		Comment form
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR HEALTH AND CARE EXCELLENCE

Multiple Technology Appraisal 

Medicines for treating osteoporosis and reducing the risk of fragility fractures (review of TA160, TA161, TA204, TA464, TA791 and TA991)
Stakeholder comment form

Please use this form for submitting your comments on the draft remit, draft scope and surveillance review proposal. It is important that you complete and return this form even if you have no comments otherwise we may chase you for a response.

[bookmark: Text42]Enter the name of your organisation here:      

	Disclosure
Please disclose any funding received from the companies marketing the treatments in the last 12 months. [Relevant companies are listed in the appraisal stakeholder list.]
Please state:
· the name of the company
· the amount
· the purpose of funding including whether it related to a product mentioned in the stakeholder list 
· whether it is ongoing or has ceased.
	N/A

	Please disclose any past or current, direct or indirect links to, or funding from, the tobacco industry.
	N/A




Comments on the draft remit and draft scope

The draft remit is the brief for an evaluation. The draft scope, developed from the draft remit outlines the question that the evaluation would answer.

Please submit your comments on the draft remit and draft scope using the table below. Please take note of any questions that have been highlighted in the draft scope itself (usually found at the end of the document).

If you have been asked to comment on documents for more than one evaluation, please use a separate comment form for each topic, even if the issues are similar.

Please complete this form and return is to osteoporosis@nice.org.uk by 5pm, Monday 23 February 2026. Please do not upload in PDF format. If you have any questions please contact Tamara Diaz, Project Manager via the above email address.  

If you do not have any comments to make on the draft remit and draft scope, please state this in the box below.

	     


Comment 1: the draft remit and proposed evaluation route
	Section
	Notes
	Your comments

	Appropriateness of an evaluation and proposed evaluation route
	NICE welcomes comments on the appropriateness of evaluating this topic and the evaluation route proposed (single technology appraisal, multiple technology appraisal or highly specialised technology evaluation).
	[bookmark: Text43]     

	Wording
	Does the wording of the remit reflect the issue(s) of clinical and cost effectiveness about this technology or technologies that NICE should consider? If not, please suggest alternative wording.
	[bookmark: Text29]     

	Timing Issues
	What is the relative urgency of this evaluation to the NHS?
	[bookmark: Text30]     

	Any additional comments on the draft remit 
[bookmark: Text31]     


Comment 2: the draft scope
	Section
	Notes
	Your comments

	Background information
	Consider the accuracy and completeness of this information.
	[bookmark: Text33]     

	Population
	Is the population defined appropriately? 
	[bookmark: Text35]     

	Subgroups
	Are there groups within the population that should be considered separately? For example, are there subgroups in which the technology is expected to be more clinically or cost effective? If subgroups have been suggested in the scope, are these appropriate?
	

	Comparators
	Are the comparators listed considered to be the standard treatments currently used in the NHS? Have all relevant comparators been included?
	     

	Outcomes 
	Are the outcomes listed appropriate? Will these outcome measures capture the most important health related benefits (and harms) of the technology?
	     

	Equality
	NICE is committed to promoting equality of opportunity, eliminating unlawful discrimination and fostering good relations between people with particular protected characteristics and others.  Please let us know if you think that the draft remit and scope may need changing in order to meet these aims.  In particular, please tell us if the draft remit and scope: 
1. could exclude from full consideration any people protected by the equality legislation who fall within the patient population for which the treatments are be licensed; 
1. could lead to recommendations that have a different impact on people protected by the equality legislation than on the wider population, e.g. by making it more difficult in practice for a specific group to access the technology; 
1. could have any adverse impact on people with a particular disability or disabilities.  
Please tell us what evidence should be obtained to enable the Committee to identify and consider such impacts.
	     

	Other considerations
	[bookmark: Text26]Suggestions for additional issues to be covered by the evaluation are welcome.
	     

	Questions for consultation
	 Please answer any of the questions for consultation if not covered in the above sections.
	     

	Any additional comments on the draft scope
     


Comment 3: regulatory issues (to be completed by the company that markets any of the technologies under consideration)
	Section
	Notes
	Your comments

	Remit
	Does the draft scope reflect the current marketing authorisation? If not, please suggest alternative wording.
	     

	Current or proposed marketing authorisation
	What are the current indications for the technology?
	     

	
	What are the planned indications for the technology?
	     

	Economic model software
	NICE accepts executable economic models using standard software, that is, Excel, DATA, R or WinBUGs. Please indicate which software will be used. If you plan to submit a model in a non-standard package, NICE, in association with the EAG, will investigate whether the requested software is acceptable, and establish if you need to provide NICE and the EAG with temporary licences for the non –standard software for the duration of the evaluation. NICE reserves the right to reject economic models in non-standard software
	     




Comment 4: comments on the surveillance review proposal
Add additional comments on the surveillance review proposal here. Please see questions for consultation at the end of the surveillance review proposal.

	Comment number

	Comments

Insert each comment in a new row.
Do not paste other tables into this table, because your comments could get lost – type directly into this table.


	1
	

	2
	

	3
	

	4
	

	5
	

	6
	


Insert extra rows as needed

Please complete this form and return is to osteoporosis@nice.org.uk by 5pm, Monday 23 February 2026. Please do not upload in PDF format. If you have any questions please contact Tamara Diaz, Project Manager via the above email address.  

Checklist for submitting comments
· Use this comment form and submit it as a Word document (not a PDF).
· Complete the disclosure about links with, or funding from, the tobacco industry.
· Combine all comments from your organisation into 1 response. We cannot accept more than 1 set of comments from each organisation. 
· Do not paste other tables into this table – type directly into the table.
· Please underline all confidential information and highlight information that is ‘Confidential’ in turquoise If confidential information is submitted, please submit a second version of your comments form with that information replaced with the following text: ‘confidential information removed’. See the NICE Health Technology Evaluation Manual (section 5.4) for more information.
· Do not include medical information about yourself or another person from which you or the person could be identified. 
· Do not use abbreviations. 
· Do not include attachments such as research articles, letters or leaflets. For copyright reasons, we will have to return comments forms that have attachments without reading them. You can resubmit your comments form without attachments, it must send it by the deadline.
· If you have received agreement from NICE to submit additional evidence with your comments on the draft guidance document, please submit these separately.
Note: We reserve the right to summarise and edit comments received during consultations, or not to publish them at all, if we consider the comments are too long, or publication would be unlawful or otherwise inappropriate.
Comments received during our consultations are published in the interests of openness and transparency, and to promote understanding of how recommendations are developed. The comments are published as a record of the comments we received, and are not endorsed by NICE, its officers or advisory committees. 

Comments received in the course of consultations carried out by NICE are published in the interests of openness and transparency, and to promote understanding of how recommendations are developed.  The comments are published as a record of the submissions that NICE has received, and are not endorsed by NICE, its officers or advisory committees.  
