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Patient-Centeredness 

The proposal demonstrates patient-centeredness at 
every stage of the research: 

• Is the research focused on questions that affect 
outcomes of interest to patients and their 
caregivers? 

• Does the research address one or more of the 
key questions mentioned in PCORI’s definition of 
patient-centered outcomes research? 
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Patient and Stakeholder 

Engagement 
The proposal demonstrates that people representing the population of 

interest and other relevant stakeholders are engaged in ways that are 

appropriate and necessary in a given research context:  

• Are patients and other stakeholders engaged in formulating research 

questions; defining essential characteristics of study participants; 

identifying and selecting outcomes that the population of interest notices 

and cares about; monitoring study progress, designing/suggesting plans 

for dissemination and implementation activities  

• Are the roles and the decision-making authority of all research 

partners clearly stated?  

• Does the proposal demonstrate the principles of reciprocal 

relationships, co-learning, partnership, trust, transparency, and honesty? 
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Lori Frank, Laura Forsythe, Lauren Ellis, Suzanne Schrandt, Sue Sheridan, Jason Gerson, Kristen Konopka and Sarah Daugherty, "Conceptual and Practical Foundations of 

Patient Engagement in Research at the Patient-Centered Outcomes Research Institute," Quality of Life Research (2015) 10.1007/s11136-014-0893-3 
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In-Person Review Panel 
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What do the scores mean? 



“Before discussion, there was little 

agreement among average scores 

given by the 4 lead scientific 

reviewers and patient and 

stakeholder reviewers. After 

discussion, the 4 primary reviewers 

showed mild convergence in their 

scores, and the 21-member panel 

came to a much stronger 

agreement.” 

Fleurence RL, Forsythe LP, Lauer M, Rotter J, Ioannidis JP, Beal A, et al. Engaging Patients and Stakeholders in Research Proposal Review: The Patient-Centered Outcomes 

Research Institute. Ann Intern Med. 2014;161:122-130. doi:10.7326/M13-2412 
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“Of the 25 awards with the best 

(and lowest) scores after phase 2, 

only 13 had ranked in the top 25 

after the phase 1 review by 

scientists.”  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

“The authors conclude that patient 

and stakeholder reviewers brought 

different perspectives to the review 

process but that in-person 

discussion led to closer agreement 

among reviewer types.” 


