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ABOUT THE SURVEY

907 complete responses

Online:
24 September – 16 October 2018
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(Rating question)

This event has fulfilled my educational goals 
and my expected learning outcomes.

4.0

QUALITY RATINGS
CERTIFICATION

The education provided at this event 
was consistently very good or excellent.

The event was excellently organised.

I have learned information at this event that 
will help me to improve my practice.

4.0

4.0

4.2
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(Single choice question)

How old
are you?

28%

35%
35-45 years

18%
< 35 years

18%
over 55

46-55 years
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(Single choice question)

female
10%

male
90%
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(Multiple choice question)

Spinal Surgery

Orthopaedic Surgery

Neurosugery

Trauma Surgery

Research

Other Clinical practice

WHAT ARE YOUR 
MAIN FIELDS?
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(Multiple choice question)

WHICH WERE YOUR TOP THREE LEARNING POINTS?

1 32

MIS
TraumaEndoscopic

surgery
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(Rating question)

Reduced registration fee

EUROSPINE booth

Newsletter

Education events / courses

4.1

4.2

4.2

3.9

QUALITY RATINGS
MEMBERSHIP SERVICES
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(Rating question)

EUROSPINE on YouTube

European Spine Journal

3.6

4.4

QUALITY RATINGS
MEMBERSHIP SERVICES
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(Single choice question)

Are you a member 
of EUROSPINE?

Yes 22%
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(Rating question)

Pre-day courses

Lunch symposia

Debates

Free papers

4.3

4.3

3.9

4.1

QUALITY RATINGS
PRESENTATIONS
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(Single choice question)

WHAT WAS YOUR ATTENDEE STATUS?

70%14%7%6%3%

Presenters Oral 
Communication

Poster 
Presenter

Industry

Faculty

Participants and others



13

(Single choice question)

IS THE CME-CPD
IMPORTANT
FOR YOU?

Yes, needed for my national 
accreditation validation

None of the above

Not needed for validation, 
I just need a participation 
confirmation

Not for my personal validation, 
but CME accreditation is proof 
of scientific quality

60%

2%
17%

21%
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(Single choice question)

HOW 
OFTEN DID
YOU VISIT

THE E-POSTER
AREA?

19%

50%

31%

1–5 times

Never

I will look at the E-posters
from back home
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(Single choice question)

WHAT DO YOU
THINK OF THE
PROGRAMME?

The programme was
for specialists

There was too much in the 
programme for generalistsNone of the above

There was not enough in
the programme for specialists

67%

4%
12%

17%



16

(Single choice question)

HOW DO YOU
RATE THE BALANCE
BETWEEN CLINICAL 

AND ACADEMIC
PRESENTATIONS?

There was a good balance
between clinical and

academic presentations

None of the above

There was too much
emphasis on academic
presentations

There was too much 
emphasis on clinical
practice

77%

3%
13%

7%



17

(Single choice question)

HOW DO YOU
RATE THE BALANCE
BETWEEN SURGICAL
AND NON-SURGICAL

TOPICS?

There was a good balance
between surgical and 

non-surgical topics

None of the above

There was too much
emphasis on non-surgical
topics

There was too much 
emphasis on surgical topics

65%

5%
14%

16%
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(Open question)

SOME OF THE SUGGESTED TOPICS, 
PROVIDED BY EUROSPINE 2018 

PARTICIPANTS

"Management of elderly 
patients." "Evidence based review 

papers from spine 
experts."

"More time for trauma, 
infection and metastasis."

"I believe there is a real place for 
high-quality papers at EUROSPINE – but 
I felt there was too many of them – at the 

expense of high quality discussion."

"Surgical 
techniques." "Robotic field."

"More topics about regular 
spine surgery for a broad spine 
population, not only for highly 

specialized surgeons."
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(Open question)

WHAT CAN EUROSPINE DO IN ORDER 
TO BETTER SERVE YOUR NEEDS 
WITHIN THE SPINE COMMUNITY?

"Some sort of continual education on-
line, for instance one webinar every 
one or two months. With a couple of 

presentation on one the topic."
"More hands-on workshops on MIS 

and navigation-guided spinal surgery."

"More expertise in robotics 
and deep learning."

"More practical trainings during the 
congress, maybe an additional day. 

Because all days are interesting and a 
lot interesting sessions were parallel."

"More targeted 
communication."

"More topic-
oriented 

meetings."
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(Open question)

SOME OF THE SUGGESTED 
CONTROVERSIAL TOPICS 

AT THE CONFERENCE

"Robotics for spinal 
surgery."

"Minimally invasive 
spine surgery."

"How early should a 
person be educated about spine 
healthiness (elementary school)."

"In surgery and care, post 
surgery, real long-term 

evolution of the 
patient after surgery."

"Management in 
spine infection."

"Microsurgery 
vs. fusion 
surgery."

"Value of clinical data taking 
new legal frameworks into 

consideration (Spine Tango, 
sample based studies,...)."
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(Open question)

AREAS WHERE EUROSPINE 
COULD HAVE IMPROVED THE 
MEETING FOR PARTICIPANTS

"Less emphasis on deformity and a 
better balance of neurosurgical topics. 
Invited lectures on new technologies."

"More discussion and fewer 
presentations. Ratings of 

presentations by attendees."

"More case discussions with 
experienced panels."

"Some of the presentations are very 
hard to understand when the presenter 

doesn‘t speak English fluently."

"More basic 
science papers."

"More on 
practical 

interventions."
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(Rating question)

Commercial exhibition

Congress publications

On-site registration procedure

Pre-congress registration procedure

4.2

4.2

4.3

4.4

QUALITY RATINGS
CONFERENCE
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(Rating question)

Staff friendliness

On-site catering

4.4

3.9

QUALITY RATINGS
CONFERENCE

Paper and bagless

Programme & related abstracts

3.9

4.2
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(Rating question)

The Spine Times

ARS included in the app

EUROSPINE app

3.9

4.3

4.1

QUALITY RATINGS
CONFERENCE FEATURES
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(Rating question)

There was sufficient time for discussions,
questions & answers and learner engagement.

3.9

QUALITY RATINGS
CERTIFICATION

The location and venue of the event were 
very good or excellent.

The speakers consistently were very good 
or excellent.

The information presented consistently was 
supported by a valid scientific evidence base.

3.9

4.4

3.7



26

(Rating question)

There was no bias in any of the programmed 
educational events.

3.9

QUALITY RATINGS
CERTIFICATION

The offered teaching programme was very 
good or excellent.

The range of companies in the industrial 
exhibition was sufficient.

4.1

3.9


