COVID-19 Evidence Coordination Initiative
Proposed working groups, terms of reference and participants
(Last updated 14 April 2020)

Scoping

Proposed terms of reference
1)! Developing a name for the initiative, with candidate names and considerations suggested to date including:
a.! COVEND (but we’d need to come up with an N and D for the acronym: COVid-19 Evidence N? D?)
b.! COVID Global Evidence Alliance
c.! possibly something broader (like emerging infectious diseases or pandemic evidence) to support
sustainability
d.! something that lends itself to a URL that is available for purchase
2)! Describing the focus of the initiative
a.! Reviews, primary studies or both (and within reviews, all types of quantitative, qualitative and mixed-
methods reviews, as well as evidence maps, rapid reviews, and scoping reviews), as well as health
technology assessments and guidelines informed by such evidence (all regardless of publication status)
b.! Human studies, animal studies or both
c.! Health and select other sectors, or all sectors?
i.I Note that this has implications for PROSPERO given it includes reviews about health and social
care, welfare, public health, education, crime, justice, and international development, where there is
a health related outcome
d.! COVID-only evidence, COVID-relevant evidence (e.g., evidence addressing a topic like task shifting
that is hination

al organizations that are working in close partnership with key target
audiences)
b.! Supporting — with a common brand/identity, small agile secretariat, and simple working group
structure —



Proposed participants
1)! Birte Snilsveit, 3IE, UK






3)!



Sustaining

Proposed terms of reference

1)! Retrospectively studying why the evidence synthesis community didn’t have the mechanisms in place to
respond efficiently

2)! Prospectively studying how the evidence synthesis community’s newly developed mechanisms are being
put in place to optimize sustainability

3)! Proposing ways to ‘mainstream’ emergent mechanisms within existing institutions and processes, including
in the work of a broader array of groups (e.g., data analytics, modelling, implementation science, and
monitoring and evaluation) that need to have access to the best evidence sources for their work

4)! Developing a theory of change to capture demand- and supply-side interventions and how they are
expected to lead to impact

5)!



