
Participants and Methods
•  11 trainees (health policy, public health, health research methods) and 3 project staff 

appraised the quality of 85 publicly available HSG documents published since 2012 using 
the AGREE-HS.

•  Each of the 85 HSG documents was appraised by two people (170 appraisals in total).
•  The appraisal data will identify common areas for improvement in current HSG and will 

serve as a baseline upon which to measure quality improvement after the dissemination 
and adoption of the AGREE-HS.
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AGREE-HS Face Validity Survey
Health systems guidance (HSG)
•  HSG documents are systematically developed 

statements, intended to address health systems 
challenges, including:
o  governance arrangements, 
o  financial arrangements,
o  health services delivery.

•  HSG documents are produced at the global, 
national or regional level and have the potential to 
strengthen and improve health systems.

•  HSG differs from clinical practice guidelines: newer 
concept with less history, types of evidence, and 
contextual factors that influence the design and 
adoptability of recommendations.

•  The use of poor quality HSG to inform cancer 
system-level decision-making may result in the 
adoption of services and arrangements that are 
contextually inappropriate or ineffective. 

•  While tools exist to evaluate the quality of clinical 
practice guidelines (e.g. AGREE II)1, there are 
currently no tools available to assist people with 
developing and appraising HSG.

Study Objective
To develop a new tool to appraise HSG quality, the 
AGREE-Health Systems (AGREE-HS). 
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   The Draft AGREE-HS 
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AGREE Enterprise

•  Health systems researchers, administrators and 
policy-makers were invited to review the draft 5-item 
AGREE-HS tool.

•  Participants were asked to provide feedback about its 
content and structure using an online survey, including 
7-point Likert scale and open-ended questions.

Results
•  30 individuals representing all six WHO geographical 

regions completed the survey. 
•  Most participants were health systems researchers 

(63.33%) and had at least some experience with 
developing HSG (83.33%) and/or implementing HSG 
(80%).

•  Overall, responses indicated that the content and 
structure of the AGREE-HS tool were appropriate for 
appraising the quality of HSG. 

•  The instructions were found to be clear (mean [m] = 
5.67/7), as was the response scale (m = 6.17/7).

•  90% of respondents indicated that the AGREE-HS 
would be useful for appraising the quality of HSG, and 
73% of respondents indicated that it would be useful 
for assisting in the development of HSG.

•  Feedback included the need for additional examples 
and more guidance on the interpretation of the 
appraisal results.
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Participants and Methods
•  The 11 trainees participating in the HSG current status report study are also 

being asked to complete a survey about their experiences with applying the 
AGREE-HS.

•  Results will be used to make any final refinements to the AGREE-HS tool.

Preliminary Results (8 surveys complete, as of May 19)
•  Participants agreed that the tool is easy to use (m = 5.88/7). 
•  Participants were confident with the scores they assigned (m = 5.25/7).
•  Comments indicated that additional supporting material, including examples 

and a glossary would be helpful to assist users with applying the tool.

Score	   Mean	  	  (7-‐
point	  scale)	  

Standard	  
Devia6on	  

Topic	   5.10	   1.36	  

Par0cipants	   3.50	   2.02	  

Methods	   3.33	   1.93	  

Recommenda0ons	   4.51	   1.38	  

Implementability	   3.87	   1.58	  

Overall	   4.04	   1.38	  

   AGREE-HS Usability Survey

Preliminary Results
•  141/170 (83%) appraisals are complete as 

of May 19.
•  56/85 (66%) HSG documents have 2 

appraisals.
•  Despite low to moderate AGREE-HS item 

scores on average, 86% of participants 
indicated that they would recommend the 
document that they reviewed for use in the 
appropriate context. 

•  72% agreed that the AGREE-HS was 
applicable to the document that they 
reviewed.


