ACIP Evidence to Recommendations Framework

Question: Overarching policy question to be answered by the guideline panel (ACIP) using the Evidence to Recommendations (EtR)
framework. The question should be very precise and identify the specific intervention, comparison, and outcome, as well as the target
population and the setting (specific subpopulations) in PICO format.
Population: Target population for vaccine (e.g., age range, sex, immune status, pregnancy)
Intervention: Vaccination (if applicable, dosage and schedule)
Comparison(s): No Vaccination/Placebo/Control/Standard care/An existing vaccine/Other prevention options
Outcome: Outcome(s) associated with vaccination (e.g., prevention outcomes or adverse effects)

Background: The addressed PICO question should be described in detail, and important background information for understanding the

question and why a recommendation or decision is needed should be briefly provided. If a recommendation is preferential or represents
off-label use, this should be indicated.
Include sample language: Additional background information supporting the ACIP recommendations on the use of xxx vaccine can be found
in the relevant publication of the recommendation referenced on the ACIP website.
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*See EtR Guide for additional information.

** When no evidence is available, provide transparent reflection by guideline panel on the matter.



https://www.cdc.gov/vaccines/hcp/acip-recs/index.html
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If the target group doesn’t value the intervention,
or attributes little value to the harms and benefits,
consider whether potential education measures
are needed.
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consequences consequences consequences consequences consequences balance of
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Is there sufficient information to move forward with a recommendation?

Yes (U No (0
Type of
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Wedo notrecommend the individuals based on clinical decision- We recommend the intervention
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Please provide the draft recommendations proposed to ACIP.
Recommendation
(text)
Additional Please outline any significant additional considerations (e.g., aspects related to implementation, monitoring and
considerations | evaluation, research priorities, etc.).
(optional)

i This Evidence to Recommendation table is based on the GRADE Evidence to Decision framework developed through the DECIDE project. Further
information is available athttp://www.decide-collaboration.eu/evidence-decision-etd-framework
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