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Domain 2b -- Year-to-year consistency of Penta 3rd doses
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Figure 1: Country A, 2012
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Figure 4: Country B, 2012
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Figure 3: Country C, 2016
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Figure 2: Country B, 2014 [Note the improvement]




Domain 2c — Consistency between Penta 3rd doses and Penta 1st doses (dropout rate)
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Figure 5: Country D, 2015
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Figure 6: Country C, 2016



Domain 2c — Consistency between Penta 3rd doses and OPV 3rd doses

Scatter Plot: OPV 3rd doses : Penta 3rd doses (Districts compared to
national rate)
w
L)
o
o~
=
L 4,500
"
8
3 4,000
-
B
m 3,500
e
o 3,000 A
. .
2,500
2,000 .
. g
. .
1,500 )
d
1,000
.
.
4
500 +
0 T 1
0 1,000 2,000 3,000 4,000
Penta 3rd doses for 2016

Figure 7: Country E, 2016

Scatter Plot: OPV 3rd doses : Penta 3rd doses (Districts compared to
national rate)

160,000

140,000

120,000

100,000

80,000

OPV 3rd doses for 2016

60,000

40,000

20,000

0 T |
0 50,000 100,000 150,000

Penta 3rd doses for 2016

Figure 8: Country C, 2016



Domaine 3 — External consistency of estimates of Penta 3 coverage
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Figure 9: Country F, 2014
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Figure 10: Country B, 2014
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Figure 11: Country C, 2013



