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MAH Membership – as of 1st Dec

324 members from 51 countries



RfP on modelling the value proposition 
of measles Rapid Diagnostic Tests

All applications were reviewed and scored by an external 
review committee
• All applicants will be notified next week of the outcome

12-month timeline, so watch this space for updates on 
preliminary results and news



MAH Working Groups

Smaller groups to discuss specific topics (programmatic 
need, geography, policy question, etc.)
All MAH members can request creation of a new group

Problem 
identified 

by an MAH 
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Situation 
report or 

risk 
assessment 

shared

Relevant 
MAH 

modellers 
identified

Meet to 
discuss 

modelling 
questions, 
methods, 

approaches

Agree on 
timelines 

and 
alignment 
with policy 

needs



MAH Working Group Examples

Measles IgM Rapid Diagnostic Tests
• Started in August 2025, informed criteria for RfP, presented at Q3 

meeting, hiatus during RfP application cycle, resume 2026

MAH as a model for equitable global health modelling
• Started in Sept 2025, commentary drafted for publication

Transmission dynamics group
• Subnational modelling in India, Uganda, and Nigeria

Western Pacific Region
• Started in October 2025, WHO country office request, currently meeting 

on fortnightly basis to identify ongoing analyses and knowledge gaps 
for future modelling needs
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28-31 October, Stellenbosch, South Africa



MAH – SACEMA workshop
28-31 October, Stellenbosch, South Africa

Series of 1:1 and small group sessions between MAH 
modellers and SACEMA fellows

• Technical checks, code review
• Skills and advice for delivering effective stakeholder presentations
• How to present model outputs in a clear, and easy to understand way

Reflections for future capacity building with the MAH
• Long-term, sustainable mentorship is needed

• Improve modelling skills and understanding of different methodological 
approaches

• Linking modelling to programmatic needs and policy
• Improving MAH capacity in-country to respond to country needs
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MAH Technical Vetting Committee

Marker of success by 2027:
• “Recognition of the Hub as the go-to place internationally for 

expertise in measles modelling”

This committee will provide an internal peer review 
mechanism for models and tools developed within the 
MAH. 
• Primary aim is to ensure technical robustness and 

transparency before outputs are shared with external partners 
or policy-facing groups. 
• This formalised process will strengthen trust in MAH-endorsed tools and 

create a culture of collaborative review, reducing reliance on informal 
engagement and mitigating reputational risk.



MAH Technical Vetting Committee

Objectives:
• Conduct rigorous technical reviews of models/tools submitted 

by MAH members.
• Offer constructive feedback to improve quality and usability.
• Provide a “stamp of technical approval” for vetted outputs.

Scope:
• Epidemiological models, forecasting tools, and decision-

support systems relevant to measles control and elimination.

Outputs:
• Written review reports.
• Approval status (approved / approved with revisions / not 

approved).



Apply to the MAH Technical Vetting 
Committee

Membership:
• Expert modellers with PhD and ≥5 years experience.

• Earlier career researchers with exceptional technical skills are welcome to 
apply as a learning exercise

• Strong quantitative background; coding proficiency required.
• Prior experience in peer review and model evaluation.

Governance:
• Meetings convened on an ad hoc basis or quarterly for proactive 

reviews.

Applications will be accepted until 15th January 2026
• Application instructions will be circulated after this meeting



MAH Terms of Reference (ToR)

Current ToR voted on and adopted by members Q1 2025
Amendments include Technical Vetting Committee & 
MAH Working Group processes and governance
• Section 6: Role of Secretariat

o 6.2. The Scientific Coordinator and Chairs are responsible for triaging 
requests for MAH Working Groups and for technical review to the Technical 
Vetting Committee, tracking outcomes & ensuring follow-up with partners.

• Section 8: Role of Members
o 8.1.1. Members whose work benefits from or contributes to MAH modelling 

outputs may submit their work to the Technical Vetting Committee for 
technical review. 

o 8.1.2. Members who have a specific topic of interest can request to create an 
official MAH Working Group. 



MAH Terms of Reference (ToR)
New section:
• 10. MAH Technical Vetting Committee

• 10.1. Purpose: provide rigorous assessment of the technical validity of models, 
software, and analytic tools used within the MAH programme.

• 10.2. Membership: Committee members must apply for a 1-year position, in the first 
instance. Members are expected to have a PhD in relevant field; ≥5 years modelling 
experience; strong stats/math background; coding proficiency desirable; prior peer 
review experience.

• 10.3. Governance & Conduct: chaired by Scientific Coordinator and Chairs; ad-hoc 
meetings; documented review framework; written reports and approval status.

• 10.4. Accountability & Transparency: Secretariat maintains records; annual summary 
report written; Technical Vetting Committee may develop technical standards and 
open-access expectations.



MAH Terms of Reference (ToR)
New section:
• 11. MAH Working Groups

• 11.1. Purpose: provide logistical and organisational support for members who wish to 
collaborate around a specific topic relevant to measles control. Both modellers and 
stakeholders can propose the creation of a new Working Group, although all 
Working Group participants are expected to be MAH members.

• 11.2. Membership: open to all MAH members with a shared interest in the Working 
Group topic. Working Group members are expected to actively participate in 
meetings, for example, by sharing ideas, presenting findings, drafting reports, or 
offering feedback on Working Group projects.

• 11.3. Governance & Conduct: chaired by Scientific Coordinator; meetings scheduled 
according to needs and requests of the Working Group. There is no limit on the 
duration of time for which the Working Groups can be active, both urgent short-
term tasks and longer-term engagements are welcome.

• 11.4. Accountability & Transparency: Scientific Coordinator maintains records and 
writes summary reports.



MAH Terms of Reference (ToR)

Members can submit a formal challenge or raise a 
formal objection to the ToR amendments. 
• Challenges should be sent to vimc-mah@imperial.ac.uk by 31st

December 2025 or submitted via the feedback form on the 
MAH website 

mailto:vimc-mah@imperial.ac.uk
mailto:vimc-mah@imperial.ac.uk
mailto:vimc-mah@imperial.ac.uk
https://www.measles-analytics.org/contact-us
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Gavi 6.0 Replenishment
Gavi raised > $9 billion for the 2026-2030 strategic 
period (6.0). This is ~$2.5 billion, or 21%, short of the 
proposed $11.9 billion budget.

Shortfall will necessitate changes to proposed 
activities is the 6.0 timeline. 

Support for measles (and rubella) are a large fraction 
of Gavi budget. Gavi requested technical consultation 
from the Measles and Rubella Partnerships to review 
options for cuts to measles and rubella activities in 
the context of cuts to the overall budget. 

Consideration of the absolute and relative (to other 
antigens) of cuts to measles and rubella support. 

https://www.cgdev.org/publication/how-gavi-60-can-take-bigger-leap



Gavi 6.0 Replenishment
Programs Affected

Rubella Vaccine introduction:
• Catch-up Campaign targeting 9m-14y
• Introduction grant
• Increased per dose cost for routine 

immunization

Measles Follow-up Campaigns (SIAs)
• 9m-5y campaigns
• Frequency depends on country (every 2-4 

years)

Co-financing requirements of countries

https://www.cgdev.org/publication/how-gavi-60-can-take-bigger-leap



Gavi 6.0 Replenishment
Programs Affected

https://www.cgdev.org/publication/how-gavi-60-can-take-bigger-leap

Rubella 
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Follow-up
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MRP Working Group

Rubella 
Introduction

Measles/MR
Follow-up

Participants: 
Megan Auzenbergs 
Matt Ferrari

Topics: 
Rubella introduction
Measles SIAs
Plenary discussion: Interactions between the rubella 

introduction and measles program. Largely focused on relative 
benefit of $ spent on RCV versus MCV and potential for 
synergy between RCV and MCV



MRP Working Group
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SIA Report

Rubella 
Introduction

Measles/MR
Follow-up

Context: Questions from partners about model-based 
evidence for optimal SIA frequency and age targets. We 
developed a rapid review of existing modelling literature 
and ongoing or unpublished work.  

Outcomes: A report developed by MAH Secretariat and a 
number of selected contributors that was presented to 
partners. This has now been circulated to wider MAH 
membership. 



SIA Report: Results

Rubella 
Introduction

Measles/MR
Follow-up

Consistent points arise from the review of existing literature and current work:

1. SIAs remain a critical tool of measles & rubella control and outbreak prevention in low-to-
moderate RI coverage settings, and at introduction of rubella-containing vaccine (RCV).

2. Under most conditions, population immunity to measles increases with age. Wider age 
range  will frequently lower per-dose impact but produce more total impact.

3. Existing modelled guidance on inter-campaign intervals, targeting, etc., generally 
assumes the standard Catch-up and Follow-up age ranges of 9m-15y, 9m-5y, 
respectively. Though existing knowledge is sufficient to make principled inferences on the 
likely impact of varying the age range of individual SIAs.

4. There is a knowledge gap around the impact of the trade-off between reducing the age 
target and increasing campaign frequency; i.e., for what combinations of RI coverage 
can be narrower, but more frequent, SIAs achieve equivalent control targets and cost 
savings. There is an additional knowledge gap around the effect of spatial (i.e. 
subnational), prior vaccination (i.e. card-checking), or other risk factor targeting on 
campaign performance and cost.



SIA Report
We invite you to engage in three ways:

Read the report

Submit comments via survey: Share your feedback and 
comments

Join the SIA Working Group: Express interest in contributing 
to a focused group that will edit the current report and/or 
draft new commentaries on SIA age targeting, as well 
as participate in discussions on modelling projects to inform 
SIA transition strategies. Sign up
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2. Report on Age Targets for Measles SIAs
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Scenario Modelling

• Goal was to:
oEvaluate the relative benefit of MR investments compared to 

other antigens (cases, deaths, DALYs)
oEvaluate marginal benefit of additional funding for MR 

programme

• We were not directly modelling planned investements 
or cuts as those have not yet been made.

• Starting from no support we assessed marginal benefit 
of additional investment: RCV introduction, wider 
campaigns



Scenario Modelling

Measles Scenarios
No vaccination

Routine Only

Standard follow-ups <5y high coverage

Standard follow-ups <5y low coverage

Catch-up <10y high coverage

Catch-up <10y low coverage

Catch-up <14y high coverage

Catch-up <14y low coverage

Rubella Scenarios
No vaccination

Catch-up <10y high coverage

Catch-up <10y low coverage

Catch-up <14y high coverage

Catch-up <14y low coverage

Measles only scenarios
Rubella introduction scenarios

Unlike the 2024 SAGE projections, these use planned 
schedule of introduction through Gavi 6.0 period and 
country specific follow-up frequency. Specific to 
countries yet to introduce. 

Deaths and DALYs averted relative to M routine only 
over 30 years



DALYs Averted over 30 years

High coverage is better than low 
coverage … 

low high



DALYs Averted over 30 years

Majority of absolute benefit is in DALYs averted 
by high coverage measles campaigns, but large 
RCV benefit in some countries. Marginal benefit 
of wider RCV introduction is small. 

low high

Additional 
DALYs
Averted



DALYs Averted over 30 years

Majority of absolute benefit is in DALYs averted 
by high coverage measles campaigns, but large 
RCV benefit in some countries. Marginal benefit 
of wider RCV introduction is small. 
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Averted



DALYs Averted over 30 years

Majority of absolute benefit is in DALYs averted 
by high coverage measles campaigns, but large 
RCV benefit in some countries. Marginal benefit 
of wider RCV introduction is small. 

low high

Additional Rubella 
DALYs Averted



Summary

Measles programme has large benefit relative to other 
Gavi antigens. Maintenance of support for Follow-up 
campaigns should be prioritised in planning for 6.0 
shortfall
Rubella introduction has large benefit. Is likely cost 
effective with wide-age Catch-ups. But scope for 
flexibility in Catch-up targeting to meet budgeting 
needs (including consideration of costs associated with 
country co-financing). 
Communicated to Gavi board through MRP partner 
representatives. New Gavi strategy is forthcoming.
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Reflection

1. MAH participation in MRP working group calls
2. Report on Age Targets for Measles SIAs
3. Scenario modelling

Overall – this was a rapid and time-bound set of requests of MAH. 
Required participants who already had relationships with MRP 
partners and familiarity with Gavi priorities. So, these activities were 
useful for building MAH brand for ”go to” modelling expertise. 

• But was not a useful platform for our broader mission of 
increasing representation of modelling groups in 
engagement with partners.  



Reflection

1. MAH participation in MRP working group calls
2. Report on Age Targets for Measles SIAs
3. Scenario modelling

Important for MAH to participate in regular MRP calls to 
• Stay abreast of important topics that we can communicate to 

membership
• Advocate for work from the modelling community
• We were able to bring in additional experts for relevant briefs
• Standard MRP calls and working groups will continue and this is an 

opportunity for us to raise visibility of MAH research groups



Reflection

1. MAH participation in MRP working group calls
2. Report on Age Targets for Measles SIAs
3. Scenario modelling

We did identify meaningful gaps in knowledge that will be relevant to 
determining the research agenda going forward:
• Interaction between age targets and campaign frequency
• Alternative pulsed vaccination activities (e.g. PIRIs)
• Need for country-level support to navigate changes to Gavi 

funding and support



Reflection

1. MAH participation in MRP working group calls
2. Report on Age Targets for Measles SIAs
3. Scenario modelling

Critically, these time-bound activities rely on existing relationships 
and trust between partners. Limited time to review technical detail. 
Hard to bring in new modelling groups. 

1. Prioritise using our existing mechanisms to build relationships 
through slower pace research activities

2. Use Technical Vetting Committee to pre-validate novel 
modeling work for non-technical operational/policy partners



Reflection

1. MAH participation in MRP working group calls
2. Report on Age Targets for Measles SIAs
3. Scenario modelling

Impossible to develop reports with large groups, but we are 
trialing mechanism for (1) request for review and 
contribution from small group of technical experts, (2) 
(voluntary) MAH member comment period, and (3) spin-off 
of working group.  



Reflection

1. MAH participation in MRP working group calls
2. Report on Age Targets for Measles SIAs
3. Scenario modelling

Framing of activity required comparability to VIMC 
estimates, so limited scope for groups to be engaged. In the 
future we can invite groups/partners as “observers” to 
facilitate networking with partners. Technical Vetting 
Committee will position more modeling groups to be 
prepared for active modelling work with partners. 
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Upcoming events

Q1 2026 Meeting
• 9th March 2026 @ 15:00 GMT

SIA working group 
• First meeting 21st January 2026 @ 15:00 GMT
• Get in touch with Megan if you want more info about other 

working groups (m.auzenbergs@imperial.ac.uk)

Send us your news!
• Pre-prints, publications, upcoming seminars, measles related 

events
• Email by 10th December for inclusion in Q4 Newsletter
• vimc-mah@imperial.ac.uk



Thanks for joining

Questions? 

vimc-mah@imperial.ac.uk
MAH Teams
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