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provide reference for selecting suitable study design types for clinical researchers. METHODS: RCT study and ob

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: To compare randomized controlled trial (RCT) study and observational study systematlcalw
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were compared in respects of study design and study report paradigm. Relevant literatures were retrieved from

Chinese Journal Full-text Database. The differences of literature publication of RCT study and obs
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RCT study and observational study. The requirements of CONSORT state S
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about RCT study and observational study had little gap at
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