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	Summary
	Strengths
	Weaknesses
	Applications and References

	Essential National Health Research (ENHR) approach
	· Defines who sets priorities and how to get participants involved, the potential functions, roles and responsibilities of various stakeholders, information and criteria for setting priorities, strategies for implementation and indicators for evaluation

· Specifies broad research avenues
	· Detailed listing of priority possibilities/options

· Involvement of a broad range of stakeholders

· Significant engagement with experts


	· Discussion and decisions on funding based on participants’ own views and knowledge

· Identified interventions and research questions are not compiled in a truly systematic way


	Country experiences

· Philippines

· South Africa

· Brazil

· Alan B Feranil (2004) http://www.globalforumhealth.org/ 
· Department of Health, Directorate Research Coordination and Management (1996), South Africa

· Reinaldo Guimarães, Cuadernos de Saúde et al. Ministry of Health (2005). Brasil. ISBN 85-334-0827-3



	Combined Approach Matrix (CAM)
	· Systematic classification, organization and presentation of large body of information

· Incorporates many dimensions

· Recently included gender and poverty dimensions

· Specifies broad research avenues

· Identifies gaps in knowledge and future challenges
	· Systematic listing of all relevant information so that decisions made by the members of committees based on all relevant and available information, rather than their own personal knowledge and judgment
	· Does not, in itself, represent an algorithm for making decisions on the priorities by ranking competing investment options, or differentiating the two alternative research strategies according to their priority

· Identified interventions and research questions are not compiled in a truly systematic way

· Consensus reached by panels of experts and danger is that decisions may be driven by research interest bias of individual experts
	· Diarrhoeal diseases research in India

· Pakistan’s National Action Plan for noncommunicable disease: prevention, control and health promotion

· Application of the CAM to a disease: The example of schizophrenia

· Application of the CAM to a risk factor: The example of indoor air pollution

· Perinatal and neonatal care in Pakistan



	Child Health and Nutrition Research Initiative (CHNRI) approach

	· Principles of legitimacy and fairness

· Detailed listing of individual questions

· Individual questions scored against pre-defined criteria.  Technical experts independently score each research option 
· Stakeholder input is sought and used to provide relative weight of the criteria
	· Systematic listing of individual research questions

· Everything that led to the final list of priorities is recorded, is repeatable, can be reviewed, can be challenged and can be revised at any time based on feedback

· Weights and thresholds may be revised to address the changes in a dynamic political, economic, social and cultural environment
	· May be too specific for some purposes

· Role of non-experts limited to selection and weighting of criteria

· Consensus building is incorporated in methods (eg selection of areas of research, weights given to criteria) but not formally after the priorities are set
	· National level: South Africa (Tomlinson et al., PLoS Med, 2007)

· Global level: Pneumonia, Diarrhoea, Malaria, Neonatal conditions, Undernutrition and HIV/AIDS  with WHO (Rudan et al., Lancet Inf Dis, 2007) Zinc, Falls injuries (Hyder et al., Acta Paediatrica, 2007; Brown et al., Public Health Nutr, in press)  Mental health (Chisholm et al., Lancet, 2007)



