Figure 1: The Four dimensions of integration (Wahlster et al., 2016)

Figure 4: Impact of stakeholders and their values and preferences

HTA aspects
- Dimension 1 -

Stakeholders with their values and preferences
- Dimension 4-

Modifying factors
- Dimension 2 -
charaag::itstic Impleigsre\:ation Context
Effectiveness v
Socio-Cultural g
Economic g
Ethical g
Legal <

AND
Degree of uncertainty

Uncertainty of the
assessment results
(Dimension 3)




Figure 1: Integrate-HTA Model for the process of an integrated HTA on complex health technologies

Step 1: HTA Objectives and Technology
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Step 2: Logic Model to define evidence needs

Step 3: Evidence assessment

Step 4: Mapping of the evidence

Step 5: HTA decision-making
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