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Purpose: This study is the first to systematically synthesize experts’ perspectives and 
experiences in a comparison of collaborative research approaches. The purpose of this 
interactive workshop is to present the findings of a study comparing IKT with engaged 
scholarship, Mode 2 research, co-production, and participatory research to provide conceptual 
clarity and facilitate shared understanding among these approaches. This workshop builds upon 
the findings of a previous workshop presented at the Knowledge Translation Meeting in Canada 
in May of 2020. 

Methods: We conducted qualitative interviews with experts in the field to learn from their 
experiences and expertise. Thematic analysis identified emergent themes relating to engagement 
and the partnering process. Secondary data source included an inductive analysis of key 
literature identified by experts. 

Outline of interactive workshop:  
 
Time Activity 

15 minutes Introduction of Presenters 

30 minutes Presentation of study and key findings 

30 minutes Small group discussion/activity about similarities among approaches 

10 minutes Break 

30 minutes Small group discussion/activity about similarities among approaches 

35 minutes Large group interactive discussion to decide of key similarities and differences 

among approaches 

10 minutes Break 

20 minutes Summary discussion  

Next steps 

Key take home message 

 
Results: Similarities among these collaborative research approaches included values and 
principles, financial and time investments, and essential partnering components. Differences were 
noted in orientation, historical roots, and engagement/partnership.  

Conclusions Results of this work are novel and will be used to inform researchers, clinicians, 
and trainees in selecting an appropriate approach best suited for their research agenda; 

http://cpr.unm.edu/


advancing IKT and implementation science.  
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