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many “sub-questions”

A sub-question is a scientific question that can be answered by an
experiment or observational study (or as a single question in an expert
elicitation study) without being further broken down
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EXAMPLES OF EFSA SUB-QUESTIONS

CHEMICAL RA

» Association exposure-outcome in
humans

» Association exposure-outcome in
animals

» Association exposure-outcome in
vitro
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» etc
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BROAD QUESTION:
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USE OF EXPERT JUDGMENT

0 To make all decisions in each step of the
“collect/appraise/integrate” process

0 As input to the assessment, when data are not
available/accessible




For:

0 assessments
based on
existing data

0 assessments
based on data
generated ex-
novo
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Elicit Expert
Knowledge (EKE)
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PRINCIPLES FOR DEALING WITH EVIDENCE
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HOW TO FOSTER IMPARTIALITY
_—]
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Integrate evidence to answer the BROAD QUESTION 12
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PRINCIPLES FOR DEALING WITH EVIDENCE
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HOW TO FOSTER TRANSPARENCY AND OPENNESS

O Methods and
results

O Make data
available

O Share the strategy
for the
assessment before
initiating it
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PRINCIPLES FOR DEALING WITH EVIDENCE
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PROMETHEUS APPROACH IN THE EFSA CONTEXT

N
EFSA conducts 2 types of assessment
———

— = “Non-applications™ assessments
= Regulated products
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GRAZIE MILLE ANY QUESTIONS?
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