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Evidence to decision framework - health system and public health
	[bookmark: __top][bookmark: _Feasibility_C][bookmark: _Equity_C][bookmark: _Costs_C][bookmark: _Overall_certainty_C][bookmark: _Certainty_SoF]Should [name of strategy] be used to increase uptake of the COVID-19 vaccines by ethnic minority groups?

	Problem: Uptake of the COVID-19 vaccines is lower in some ethnic minority groups
Option: [name of strategy]
Comparison: No use of strategy
Main outcomes: Vaccine uptake; [other outcomes]
Setting: UK
Perspective: Population

NB: the problem has been agreed as important.

	Background:  Although uptake of the COVID-19 vaccines in the UK is generally high, uptake is lower among some ethnic minority groups [1,2]. For example, by 11/3/2021, 97% of White over-80s had been vaccinated, compared to, for example, 67% of those of African heritage, 83% of those of Bangladeshi or British Bangladeshi heritage or 92% of those of Indian or British Indian heritage [1]. These differences persist as age decreases. There is continuing debate about the factors that affect vaccine uptake (not just for COVID-19) among all ethnic groups, including ethnic minority groups.


Subgroup considerations: [as appropriate– e.g. could be different for different ethnic groups, gender etc]

	

	Criteria
	Judgements
	research EVIDENCE
	ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS

	 BENEFITS & HARMS OF THE OPTIONS
	How big are the anticipated benefits?
		Don’t know
	Varies
	Trivial
	Small
	Moderate
	Large

		



		



		



		



		



		





Detailed judgements
	[Review evidence and other evidence go here]
	[Add comments from the community organisation partners and others here]


	
	How big are the anticipated harms?
		Don’t know
	Varies
	Large
	Moderate
	Small
	Trivial

		



		



		



		



		



		





Detailed judgements
	
	

	
	How certain are we about the above?
		No
included
studies
	Very low
	Low
	Moderate
	High

		



		



		



		



		






	
	

	VALUES
	Is there important uncertainty/ variability in how much people value the main outcomes?
		Important uncertainty or variability
	Possibly important uncertainty or variability
	Probably  no important uncertainty or variability
	No important  uncertainty or variability

		



		



		



		






Detailed judgements
	[Review evidence and other evidence go here– The main outcome is likely to be vaccine uptake.]
	[Add comments from the community organisation partners and others here]

	BALANCE
	Does the balance between benefits & harms favour the strategy or the comparison?
		Don’t know
	Varies
	Favours the comparison
	Probably
favours the comparison
	Does not favour  either the strategy or the comparison
	Probably favours the strategy
	Favours the strategy

		



		



		



		



		



		



		






Detailed judgements
	[Review evidence and other evidence go here]
	[Add comments from the community organisation partners and others here]

	RESOURCE USE
	How big are the costs/savings?
		Don’t know
	Varies
	Large costs
	Moderate costs
	Negligible costs or savings
	Moderate savings
	Large savings

		



		



		



		



		



		



		






Detailed judgements
	[Review evidence and other evidence go here]
	[Add comments from the community organisation partners and others here]


	
	How certain are we about the  costs/savings?
		No
included
studies
	Very low
	Low
	Moderate
	High

		



		



		



		



		






	[Review evidence and other evidence go here]
	[Add comments from the community organisation partners and others here]

	
	Does the cost effectiveness of the strategy favour the strategy or the comparison?
		Don’t know
	Varies
	Favours the comparison
	Probably
favours the comparison
	Does not favour  either the strategy or the comparison
	Probably favours the strategy
	Favours the strategy

		



		



		



		



		



		



		






Detailed judgements
	[Review evidence and other evidence go here]
	[Add comments from the community organisation partners and others here]

	
	What would be the impact 
on health equity?
		Don’t know
	Varies
	Reduced
	Probably
reduced
	Probably no impact
	Probably increased
	Increased

		



		



		



		



	
	



		



		






Detailed judgements
	[Review evidence and other evidence go here]
	[Add comments from the community organisation partners and others here]

	ACCEPTABILITY
	Is the strategy acceptable 
to key stakeholders?

	
	Don’t know
	Varies
	No
	Probably
no
	Probably yes
	Yes

		



		



		



		



		



		






Detailed judgements

	[Review evidence and other evidence go here]
	[Add comments from the community organisation partners and others here]

	FEASIBILITY
	Is the strategy feasible to implement?
		Don’t know
	Varies
	No
	Probably
no
	Probably yes
	Yes

		



		



		



		



		



		






Detailed judgements
	[Review evidence and other evidence go here]
	[Add comments from the community organisation partners and others here]




Conclusions
	
Type of recommendation/decision
	We recommend against the strategy
	We suggest against the strategy

	We suggest using either the strategy or the alternative
	We suggest
the strategy
	We recommend
the strategy

	
		



		



		



		



		




	Recommendation/decision
	


	Justification
	

Detailed justification


	Subgroup considerations
	

	Implementation considerations
	

	Monitoring and evaluation considerations
	

	Research priorities
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1. 



Definitions for ratings of the certainty of the evidence (GRADE)**
	Ratings
	Definitions

	[image: ]
High
	This research provides a very good indication of the likely effect. The likelihood that the effect will be substantially different* is low.
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Moderate
	This research provides a good indication of the likely effect. The likelihood that the effect will be substantially different4 is moderate.
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Low
	This research provides some indication of the likely effect. However, the likelihood that it will be substantially different4 is high.

	[image: ]
Very low
	This research does not provide a reliable indication of the likely effect. The likelihood that the effect will be substantially different4 is very high.

	*Substantially different: large enough difference that it might have an effect on a decision

	**The Grading of Recommendations Assessment, Development and Evaluation (GRADE) Working Group began in the year 2000 as an informal collaboration of people with an interest in addressing the shortcomings of present grading systems in health care. The working group has developed a common, sensible and transparent approach to grading quality of evidence and strength of recommendations. Many international organizations have provided input into the development of the approach and have started using it. 
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