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Unrecognised and unknown information needs can significantly impact on the quality of de-
cision making, advice, and patient care. In the practice of veterinary medicine, additional in-
formation may be required in one or more of epidemiology, diagnosis, treatment, prognosis,
control (risk reduction), and prevention (risk avoidance), in order to optimise patient care.

Veterinary Evidence publishes Knowledge Summaries, which aim to answer a specific and focused
clinical query by appraising the best available evidence published in peer-reviewed scientific
journals. By presenting the evidence in a structured and easily digestible format, Knowledge
Summaries enable veterinary professionals to stay informed and apply the best available evi-
dence to their decision-making.

To assist in the identification of unrecognised deficits and the generation of clinical queries
Veterinary Evidence has developed a list of common conditions for each species, alongside the
different categories of information. The aim is to prompt and support the generation of new clin-
ical queries in a more systematic format. This resource sits alongside our species-based lists of
clinical queries that have already been suggested by practicing veterinarians, veterinary nurs-
es, and other paraprofessionals (see veterinaryevidence.org/index.php/ve/clinical-queries). We
hope readers and prospective authors will use these resources to generate new clinical queries
or as a starting point for writing their own Knowledge Summaries.

Most of the papers published in Veterinary Evidence are Knowledge Summaries, but the journal
has always accepted and will continue to accept and encourage other types of reviews and orig-
inal research that provide evidence to inform clinical practice. For example, in this issue we
have published a commentary paper by Professor Jonathan Elliott regarding the processes and
evidence required for the registration of veterinary medicinal products which provides some
important insights and debate into the publication of evidential information (Elliott, 2024).

A Knowledge Summary may not always be the best format to synthesise and summarise evi-
dence on a multifaceted topic; scoping reviews, systematic reviews, or narrative reviews maybe
more appropriate. Munn et al. (2018) provide a useful account of scoping reviews and how they
differ from traditional literature and systematic reviews. In particular, we are keen to receive
articles on artificial intelligence applications, sustainability, and quality improvement in clinical
practice, as the impact and importance of these topics grows.

We are also making some changes to the presentation of Knowledge Summaries in Veterinary
Evidence, to help readers more easily understand the details and context of the summarised
evidence. In order to support everyone in appraising and understanding quantitative clinical
studies, we will be publishing a glossary and guidance on basic statistical terms and tests on the
journal website.
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