBMTIANAANT IUIzaeNRRS (AINNA 2)

. . A o a

3) Factorial design A8 N1INIRUARINAN

wansatslwnsdnsdsany

Placebo

P Placebo

Cross-over design

Wash out period

Active treatment

A Active treatment

NN 2 Eﬂ WUUMIANELUL cross-over design

MIAAMUNAMIINE (Follow up to endpoint)
MNMIAIAI NN SEnis g anadndudasinns
FAAUHNARNWT 8% (surrogate endpoint) Lﬁaﬁﬂﬂgj
HASWEWAN (primary endpoint) U19A33819 8013
TANRANT TN (composite endpoint) I@]ULﬁiamiﬁﬂ‘m
dufinlarnawuin NEUAAL WM IFYME (loss to
follow up) ﬁﬂw”'lsjmm'jwmjm”’;asjwmfmﬁ@waa”wf
wia ld Tgwiasnanonaun lulasldmsieansd
Nas‘i’wﬂuﬁﬂaﬂnﬂiwmﬁmuﬂi:mu@w 138N737
intention to treat F1MTUN1TALATIHHAANTLANNZ
Qﬂwﬁ"tﬁ%’u?amamLLa:ag‘]mm:ﬂmmmﬁnm
138131 per protocol

My iauatayaInwidn ldun risk ratio
w9 lenana1d 89 uaz number needed to treat
(NNT) Donansds ﬁ‘im’m;‘;}”ﬂmﬁ@?aqﬁm’lﬁﬂm
Walildnaswiiindusn 1 w9 nsasmsiia
outcome lungaiLFauiisn lasutiseanldidu 2 agng
@8 NNT to be benefit (NNT %38 NNTb) ez NNT to
be harm (NNH %38 NNTh) [20] 8eindlsianumsuda
HARIINITINTINA LA I9V0IA N T B2l 4 (95%
confidence interval, Cl) @28 lag@dn 95% Cl ¢ a4l
Asan 1 S9musnulanamsAnnAnLiwn fiaan

% a s, { o
MIINBWIIINE) ‘ﬁ{lﬂ’]%%ﬂ"ﬂu’]@mad RR ﬁﬁﬂ?']llﬁ’]ﬂiy

aa_ <& X | o o a a
ﬂ?dﬂﬂ%ﬂ%%m%@%ﬂUﬂ'ﬁ@l@lﬁuflﬁ]‘ﬂﬂ\‘iuw%’lgﬂiﬂ

HITETIYeWIL e [15]

Number needed to treat = 1

(NNT) absolute risk reduction

Systematic review LLaz Meta-analysis %30
MINUNIWITTUNTTV LT UITUDURZALATIZA
oA Aoyl LUuMAsufiendeiTnisedaiu
St‘i_lfl_lﬁl“ﬁ'@] LA (systematically and explicitly) luns
SUfn Aunn Aaion Ursiiuuazunanuisoi
Lﬁm“ﬁa\‘l (relevant research) LLazﬁmsﬁzﬁ“ﬁagamﬂ
smmurimmﬁwﬁgﬂﬂ”mﬁan [21] lasa1alens
SLAs1ERNI9ED AN IS uN3n meta-analysis @78
w3 laif e luﬁaﬁ;ﬁumueﬁ‘i‘ﬂﬁﬂu Systematic
reviews Lz meta-analysis l@3UMs8aNIuIndn
mu?ﬁ’sﬁiﬁﬁ’aQaﬁuwﬁaﬁamnﬁq@LﬁaLﬁﬂuﬁu

WIS ﬂgﬂLLuﬁue] [22]

AMHARIALAR DU L1913V
dl A ] k4
anuaanaAfawlwiwIde wuslaiduy 2
Uszian fe
1) ﬂ’J’nmmmﬂﬁauL%dqm (random error)
famnuaaalafanitinaINANLILEY (chance

%38 probability) na1fa t1luannaTaual il
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AMVUANGAINHBIZAING 2 ngw WANANIANHNAL
WUAMNLANGNI (false positive) 138N AW
ARALARIUTRAT 1 #31 a-error lwmIanaURWAN
NANYSANEN LINLAMNLANGEY waluaduass §
AULANGIIN (false negative) L3192138NANN
ARALARIUTAAT 2 131 B-error AWAMALAAER
aonsmmasautlylalasnsimuadinisadan
Wanganisirueuwasae ez sz Tnsian
aaflavihnsdnm
2) ANNANALARDWLTITIL (systematic

error) A8 ANMUANALARBUINEAGLAZANNELE 8
Tagiinandunanwuaz3isnisanen (research
methodology) wiagapauauaownns anwnleidu
6 THa [9,23] Ao

2.1. Selection bias AaanffLAnaIN
msiienaladradinsdnsn lasliduaiunu
ANUFURHE TRz AnE

2.2. Intervention bias 1 noa@ifiAa
Juanmslidimanss anautleldlasnislada
(blind) &MAnaY

2.3. Follow up bias ifignmagrymaly)
(drop out) UBdTBYANIBABL Flwnisdnuna
aay Ll Hudunufiniassasionue myemey
TaYALUY intention to treat ﬁlzﬁﬂﬁaﬂaﬂﬁgmmu
e

2.4. Measurement %38 information bias
AoanafiinannytansannunaaLARauTas
Taya L‘ﬁmﬁaQﬂaﬂgﬂmwﬁamq}msﬂuaﬁmﬁﬂa:
aav'le laiuisa (recall bias) Tasnulalasnisle
nasnsmsiariaivdeysfduinasudsiu
PIRUAARDANTALTALINT HiaBNTWaTILAAING
w3819 (confounder) witla'ldda pATNIEURTe
m:mmjﬂmluﬂf,juwhﬂ i

2.5. Analysis bias @8 aa@NLAAIN
mslaha 1w maenzasdenltadaundanivinlw
WWANNFNNUTV0InTANEY wi b ldlasnis
Arnasdanltarsntn nsenisundannadan

NATZANR
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2.6. Results L&z conclusion bias NaMA®
A Aa e o o aa W v
madanenunandusdagniaia lasldle

& o Ao A I
ﬁi;ﬂﬂdﬂﬂﬂ’]&ld’]u’l‘ﬂUY]ﬂﬂ@IGVL’J@]GLL@]LLSﬂ

U

ﬁﬁ'nmizi'mua:ﬂs:Lﬁ%qm@hm%%'ﬂfmﬂﬁ:’ﬂﬂ

TUADUUINYDINTENINUIT AB ;&“ahu
Fa9dn e auuwisy faunuisefianasd
MIszyTalnkazianwazianizianzasindu
nisdnwsiludszainingula (Population, P)
AN1sANBINEaA ™S 81 wlamaluladnig
ASUNNELa (Intervention, 1) #a4n15LUTa U B
Au&sla (Comparator, C) LaTHARWENGaIN1S
dnudeasls (Outcome) [24] nsitnla PICOs a2
toliRawnuwissaansniwisslddszandls
VL@Tmaﬁué’ﬂm g&faimmsﬁmsmwaaﬁﬂs:ﬂaumm
unanu [5,25] aosio it

- Hoi509unzUNAAde (Title and abstract):
Lﬂumuﬁuamﬁayamadmsﬁﬂmua:ﬁaagﬂ
asdu s'fioa]:“ﬁaﬂlﬁ;&”ﬁimmmmwnuﬂin 9 V03
NWIIY a8 lsAaNAITeIMLALNAatalliena
NALNWNTBNWITSUNTTUNILTD Tl

- UN¥ (Introduction): unsduginiish
mmﬁ@mm;‘if@jmvl,ﬂgi?aﬁﬁwrmﬁﬂm Usznavly
fumIs98sTansTwang Aieataaneldidu
mmiﬁugwmuﬁwmzjﬁwmume“'@]qﬂszmﬁ‘maa
nuiddn darudeadlafiornvesdrddglu
Ysymnssufihandrsdeindenuseandas andad
wngRNRUMIANENAfsssunse L

- ABUaznIzUIUMTIE (Methods): sziiley
“ﬁ"i'rﬁ'ﬂLﬂuﬁlaﬁém”fyﬁ@dmﬁadﬂmsm’lﬁamm
gﬂ@TauLﬁmmwawm’iﬁ'ﬂ FILANITE N UL
nIfAns Msienndudiatig mIse3esie
Tumyia 53lte300iounzaiialidiassy vnisy
gﬂLLUUﬂ@aau@Taaﬁwuﬂmmgﬁﬂ”m**ﬁ’] (inclusion
criteria) waziianaan (exclusion criteria) ﬁmm:au
lagldnaldifnanudndodlumafenngudiaing
WAZNENAIVAN

- HAM3ANEN (Results): WnaIUALFAIFS
Adunuasiasslassnn wazliinisiansaian

W80 ;jémmsﬁmsmﬂﬂﬁdw MU ANAI
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AAUAIDININWITAWN T I TR ININUITURANT
& X o A '
97w L uenInnIa bal
a 6 . . IS

- N1733130% (Discussion): WHNIIINLIH
v o et a { a lg/
TaINNAVBINITANET 8AANBINATY LA
ANMNARALARNEWINNITIIY AnananaduIuRIN
A & A A o o o v A A =2 &
\adNa UG AAFHANUILAN WIBUFaINIaIA

\ = & & Ao = A

mwj’l,‘m 2190N15TUssLAuNGaInITANE L Ne
aaudouda luluauwea

- una7l (Conclusion): MIEFUNWIILNG
@Taa"l&ia;ﬂmal,ﬁuﬂdwNaﬁvlﬁmnmiﬁnmf{ua] LAy
vlﬂﬁﬁwaﬂﬁﬁﬂmﬁumagﬂiw He1un274
FIHYIMIT HAINFAANANUEIATYNIIARTN
w3old adgls

- Ne@nyINUT2N@ (acknowledgements):

Aa A o o '
13IWNIINNAAIITANNTaRTInaz TS laluny
uaﬂﬁmmaaLmému%%’w%amsaﬁuagmm
nip9nla nsNINTEInitazrinlinisen
- X

asimﬂiwawgitﬁﬂwu

MIBTUIUITLDE193913 Y I T U 89
2NAUYINBENNIAA (critical thinking) WAALATIEHL
WHIIUVBIAININIAAANUALIZUIATN YN
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(What type of research question is being
asked?)
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NuiwnIe Il (Was the study design

appropriate for the research question?)
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