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Grade recommendations

(Evidence to Recommendation)

•For or against (direction) ¯­

•Strong or conditional/weak (strength)

By balancing consequences 

(evidence to recommendations):

q Certainty of evidence

q Values and preferences (utilities)

q Balance benefits/harms

q Resource use (cost)

q Equity, Feasibility, Acceptability 

Formulate Recommendations (¯­ | Å…)

“The panel recommends that ….should...” 

“The panel suggests that ….should...” 

“The panel suggests to not ...” 

“The panel recommends to not...”

Recommendation

/DecisionEtD framework

Assess single studies

Outcomes in GRADE



Health Outcome Marker States



Marker States – Outcome 

Importance

• Rating by panel members, based on 
descriptions

• Indicator of variability in perceived 
importance among raters

• Ranking from highest to lowest rated

• Core outcomes should be among the 
highest rated
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Marker States – Outcome Utility



Database of Marker States
ms.gradepro.org





Evidence to Decision Tables

Conclusions:
• Recommendation
• Justification
• Subgroup considerations
• Implementation considerations
• Monitoring and evaluation – Capture COS in practice
• Research priorities – Recommendations for better 

evidence for COS



GRADE COS

Developing COS
1. Marker states database: detailed lay-person descriptions

2. Tools to determine importance and utility for outcomes

3. Connect with large groups of stakeholders - validation

Increasing COS uptake
1. Identification of gaps in knowledge for core outcomes

2. Increase COS uptake through guidelines and developers


