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Abstract 
Aim: To contribute to the ongoing debate of radiography research, by providing an overview 
of radiographers’ engagement in research activities within the clinical setting. Barriers and 
facilitators for research engagement will be discussed.  

Methods: An unstructured search for literature was conducted in PUBMED and Google 
Scholar. Snowballing on references was further conducted. The search included papers 
written in English published between 2014 and august 2024. 

Results: Radiographers are generally positive about research, however, their active 
participation in research activities in clinical settings is limited. The primary barriers to 
engagement in research are systemic, while facilitators are present at both personal 
(individual motivators) and systemic levels.  

Conclusion: Enhancing radiography research is critical to ensure that radiographers work 
according to the principles of Evidence-based Practice, which is essential for patient safety 
and the provision of high-quality care. A research culture must be established within the 
local departments. Several strategic steps are proposed to develop a research strategy 
within the departments.  Further research should focus on evaluating the implementation 
and outcomes of efforts to enhance research participation in clinical radiography. 

https://doi.org/10.7577/radopen.6194
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
mailto:Eivind.richter.andersen@sus.no


A narrative review and reflections on radiographers’ engagement in research 

46 

Introduction 
Radiographers are required to deliver the safest and best possible care to patients. 
Therefore, radiographers should work in line with Evidence-based Practice (EBP), as EBP has 
been consistently linked to improved quality of care, patient safety and positive clinical 
outcomes (1). EBP evolved from Evidence-based Medicine (EBM), which was based on the 
general idea that a practice would risk being rapidly outdated without the use of current 
best evidence (2). EBP ranges however further than EBM as it also include allied health 
professionals (3). It involves a cyclic process consisting of five vital steps; 1.asking questions 
and reflecting on current practice, 2. acquiring evidence to answer the questions, 3. 
appraising  the quality of the evidence collected and the transferability into practice, 4. 
Applying the evidence in practice and 5. Assessing the outcome of the process (4). Both the 
European Federation of Radiographers (EFRS) (5) and the International Society of 
Radiographers and Radiological Technologists (ISSRT) (6) promote evidence-based practice, 
and highlights the crucial need for high-level research across all fields of the profession (5). 
Hence, a key element of Evidence-based Practice is the availability of evidence that is up to 
date. It is therefore important to gain knowledge of radiographers and radiation therapists’ 
contribution to the development, collection and utilization of new evidence.  

It is well-known that radiographers working within the academic setting contribute to the 
development and dissemination of research-based evidence (7-9) within many fields, such 
as radiographers’ profession, clinical practice in radiography, safe- and high-quality use of 
radiation, management and leadership, and technology (10). However, radiographers who 
exclusively work within clinical practice have been shown to have 80% lower level of 
research engagement than those who balance academic and clinical practice (7). This may 
represent a major drawback as research within healthcare organizations has many benefits, 
such as benefits for patient care, improved confidence in staff, advancement of clinical 
practice, role extension opportunities, and increased professional visibility (8). 
Consequently, research originated within clinical departments acquired from those who 
work closely to patient care might yield invaluable contributions to the evidence production 
necessary for good Evidence-based Practice. Hence, research from within clinical 
departments yields great importance to patient safety and the delivery of care. 
Consequently, this narrative review aims to provide an overview of the 1) status of 
evidence-based practice in radiography, 2) the current engagement in research activities 
among radiographers working within imaging departments or at private institutions, 3) 
facilitators and barriers for involvement in research activities within the clinical setting.  

Methods 
A narrative review presents a discussion of key topics in a less formal manner compared to a 
systematic review (e.g., it does not require strict reporting of methodology, search terms, 
databases used) (11, 12). Nevertheless, a brief overview of the methodology employed in 
this paper is provided in this section.  
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An unstructured search for literature was conducted in PUBMED and Google Scholar. The 
search terms used are listed in Table 1, and were combined to align with the topic, such as 
radiographer + research +involvement.  

Table 1. Search terms used.  
Status of evidence-based 
practice 

Engagement in research 
activities 

Facilitators and barriers for 
research involvement 

Radiographers 
Radiation therapists 
Evidence-based practice 
Evidence-based radiography 
 

Radiographers 
Radiation therapists 
Research 
Engagement 
Involvement 
Role 
Attitude 
Interest 

Radiographers 
Radiation therapists 
Research 
Facilitators  
Enablers 
Barriers 
 
 

 

Snowballing on references was further conducted. The search included papers written in 
English published between 2014 and august 2024. Papers were included if they focused on 
radiographers who are working within hospitals or private institutions, and addressed their 
engagement with research, or facilitators/barriers towards research involvement. Relevant 
information was extracted into Microsoft Excel and categorized into the following 
categories: information about the paper, engagement and attitude towards research, 
facilitators/barriers, and implications (Supplementary file 1). While the literature reviewed 
included radiographers, radiation therapists and ultrasound radiographers, these terms are 
collectively referred to as “radiographers” in this paper. 

Results  

The status of evidence-based radiography within the clinical practice 
The literature indicates that Evidence-based Practice is not well established within the 
clinical setting of radiography. In a scoping review investigating how diagnostic 
radiographers make clinical decisions, the conclusion was that radiographers rely on their 
colleague’s point of view, rather than the evidence  (13). This conclusion is supported by 
research that was not included in the scoping review. A study from the Nordic countries 
found that only 19% of the respondents reported that current practice is developed based 
on research evidence (14). While a qualitative study from the United Kingdom (UK) showed 
that EBP is not frequently used to implement optimization strategies (15), a single center 
UK-based  study concluded that a strong evidence-based culture needs to be prioritized 
(16). Also, in line with international literature, one study from Australia reported that 
radiographers are mostly positive towards EBP, however, the workload was reported too 
great to keep up with new evidence (17). However, there are exceptions to this positive 
attitude. Nalweyiso and colleagues (18) reported that 63% of their respondents in Uganda 
scored themselves as having a negative attitude towards EBP.  
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Radiographers’ attitude towards research 
The studies indicate that radiographers are mostly positive towards research (7, 14, 16, 19-
31) as it might improve patient care and outcome, promote personal development, and be 
an important pillar towards advanced practice. One systematic review that included 376 
articles concluded that clinical radiographers globally are highly motivated for and 
interested in research activities (20). However, two studies were found where radiographers 
had a somewhat more negative view towards research. Alymami and colleagues (32) found 
that the radiographers lacked an interest in conducting research (47%) and saw no benefits 
for their department to engage in such activities (46%). Hence, generally negative attitude 
towards research was demonstrated. Interestingly, the radiographers found research 
important if it was deemed relevant and would then willingly take responsibility for 
implementing relevant findings. As Nalweyiso and colleagues (18) found that 63% of their 
respondents scored themselves as having a negative attitude towards EBP, one could 
assume that these radiographers had a negative attitude toward research within the clinical 
setting. However, participants with higher education seemed to express a more positive 
attitude.  

Radiographers’ engagement in research activities 
Despite clinical radiographers’ positive attitude towards research activities, their 
engagement with research seems to be limited in terms of participating, conducting and 
implementing their own research. Among an international sample of 420 radiographers 
participating in a  survey, only a minor segment of respondents indicated involvement in 
research activities (7), Watts and colleagues demonstrated that the percentage of 
radiographers engaging in research is low, even when research activities are clearly stated in 
job descriptions (16). Corresponding, in a study from five Arab countries, limited 
engagement in research-activities were found (19). The literature seems consistent that the 
engagement is especially low when it comes to tasks such as presenting and publishing 
research findings, and the main activity when engaging in research is in data collection (14, 
22, 24, 28, 29). Correspondingly, Halkett and colleagues (24), demonstrated that out of 296 
respondents, 46% (n=136) had either been involved in or were currently engaged in a 
research project. Out of these, 33% were involved in determining research questions or 
hypotheses, whereas 21 % were project managers. This illustrates that clinical radiographers 
seldom conduct research seeking answers to their own clinical questions.  

Barriers and facilitators for research involvement 
Munn (26p.14-15), writes that the “potential limited awareness and willingness for research 
or evidence-based change is (…)due to a set of environmental, educational and societal 
forces that inhibit sufficient engagement (…)”. Consequently, in this section barriers and 
facilitators for research involvement will be explored.  

Figure 1 shows the number of articles describing specific barriers to conducting research 
within the clinical setting.  
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Figure 1. Barriers towards research engagement

 
The most common barriers reported in the research literature were the lack of time and 
resources (4, 7, 13, 14, 16, 19-22, 24, 26-36). However, the lack of support from 
management, and lack of research culture within the clinics are prominent (4, 7, 14, 16, 19-
22, 26, 27, 29-31, 36), which might yield a lack of time and resources being prioritized for 
research. Accordingly, Balushi and colleagues (20) concluded in their systematic review that 
radiography managers should develop strategies to stimulate radiographers to initiate 
research projects.   

Several factors perceived as motivators for conducting research within the clinical setting 
were found. The motivators seemed to be linked to a personal drive, while facilitators are 
systemic factors facilitating engagement in research activities. Findings from the literature 
are grouped into motivators and facilitators and are presented in Table 2.  

Table 2. Motivators and Facilitators for conducting research within the clinical setting 

Motivators Facilitators 

Receiving support from colleagues Program for radiographers who are 
interested in research 

Increased salary Professional requirement/demand to obtain 
higher education 

Professional development Early exposure to research to students 

Opportunities to participate in national and 
international congresses and courses 

Dedicated research positions/ combined 
clinical and academic positions 

Participation in research projects with 
radiographer colleagues 

Allocated time 

Projects relevant to clinical practice Transparency of ongoing research 
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The factors that promote research and EBP and the barriers that inhibit such activities are 
interconnected. For example, a higher degree of education seem to be a significant 
promoter for research utilization (37).  Consequently, a lack of competency or mentorship in 
the departments might reduce research engagement. Interestingly, one study found that 
managers did not seem to know how to utilize the competencies of radiographers 
undertaking a masters’ degree (31). Thus, a lack of a strategy for using available resources 
might threaten research engagement.  

Discussion 
While radiographers are required to work evidence-based, this paper presents literature 
that indicate that this is not common practice within the clinical field. Ahonen and Liikanen 
(37) concluded over a decade ago that important EBP and research utilization promotors 
were reading scientific journals, participating in research activities, a higher degree of 
education, and senior posts at the workplace. However,  radiographers’ engagement with 
research literature is still mostly due to “interest to do so” (38), and radiographers working 
exclusively in clinical practice exhibit a significantly lower level of research involvement 
compared to those balancing clinical and academic practice (7). As a result, there is 
insufficient infrastructure to support and encourage clinical radiographers' active 
engagement with Evidence-Based Practice (EBP). Moreover, when radiographers do not 
engage in research, the evidence-base needed for establishing an EBP might be lacking. Yet 
this paper has demonstrated that radiographers are motivated for engaging in research 
activities, especially when the departments offer training and support, allocated time and 
when projects are relevant to clinical practice (39).  

Several barriers, motivators, and facilitators for conducting research within the clinical 
setting were identified. While the barriers were mainly systemic (lack of time, resources, 
management, and research culture), facilitators for conducting research were both found on 
a personal level (motivators) and at the system level (facilitators, which were mainly the 
inversion of the barriers). As the barriers are at the system level, changing the system to 
facilitate research should be the most promising strategy for increasing clinical 
radiographers' involvement in research activities.  Still, personal-level factors must also be 
addressed, such as ensuring the availability of essential competencies, including appropriate 
training and education, and facilitating their effective application.  

Changing current practices and culture takes time. In Norway, a call for increased 
participation in research was published as early as 2008 (40). Ten years later, the conclusion 
was still that radiographers must take leading roles in research, but very few are engaged in 
research activities (29). Moreover, in 2023, a small study concluded that there is a need to 
develop a research culture within Norwegian radiology departments (31). However, change 
is needed as the lack of radiography research originating from within the clinical setting 
might yield a poor foundation for Evidence-based Practice in radiography.  
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Establishing a culture that promotes clinical research is key to engaging radiographers in 
conducting research within the clinical setting. Leadership are central to achieving by 
promoting reflection to uncover opportunities for change, to plan for change and to take 
action (41), Important factors in building a research culture are the provision of training and 
support, adequate resources (e.g., allocated time), and to ensure that projects are relevant 
to clinical practice (39). Interestingly, Boljeko and colleagues (36) propose a framework to 
establish a research culture. This framework consists of six non-hieratic steps: 1. 
Management and support, 2. implementing reflective practice, 3. promoting a research 
lead, 4. supporting and acknowledging colleagues, 5. attending research education, 6. 
networking and collaboration (36). The framework introduces and describes many 
important factors for establishing a research culture and is an important contribution to 
promoting radiographer-led research within the clinical setting. However, due to the non-
hierarchic structure, it fails to recognize the importance of management, which should be 
an overarching component facilitating the five other steps. Hence, to promote a research 
culture, research needs to be prioritized. This could be done following four steps. Firstly, the 
work should be organized so radiographers can pause and reflect on their practice (26). 
Secondly, competence must be utilized. In a study among radiographers holding a master’s 
degree within the clinical environment, the radiographers perceived themselves as pioneers 
and their managers did not know how to utilize their research competencies within a clinical 
setting. They reported that a lack of interest, appreciation, support and understanding from 
managers and colleagues was a barrier for utilizing their acquired competence. Moreover, 
they conveyed minor changes in tasks and a less formalized application of their 
competence. The participants said that radiographers must initiate projects themselves and 
not wait for others to invite them  (31). This might be reasons why radiographers with 
higher education and research skills tend to pursue a career in academia (7). Thirdly, a 
strategy to overcome the challenge of lack of resources must be implemented. Fourthly, the 
value of research might not be sufficiently measured using quantitative measures. A 
strategy for evaluating research outcomes should be developed.  

Consequently, when research is prioritized, allocated time and support can be provided, and 
the main barrier for research involvement will then be eliminated. Accordingly, to ensure 
research prioritization and resources, I propose that each department should establish a 
research strategy that includes: 

1. The involvement of adequate persons to ensure that available competencies are 
used and that radiographers take leading roles in research with the multidisciplinary 
team and external parties (e.g., cooperation with academic institutions and other 
imaging facilities). A systematic plan on how to identify areas of inquiry (e.g., using 
Instant learning systems and feedback from staff) should be part of the strategy.  

2. Resources needed (including a strategy for grant applications) 

3. Prioritization of projects (e.g., based on estimated outcome and perceived value)  
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4. Time schedule for conducting the research. 

5. Plan for dissemination of ongoing work and results. 

The strategy should be developed in cooperation with managers to secure anchoring in the 
organization. It should also be presented to staff regularly and include a plan for how 
relevant findings might be integrated into clinical care. 

Limitations 
This study includes a selection of literature to provide an overview of radiographers’ current 
involvement in research within the clinical setting.  The search was conducted within a 
limited number of databases. However, a narrative review is not exhaustive and does not 
follow the rigorous steps of a systematic review.  The studies found included various study 
designs, e.g., surveys, reviews, narrative debates and mixed method studies that make 
comparisons somewhat difficult. Also, most studies included are surveys with small sample 
sizes. Furthermore, the descriptions of the samples in the literature are sometimes unclear, 
and it is therefore difficult to say for sure that all findings represent radiographers working 
within the clinical setting. Moreover, the studies include various types of radiographers 
(diagnostic radiographers, radiation therapists, sonographers). Nevertheless, the findings 
seem consistent to provide an overview, despite the limitations, Accordingly, a narrative 
review is suitable as the aim is to discuss important topics (42).  

Conclusion 
This narrative review adds to the debate on radiographers’ role in research by focusing on 
radiographers working within the clinical setting. The study demonstrates that 
radiographers perceive research as important while they are only limitedly engaged in 
research. Data collection is the most frequent activity when engaging in research. More 
radiography research is essential to ensure that radiographers adhere to the principles of 
Evidence-based Practice. Hence, a research culture must be established within the local 
departments. Several steps are proposed that are deemed necessary when developing a 
clear research strategy.  Further research should evaluate the implementation and 
outcomes of such strategies.  

Statements and Declarations  
Competing Interests 
None 

Funding 
This research did not receive any specific grant from funding agencies in the public, 
commercial or not-for-profit sectors. 



A narrative review and reflections on radiographers’ engagement in research 

53 

References 
1. Connor L, Dean J, McNett M, Tydings DM, Shrout A, Gorsuch PF, et al. Evidence-based 
practice improves patient outcomes and healthcare system return on investment: Findings from a 
scoping review. Worldviews Evid Based Nurs. 2023;20(1):6-15.10.1111/wvn.12621 
2. Sackett DL, Rosenberg WM, Gray JA, Haynes RB, Richardson WS. Evidence based medicine: 
what it is and what it isn't. BMJ. 1996;312(7023):71-2.10.1136/bmj.312.7023.71 
3. Dawes M, Summerskill W, Glasziou P, Cartabellotta A, Martin J, Hopayian K, et al. Sicily 
statement on evidence-based practice. BMC Med Educ. 2005;5(1):1.10.1186/1472-6920-5-1 
4. Brettle A. Implementing evidence-based practice: A guide for radiographers. Radiography 
(Lond). 2020;26 Suppl 2:S37-S41.10.1016/j.radi.2020.05.013 
5. European Federation of Radiography (EFRS). Radiography CPD & Research 2024 [26.08.24]. 
Available from: https://www.efrs.eu/cpd 
6. Internation Society of Radiographers & Radiological Technologists. ISRRT Research Fund 2024 
[26.08.24]. Available from: https://www.isrrt.org/education/research-fund/chesney-isrrt-research-
fund/guidelines/ 
7. Oliveira M, Hogg P, Di Prospero L, Lacey S, El-Farra S, Johansen S. Research activity among 
diagnostic and therapeutic radiographers: An international survey. J Med Imaging Radiat Sci. 
2024;55(2):232-43.10.1016/j.jmir.2024.02.005 
8. Simcock IC, Reeve R, Burnett C, Costigan C, McNair H, Robinson C, et al. Clinical academic 
radiographers - A challenging but rewarding career. Radiography (Lond). 2021;27 Suppl 1:S14-
S9.10.1016/j.radi.2021.06.008 
9. Snaith B, Harris MA, Harris R. Radiographers as doctors: A profile of UK doctoral 
achievement. Radiography. 2016;22(4):282-6.10.1016/j.radi.2016.04.006 
10. Tornroos S, Pasanen M, Leino-Kilpi H, Metsala E. Identification of research priorities of 
radiography science: A modified Delphi study in Europe. Nurs Health Sci. 2022;24(2):423-
36.10.1111/nhs.12938 
11. Jahan N, Naveed S, Zeshan M, Tahir MA. How to Conduct a Systematic Review: A Narrative 
Literature Review. Cureus. 2016;8(11):e864.10.7759/cureus.864 
12. Sukhera J. Narrative Reviews: Flexible, Rigorous, and Practical. J Grad Med Educ. 
2022;14(4):414-7.10.4300/JGME-D-22-00480.1 
13. Diaby LF, Debess J, Teli M. Clinical decisions-making within diagnostic radiography - A scoping 
review. Radiography (Lond). 2024;30(4):1136-43.10.1016/j.radi.2024.05.008 
14. Saukko E, Andersson BT, Bolejko A, Debess J, Fridell K, Henner A, et al. Radiographers' 
involvement in research activities and opinions on radiography research: A Nordic survey. 
Radiography (Lond). 2021;27(3):867-72.10.1016/j.radi.2021.02.002 
15. Ramazan F, Aarts S, Widdowfield M. Exploring the implementation of evidence-based 
optimisation strategies: A qualitative study of the experience of diagnostic radiographers. 
Radiography (Lond). 2022;28(3):804-10.10.1016/j.radi.2022.02.003 
16. Watts H, Snaith B. Evidence based practice, research and the diagnostic radiographer role. An 
exploration of engagement, expectations and attitudes at a single centre. Radiography (Lond). 
2023;29(1):124-30.10.1016/j.radi.2022.10.014 
17. Di Michele L, Thomson K, Bell A, Reed W. Assessing evidence-based practice among 
Australian radiographers: A self-report survey. Radiography (Lond). 2024;30(2):696-
701.10.1016/j.radi.2024.02.007 
18. Nalweyiso DI, Kabanda J, Mubuuke AG, Sanderson K, Nnyanzi LA. Knowledge, attitudes and 
practices towards evidence based practice: A survey amongst radiographers. Radiography (Lond). 
2019;25(4):327-32.10.1016/j.radi.2019.03.004 
19. Abuzaid MM, Tamam N, Elshami W, Ibham M, Aljamal M, Khayal S, et al. Exploring 
Radiographers' Engagement in Research: Motivation and Barriers in Five Arab Countries. Healthcare 
(Basel). 2023;11(20).10.3390/healthcare11202735 

https://www.efrs.eu/cpd
https://www.isrrt.org/education/research-fund/chesney-isrrt-research-fund/guidelines/
https://www.isrrt.org/education/research-fund/chesney-isrrt-research-fund/guidelines/


A narrative review and reflections on radiographers’ engagement in research 

54 

20. Al Balushi H, Watts H, Akudjedu TN. Research and evidence-based practice in clinical 
radiography: A systematic review of barriers and recommendations for a new direction. Radiography 
(Lond). 2024;30(2):538-59.10.1016/j.radi.2024.01.012 
21. Andersson BT, Lunden M, Lundgren SM. Radiographers' academic development in Sweden: 
Towards and after a doctoral degree. Radiography (Lond). 2020;26(4):275-
81.10.1016/j.radi.2020.02.001 
22. Diaby LF, Morup SD, Brage K, Roland Vils Pedersen M. Perspectives on diagnostic 
radiographers' motivation for becoming researchers: A qualitative focus group study. Radiography 
(Lond). 2024;30(4):1219-24.10.1016/j.radi.2024.06.006 
23. Garlock-Heuer A, Clark KR. Medical Imaging and Radiation Therapy Professionals' Perceptions 
of Conducting Research. Radiol Technol. 2020;91(3):240-8 
24. Halkett GKB, Berg M, Ebert MA, Cutt D, Davis M, Hegney D, et al. Radiation therapists' 
perspectives on participating in research. J Med Radiat Sci. 2017;64(4):299-309.10.1002/jmrs.237 
25. Iweka E, Hyde E. Promotion of research culture among radiographers in one UK NHS trust 
through journal club activities - An autoethnographic study. Radiography (Lond). 2023;29(4):800-
6.10.1016/j.radi.2023.05.014 
26. Munn Z. Why isn't there an evidence-based radiography? Reflections and a call to action. 
Radiography (Lond). 2020;26 Suppl 2:S14-S6.10.1016/j.radi.2020.05.005 
27. Paterson A, Devlin L, Mitchell J, Ogg J, Farnan K, Coupland S, et al. Survey of research 
attitudes of RTTs working in Scotland: A Scottish radiographer research forum collaboration. Tech 
Innov Patient Support Radiat Oncol. 2024;30:100248.10.1016/j.tipsro.2024.100248 
28. Pedersen MRV, Kraus B, Santos R, Harrison G. Sonographers' perspectives on research - A 
worldwide online questionnaire study. Radiography (Lond). 2024;30(2):483-
91.10.1016/j.radi.2023.12.010 
29. Vikestad KG, Hafskjold L, Kjelle E, Sebuodegard S, Hofvind S. Radiographers' opinions on 
radiography research in Norway - A national survey. Radiography (Lond). 2017;23(2):135-
40.10.1016/j.radi.2016.12.006 
30. Yakubu A, Briggs E, Hacking S, Akudjedu TN. Clinical audit and research in radiography 
practice: An exploration of the English landscape. Radiography (Lond). 2023;29(1):200-
6.10.1016/j.radi.2022.11.004 
31. Aabel I, Lysdahl KB, Egeland CH, Andersen ER. What is in it for me? Norwegian radiographers 
and radiation therapists' experiences from obtaining a master's degree. J Med Imaging Radiat Sci. 
2023;54(2):356-63.10.1016/j.jmir.2023.04.003 
32. Alyami A, Majrashi N, Shubayr N. Exploring the factors that influence research participation 
and engagement among radiography professionals in Saudi Arabia. Journal of Radiation Research and 
Applied Sciences. 2023;16(4):100745.10.1016/j.jrras.2023.100745 
33. Pedersen MRV, Jensen J, Senior C, Gale N, Heales CJ, Woznitza N. Reporting radiographers in 
Europe survey: An overview of the role within the European Federation of Radiographer Society 
(EFRS) member countries. Radiography (Lond). 2023;29(6):1100-7.10.1016/j.radi.2023.09.005 
34. Ramazan F, Graham Y, Hayes C. Communities of practice: An alternative approach to bridging 
the theory-practice gap in radiography? Radiography (Lond). 2024;30(4):1167-
72.10.1016/j.radi.2024.05.015 
35. Rawle M, Pighills A, Mendez D, Dobeli K. Radiographic technique modification and evidence-
based practice: A qualitative study. J Med Radiat Sci. 2023;70(1):56-63.10.1002/jmrs.616 
36. Bolejko A, Andersson BT, Debess J, Fridell K, Henner A, Sanderud A, et al. Facilitators for and 
barriers to radiography research in public healthcare in Nordic countries. Radiography (Lond). 
2022;28(1):88-94.10.1016/j.radi.2021.08.007 
37. Ahonen S-M, Liikanen E. Radiographers' preconditions for evidence-based radiography. 
Radiography. 2010;16(3):217-22.10.1016/j.radi.2010.01.005 
38. Abrantes A, Ribeiro LPV, da Silva CA, England A, Azevedo KB, Almeida RPP, et al. Evidence-
based radiography: A new methodology or the systematisation of an old practice? Radiography 
(Lond). 2020;26(2):127-32.10.1016/j.radi.2019.09.010 



A narrative review and reflections on radiographers’ engagement in research 

55 

39. Vils Pedersen MR. What motivates radiographers to start working with research? 
Radiography (Lond). 2023;29(1):215-20.10.1016/j.radi.2022.11.003 
40. Hafslund B, Clare J, Graverholt B, Wammen Nortvedt M. Evidence-based radiography. 
Radiography. 2008;14(4):343-8.10.1016/j.radi.2008.01.003 
41. Munn Z, McArthur A, Mander GTW, Steffensen CJ, Jordan Z. The only constant in radiography 
is change: A discussion and primer on change in medical imaging to achieve evidence-based practice. 
Radiography (Lond). 2020;26 Suppl 2:S3-S7.10.1016/j.radi.2020.07.001 
42. Kjelle E, Andersen ER, Krokeide AM, Soril LJJ, van Bodegom-Vos L, Clement FM, et al. 
Characterizing and quantifying low-value diagnostic imaging internationally: a scoping review. BMC 
Medical Imaging. 2022;22(1):73.10.1186/s12880-022-00798-2 
 


	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Results
	The status of evidence-based radiography within the clinical practice
	Radiographers’ attitude towards research
	Radiographers’ engagement in research activities

	Barriers and facilitators for research involvement

	Discussion
	Limitations

	Conclusion
	Competing Interests
	Funding

	References

