What happened next? Analysing the
impact of studies presented at MSF
Scientific Days 2021

Sreeshna Jagadeesan?, Holly Baker?
1Médecins Sans Frontiéres/ Doctors Without Borders (MSF) UK

Background
Understanding the full impact of research studies and innovation
projects is essential to improving the way we conduct and disseminate
research. However, research impact can be complex and often difficult
to measure.

Médecins Sans Frontiéres (MSF) hosts the annual MSF Scientific Days
International conference, which is a platform to share findings from
humanitarian projects around the world, explore new avenues for
novel medical innovation and research collaborations, and ultimately
help improve the quality of care provided to patients in need of
humanitarian assistance.

A year after being presented at MSF Scientific Days, we looked back at
the research and innovation projects presented at MSF Scientific Days
International 2021 to follow up on their impact on programmes,
policy, and beyond.

Methods

In April 2022, 23 people who presented their research or innovation
abstracts at MSF Scientific Days 2021 were asked to fill in a short online
questionnaire. The following were the main areas that each presenter
was asked to report on:

- Whether information from their study had been published or
disseminated

- Whether the study made an impact on MSF/other programmes,
policy, or patient outcomes

- What they thought helped their research have impact, and barriers (if
any) that may have prevented the research from having their intended
impact

Follow up emails were sent to those who did not respond initially. Data
recorded from the survey was analysed in Microsoft Excel.
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Enablers and barriers to impact

Enablers reported by respondents included the involvement of
international and local stakeholders, as well as local MoH/ MSF clinical
and management staff in study sites.

Barriers reported by respondents included delays due to the COVID-19
pandemic (reported by 5 of 14, 35%), one-year funding models, and
institutional and financial limitations.
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Limitations

Results may not be representative of the impact of studies due to the
low response rate for the survey.

While most (85%) respondents reported that their study or project
benefitted from being presented at MSF Scientific Days 2021, the low
response rate may be an indication that the intended impact was not
achieved, or that there was no significant impact to report.

Recognising that achieving impact takes time, full impact of studies
may not be represented in the survey given that it only records impact
over the past year.

Conclusion

Most research and innovation projects were disseminated beyond
MSF Scientific Days and impacted programmes, policy, and beyond.
Local and international collaboration enabled projects to have impact
while COVID-19 and institutional limitations were barriers to impact.
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