a. Longlist of CHNRI Criteria®
Answerability: some health research ideas will be more likely to be answerable than the others

Attractiveness: some health research ideas will be more likely to lead to publications in
high—impact journals

Novelty: some health research ideas will be more likely to generate truly novel and
non—existing knowledge

Potential for translation: some health research ideas will be more likely to generate knowledge that will
be translated into health intervention

Effectiveness: some health research ideas will be more likely to generate/improve truly effective
health interventions

Affordability: the translation or implementation of knowledge generated through some health research
ideas will not be affordable within the context

Deliverability: some health research ideas will lead to / impact health interventions that will not be
deliverable within the context

Sustainability: some health research ideas will lead to / impact health interventions that will not be
sustainable within the context

Public opinion: some health research ideas will seem more justified and acceptable to general public
than the others

Ethical aspects: some health research ideas will be more likely to raise ethical concerns than the others

Maximum potential impact on the burden? some health research ideas will have a theoretical potential
to reduce much larger portions of the existing disease burden than the others

Equity: some health research ideas will lead to health interventions that will only be accessible to the
privileged in the society/context, thus increasing inequity

Community involvement some health research ideas will have more additional positive side—effects
through community involvement

Feasibility: some health research ideas will be unlikely to lead to translation at the current stage
of knowledge

Relevance: some health research ideas will be more relevant to the context than the others

Fills key gap: some health research ideas will be more likely to fill the key gap in knowledge that is
required for translation and/or implementation than the others

1 Rudan I. (2016). Setting health research priorities using the CHNRI method: IV. Key conceptual advances. Journal of global health, 6(1), 010501.
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Cost: some research ideas will require more funding than the others

Fundability: some research ideas will be more likely to receive funding support within the defined
context than the others

Alignment with political priorities: some research ideas will be more likely to be aligned with
contemporary political priorities than the others

Likelihood of generating patents/lucrative products: some research ideas will have greater likelihood
of generating patents or other potentially lucrative products, thus promising greater financial return on
investments, regardless of their impact on disease burden

b. First shortlist (wording adjustments made for TFGBV process)’

Answerability: the likelihood that the research question can be answered and/or reach its objective
within the proposed timeline

Applicability: the likelihood that the knowledge produced through the proposed research will be applied
in policy and practice

Community involvement: some research ideas will have more additional positive side—effects through
community involvement

Effectiveness: some research ideas will be more likely to generate/improve truly effective interventions

Feasibility: some research ideas will be more likely to lead to translation at the current stage of
knowledge

Fills key gap: some research ideas will be more likely to fill a key gap in knowledge that is required for
translation and/or implementation than others

Maximum potential impact: some research ideas will have a theoretical potential to reduce VAWG more
than others

Novelty: some research ideas will be more likely to generate truly novel and non—existing knowledge

Potential for translation: some research ideas will be more likely to generate knowledge that will be
translated into interventions

Relevance: some research ideas will be more relevant to the context than others

2 The stewardship group selected the shortlist above made adjustments for the TFGBV process and then voted for the top five criteria.
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