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Appendix 2 Sensitivity analysis for district level outcomes

MMR Sensitivity Analysis
The table depicts: "The actual outcome is XXXX compared to the projected outcome

CENTRAL
Kandy Matale  Nuwara Eliya
Linear Better Better Worse
Exponential Worse Worse Better Better Worse
Log Worse Better Better Better Worse
OUTCOMES ¢ | < c c
IMR Sensitivity Analysis
“This table depicts: "The actual outcome is XXX compared to the projected outcome”
CENTRAL
Kandy Matale  Nuwara Eliya
Linear Worse Worse Better
Exponential Better Better Worse Worse Worse
Log Better Worse Better Better Better
OUTCOMES I I I I I

C = Consistent
I=Inconsistent  One of the two alternatives matched the linear model
D = disagreement; neither alternative matched linear model
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