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Abstract submission instructions

Please note these instructions relate to the submission of abstracts for posters and short oral
presentations.

Posters will be displayed digitally rather than physically.

Attendance for poster presenters at Congress
There are two methods of presentation:
1) Poster only
The poster will be displayed on screens at a dedicated poster area at the Congress.
Registration is strongly encouraged.

2) Oral presentation
The poster based on the abstract will be displayed on screens at a dedicated poster area
at Congress. In addition, an author or co-author can give a short 3 — 5 minute talk on the
abstract. At least one author will be required to register to present orally.

Publication of papers and copyright of abstracts

Copyright is not assigned to The Royal College of Ophthalmologists. You are free to publish
your work in other journals. Consideration will be given to all papers and posters presented
at Congress. We encourage you to submit your manuscript and you will receive an invitation
from the Eye Editorial Office.

Encore abstracts

The College does not accept abstracts that have previously appeared, either wholly or with
substantial overlap, in a paper or online peer-reviewed journal. If the abstract has substantially
changed since the previous publication, it can be accepted.



Abstracts supplement for Eye
All accepted abstracts will be published in and online Abstracts Supplement for the journal
Eye (you will have the opportunity to say if you agree to publication or opt out). As part of
the process you will need to provide the following information in addition to the abstract:
e A full list of authors in the order in which they should appear when published;
e Conflicts of interest;
e Funding;
e Optin/ out (you will need to indicate you have opted into publication).

Closing date
The closing date for receipt of abstracts is Tuesday 1 December 2026 at 23.59.
Abstracts received after this date cannot be considered under any circumstances.

Research governance and good clinical practice

The College will take for granted that good clinical practice is observed in the conduct of all
research, especially clinical studies involving patients and patient care, and that the
appropriate ethics committee approval has been sought.

Important notes

e The College can only accept abstracts submitted online. There is no facility for postal or
faxed abstracts;

e The word count for the abstract is 650 words;

e We do accept case reports and if this is applicable, please select the correct category.

e Remember that your abstract will be read by both experts in your field and by colleagues
who may not be familiar with your topic.

e If your contact details change, do inform the Events Team (events@rcophth.ac.uk) as we
will be sending regular correspondence to authors.

Any grants, financial support or proprietary interest in a product or drug must be declared
with the abstract.

Abstract selection committee judging criteria
Abstracts will be assessed using three fields:
1) Importance
2) Originality
3) Quality



For each field there will be a score ranging from 1 (lowest) to 5 (highest).
Scores will be based on the following criteria for each field

Importance:

5 = Highly important work with implications to change ophthalmic clinical practice or
understanding in ophthalmic disease

4= Important work relevant to ophthalmic clinical practice or understanding in ophthalmic
disease

3= Interesting work with some relevance to ophthalmic clinical practice or understanding in
ophthalmic disease

2= Little relevance to ophthalmic clinical practice or understanding in ophthalmic disease
1= Not important

Originality:

5= Original work of likely to be of international standing

4= Original work of likely to be of national standing

3= Contains some elements of originality

2= Not original work but contains information that could add value to current knowledge or
clinical practice

1= No evidence of originality in any form and not likely to add value to current knowledge or
clinical practice

Quality

5= Outstanding study with data that supports findings (eg prospective trials / experiments)
4= Well designed study with data that supports findings

3= Elements of good design but data does not fully support conclusions

2= Interesting information but no indication of good design or data to support conclusions
1= Poor quality study (no reasonable evidence of either design, analysis or purpose)

Results
We will acknowledge receipt of your abstract via email and you will be informed of the
decision week ending 22 January 2027.

Awards and prizes

All successful abstracts are automatically entered for the various prestigious Congress
prizes. Prizes are either announced before Congress, where known, or at Congress for those
that are judged on the day.



