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assessment assessmen s, //ih oof he 14 q es ions addressing he approach os n hesi ing he edidence (rli h promp s similar 0 AMSTAR) and
/ cost- ano her q es ion addressing /“he her he assessmen “ascon e  ali ed hro gh an accompan ing cos -effec i%eness anal sis (/i h local
meaning na ional or s b-na ional cos ing da a), and considera ion of local legal, e hical and social implica ions

@ Technology In erna ional Ne +“ork of Agencies for Heal h Technolog Assessmen (INAHTA) checklis (bity/2YJVMVK) for heq ali of echnolog

effectiveness
analysis Dr mmond checklis of cos -effec ideness anal ses (bit.ly/3FbnB8R], and for economic edal a ions more generall , /i hq es ions abo
s, d design, da acollec ion, and he anal sis and in erpre a ion of res |'s

Philips checklis for cos -effec iBeness anal ses ha inc| de a decision-anal ic modeling componen (bit.ly/3FcWBGc) Aih q es ions
abo hesr c, reof hemodel (e.g., e plici raionale, | s ified ass mp ions and appropria e ime hori on), he da a, sed (e.g., baseline
probabili ies from obserda ional s, dies, rea men effec s from randomi ed-con rolled rials, and assessmen s of fo r  pes of, ncer ain ,
namel hesr c, reof he model, he me hodological s eps follo/ed, he he erogenei in hepop laions, died, and he parame ers
sed),and he consis enc (in ernalande ernal) hereisalso he complemen ar TRUST ool o assess, ncer ain ies in decision-anal ic

models (bit.ly/3quFSKp)

Guidelines AGREE Il ool (bit.ly/30gyFAb) for assessing he dedelopmen , repor ing and edal a ion(orq ali appraisal) of g idelines, f’hich, ses 23
iemsgro pedin osi domains, each of hich is scored independen | :
scope and p rpose described
s akeholder (ci i en/pa ien and professional) insol8emen
rigo r of dedelopmen (f’i h edidence s n heses, sedasaninp ,arob s recommenda ions-dedelopmen process, and
recommenda ions linked o he s ppor ing edidence)
clari of presen a ion
applicabili
edi orial independence (in rela ion o f nder and panel members’ conflic s of in eres )

Grading of Recommenda ions, Assessmen , Dedelopmen and Eal a ions (GRADE; bit.ly/3C9pMrx) for assessing he s reng h of
recommenda ions, '/hich, ses fo rke considera ions:
balance be een desirable and, ndesirable o comes ( rade-offs), akingin oacco n bes esima esof he magni, de of effec s on
desirable and, ndesirable o comes, and he impor ance of hose o comes (es ima ed pical dal es and preferences)
confidence in he magni, de of es ima es of effec s of he in erden ions on impor an o comes (see GRADE in a predio s o)
confidence in #al es and preferences and heir Bariabili reso rce, se

Types of evidence for which quality-assessment tools don't yet exist

Modeling No //idel accep ed ool e e issformos pesof models, hor/eder, here are some general g es ions ha can be asked abg  models
(m ch like hose lis ed as par of he Philips checklis abobe), s ch as:
st c, reof hemodel (e.g. e plici ra ionale, | s ified ass mp ions, and appropria e ime hori on)
da a, sed (e.g., baseline probabili ies from obserda ional s, dies, in erden ion effec s from a range of so rces*, and assessmen s of
fo r pesof, ncerain ,namel hesr c, re of he model, he me hodological s eps follo/ed, he he erogenei in he pop la ion
s died, and he parame ers, sed)
consis enc (in ernaland e ernal)
adailabili  of he sof are or oolso ha i canbeassessedb o hers
*One of he challenges /i 'h COVID-19 “as ha s, d designs picall , sed ocap, rein erBen ion effec s, s ch as randomi ed-
con rolled rials, “ere e hicall or logis icall diffic | and/or ook ime ocomple e, soohers, d designsneeded obe, sedande per
opinion needed o be so gh (and here are approaches ha enable his o be doneina ?a haiss semaicand ransparen , s ch as

SHELF  see bit.ly/30nteC4)

Approaches used with certain types of evidence for which quality-assessment tools don't yet exist

Artificial No “idel accep ed ool e e is's
%ﬁ% intelligence
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