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Introduction
1.1 Context of the Review

The European Commission created an agreement with the PACE-ERN consortium in order to develop some tachnical propasals
involuing 2n A: < for evaluating and establishing ERNs. The
purpose af the review for the project is to derermine some published proof that are related ta the svaluatian, particularly relevant
to services and networks for low prevalence, rare, or complex diseases.

1.2 Evaluation in perspective

Acereditation is viewed broadly 2s being advantageous to various stakeholders. Alsa importantis the fact the benefits outnumber
the drawbacks that is being imposed (vivel et al,, 2014). Accreditation has also been several imes suggested as creating a firm
2ss0ciation with the outcomes af patiencs across 2 ide vange of areas and cantexts. For instance, acereditation has been shown ta
be effactive when it cames to reducing variation, as well a3 in maximizing the overall quality in colonoscapic perfarmance in the
United Kingdom. Grain et al {2315) has also suggasted a similar idea, presenting that the implementation of the Guidlines
vegarding the actual certification of Hemaphilia Centers widely contribure t the decrease af same health inequalities by means af
standardizing <are. For a lot of health services aptians available, the pracess of azcreditation is aften viewsd a3 a positive
motivation in order to attain best practice, which is an event in which credibility on 2 current practice, including future direction
may be achieved.

Bason et 4l (2012) also reparcad that a specific factor, namely service . was 2 pradiceor of and
clinical perfarmance during their study of the field of acute

care in Australia. It was discovered that accreditation performance is actually an accurate verlection of different factors which are
important when it cames to the influencing of the qualicy of care, a5 wrall as continuaus improvement. It was also found during the
same study that even thaugh the parformance standards involuing the natianal public health of the USA has raised soms concerns
vegarding averall achievability, thers were accuslly solid performancs messures.

Howraver, the overall effective presentation of diffarent accredication systams is quice complax. They become most eifective
when certain medical institutions bacorme an active agent when it cames to the accreditation instead as a passive recipient of some
compulsory evaluatian. Such type of acareditation is best viewsd 5 a phass which nvalves a continuous business improvement
instead of a simple snapshot of variaus actvities. s such, ffective accreditation needs constant communication from the parties
involved, including the medical institutions, accreditation and government agency. All of the sccraditation systems also come with
their own assets and liabilities, placing specific demands on the appropriate and sensitive ways in which they are spplied and
developed (Bawe, 2003). It cannot be assumed, however, that high quality impravement materials in s single setting are generally
spplicable to athers, a5 the appropriateness and rationale of the accreditation outcomes may result to confusion regarding the
ultimare sndpoints of the process, particularly for programs mandated by the government where scareditation is used mare often
for public accountability and regulations instead of being viswad as a very effecuva tool in voluntary quality improvement and
selfassessment.

1.3 Methods

This liceraure review s primarily based on  standard framewark on methodalogy. It also involved using a rapid review approach,
informed using an adapted systematic review design. Initial screening of the paper ttle passibly relating to the evaluatin of
Services or networks has reduced the number involved. Abstrict screening and reviewing has resulted to 66 papers which address
aspects regarding methads in assessing networks or services and sorme papers with 2 wider relevance which were felt, turning to
become useul in infarming the develapment of the assessment program.
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1.4 Gathering and Collating the Results

Different categories surfaced during the paper reading and were used in structuring the review findings. For the purpase of
zathering the data, the papers were allocated to either on2 of the different <ategories, particularly the one which connected well to
it. The process was only performed with the purpose of classifying and organizing data. Tes wer used in conributing to
whichever portion they offer useful information. On the other hand, tha methodalogical papers were also further categorized to the
particular methads being used, even though mixed method approaches were alsa the most common.

1.5 Summarizing and Synthesizing the Evidence

The approach used in summarizing and synthesizing evidences was developed in order ta make sure that this review highlights the
aptimum evidenc ssment program. It mainly focuses on atracting together viral
information regarding the methods and madels used for evaluation

There wers few instances of where the papers offer=d an evaluation on methods that are Used In order to assess different health
care centers, processes ar networks. Thers were soma examples showing methods thar are specific towards law prevalence, rare,
or complex disease. It vas quite yrical for papers to properly describe the assessment of methads that are Used, and then
presenting the findings of evaluation along with 3 brief explanation of the approach limitations. It also became very evident afcer an
cverview that at ics best, tis revies would not jUst b capable of describing the methods that are used in different contexss,
Pighlizhting perceived benafits and drawbacks, 5su=s or comments with thase methads.

Conclusion
The lsadership quality comes with a positive influence on the quality, often mediated through different terms of qualicy

improvernent programs. A very important marker of lesdership quality is the intraduction of dirsctors who are equipped with
master's degrees.

Increasing the specialist volums is a certain faccor which is not always associated dlearly with enhanced outcames. However, itis
generally messured easily, with evidence for optimurm levels in order to maintain competence.
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