R DB TR

&

Mona Nasser 7'UYXXAKZ BEEF REABBZE (FUSR TL—FTUTV
RUdT7ALZV FESERE (EE))

Roderik Floris Viergever Research4Health (bl b, FT7VXEEH)

John Martin 7'V~ X KZ #ERBZHER (FYU<X, EEH)

2.71 2EEHW

KE. RERKEE (Heath EDRM) IS 32 B0 BEIE M 1 fr 2
(prioritisation exercise) z #fi. B, fFFMTERICERTARE, UTOLIRE
EREZEEMT S,

1. MROEBEIRUZEREISERT IEEN,
2. BEIBEEIMHITOERERNITY 7,

2.7.2 FFif

MR DEBFEIBRLIFT IFVEZE (prioritisation exercise) (FBE. AR T — < EHEHED
BRI OB AN TFENE L TERSINDG (1), TOFEEDFERIZ. EDLS58H
RETINICOVTEFACEBA T IRENARELBICEE KT SbIFCldhk
WA, ZDEIRREZELDICRENI DD THD, BEERBUEHNBELIFKELT
BAEICIE RREZRBLTEINICKEL-ELIBLAEBET 24, HIREDFEIR
WA BEE R BBEN BB,

KE-RREEHEBICBTZ2ELIBLOREIZ. BEDYY—FI/TRFarzBXK
LESETHRMES N —TDLRILTITHNBZHER, FEBAER (nongovernmen-
tal) Y EUAFHERS (governmental organisation), #»2 W E &Y IEWHIEREESZREEL
L5 THEEKE (UN agency) D L5 ARERL NILTIThNWE5E8bH 5, EXIE
AT ERT 1 2H5WE 2 OB EDOY Y —F /T XFaviciRoNsd,

MROEBLIEGTITOBMIE. ZNHAERINDE R (context), ZTDRIAICEST-
BUAR., 2, HEBN7 0t ZLTZO70ER0EREE, HEFR, £HE.
BUEIRE 8185 235E (ultimate beneficiaries) (LIELIER T —2 L& — &S
NnN3) ILE-TELND, KE - BEBKEBICEITZHIIRDBEY THD,

- IEFTYRIAF (Evidence Aid) DEBEIBLIFHITTIZ. BEEDT Y M LIC
THFBNN - BT - BEOWRICEIIRFTDOVRATITAvI/LE2—DT-8
ICBEITREIOEBEEEE L. INIFEFICKEY X7 DFB5 (prevention) -
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27v7 A1
#{# (preparation)

ATv7 2
EFRIERLFT T 1EE
(priority setting
exercise)

2Tv7 3
{E%1% (after the
priority settings
exercise)

KE - RREBEEOHRFEICETS WHO 442 [2022 FHETHR]

#1 (preparedness) * XFit (response) « {28 (recovery) (C#4 5 A 4 (ICEIE
TN TH-7: (35 EDEH3.6.3) (2),

-  WHO nREEEREHE DEE (gathering of health practitioners) Tl&, B2
FRICH T HFEAD (nurses) « BIEART (midwives) DR ENICEI T 2 T ELHRE
OEFLIERIZBO ML= (3),

MEELREDEE (scope) ¥EE (depth) ICDWT, avEVyYRIFBLHNTULAE
W, RERBD (FIZIE [BABHEOILHRIME]) sblhiunl, EFEMAELD
(BIzIE 2019 FICAVYTREHAMETIRI VA LZINEBELIZULHNER]) »
LW, LH L. BolmWiFROELIBER T IT{EZ (quality research prioritisa-
tion exercise) Y R— b T BLBONIBARERICOVWTEAVYEVHRAES
ncTunzd (B271), cno0ERIE, BEIBMFIFEEORICITIZE (ERHER
B, fEEPICITIZE, EEBICITIZLD 3 RTYFICHETHIENTES,

X2.7.1 WHAEDOEBEIEG{TITIEE (prioritisation exercise) #XiET37-HDE
e

a) FEIHF—L
(leadership team)

b) K37 (context) 1B
BEMHERT—ZD
g

C) AT —U R —
DIEFTE (identify) &
£ 8 (engage)

d) E=1E8R
(background
information) M IRE

AU —FF7ary MHRT—~. KO, VH—FI/ITXF3>) OFEE (identify)

b) 4 (criteria) DEMRICET 2 RE

c) YUY —FF 7> avDIERLATT (ranking)

d) BEEDF L (prioritised) U —F 7 TZXF 3> DERK (disseminate) / EHE (implement)

a) BEIBLIZ ST IR BY 27 FDOERE (conduct)

b) AR T B Yo b TELNIZREDEST (implement findings)

c) FFFRAR D 52 D ¥l (evaluating impact)

d) B SEIBRIRE EZE (priority setting exercise) DI E B L VAF

e) 7 Rt X (processes) LFER (outcome) D FFH

fERE74—F v L, SHBOIEEZRET (revise future exercises)




2. REORTELEE

2.7.3 RTy71:HROELMIFERDOEH

2A7v71a  F&EIJ3F—L (leadership team)

BICIERLT VT B2 (prioritisation exercise) Tld. Z D EME% %5t (design) L. f5&
(lead) L. B&fR (monitor) §3F—LHWRETHB, F—Lld, 7RI MNETETT
21-0ICRERAM, AF¥IL, VY —REZREITIHENHD, FREE. R,
RN AET —XINEREDEMBA X F )L (technical skills) "EE TH 3,
LA L. RN ZRII2=7—Yay, KERDPKERARZEOKFTYR/ERE
PR —ERDERNLZEE (ultimate beneficiaries) & DEIRIEE | &R
FH%E (coordinating) WHW £ &8 (chairing) . BYARBECENTZRET 26D

BIRRITEEN R E D, T ABRZFIL (interpersonal skills) bEETH 5,

Z27v7 1b  IKRIBIE (understanding context) EHEL T —X DULE

1= BENERIT VT DYEZ (prioritisation exercise) (CERY A BETIC, ZDEXD

= (context) 2B T HIEABETH S, BIZIL. FElD, %%L\Lil@ﬂ B9 5

EMNMBICHE WA, TTICEREINLTVLRILOBBNEEIBLA L WA, BEEA
BRREDBINTVWAWLWSARE, INOIREEICEEEZSZ, HDHVITIER=ZIR

mIBZLIThD,

Viergever s (4) IR DEBLIEAIT T 7 O R ICFET 32E 5 EDRE (contextual
issues) %. F FAIBE7 &R (available resources) . £ % @ # & (focus on the
exercise) . Eéﬁ*%d)ﬁlﬂ"ﬁéﬁ (values) . £ (underpinning) &5/ E - X - BGA
REBICHELTVLD, fIziE, XE-RESKEEBRARICEIZ2HENER LORME
&, KELHBHSICR %3%0)&76&5'51??61%2@’]@@-.? (underlying
causal factor) T 3, :ﬂt_ti\ HEDKE~DOBRECHRIEDCEE (1.3FL32
B) NEEND (5),

A7y 7 1c RT—=7FR IV —DEE (identify) L2 E (engagement)

BRIBMFITOEBO—IRELT, F—L4AlE. A, 8. BURRE. BRIEMRE
ICBE I REAAZRETILENHD, INOLDALIEZ, TNENEZLDELDE
(different layers) oA EAENTIEAESE W, BIZIE, BUFE L, G, s,
ELRLLhELNAEL, WHO ICERBED/-HDOAERICETIREETH, TRA
=#E# (civil society organisations) . ZERI{& (philanthropic bodies) . EZER
(industry) %, BEIBLGREFEICEIR2EELRRAT—IHRALZ—LLTEIFTWS
(6), ZDfbiZ8#H (patients) . —f& ™ B (general public) . K= (universities) .

ZTHERT (research institutions) B EDBEENRERIGEHN H 5,

ZOTAERIZSMNTZEAEZEIRICERBITAREEELEMICIE. ROL5HDHD

NH 5,

- BEBEAMFFINI-MEEROREE2ZT5,. HEWEHIATIEHEILHD,

- WEERIITIEALICEEEZSZAAEEOSVWEELRBEICOWT, MHEEE
B (oversight) 2#FH. HENEFOHIIHDL (BUARP AEXEEROE
BERE),

- BEVCHEEFCRITWAIELEZEEM>TWAEILHY (o EER
EBE BEEHASLIAEBEBOZEALTWAA, ITTOM#EEIFTOALE),

- MEOXECERICEELAREAZRALTEIHS, (ZMEHE (academic
organisations) . ¥%ZF{A (philanthropic bodies) . %R (industry) &),
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MABREZBRCPEEICB T ETEELRE 2B H LHY (BEREMIBCE
BIEEE, BAR, BERREERL),

ATF—=URILE =70 IEYICEES (proper engagement) 570121, B
DE5 (true involvement) ZH#EfRL. 2821 (tokenism) Z#EF27-H (2. XT—7
RV —=HDEDESICEAET 20 %2RTTEIENEETHB, k271 ITRT—&E
DERIE. INDLZRETH7-HDIEEHELTHRILD (7),

£ 271 AFEORE (equity lens) B S>DRARDEBEIBCLFTIT : BEFTTREE

L

1.

10.

11.

12.

HRT—~DOBIRICE>THELXZIIDARMOHIHRABRAT—0RILE — (Fip, M. 480
Em. EE. RiE. RE BEM, B, HEH. 2@ F0OMA. Vv LFvEQLNERS
A& E) B, BERIBEMRED7OLRIZEESELTWSD, BOIEEDRTYZICEBELTWS D,
HEAZITAAI2TADTHERICEEFNTVWEILZHER TSI, BEE7 AL X (audit
process) ZFDZENEBETH 5,

BEIBRA 1T 7 B2 b (prioritisation project) 1. Z D BB D —# &L TARRATFDBRHE
(reducing inequity) #Z B LTW5h,

FERT —< DBEEIBCLAT . EHE. TR, EEDOEHISBIRINLAERY —ILIE, LB T—
IHRILE —ICE>TERRLC T BRI (transparent) A% Y. @Y (relevant) mH D h, FZ (1L,
WRENZEETHIICEN D HOLT, AREAEREFOY—ILLAFERALAVSEES, HRESHKIC
FEICSMT 5H% (equal opportunities) ZIRHET 2 Z L IETEAR WA EIFR (translation) X B
(images) DFERTHALTEZAHLNA WV, RTF—IFRILE—HIFEPT —KZINE IS LB %E(E
(readiness) A TETWLWEH, ERICKHLEZZENTES D (availability) . £/ E L2 EBM
(tendency) BEIMIHRA THBIEEEBRTHIENEE THD, MRICZAI VI BRI TES
AbLniE, B DDBAE WS, £z, BHT-HOEMHMESR] (seriously) ICZIFlEHHNTWL
WS AEREL LY, TRERICEBRT 27O DERECY Y —XZECHIS, YR—kP I/
T—XV b EBKRBETIEALVLELDLALL,

M) 423735 (disadvantaged) ICHB A4 772X LIZK WA 4 (less accessible) GERgHICED
AL EMBBRT 7 2RP, HEVHMLONTLAEL, HEIVWEFEHLDNTOAWSEEZETALDL
SHMBDETDT I LRXDEINEZOND) HNSINT HEOREEE (barriers) Z&R/INRICT 27200
ERNBEBEARETIN TV S

IR (situation analysis) GRIE DR E R (research coverage) DM, ¥y 7 DEE. E
B —X0FMEAY) &, BELZY 7L —TETIHHHINIZNADEECMEDBENIIE L
HIZ, BEMEDERFX (prevalence) . EEE (severity) . BEE (urgency) DEWVWEEELT
Wa7h,

BIIERIT T DEHE (criteria for prioritisation) (&, BEN/-EFOREREE EXFEBAIC. F)
BRIIGICHIERP T 7R LICKWENORERMBEDFEAS (severity) L BEM (urgency) 123
ERBEVWAHEINEI D ZEBLTVWED BEELIZ BEAAIART—<PEMEZ 7T (rank
the research priorities) 3270 ICERAT2ER%ZET, NOoDOEEL FRIICERINTWS
HBEbHNIE., TOERDORTERINDGELDH D,

BERIBRIT T OEEIZ, BENLWRICH B A4 (privileged) DIHE & IEXTEBRIIC, RAIAIIIGIC
%5 AN4 (disadvantaged) IZHB T BN ADEE (impact) ICH T EEENLEVEEELTWLDD,

BERIEMITIFOEEIZ BRAZERMAPEARDMIESR (values) X #4F (preferences) ZFF D AJgEMED
HHIEHEEBELTWDD, INIE. BEMBICHSZEADMEER TR, XLHMIEER
(cultural values) I3 L THIERA RIZ T LY REHRFEEEIEL TV,

AR T—0FILE—h, BEIBAARE7ALADAECHERIC. 74— KNy (feedback) %
BEELEY, BEZBLIITY (appeal) $2HEE 525N TWSD,

BERIBATTOFER, AR5 ICH5EF (disadvantaged groups) ICEET B3R T —<IC
Bofzhe, INIE, RMAEMIBICHETN—TOHBEEFT (EBALNL) FHRIERAFORHE
(reducing inequity) (AT 2=F4L~R)L) ICEET BV I8BE,. H2VWIEZOEMAEHNN—F 5
by &lnd,

TR (dissemination) - EEEEE (implementation strategy) (X, BEIRHE PP TILET HE
SEERI D& WHFR T —~ (prioritised research topics) ZR&# L. ZM 5 & HFI0ERE BRI ETE
DO—ELLTHRAT2AIEEREZZH DD,

LRk - EREEEIE, FRBILBICHDT V-7 ICEHET I2BENBART - EERM (get
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funded) &M, % (conducted) SN2 ATBEEEEZ DO S D,

13, Bk - EHEEEIE, FHBIGICHEZTN—T LBETIMRED. BEEOSVWHARI OV
beXiE, HHWIEZENICBEET2AREEESDHDD,

14, LR - EREEIE. TARIIGICHEZTL—TPEEREE. HEIWERMNAILBICHETIL—T
LIBETEREEN. BEENICHEICBET AR EZS DD,

16, TR -ERERERIZ. RAAIDGICHIT NV —T BB TIRERTELERREED. BEEDNS
WA LB LA R (findings) Z5ER T3R8 EZ 505D

16. BEEOSVWIHERZEEDKRE L. BEE (policies) . %12 (legislation) . 24 (clinical practice) %.
THBIIGICHIERICEMRLDICEZ 2D,

17. T E—IL (appeal) - BITELES (enforcement strategy) IC& Y. RAIBRIIGZICHZ T IL—T H
ZVIEEOICEDLIERREECHRE., EEEN. BEIBAIRE Y At X (prioritisation
process) % DFER (results) ICDWTTA— RNy IR X Y M T HAEENEE>72D%

BEIERMIT7OEXICEAETE3TRTOEAICDWT, ZDE M (characteristics)
. B8 (background) . %0 (knowledge) . ¥XEE (skills) ICEDWT, EDLSICE
R BHEMEE (values) ¥ 34F (preferences) ZFDAIBEM A H DA, £L-ELhDHE
& )L —7 (socioeconomic) ¥ Af&Z )L —7 (racial groups) Z& &%, E¥D L5 I(C
INOZEREIEIHN RN T HIENEETH S, PROGRESS PLUS £ WS EEFEE
ld. AEOZHRBORICHIMBEDRT Y INEBETIDOICHEMTH 3,
PROGRESS PLUS (. BEMLAM oz ERL T3, FEHM (Place of
residence) . A& - Rk - 3X{t - & (Race / ethnicity / culture / language)
. BiZ (Occupation) . 143 (Gender / sex). =% (Religion). % & (Education)
HERFHIHAL (Socioeconomic status), ¥ —> v ILF v &L (Social capital).
Z L THERYIEM (sexual orientation) . S im (age). FEE (disability) & D Z Db D
B ([F7R]) THd, INo0FEIE. BEDII2a=741" [HEH. BUAH.
FENBERLUOTOEX] ICETRFARRICENM N TWEINEIAZRFET 5D
DTHD, FEDERBERICHEVWT, FETEF—LIE, THEALBZICHEZT V-7
ZEO MY IEBICEET 2T RTCOI/ V-T2 =T HEL, LI, E
FIEGT T 7R RICEAET2EALNZNOD IV —70aI2=T142RKTHL
STl IE s (8), Fh2.7.1 1F. RT—0 RV X —FOMIES (values) ¥
BT (preferences) NED LS ICERDZ D EZEFEYICLTWS,
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=4 2.7.1
BABRAT—7FRNE —DHE{EE (values) &EiF 1% (preferences) : ABERIRR
ICBIFBRAVZNANLR - (BBHENTIEICET2MEDOELIENR

ANERPRRICE T B AV ZIILAILR LB ESEITIE (mental health and psycho-
social support, MHPSS, £ 2.6.2 288 ) (CBd 2R DOELIELLFT T A <RIV —
HME, 7HYE, 2= TIHbON, 114 ADSHILz, SMEIE. BERILIE
H, FMARE. AEXEREET, BLVLHEF (BEHEZR (psychiatry), /L
% (psychology). ¥ —> ¥ /L7 —% (social work). 'RE{## (child protection). [E
& A $5 % (medical anthropology). # & ' # (BUAF (governments), K&
(universities). FEEXAF#E S (non-governmental organisations), EE#ES (UN
agencies) ZzA/N—LTW 7=,

F—LlE, BEEIBAI% LLE (compare) - 5188 (contrast) T381IC. R T—7 KL
X —Zx LTEBIC 7 +—Hh RS IL—7T (focus groups) #EfEL. TNZTNDEL
NEfL %45 E L=

MEDOEBEIRLLIE., 7V —THTHEEULTWELDEH 72D (A RN
DEEREDOBERE (prevalence) X &1 (burden) A4 &), Z (disparity) iAo W7z
NBFLHo1z, BIZIE HEE (academics) IFHFEE T O R DHREPLRBI AL
& (long-term results) Z 5o N5 % E L L. 1EBIEERE (workers) X BURILE
# (policy makers) [ZRIFE ICEZIR (interpret quickly) TE, I <ICHER (immediate
results) A2 L5387z MCBULERLTZ, £7/-. EMBREOHRICIZ. B
RIIFEADOEKTHELDBEZRT AW, ZDZElE, RGCEBBRED
BE5ze057-HICld, XE - BEEHEEORBNATE (long-term impacts)
ERRHAR SR (short-term results) DA ZECHRBREEZFEL. BEIBLALZ
TR ENEELRDAIREMEZRERLTWLS (9),

MEDEBLIBT VT EHREIIEERET A FL DR T—7RILE —DMEERH
ZO7AvRIZEITDET —X DRI (interpretation) ¥3EM (use) ICED LS E
ZRIFLEMICDOWT, FlZEY)ICIRE TEA L (fail to report) ZEAE L, FlR
., XEEZ7HT I -EEHMTZEE S (US National Academy of Medicine
Committee on Health Care Technology) Z. [BEDKREDHEFER, BEEIMD
Hfi, #ATOK4AHGEA®R, BTHANLT 2EFERE. RMFMmoBRI M RET Y
ALRARMIFEESZ A REMICBET 2T — X |2 INEF - IHTET I %R
LTWBA, ZOAFEDHLIIZ, T—RDUNE., DT, IBRH. IRIE (assumptions)
P {E{EHIAT (value judgements) DEICIEHNTLEL, BERBZRXT—7FLE—D
HDOMEE (true values) ¥Rk (perceptions) #+ 2 BB TER WRIREM L H S
ZETHD, ZDEIRIELDEEF T —RXOWERHINICOVWTERBRIREEZTTZ
EEIELTBRIBEEN DD, FIZIE. ERET (burden of iliness) #E&T 27 7
A—FHELENIE  ARDOELIELICE T 2RAELERSZAGEENH S, L1-D> T,
BT D#ER (results of prioritisation exercise) Z#R& 9 221X, EHLT:
T—2, BALLFE TOEROKRLABERETEELEZAICDOWT, TEARYEF
MH DO BRI A ENEETHS (10-11),

27y 7 1d BE=IEROUINE

MROEBLIERITITIZ, TETVRICEDE, EHETEABRICI>TEHINILE
Wb, BEIBLAMITOERETHHICIZ BEETIHENICINESIN T —ZPEE
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ICEBESNI-MEEBFELTENIZTIERAL, A1V RE12—PT—AREZTADHE
BR MRAEZAVTRFTOMHE. BRELIODIFR. FELTVLWSIEREZINET
BIUNBEETHD, RPHLLDIE BEORIETRICIL- 72, HDWIEHHITICH-
122 EIC D WT IRIFDIB Y #E (field workers) ¥ %) (examples) S EE EDEE
&8 (key operational questions) 25 E T2 Z&hb LAWY, BE AL RFD
BEUEIREEECPKEOFELZZIT-A4DELEBE>7-Z—X (imminent needs)
ST ZHEICELON, BOICE>THRITBEFTEEEIEIAVWHIDLTH D,
ZDZelE, KERSYRT LOKRALLED DfEA (preparedness) (CBIT 2R A
WHMTEERINIZHZFEHEYICLTWS, FlZIE. Rosner b DX TlE, 2001
FOA 1 HOHRBG LV EX—ELANDOKBICEWT, BEFEICHIEL TARE
EH—EXETTIESEZEBHAEDLSITRII-=D. ZDH, ERBY—EINE
DESIZHIGLIzD, IHIT, INESHEEDLSICHETEI A HFFEMICHBALTL
% (12),

BEMICIE. BEINALVY—FI7IXFarvAERYICEOHERX vy 7 (research
gaps) £7-13=—X (needs) THEINEI N EEDZ7-HI2, RFEHIARER (systemic
search) Z{T5 2 ¢ ETHS (26 E, 36E, 3.7 F),

BRIBGFTOBETIE, BEOHARESE (7.3F) P, FEOHRT—<PRIE
IS T EMRENDERTHDULENH D, £ 5HZLT, INETIThNT, £
TIERETONTVWAIAR, EOLIRESHREEKRAED. Z L TRRMICKIE
EBONBAEEASVLDIRAL, REICOVWTEREEDIZELATES, IHIC,
MEXvy 7 B7F) OBALEZO[MUELAOHNICTZIENTES, HIZIE F
TP EEREEEICISTIESRFERICHIRAHY . ZOFHIRDI-HICHRF vy 7
NEHETHHELH D, 2. AROESLZFEOHKEPREEE - KEOEHE
IZRBDD, ZNEHLREER - KEOEELLENICHART 2HRENT 7 0—F
(holistic approach) # WA D W ZRFTTHIELHLEETHHH, FIZIL. 74UV
D—EDOHIF T, RABRZATOKENRVRLEELTHY, 32T OHE
(rebuild) (CrEF7-ERV A ICFEAKRIFLTWS (13),

2.7.4 RTv7 2 BEIER{FITEE

MERDOBFIRGLN 12T HERTTER, BETIHBEHOALZIRICED,
RIRZEFRDHBEEAFRICOVWTAV VT REZB/BONDLSICTEIETHB, L
L. 2OEIBTIL—TTOELEWVLTIEE L /NA 7 R (strong biases) ¥ 384
(errors) LB ZEAHMBNTWS (FIZIE, RHEEHDHSA (most vocal) I
LDRELHERLE), 21O, BEIEMTTEEOETEERICHANY —LPH
EwRARHEINTWS, v—iLofleLlTld, BEZo~y S (object mapping)
P, A b=U—=FU>7 (storytelling) #R1ET BBRICIEER (images) Z{ES T LR EA
ZlFons (14, 15),

BERIERITIFZHA RS2 ICHAREINAEREITRT K271 IRLTWVWS
—EBDRTY LI >T=bDTHD, ZDEIavTlE. AFv 7 2a, 2b, 2¢ 2D
WTEHBET 2, INBIZEEIBUZTIT27 0w BEE2L)EKRN,. BH, oI
EF Y RICEDILLHDICTBDITKRIID,

A7v72a UY¥—FF7varv HRT—<. R, VY—FI/IRXFar) B
57 (identifying research options)
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BEIBRIZ T 57 O1X (priority process) DB DA Ty 7, BIRERTE DE
(scope) N TREET 2T RTOYY—FF 73> (relevant research options)
ERETDHIETHD (F—LIETTIC [RTFy 71 G| THEXoHEETEERL
TWBET THEh D, TNERBEICELZL), F—LWNU Y —FF T av 55 TE
TEHEIZESEFTHS,

UTICoWT, BRI Z T 21EEER O F XL E2—%1TD

D IRIK

WITOMRE

WEEXvy S
- BEICERTEINT-HAERDELIER
RATF—JRILE—HINEZDVY—FFToavk .

- EXFEBEOVXMIBETZaOVEVYREBLLEHOREICKILIL, T4 —h
AR 2—%EwLZHD,

- SHEOREBBICEND,
- FrlEZo22%EARrELE S,

BERIERIT T DIERE T, LWEKDRTF—IFRALE—%S&E, VY —FF7
TavIZOWTHEET A ILIINERAERILELE RS, FlZIE. HEEEIKREICET
DMEDEBEIBLIMT T TIE. REBEHIBEINDFIICT T — b (surveys) Z&EF LT,
BECEREREE, ARBIVY—FF 7 2avzRELTHOIZENTES, N
LOREZTICEONLZVY—FF T vavid, BaAeBRLNILDOFEME (granularity)
TEEBIND, 77— 7528V Y —FF 72 avIic@BT2RT7—0HRILE —
DRBZEREBETHILIIHY, £oo XL Ea—ICk>TENDICHT T H8 A%
IETYVAR=REE/OLNDLSICHD, ZOLSICLTEREINIZ) Y —FF T ar
DYRMMEZDHE, SYVDPABDRT—IFLET—HEMNTE2RFHICBEWVT, LEa—
SN (reviewed) . R IMN (refined) . |RIEATEIND (finalised) hH L7y,

27y7 2b EEOERAICET 3RE (deciding on use of criteria)

BRIEAAT T ZITIF—Lld, BVY—FF 7 avICBEIELZRDDT-DDELE
(criteria) #E&L. CORAERETDIENTED, INODOEEFISINTIITAN
TOAD MY I ZXBIL, BT TEDICRILDIEAS, — KIS, BEEDFERIE
BEIBATFEED T Y R T Z0T4REEZONTWS, XL E2—ICEDWTHE
EEZFBRICERLTHLIVL, INODEEDRFEICHTIY, AT —7HRLE =TS
LTHBHTEDTED, BEBOBE, RT—VFRALE—DREICED LI BERIE
BrE527-0OHh %8RI ENLEELVLEEDOHE LTI RBERILN A (alternative
intervention) B ATEEN E D A FEADFEE (budget impact), BE~DFZ (health
impact), MAPHET—< BT 2:mFDE (amount of controversy). &R EE
(disease burden). #& & H9 8 £ (economic impact). f& ¥ B & % (ethical
implications). 7% B & # (legal implications). ¥ # & #J & # (psychosocial
implications), & &42%TEF X (underlying evidence). B0 EA (expected
level of interest), M ADIRAEIA (rates of use) DIELDERE N H S (156-16), &
FSIERIDREICEROREELZAWBIHE. 7R XD EH A K (frame and guide)
oK) BEIEMZMT, EEFERORETOERREZELDIZ, XT7+r—T VAT



2. REORTELEE

FJw o R (performance matrix) A"ERAT7 7O—FEH2550H5 (17),

2ATv7 2¢ )Y —FF 723> DIESLfTT (ranking the research options)
BACHEB (RT—0FLE—) [Z&VY—FFTarvs [Hlr] LTdoun, #
R DOEINESL (research priorities) U X MEAERT 2 A EIEHRA TH D, TNITIE,
WE, ERE. BEILIRE, BEEREICHT D75 —b (surveys), TIL77
1iEREDEBFEF % (consensus methods), X E £ (face-to-face meetings)
. BERIBRICOWTERLAEETS-0DSME T -2 3y 7 (participatory
workshops) % ER %3 (18-19), KIEDFE, INOLOAERERAEHLE TEES
N, 70ROAEO—RELT, EXIBLIREF — L (prioritisation team) (.
EDBADOMBLMEELHFL T O ERITHHPAGRENZREL, £/2. 70OEX
ICBITPEERIVF VI CEEIBMTITAEZERT H7-OICHEOMBEMEZ
FALWBRRENZRETILENH D, BE L. RENAEEIEA (final set of
priorities) DEIRICEAD BT IV —TH KT RICEHBINDZ LN H B,

MROBEIBMOREZTOLIICEVWTIE, RT—I7FRLZX—HOEEFEROAZE
(dynamics of interactions) ICEEZ S5 X2 EELMBZRFL THLIELHEE
THd, BALRIFHREHREZELILICLY, O DEEK (interests), flifER (values)
. EYF (preferences)., ¥F/-EHR27ILV—7HONBEREERLZY. ZOBERHLR
TF=0HRLE—DEEICEDEISIRTEEXEZ DN EERTEHT tﬁf%éo SREK
DLEZHRETIHEIE. INOoOMBEEZRBLTVWAIMIZLERREETAT7 7Y
T—R—IIREEES L’C%b');t?b‘?ﬁ“éﬂé (1,20-21), £7-. 5F| EEREFEOE
$£19 (financial) - JE£$£MAF) 28K (non-financial conflict) 4 EL. RET 3
T-ODHEAZRITAZELEETH A,

BRIERIT T A2 FET 5E HEBEANOHENMBENICELWOWRT—7FKIL
X—=nEY, %@;2:75‘1}32'00)ﬁf’?*bﬂk%ﬁ%?’%j”"]@ﬁb“%%)"c‘:%%)ﬁﬁ'zﬁé\
ENHD, RT—7FILZ—DFITIE, 4—:5E0)&$J:0)I3§1¥(work|ng relation) ¥ &
£ 5f5Z (access to funding) ICHETHZLABN T, RETHOSMEOERICK
X BZEITEDHEABLBNELNERL,

2.7.5 R7Tv7 3:BEIEL(TITEEE
BRIERIT T AR Z-RITIE. RDB6DDIENEELLD,

AT7v7 3a EBEMILEMART AP 7 O ERE (conduct) @ EENERT T E
ELLVHRAEESINZZEZBNELTWS S, BRAFLIEART B 27 M %
EDESICHBT2DNREN ERFTTIIENEETH D,

27v7'3b WMREZFAT I FTEOLNIKR (findings) DEFT (implement) :
IR [TERE L= (blue-skies research)] (232 EbHH BN, ZL O

. EHE1TA (health practice) ¥ BUE (policies) ICEEIERZIRMH T H7-0ICE
BEInTWb, BEMUFZLEZMREI R 2/ bORESR, LS ICEE, BER. £
T ZDOMAAICRMREEZNICDOWTEHEEZILTILELH 5D,

ATv7 3¢ WMREEROTE (impact) Z5FMT 3 : BELIER(TITORRELT
EHETIMEE, EOLSIFTHETEINCOVWTOFELMHETHD,

2797 3d  BEIELLREEE (priority setting exercise) DIRE L NR B
JEGIHITOFEREZE RS Y, BAETIARELESREENZOBREFESED
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BHAREZICTI/ERTERALIICTRAZEATETH D, INEZIETIREHA
FZA4>iclx TREPRISE. BE&ESRE] »*H5 (76 E) (22),

AT7v7 3e (FE7OERLEER (process and outcome of exercise) M FE
fli: &Y Z<OEBEINERT T HAERWICFHESANIE, BEIBLFITOEICBE TS
ETVAR=ZABPHEBEINDTZAS, HIZIL, Viergever b D (4) x> Nasser D
X (7) |ZEEM o 48 (evaluation framework) ZH55E - EHET ARICSE LB
HERMHLTVWD, INICiE, BEIBEMLOTOERET T MLERVIEDZEE, R
DODHBICDOVWTBRBZIEDNEEND, ANIEL V272D H, oI EFLWKATBEEHE
NH-1=DIE AL, ZD Y7 ICET 2REIOBEIEC[TITOEEEIZEDLI A
BERETRED, EDL5LHKI (lessons) BFLNT-H, INOLDERIFKEE
(report) % %) (publication) ICEHZHELH 5,

ATy 7 3f #ER (results) 74—FnNyIL, SEOEEEZRET (revise) :
BEIERIT T IEREZ O+ X (iterative process) THY., EDLIBHARF vy 7 H
HBoTWah, RV ELNHEAZBEEZATlREL, BELTWHDTHS, L
T=h> T, BRIBRMAITEETIE, ERIN-ERIBEUZEHNICREL, 212D
WTEBZEZEZ (appeal) . 74— FN\v I TR RITHIRELNHIN LN,
DL Ea—d RT—0FRLNE —DEEIEMOERICEREZEZY. 7 L—
T - BRIBLAAFICONWTTA—F ANy o ZRE L) TIESICHAY, BR
DO Z R M (acceptability) . DWTIXIEH M (legitimacy) ZE ESE2Z &2k, L
72> T, BRIBAATITEEE WOIRYVIRT . RTv 7 3 THONEBRESHD
EEICEYEDNTAICOVT, FTEIZILTTELDLELNH S,

RRICEEFAECHALT. BEMIEEER. XF - BEEHREEOMOEICERS
NTWhbLNAEWEESDEDRE (allocation of funding) ICXf L. 1EHREIEZ S
‘BBLHD, TDH. RTF—IFRILE— T BEHBAEE (accountability) &7
L. BERIELHITEZEDKINE (success) I T 22 &N FICEEICA D,

2.7.6 =i

WRDOEBRIECLAT T ICIE, ZOBEIBLABELEINZH AR RIEEISES T
272012, W<ODDEARZT7A—FAAVLONTES ., MERNET7/O—F L, &
SEIERLAT I EZE D BRI (objective) . EARIRA (underlying principles) . fa¥EaY#:
#H (ethical frameworks) . #£ £k (social) - BUARY (political) « 3XARAY (contextual)
REBICL->TELR D, /- BEIBELMFITEEDBENEDFET 2H LKA TH S,
IREDFEREM (uncertainty) 245 E T 26D, HEIWIEHERET I THAOME
NN E BIETRFERMDHDIZHFTEINEIHhE LN,

—RDPFECRT—IHRLE—DODEE%RT-HICHWBERRAE (interpretive) -
&M F % (consultative methods) Z & &, HRDELIBLLAITDOR Ty FIEEIC
BN ARbDTHEEERT DAL WS, L L. AROEBLIBMTIFIEEIEL. T
LHb 1 20ATITV—ICHEEICET S EIERLAL, FIZIE. RT—J7FRLE—DFH
5xEHL. 27_'—771‘”/’}7\\—75‘“’*%ﬁ%ﬂﬂﬁ‘%?‘%f:&bL’EE’JEﬁﬁ?iff%ﬁﬁL\%ﬁbd)
TlE. BZOERBRAEZTBERIC %Ei;&k{,it'd‘%t&bk BENAT—R%EFEATS
1255, —hA. T—XEEA (data driven) (FIZIE, BERBFTOMELZERTSD
D) TlE, INLOT—2EBRLTEBREIC Jiﬂye‘g%ll"‘c;\ Mg T B3 DIRE
(value-driven assumptions) ZiZT5Z &AkKdHHLNB (1, 23),



2. FREORELEE

BEICEATAIMEEMICBVT BEIBEUI RIS VAR T - 2HETHIENE
BEThHD, ZOZLIE, TIAKE - BREEEEBICEVLVTUILIVEETHS, Bt
B, MERICERASNIZEECERIZ. YVRIDOFEE, Efm, b, EEICEREE
AIntuwhi, LYVIVREZBETHIENTELEZIBLNAEVWSLTHS, Fl
W DEBEIBAIZ RO DR ICIE. AF (equitable) T, FEBHRT—IHRILE —%
TRTCEZAHA, TETVRICEDIKTTA—F T, BIAROBEELATVDEFE
REITDI7ACRZROCIENEETHD, RETRHZDI-HDEELRRTY7DOW
<Oh il

2.7.7 F—Ayt—>

o XF- EBREWEBICBIIAROEXIRLLTIIE. RLLELINDIHARED
KESNDILERIEL. NAKOREICEDNEIIHLAGWEIRZTRIC
FATHDIRIOTHASS,

o EEIEMfFIIZITIBEAER.TETFVRICEIK7Z770-F2AVFELRT—
IHENE—HDERICEAETEILICTEINENHS, TORHDHER/H LD
PrRAEINTWS,

o EBEIRHLfTIF{ES (prioritisation exercises) DREE X, ZTDEFEIELLIC
BoTITENIT 3 A4 D BERIBLLITIIEEDE (quality) L2241 (relevance)
ZYWTER LSS, TUMHL, BRIBREMFIFICERLEAE. XiBX-EE
EFAEOBEBREZACRICEVTITONEBGEN., HEH. BRENWREL
£ D IRE (underlying assumptions), ¥ & U'#k 4 A& 1§ 3R E (sources of
information) A D &5 ICfEHONA-HDHBAETEIThIEESH WL,
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