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Abstract

In pharmacoeconomics evaluations, many factors cause uncertainty on the analysis. The results may
affect decision about reimbursement hence it is a key issue. In this study, to figure out the current
situation and to suggest solutions for that, we summarized the cause of uncertainty and the methods to
address them. After that, we conducted a literature review to reveal how uncertainty is evaluated on
the literatures. In addition, we pointed out the issue with the current methods of evaluation and
suggested new measure of uncertainty. In result, it is recommended to prepare probabilistic sensitivity
analysis guideline to help more appropriate evaluation of uncertainty in a pharmacoeconomic study.
At last, we suggested a modified expected value of perfect information (EVPI) which we call EVPI¢
and compared its characteristics with original EVPI. The comparison found that EVPI¢ leads right
conclusion when it is used on the evaluation of the effectiveness of investment on a study to get more

clinical evidence.

Key words

Pharmacoeconomics, Sensitivity Analysis, Value of information



ER/N

4
5

B B vttt ettt ettt ettt r et r et s et a et et et ne et re et e re et re et en s 1
N = SRR 1
1.2 ARG OMETTRRRE oot e 2
1.3 ZRIIFTT DD H I ettt ettt ettt 3
1.4 BEARIERTTAMI D JTE ettt 3
1.5  ZHZASHT (Cost Utility Analysis; CUA) D JF1E i 6
1.6 FEAFRIERTAMI O TEME. ..ottt 8
17 BB M IS T D ATETENE oo 9
1.8 ARHEFENEDRTAM & FFIE woviiiirieieeeeiete ettt 10

1.8.1  Methodological uncertainty D FHH, KA. ..ooiiiiiiiiiiicc 10

1.8.2  Structural uncertainty O FFAM. TR cveiieiieee e 13

1.8.3  Parameter uncertainty DA, H I .cvrieereereeeeececeeee e 32
L0 D 41

TFFE 1 FEERAEE S3AT O IR oo 42
2.1 B ettt ettt ettt 42
2.2 PSA DTFHEEFERDFEIR (oo 44

2.2.1 P S A e 44

222  PSANBIFOLIDHETR L Z DRI oo 47
2.3 PSAICEIT D EE T A R T A L et 50
p A SV N/ Sl e R 52

241 ARIEITHIT D HCTHGE A7 PSA O IR oo 52

242  AIRIZEBT D HSCTHE SHUTZ PSA OFEFIRDL oo 55
p T = /A . 5 YR 56

TFTE 2 BEEERRIE EVPLDFEZE oo 58
35 S 3= OO OO SO SO TSSOSO SRRSO 58

3.1.1  EVPI(Expected Value of Perfect Information)..............coouviiiieiieiiiiiiiiie e 58

312 EVPIDMERR (oot 60

3.1.3  EVPI ®i: cost-utility analysis between Linezolid and Vancomycin in the empiric

treatment of NOSOCOMIAl PNEUMONIA .......ceieeeeeeee e 63
KT 5 66

321  HEEGRITIEE TS K EVPIDIETR oo, 66

3.2.2 EVPI & EVPIEDELEL .o erana e 67
3.3 BB ottt a e 68
B4 EVPIE DI oottt ettt r et neereeneas 69
35 B ittt h Rttt a ettt r et n et ne et ne et ene s 70
36 D E LB e 73

E = OO SRUSOSRU O RUPT 74

ARBTFTE D IEIR <ottt 75



© 00 N O

T et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e et e et 77
B DB I & U S T ettt ettt e et e e 78
T B ettt ettt et et e e et e e et e e et e e e e et e e e e e 79



1 F

A
i

1.1 HE

Health Technology Assessment (EEREE IR, HTA) & iX. EUREED HTAMBE Ox v |k
U—27ThDHEUNtHTAIZ LD &, THTA Lt EREAROFIMICET 2 E%0 - tha
)« B - BRI OWTOERE, VAT <7 4 v 272, BAEEZ - T, WA
<, BEICELD T FRNRTrEATH L, TOEMIL, BEFLORRTRHER
IRERBURAAED T2 DGR A R L, BRBROMELZRL LS LT THD, | L&
NTWDHY, HTA DFSHZ O IR N T, EFREIN 2R E R e 6aHi+ 2 2 & 2 &
PRI RTAM & P55, AR I W TR ERE RO 5 HHEF 25 il 5 b DIZEH L, #
IR RN & PR (7272 L, #FFE LIS W TIRIRAIRR SR 2 0 &9 2 & & L CERER%E
Rt &V S FERR 2 MBS T %)

ARG WV CRHli SN2 BEIE. < DG TH DR BIOTENR &I~ TH
ST RIEN TN DD 0D VY —F 7 AT a3 VEFHNT 202 b DO TH D, FF
i XL DRI OV T B 2R L IR 2 50E L, TR THOIME, LRt E sh 505
&L AR MDEZGHTH I LT, FHEGROIBRPNERT DIBMAYe =2 2 R IBIIEYIC
FONDHFFCH LZITANTRER b D TH L2 Hlrd %,

SEANRR A L, BEIS OERO W & 2 WIERAE O E ORI L —2 & LT
MEN28&E PIFESETIEDR > TWD, EARFRHMABORICHN OGN TSR b A4 72
A XY Z2DFI 2T 5 &, EFEMLOMEITRIERO ERITRESND OO, HEEESHO
H Al 23552 50TV 578, National Health Service (NHS) 235 & L 7= B {25V T National
Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE) 723JEHIRRGFRFAM 72 & DARMLE ¢ & 12 NHS D3
BN FCOMHAEHRT 20 E0E A RTACE LD D, BESMIIMERELHTE S
2R T BIZOWTES | £ F DS ORMITTEIN TN DD, ZUWNERBICEL ko7
a3 ) AENICE T 2 EEBIIEENIIITON R RDEZEZ TR, A XU ZDE
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BT TN THEZMIL L, ATEMN O TROEHNRETH 5720 Z D X 9 721 A FEH
LTV 2R, BHHRNEN TN L ZBBICHHEA~DT 7 B AR EIND 2 LI

B L CERFMIAZR ENDOKFIFIRV, Z D=, Bl 2135108 AFNZx L CTid Cancer Drugs
Fund (CDF) 9% EHEO THERLIFBNCHREL, BET 7 AZHEL TS, —HFTHAR
([CFRWTIR, HEHKRA MG LI EE A - EEER IR L LT EDAEMED S & IRER
BERIND WD AT LADG & HRFIRE GG OBLR 2 D O PRBRAEEAE D% E M OPRIR

RO A TIIITHON T IR o 72 h, PIRESIRRER I T 2012 42 L 0 2 %t

%

BN RFAT OTE AT S 41, 2016 420 B FATHYE AT O TR Y | 2018 4 D Ffli i i

FHIEH SN D TETH D,

12 FPROMRFRE

PRI BT, ATt WZELY BR< Z &1L TE 72y, Cochrane library? o X 9
2% < OEIRRABRO A & « 75V U 2 %47 5 BHBIL, KRR OERIIRHEIEEL Z 720,
BRARRER 1 SO B TITRA S I mIC B D MR H 50 b Th D, DX IRAL - 7TV
VADFERTH - TH, Mo loflimmllE D Rt Z S RIITHER CE Vs, HEHFICH
LREEU EOMENE OB T BB TOREDTZET VA L LTEORMREEZT
o, TRIEHA RTA VEICHMBAAEND, ZHUTA Y « TF Y VR E > TH LN bR
MFES TV D AR 0/ S TR, R R a BR L7272 0124 U 2 RO HIFHE
Eb, AZ - TFHYRAOEGRNE LWGEICE L NS FIEORIFHEN EE> T b7
A b S D, FEOBFEICE W THDMEDREEERME TH 25 N AEEATERICIS VT,
MRl 5% D5 1 FEODIERR  (SRERIZI3HTHE &t KD NI AT BRo TENH D & Hiim
STFTLEIRY) 2FETL2OLRKOHHIZE D,

FEHIRRE A IRk % ZRERIRRER, T —F X=X EHETHHDOThH LD, TIHIZEE

N O RHEFVEDOR A JRZ T D, & bIT, AR FE TIIREDO TRZTT AL TGE



MixATH 2 EMZVR, BEZLICTEINTHD ThE, Vo7 (B3R %
BRI BT L U (R3] o [H3] . [BEC] O 3 SoREREDO W)
[T RTOBENRDFHEND LRET D) T NV TRETLHEBICBWNTRDNDERB S
<\ HAIREFRHE H RIS T D ik ORI N B TR R b e D, Ko T—RDE
RN LR R R EORBEE RELZITDE VR 5, AbO &Y | AR F MO
IR THEEFEA LN W BRIREICORNRDGENHY . ZOZEEMET D LI
FilE  REAT D m O RR D IXRRIRERER 21T D55 2 ot G IZEICATH D25, R
BOEDRERTOAIMEEZHRETERWVIEY) ITHYTIREREREGZIDEVZDHTZD,
FEARRF LT D R HEEMEDBLRITHEERRA b Th D, €2 TR TIE, AR

FAHIIZ IR 1T D AHERMEIZ DWW TEBL L, RRRZ IR T2 2 L2l e T 5,

1.3 FHROBH

AWFFETIL, FEHIRRG M 31T D RFEFENEIC OV TR L 7o, AR D iRk
WERET D OUTOMET —~ 2% E LT,

1. REHEEMOFHEA BARICBIT DHFRICTED L HITITbN TV ENEHRET 5,

2. BEFORMEEICIRT 2B L Z OIRER & L THT R TIEZRET 5,
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FEARA N T, I RO (LLT., e e 4 25) 28 M & ROmm ) & xR
1R & 35 2 & CE A RITEN TW DG P E T 5, BHEROWTNICK
WTh, DA ARIN & DR @I OBEREN - O TRIRZHE L. /b
T2, LAFICED BRI 7231 217 99,
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ZENRDY, BHE LUTEH BT AHAIX P OB (perspective) (ZIG U TELT H I &I
2%, B ZAXAHERRE O THNNE OIS TERE NRBE DT DENT 7oL (97E)1E
K) FEFEER AR VR, 0N, Tab bR RERORIEEE 2 D e HIX T BRI
SRR E LTEMICEH Lai s,

(ZhER) i, IRRIC LV EEINLEERE EOFIBTH D, ZIULFHIO FIESHEBIZ X
DR DREMEM SN D, BRREHEOUE, AFHHOER, BHEBAFHROER
ENEZ BN DN, EREEAELFE (Quality-adjusted Life Years; QALYs) 723% B4 R4 bk
TE DM, AIEIZT T SR b ORI Z & ATV DR, AHLERE LTHE

MEn T3,
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MM L TR OBV RN LY BUFORTE A R/Memotr, &R,
AT, BERERSHTO 4 >OFKARRF MO IENREINTE Y, FHo B, FHlxt
LIRROMEBEZEIZ XV EW T »MTbh D,

o EHK/IMEIHT (Cost Minimization Analysis; CMA)

HIERE &R OER T 2B M2 ik L. KV BEAPL W0 2EN TS LT 5

T, ekt & IR TR O N2 MRNFE TH 5 LD b D EIIX 2/

EE LTHRBIRGIETH D,

o HHLFHT (Cost Effectiveness Analysis; CEA)

B & LTRSS AR EORRIEIEZ 80 L. 20R 1 AL A BRI RS

% 1o OIS BB N A2 %9 %, Zi% Incremental Cost-Effectiveness Ratio (45> %

FZNARLL; ICER) LRSS, ICERIZLL FOXTHRE S5,
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B BRINTIE. SR LAY 720 OB AR T 5720, B2 I3RERFIERICEB N T
HbAlc ZZhif & U=l & . @A HRIC B O CHRIE . R e 2 0 5 & U 7= 3F A
DI TOHENTERNEWIREIZH 203, BIRICBW TEFEEHN STV 2058
HxZOEFEMERTHDMRPEL THY . EFLHROT —FZDAF LKA S T
b EVHIRERD D,

# A4 (Cost Utility Analysis; CUA)

CEAD S5 b, & LTQALYs V% b D& & AT & FFOSHAIT 2. QALYs
X, LFOXTRDOIN DB Y KEEIRIEIZEIT S Quality Weight (QW) & & DFEFEIR
BCOEFFEROBEZ R LT-bDTH D, . QW LT, BaRERREL 1, 5

a0 & L TEEFIREIZ QOLIZH S BEASIT AT HIEIETH D,
QALY = Z(iﬁf?&) x (QOL)

QW TR OFEIE A MO TICERN TEXLHEIETH Y . QW IZEESU 7= QALYS B ¥ H

ZRIOT AR TH D E WO EBENTZHE 2> TW\W5D, Z D7 CUA OfERIZad

—

D £ 512 CEA TIXHE L oo T BERIF B & w8 LT IR O[] C O FBERITY 7o Ml
EHTHZEMTESD, QW IE EQ-5DP° HUI®, SF-6DY72 & QOL REMNSLHE I &
L, ZBIFEFEZERTHWOND Z LDV CH D Z bR T — 4
ELTQW ST L5 LD CUAIZBITOHETH 5,

# FE 5541 (Cost Benefit Analysis; CBA)

b HFEEERT DDA >TH LT 5 EROE % Willingness To Pay  (3<$A
WEEAE; WTP) LIRS, CEA X CUA IR W THIR 1AL S 72 0 D850l fiE & & &
LT ENTENE, PREGHICHE L, BMEDEL LD T LT, MG Z R
WOV X D Z LI Lo TENL T OBERFIRDBEENDDONEHLNITH T &R

—(“% 50



1.5 BEAMASH (Cost Utility Analysis; CUA) D7k

RTINS LT SEARER R O 7LD 5 6, 2 OEICE W TEERN R FEL SATVD
CUA D k&R~ 2%,

ATEIC Tl 72 £ 30 . CUA TITHTEHE & IR ORI CTE M L 2R (QALYS) % ik
THHLOTHLIN, ZNEKRTDEKL-LOMEY L7025, YO KA HRTEER & i X |
X#h TR (QALYs) %, YHiTHEMZ/;RT, 2RITOFHEIZENT Xifie YHEiTXEIb6Hh
Xz, X, Y &EBIZIETHLH 1 BB KEFHEIDIZEH 18R, 5 2 R, 5 3 LR,
FAGIREPESN, 22 CIERTAMBICT 2720 BEX, B#HY) OFEAZbL LI B
R+, BH+H) o GER—, BH+) . GR—, BH-) . GR+, BH-) LT
T2, ZDO&D R EEMNHI VLS,

e R+, BA—) OXMIET 256, FIRROEAC X o> T iigHE L
HLEWIRENEOND O 2, BALEHNIND ZEICRD, 20X DR —RTBWTEEE
FIREE BOBLE D DITFRIEA~DOO D BRI N LEE LW 2 L IZEmORIT R, ThE
dominant TH 5 L5, — T, FIREDSRRIBE LV B HEMNT 51600063,
RITE G —, B +) O5E. FARFRIBLE IR D B0 2 &0
REBOBRINTHY . T4k dominated TH D Lo, Fo, FHREDIZ D DR MEL, &
AbiEn GhR—, BH—) ThHr—Ab RS LTEIH V1550, BAEIEO OB
TR CFRRTAIE) A ZROH D165 CBiaH) 1T B2 5008 W) PR IC OV T
AR Tl il e,

Dominant X dominated D& 1%, Frigk & XFHRIGEOWT NN ZIRIRT 5 2 & TRV IR
R VIRWEHTENRT 22 ENTELDERIREIIRS TH LN, < OFERIL %)
R+, B#H+) | TROLABIEREI IRPEVREHN bR RLTHAD, ZDLED
Y EIs TR A ARt D R 2 5 Z L1202 % 1QALY 53 572Dl

SOEHZBMTIILND Z 22 D00) EWHIBENLEHEI 21T 5 D2 CEA DEZ T
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AR 1 5 RRESERE 2 S 5 1 0b . SANEFREI O FIEZ CUA 0 fil 2 305

CE LD, AR THIR S D FEARF MO FIEE LTH Y O 08413 CUA 2 A

DM MOFHEIZR N TS —ixthz Kb,

1.

YUY —F 7 T AF 3 ORE

A 24T O BRFEEM, BB & MIRIBIR, 70 M AZRE L, BRIICH LN LTz
WA PIfEICT 2, SO TEHMEZAT 5 IR (FFHE) 0 RRICEAET 2H R
W BEMEICBRAE T 572D OFBIRLIRETILERD D,

PRIBET L OERL

IRE[E] S TR PR O ZE R A BT 5 72018 THa RV i) 28 ET 5 2 & AR
DIEFEHTMAT A R 74 BN THHERE SN TV D R0 TG RO HT

LI OGEBETFIZOY BEOEREZE LI E T25548 8 L I3k,
— 7 TRARFERRC BRI ZE O BRI M TTER DA D2 T3~ 2 DI+ e i & L T
RESND D, £ OHARARFETMICBOTERSND TRV X
DRI, Ko TERRBBRCEE R DG b7 — & 2 AR F M THW S 7201
%, RICEF ZRWIFEN LG8 ED X ) RTHRETELDNE T HH0ENH
bo o, VH—F 72T 3 > CTRE LI BEEM & 52— LR R
WZERNEATIIZE E L TP LB EET D LIRS0, BEEMEZKST (HD W
TOATT) GEOREE TRT2HERDD, 0K eEERRT D720, HE
DI EDTHE-TEDRED S & TET /MET D Z &N TDID D, 7/
ODFELLTCLELIREA SN DL LT, »2IREEZT LA O TR ESS PN
TR L, BMAREEBREBICED ETOMELZNETITI»HEH. REET UL
THWERET VL HEE, CERE”, e EORBINEER Z —EDWIM (cycle

length) ZEIZERT HLICTHREET MET DLV TET NS HD,



3. BEERETICHR, BHOT -4 (T A—4) 2fHATD
TREET VTR LEZWTROET ICENTH, WL OnhOEBIRELZERZL T, A
FIZ Lo TEN S ORBRIEM 2B T HMELZ LB ST L 2 & TIREOZRE KRBT
Do ZDIODOMERIT, BRARBCHEIRMIZENDHEET 20 R B 5, £2. TNTh
DOFEIRFEIZIB T 5 QW R, b E A bHEET 2.

4. ICER OHH
REBET VR, BROT—2 AT D & BROH 2 BEEMICI CREF
DI DT o Te -l 21T - 72551, FER & RIBR TR ONTIR L BELE

HANEETE S, ZNODEREMEDkZEDHZ LT, ICERZH T 5,
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EFFR RN I 2 RNHEFMEITLLU T O 3HIZ S 51,

e Methodological uncertainty
FISIROBRER, GO LEMOHMM R, EHFFEREZ £ 0 X 512479 2 OFIRIE—
H TR RNHEEMEDIRA & 72 %,

e  Structural uncertainty

REBET VCEENDRBIREOERITLT L O H T3 5720, K0 M7k

EAERTIIKBET VO LTHBREDOTFREZEL T ILNTELLIICAAD

gun)

b}
[y

J

¢

W, NTGA—ZOERBRREEL o720 ETeRTA—FPEELIHETE 22D,
FE b X bRE LEEERENBEN TIT RV ARt L H 5,

e  Parameter uncertainty
BRIBET /HRAT 537 A —Z [ TEARRER, BRMIZEN DG S ND 2 LNEHE TH
D8, BEARER, ERRDIZE TV B R CFHE S L, IEL S FET SN E LTHAIRIZIT
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FARZHFL T EATHD Z LD, TNENORARER, BIRDIEICE D A MHEE

PEDS A7, w2 5 X D BT R E W,

1.8 AFEEERMOE & xti
AL AT 6 1) D ARFEEMEITZ DOFAEFR KD 3 I KR TE S 2 L 2RI TR LT,

ZNENDRFERMEIZOWN T, ZOREZ R~ G-l &R D TFIEIZ DN TR~ D,

1.8.1 Methodological uncertainty M §E(fi. i

Methodological uncertainty & 1%, SEAIRRFE MO FIEI E D RHEEMETH Y, LTD LS

RbDRHITBND,

o FHA DA

o IhEKHROEE

o FHAMhFEAR

o EM. BROEIGIR
o IRF[H] M

o HHOEEHE L —

Methodological uncertainty |Z 3D RFEFEIED 5 H & o & b BRI 22 HL D Fu 25 [R5 722 R e
EMTHD L VWZ D, FIBIERELFNCET D & FTEROMEZ BUEMMEICE Lz & iz Ene
FOEIGEZEN BIWNTEZDREND H70F. FHli 21T 5 ERPRFEORBUC LV EDD Z &
o BFRICIE LWVMEZ G2 Z S ITRARICER N B 5,

FHIROGE THNTEBEORRR EABBIZT 50 E, —EOHBDITZ b > TS )
DIEZERT DI EITARETH D, FAF L 21T > 7 f RO LB ATREME A 1R T 5 & W
5 B Z T D OIIERHOSRIEE2RIZ 5 Z & THOREDORRNARETH D Z Enb,

HBEBZ ONDFIEIIESEETA RTA4 I ET H Z L1122 L Y methodological
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uncertainty DELERI G E T2 Z LN TE D, AARICBITDFEEMTA R 74 12BN
TITHE 2%, H[E NICEDTA N7 A 2 TIHFERE 35NN HIGROEAREL L THIEI AT
% 610,

HA RZ A ZHE - 7= methodological uncertainty Ol & LC, #[E NICE OFHiD 7= D T4
A7z, F508del 25 5 A8 E 26 O FNIPERIAMEIE B 12 351F 2 lumacaftor & ivacaftor ff 1% #ED
ARG 2 B3 59, NICE IZHE S 7= ANL, £ 0HA 4 iR+ 25 A —
71— (Z O TIE Vertex Pharmaceuticals 1) 7> & 2 xR A ORSE RAEH 4, Z OfE
B2 NICE b Eit &%\ 7= 7 /v—=7 (Evidence Review Group; ERG) Z L v #EHIFInSEE X
Do A—A—FRAIE LTNICE A KT A D FIEIZ L D538 (reference case & FEA
TW5D) BITHZ L LEINTEY, LEIE U reference case LA D J71EIZ L 2 5FAM % 4 Bhi
IZHEH T2 Z &M TE S, #1112, ERGIZ X » THRENFRH L7=/#723 NICE @ reference
case L AEL TV 5 Z L OREERE R 2T, FARFMICIH VW TE - & bl L2 7ETR
BUZ KV ZEDDAREMEIEH 203, EFTILED L 5 7RI T - T reference case DFER A 7~
32 & ¢, methodological uncertainty (Zxf#La LT\ 5, — 5T, RIS UAEAEN Sl L
e EE TR R a R~ 2 ENEE L EX N8I, TOMRESEGR L LT

AR A T S D Z &2 %,
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% 1-1 ERG (2 & 5 reference case & A — A —D#H L= DEE(BE TR 14 X 0 Ry
NICE reference case checklist (TABLE ONLY)

521

Artribute

Reference case and TA

Methods guidance

Dioes the de nove economic

evaluation match the reference

case

Comparator(s) Therapies routinely used in the The congparator in the decision
NHS, including technologies problem which is SoC, matches
regarded as current best practice | the comparater in the NICE

fior the two populations scope. The mntervention examined
here 1s intended as an adjunct to
SoC, so the comparison is
between TUM-TVA with SoC
versus SoC alone.
Patient group As per NICE final scope People with CF aged 12 years and
older who are homozygous for the
F508del rmtation
Perspective costs NHS & Personal Secial Services | Yes.
Perspective benefits All health effects on ndividuals | Yes.
Form of economic evaluation Cost-effectiveness analysis Costutility analysis.
Time horizon Sufficient to capture differences | Yes (lifetime horizon).
n costs and outcomes

Symthesis of evidence on

ONECOINEs

Systematic review

Primary clinical evidence from a
meta-analysis of relevant trials

Qutcome measure

Cuality adjusted life years

Yes.

Health states for QALY Desenbed using a standardized Wes.
and validated instrument Health states are evaluated using
EQ-3D data collected duning the
climcal effectiveness studies. as
well as values from the literature.
Benefit valuation Time-trade off or standard The standard UK EQ-3D tanff 1z
gamble used which is based upon time-
trade off.
Source of preference data for Representative sample of the Ves.
valuation of changes in HRQoL | public
Discount rate An anmual rate of 3.5% on both Yes.
costs and health effects
Equity An additional QALY has the Yes
same weight regardless of the
other characteristics of the
mdividuals receiving the health
benefit
Probabilistic modelling Probabihstic modelling Yes.

Sensitivity analysis

A range of sensifivity and

scenario analyses are presented.

12




A RTA ALV HFE— LIFETIHMEZAT 9 2 & 1d— R U CREARF M O 58272 b
WATHEME 2RO L DT DN, FEOR—OATAERHE N TEX 5 L0 ) b Tldizu,
FISIROFIZ WD & BIFIERE S RESINIHE, —RICE AL < 0305 23 kK
(ZITEHBERI S LD &9 IR LT, FRRICHIK S 7 2 B O BUEANE S Feig b
RSFHBSND Z L2725 Z LMD AR <, D F W FEDOBR O R TREICIR I DR
WL DHER], ARINRRETLZOTHD, ZDEH 7R L E2BET 572D, methodological

uncertainty O I I FEBER 2 B2 I-#Em SN E ThH D L2 D,

1.8.2 Structural uncertainty M FHi. G

FRHLOT =205, ROKRFHIMECR R 5 BEERICB T 2RBO TR ESD DA
BT NVEAFRT D Z LR LIZLIEITON LY, FKEET MIRED TR Z W< O OBERR
EIC X W RHLL, RERRIEOH 2B T D2 L TTHRE2RET N, KEBETTANEREOT
%AEIELS RETE TORNW D LT K D AHEIFEME% structural uncertainty & PSS, fiff B 72 451 %
B 1-212R7, F7 V1 TIIHERE MR TABE L) O3 DREEHEBT L& L

TET/MMELTWDE—F, T/ 2TiE TABE) WNOIEA Xy MEFIRET DM ENT 2

Uy

ODIRMEIZH T b TRY . THEEE) TABR (L) | TABE (Z2oft) | [PEC] @4

&

DOREEWRBT HET VLo TS, DIEA XY MNEFRKETHABEE . ZOMOER
HIZ £ D ABLOBI TR (1212 QW) CIGRICH D BN KE S Eb L 1-0F CIREET
b2 LITHBIR LRI WGE . BTV 20130 NEBEORBREZEL KM LIZET VL Th
HEEZDLM, —HTHFTERAITHLD I TWDHEET NE/NT A =X DN 4Oh
BT72OL3OWMLTNDZERNbnD (A URBREBICRE D RANIRLS) o It L
DR HNIAERNERT A—=Z EHET L2856, BT VERBITIED ZOIIEY 23 L& &
DAERID/NT A =2 DBAFITEE L < 72D, 7o, TETNVOEMS AT Z LIV FRHD

T ZI AT DRENIHINT 223 RRICEL 2842 TIIT 283 INT 5 & IERS
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20, ERREEZHEOL, LVEMRET LV ETHRETHLINENL, EEREREZHEOT
ZEICRVEREOTHRERMTEDL A v N ERFEFEEOHEIMZE DT AV v FOWT N
RKEWDIZ L VW 208238 5, Structural uncertainty (2% LT, W< DO, 4L

DIEPRR SN TN D,

A Abz

ibme) e (Zot) M

EFILL ETIL2

1-2 =jva 75 )LOf|

Dtk Oiin D=0, ~/a7ET5 /L% Strong 5 OHEDESEZIZERT D,
® ETOXNREITNTNNORBIRIED > BV loilEdEND
® Cyclelength & &2, —EDMERTAS WD EAIRIED B BIOREBIRIEIZESR T D
o GHIRBOEBEEIL, SV DHEEBREORULFT D
LWV ) 300K E L OV a7 ET ATIE, B#d = (1,2,-D)D b & Tt =
0,1, TITEEIRFER = (1,2, -+, NITW D EBEDEIE 15 = (Ta1e Tane » Tane) TXEL T D
KO TRTZLnTED,
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P t
T4 =T goMy

7272 Ly M3 #AIZB VT LIEIO cycle THREBZER T 2MREZ/RTITHITH D |

Pai1  ° Pdin
", - ( S )
Pan1 ° DPdnN
TREND, ZOETALDE E, EHIZCUAZERILT D, IBFdEZZITTEY ., FEAIRRE
nT1lEO cycle W Z LEGAICKILO B E . IR ZENEINC, = (cq1,Cazr» Can)'

Ed = (edl,edz,“',edN)’&i—\wqu N ICER @?&E'fﬁai

[CER. = Yi—oT aoM5Cy;
d = T ’ t
D=0 aoMyEq;

ERTIENTED, —HTHR 1 BEMHIVISH>THIWLETE Moz ETD &,

CBAIZLLTO XL IITREND Z LN %,

T T

D — ! t ! t

NB; = wZn aoMgE g — Z T 3oM;C
t=0 t=0

1821 F U Ao

WARF MO L= DT & LT ET HET /L (basecase) % 1 DiEIR L, ficHEz 9
BN DD YT ) AT K D RHTRER & base case (2 K B RIS K & 22 TRHECHF JE A3 20
T L xRS D T & T, basecase DffEm D LML b L base case 2N U Tl AR < o>
FUABNIE Lo A BRI REN W2 L 2T 5 HEE T U 00 LS,
ZOFEEINICETA FIA  VFETHHESI N TN D HDTH D, ZOHEDENLTND
SITZEDY TSI H Y, base case ENERD VT U ADRERIOGBLEND ED X HICR -
TVLPDPRAHICTE DL ZAHCHDL EVAZ D, K12 TR TAaTETNOREHRD L
TRTOABE#[F— & B3 ET/V 1% base case & L, DIME A X hEJRE & F 5 APt &

ZNLSND NG % o3 T 2TV 2 OfFMTRER L R Lo & &0 RERMEHED A BT id
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ABi% 2 SOWRBEIZ 1T D 2 & DINTRERICR E 0t B e 52 o e 2 e B LU RITE

T 2DIE D Y TH o7& LTHAHmIC I L RN ENHEGRE SN D,

1.8.2.2 Model selection

AIHEI(1.8.2.1) TR L 7= F U 4341 Tl base case LAZL D 7 U A 13 < & T base case |2
L ofEmmar BT LT 72D\ ENDH B DT, v U A5 CRE BB RN T L S 172
WER Y JFHI & LT base case D Rz TR T %5, DFE Y &7 U A48T base case 7%
T NOEEDOBRNDZYE TH IOV TORIEN 2S5 Z i, £ 5T base
case DI 4P IREVBLE D OEERL E2a— I L VRSN D LENH D, —FHT
model selection (£ /LK) (X, WL 2D+ U A< ET LV E, ERELND
T2 ENETHHALTWD ) . TFRHBOT—=ZIZENETHEELTWD] &)
BEDPOFE L, FROOT—F &b LICRERET VERINT 2 HETH D,

Model selection D FEHE & U THRMIEHR E (Akaike’s Information Criterion; AIC) )& oA X
& (Bayesian Information Criterion; BIC) O3 M 5N TV 5, Wb T T LD %
FIONCETANELRT A =2 DEPIZ L DT NT 1 (T A —=ZEHDIRNE S B
AIC, BIC 3/NS L e HHIE) M 72bDTHY . ZNENLLFOBY RS, Wb
BMEP NS VETANRED LW EREND,

AIC = —2log{f (x]0)} + 2p
BIC = —2log{f(x|0)} + plog(n)

BIC 0% 2 HIZE £ Hnid Y Tz d, AICIZIEY T AT~ T AT 4 1IC% 5
Lgnizd, H—OREMANLDY TN Tho>Th, YT VENER D L LV EMRE
TADNEIND, —I7TBICIEY > T AEDIEINS 25 &E~T T 4 BEINT 5, HHERET
JZBWTIIF AN R D 2 & THE LEMNNES LR D08, 5 2HDORT VT 1 D3N

T2 L TINMNMEIN, BICIZES S BT /VOFIITY & 7 /VEDHEIN L TH— BN
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R1zi1 %, AIC & BIC DIV ITFIZET WVEBROAMIC LY | KRDOT—Z DF R Dm0
ETNVEBEBRLEVGAEIEFRDLOT — X ORE SIS CHISICEMEZRET VR RIRE LD
AIC ZERTHITLV, = TETAOBEMOFIZ LI OIELWETABLTEENTND &
WORED S &, ZOETAERELIZWGE, VU7 AEBICEVIELWETANED LD

FTIERWDOT, T ABICEIOT—EHLEETAPERSNDS BICZ WD 19,

1822 1R T —2 ZRW=ETILER

%2 < O, FEARFHmIC W TRk T —2 2 TFHIL, B EREZHT 2 2 &
DHBTH D Z &6, AIC 2 H 7= model selection (2 DWW CREMZ R 5, AIC ILATRD
EBVNRTA=FRICEORXTFNANT 4 BT BEETH D, BELAZRDDIZDITIE,
HThONTETVICBEMAZ L OIRT —% (HET—%) 2RAT 2, B2 iTdH5KE
KRB S DI CREHET — 2 ) HRO DB, EFBEBIIEES M EE LIZET L LY
A TNGHEAE LTZET ADONTIRBWVNEER L2V & T 5,

BZET — 5 0 B AEAFRFEI (y, ty, - t) DT DT & & FREDA, U A TV O LT

FhEh
£(¢]1) = T4 2 exp(—2¢)
F(tl2, p ) = Ty pGoP exp{-(20)" |
Thb,
Ko THRARLER
f(t14) = 1=, Aexp(—At)
£(tlA, ) = ITres AB(Ar)" " exp{~(Ar)"}
LEsNnS,

RT A =FDOEBEESHTIEZLDS 1) . YL TADHATIE2S (4Lp) THLHIND
AlC IXZ=NnEih
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AlCgxponential = —ZZog{f(tM)} +2= —2log{]’[,’}=1 /iexp(—it)} +2
Ammmd=—meQMﬁn+4=—mwd &Jﬂﬂfﬂ@m{{ﬁfﬁ+4

LELND, DD AICOfEZEEEEL, /NESWIEH DT VAT 5,

182228XT—2 ZRAWL=ETIL:ER
RIFiDO LB AICRBICIE, HZETF—#%b LICH i shb7od, HET =2 03720
INOEEMT D Z LIFTTERY, FAREFMIC ISV TIATHIREORE R L. LT
—H EHWTIRBET VOMENMTOND Z ENEV, ZOHAE, THROEER L%
BLTHEET X2 ATTHIENTEIUITIOD, £ TRWVWEER s S
Komtat (NP — R E) ZHWTET NV EWBEST L2 LIRD, Ko TERLEET VIS
HLTAICRBICEZH T A Z LIXTE AV, LALaenn, 7 /VBRICE O TITEM
ERDET VDM TAICR BICDENDNGT &b KAADHWT TEUTET V2 IR
HOITED (ZNDDOEPNNSWET VARG 5) . ARETCIEER S H BT FTRE R HEE
EEHERREZ W T AIC OETVIRICE T 522 KD 5 HiEZBRX5, ET AMICE F1
LT A=EDIHLDO 1D (6,) ZWVRWEETAMEZE X2, T /AWM &EET VM, D
TAIC Z T 5, BV RPN /NT A—F 03T T AWM, TIXEITHEDOFR L DA DL
To b OHEE PEHEREE W TS T8, BT AM, TIEZD0IIEN 0 THY . iz
FHMAETHNT0, NP —FETHIUTLERARLTWD Z LIS T 2,
ET M (k= 1,2)D AIC ZAIC, & LT,
AIC; = —2log{f (x|6y, O,2r)} + 2p1
AIC, = —2log{f (x]6,)} + 2p;
ETEXDID, 22O0DFT VD AIC DFEAAIC, IZLLF D X 9 IZEK i,
AAICy; = AIC; — AIC, = {—2log{f(x|6,)} + 2p.} — {—2log{f (x16,, 6,)} + 2p1}

f(x16r, 8.2r)
=2log——————=+ (2p, — 2
0og (x lir) ( D2 pl)
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EBT M, EETTAM,ORBLSEL & XT XA =2 FOETHIEIND Z ERbob,
ZIZT, ETAM EETAM,O Wald ED pfE (p) 25 iuE, Wald #E O HE &
D x3 (1 — p IR o 2 (512 —Ed 2 DT,
AAICy; = xi(1 = p) + (2p2 — 2p1)

& TE D, Wald BRED p %0, & & OIENERRZES, & AW T

—_—

T

S,

D

p=
EROOEND, TRDL, 2O00FTNEHE LTV — & T OEHEKEA#E ST
WAL, RHEEME20, TH Y | FEXEL DS, N E NS0T, ERAICRATLE, E
TV O AIC DZENFHTE 52 L1272 D,

FEROWIE T OIE MBI % 7~3, EVERL BTG KB I3 5 A7 M7 7 A
T & BHIE T X 2 N BT OB ThH Y . Zoire: b &I2 L7 ARG T
filiA3 Epstein 52972345 L Cu 5, Jackson & ™%, Epstein H 2357 L CTW\5 8 2D F U A
SHTD 5 6, base case EAERNBFAFETH 725207 F VA %R 32220 TAICK I
BICZHEH L T\5d, K 1-31-7 @Y, BEHREIREIC) 2 Fif (Initial aneurysm repair)
%, A FO7RIEE (Noevent) 225,

o JEESEMDOHEBEIRA > & (Non-fatal CVD event) 35U X2 &, 8118 L72IRRE
(No event (after CVD))
® IEESENEDIEHEKEIARIE F %A <X & (Non-fatal AAA event) 33 KO X2 k&, [AI{E
L724R%E (No event (after AAA))
AT, HEIRA X ML DL (Death (CVD)) | M KEINRG FHHA < M X D5E
L (Death (AAA)) . ZOMFHIZ L 55T (Death (other)) OWTINZELETEET L

fLLTW5,
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o TN
/Initial aneurysm_

\.__ reparr _/ TS
i e "\ Death (AAA)
v \ithin 30 days
\(‘ V \
+ No event \
i N \
"Non-fatal ‘1,/ “\J Non-fatal W
CVD event : ) AAA AAA event “‘

2 W |
No event No event ’ ‘
(after CVD)J (after AAA [

i ,

l ,
\‘ [ Death
OO | (e (AR

Fig. 1. Representation of the Markov decision model for aneurysm repair: states and permitted transitions
between them

X 1-3 BEKEIREIC R 2 PRBOFHREET VLT DL T7ET L

(Jackson & 19 X v 5| H)

Epstein 51X 23 F U A OfERD 5 6 Jackson H 1T K DMl Tz T U A

base case (ZIMZ LA FD 3 >DF A ThbH,

(@)

(b)

(©)

Base case |23V T, EVERL B DXt RAEE 1T OEMITK L TRBEIARS <2 Mo X

DTV A7 RE L, P — R 2.00 (95%(E#EX M 0.83-4.83) THDHEHREL TV

D05, ZOBETIEY T, EVERL OXREH & —fROEM TORIIRA ~> M X 55
CONYF—RHIZ1ITHDL END T VA,

Base case (23T, A7 v~ T 7 NFHINIZBIE T L 0 baEBhfiR1 ~> M X558
A7 @< "= R 3.06 (95%EHHIXH 1.12-8.36) TH D EREL TV D,

ZOREITIAY T, A7 v~ 77 7N & BIEFR COREINRA N> MK HETD
NP —=FREIZ1ITHDLEND TV A,

Base case (23T, AT v b7 T 7 NI IZBIIE T L 0 & B KREIRIE A <2 K
WZRDET Y 27 @< ~P— R 5.84 (95%[E#HIX [H] 0.70 -48.50) TH D L&E L

TWBA, ZOREIFTIAY T, A7 v 87T 7 NI & BAE T8 C oo I 5 R Bh R i %

AR MZEDHEDONAF—=FHITL1THDL LW T U A,
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Base case TIZAT v 7 7 ZINFINIZBAEFIHT L 0 v EHITE <. H 541D QALY 234
72\ dominated DFER &g o728, ZNH DTV ADFERAT V7T 7 NI T
LV EWAELND QALY b E << 72D | Z£4Z 4L ICER 1% 239,000, 42,000 35 X U 48,000 7~
> RIQALY & 455417, Jackson H1X Z3u5 2 F U 4 L base case & DD AIC & BIC D%

B L7z, FREE 12187,

% 1-2 Base case IZXT 5%+ U 4D AIC, BIC D2 (Jackson & ¥ XV B|H. HAFIZKE)

INSA—H INY—FLE WfAlplE FEFIL BFHREEE HLE=EFSET

(95%1E 38 X i) n NE ETILDERER
AIC BIC AIC BIC

(a)—fZE M LEVARIERERD  2.00 0123 1139 037 -46 0546 0.090

MNREFEDEENNRA Nk (0.83, 4.83)

[CKBETIVRIDE

(b)EENAIRA R L BIETE 3.06 0029 1016 279 -21  0.801 0.256

X9 BREIE (1.12, 8.36)

CEMXBIEBRHKICLS 584 0.102 1016 1.83 -3.1 0.714 0.175

RTCIIRTHEEDR (0.70, 48.50)

WO U A basecase LD H AICHHEIML TSI &b, AICOEEREIZ LD &
basecase N ZNHTFT VALV b LWET L THD Z LN DND,

ZDOFENEERNOFHHIZIB N T AHTH L Z 2R, Mty 7 b =7 Th
% RO survival /3> r— 2% 77 —4 (ovarian) & L TREESITWDINED A
T—2D%HNZ, Wald RED pfE & AIC 2 FEERIZHE M L, Wald ED pED A THE
T AIC DZEBRDOEND Z & 2Ry, 7T —F ovarianid, 27—V IIBE K
NIV OHETTINE S A BE 2% L. cyclophosphamide Bi# & . cyclophosphamide (Z adriamycin
O LTS OAGFE I LTIe RO T — 2 Th 5, o 7T — 23R, ,TD
Gl BET DRI, i, BEREOA M, J5%#E,. ECOGPS (Eastern Cooperative Oncology
Group Performance Status) 23 #IS TV DA, 2 2 TIRAEIFERN %2 1698 & ECOG PS I
FOHATLETVE IBREORCIVIRAT2ET VD 2 5% Epll, BIEDETVICE
7% ECOG PS @ Wald #E D p % W T AIC DEEZFEBRICHE TS (F1-3) .
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% 1-3 55— & ovarian (Z X % Cox [BEJ@DH#]
HR 95%1E %8 X [E piE

B ECOGPSIZ&LBETIL
BB 0.5609 0.1772; 1.775 0.325

E%(S)G 1.4474 0.4582; 4.573 0.529

BEOMZLDBETIL
AR 0.5508 0.1743; 1.740 0.310

F9°. Wald BED p i s AICDEERD D, p=0.529, p; =2 (B, ECOGPS) .
p, =1 (1) THHOT, 1B, ECOGPSICLDET /LD AIC (AIC) EIERDHIZL D
ET LD AIC (AIC) DFEAAIC, 1.

AAICy; = x;(1 = p) + (2p; — 2p1)
=x?(1-0.529) + (2 -4
=—-1.60
Epole, ZOr—ATIIET—ZEZFMFRETHLD T, ThZhD AICZHE N LZL =
5. 1B L ECOGPS & W= ET /LD AIC (AICy) 1% 7252, 1RO L HET LD AIC

(AICy) 1X70.92 THH7=DT, #ZHED LEAAIC,, =7092—7252=—-1.60&720, Wald
RRED p I HROTZAAIC,, & . ET —F I BEH LTZAAIC, A —F LT\ 5 Z L 3R
Nic, ZOZENDL, AT —ZZAFTERVIRD BEHTX 220 AIC (AICL & AIC) 122
WT, BT —ZPRImNGEIZBW TS Wald BE D p ED STk 515 b iviuiX, AICOZET

HDHAIC, ZEHTHZ LITARETH D Z L DR ST,

1.8.2.3 Model averaging

WL ODDERST VA %E S EIHFR LIZET LOH D, AICRBICIZE > Tid B
ETVERE L, TOREEZHMAT 2D model selection THh 7=, EEOFHE W IHE
MR FEREZETMEL TV DL E KRB RWET A TH- THH—DET /T LY BRITE
BOTHEZHHT 5 Z L I138E LYy, Model averaging & 1%, 1Bk L7285 OEFT 2O WT,
TR Eb EICEORAMEEERICGTHEL, TORLEMEELLE L TETANLELND
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71 (CUA DA ICER) OINE N4 Kk 5 1L T 5, Buckland 52X Burnham 29
DHEIZIBNT, AIC)D

A, = exp(—0.54IC,.)
ERD, TENENDOET VDA E S LI

Ag

2k Ak

p(M|x) =

ZINEEEOESRE L THWTWD,
AJIBET LD AICHHEBENSN, LTFDEY &F T /LB OFEAAICH B b FH AT HE
THHZ LMD, FAIEIOFIEICLVGRTT —ZIC L VAAICOBR D ELNDHE THILHN

ARETH D,

Ay exp(—0.54ICy,)
XA exp(—0.54IC,) + Xk €xp (—0-5(A1Cj + AAICjk))

exp(—0.541Cy)
exp(—0.541Cy) + exp(—0.541Cy) X7, exp(—0.50AICj )

1
T 1+ 3%, exp(—0.50A1C,)

T—=ENO/OND DX REHRICE > TERMET VOMEFEZ L 52 L1280, &
DEBIRETNVOMRICKE RELRZ, ZYHEOBRWFERITNSRESLZ 52, FHICX
WERWET V72BN TED, RMTETVOHFICIELWET LV (ZDOETT LN
B CTHEOMEAES Z LRk D) BEENDL5E % M-closed & IFOP) | 7 — & DS EIR|Z45
5 7-HA 12 model averaging D FYENIE LWETLICETOELEZ 5 %2, FOMEEOEA
BIDEF, ZOHAICROND, —HTHEMET NVOTXTHRBEELEML TV 250G (M-
open DE) IZBWTIT —# PERIZH LN E L THEOEZES Z EIXTE R, §7li
WD LB H—DFET LV BEHERBEEO TR ELTRIIHII T LIFEHLL ZEAL

D IHFIFEH A EAmI L M-open DA TH D LWz b, &> T model averaging DFsiiE, KN
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BEDPOVTNOERETHD LHWSNLIBEDOET VNG, WTFNDOETVBRIELVNE

TRICFFET D Z L < FEMICRVEZ G2 Z L3RS, LW ) RICRES D,

1.8.2.4 Discrepancy approach

1.8.2.3 Tik~27= model averaging 1Z. SEFEDT 7 b B ABRET /LY ENET 9 F G
SNDDa R il L7ZfERICE W ET NV OELSIT 24T 9 datadriven 2 FiETH D, Lol
P 5 ., FEHRFFMC BN T LR URET A E2ERT 2 BIIERES W TWRWNT o R A

BIZIZ2FMOT 7 M A LMELRTWRWIRILICEIT 2 10F%OT U L) ZHf
ETHIELTHY BB EEEOT U M I LDOT —H P35I T D RGLTIEAIR R 2 4
WTIEL LA TH D, —MEREEIREBRSCT ¥ b LRI K D7 7 B 1 A OISR fmER
HORRERC FEEL ATREME D RTED B & 2 FREE O BIRNZ IRE S0 DIt L, HEAIREFE R IZ 30
THA T A B3 HESET 2 3 A S ISRV, RRC AR D7 3@ AR D B b
72, BOT U NI LDT —HDIRWHET VOFHEZ T T iE 7R SRS LiZ L
IXRET D, Strong HlX, BEOT 7 R H AT —Z OIRURILIZIB W Tl rlREZ2 ik & LT,
PRIBOTHL 7 v ' RZET 5 H5kE © L1279 % law driven 72 /5715 T& % discrepancy
approach (T X 2 iR 2422 L T\ 5%,

T—=4 (D7 MV) XICE->TT U b LZEHHAT 2ET VEER LTIZRE, ET DT
URTy MY =fX)ET T NILZE DM discrepancy (FEHE) (X structural error 5,12 K o> T
UTOXTRES NS,

Z=fX+6,

Z DS, D DM discrepancy approach TH 5,

Strong & 2O & Tl discrepancy approach M 241 & L C NICE (2 X 2 &S/ A D E % %h
AT 22 AN T2 B3 7R ST 2%, (X 1-4 12 % AR D RGHAIE THIWV 2 I ER 2 7”37, ol
decision node %, ol chance node Z R, FAIDEET ADHEED decision (X&) 1TXD .

Z DRER 21T O HERIS L OEBI D ke S D MRS ET 5 (MPk) , EBOA M,
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BEOAEIL, ZO%D CHD, RHAST, BRFORBERESEET 5 () L )ETn
Th b,

Exercise
maintained

r—— CHD, stroke and diabetes

Intervention Exercise :) ———— Stroke and diabetes
CHD and diabetes

0 {—¢ il

Exercise not
maintained
——— Stroke
— CHD
No intervention
L MNodisease

Sedentary

X 1-4 EBHIT A D Fe F 20 R AT D TR A

ZOFETADNEL FEART U N MIEERICHE L 7RIS
Z = ME, —E) — (C, — C,) = AAE — AC

ThdLT 5, 22, EqdEBAd = {LAMAZRL, 220 AH Y HT K V1555 FHHY 72
IR (QALY) | CuiIF¥Me B H, M WTP Th 5,

ZOETIMIHINT 27 — 1%, BIZAITEEB N AZZ T - AR ER L 28 G, EEo
AL OBRBRIER, BRI LOERERENDBEZONDIN, ZNBICONTH72E0

— X EHED, TETVICEDFX)EHZE LT, &EKWRT T M AZ, ThbbIERN A
DHIETENT T ORENBAET D (bAWXKDILAD) L ORBEZFEHNT 5 Z & T,
ETNVOEBRNARETHD, LLARND, BIRO LBV ZITRHETHDLZ EBIFEAL
THHID, ZEFX)DEEZEDLZ LIFTE R, T, &RICHE LIRS, b s
DT — PO T B A ERIFERE L THND oD, T — 4 & AT BICERRAEL
RPBHoEH 5 LUWMEICR > TOWDNEHETTL 2 & SXBAH TIHRY, 2oL )72k
A2 %728, Strong 5 1ZE 7 /L& < D9 subfunction (23E L, SEIESNT-

subfunction ®5- 2 % A E T & 2Tl 2 #HM 95 J7iE  (Strong H 13X Z D J5 % internal
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discrepancy approach & FEA CRAEIIZR T 7 b 2 Z7 B O Telfi 2 73 % external discrepancy
approach & XBI LT\ 5) ZIELTWD,

ET VS (X) D subfunction ~D 3 ENILL T O &L 5 22 HWCE S5,

1\
Y= fn %) = {(X1X2 #5650 (5 x) }_X7

—-X,
63:\ {&Ui%jfyl = fl(Xl'“"X‘l-) = X1X2 +X3X4 YZ = fZ(X5lX6) { } G}SJ:UQY:; =

1+Xs
(Y, Y5, X7) = Y Y, — BYf, fo, f3D 3OO OMAEDOHITTTH I ENFAHETH D,
ZHIZED TODATIRT AKX = (X, -, X)) D 3ODHINRT A—2Y, Y, L0ELN
7z, Subfunction % Z #1241 [subfunction IZEDfE % AN 7-HE12, subfunction DHJ1 % F 7=
BEOETHL0 EWOIBEPOIHMEL, b LETAOHKICEI Y EDfEEZATILTHH
DE.DOED & TS 5354 1%, discrepancy §; % & A9 %, Discrepancy @& AILY; = f;(1) + 6,
DI HTMEDKE L > Th, log(Yy) =log{fi(D} +1log(6)D &k 5 EHDOIEEZ L > Th LUy,

ZOfER, ET VI TO L )ICEXTEHIND,

Y= (X)) = {(Xle + X3Xq + 6) <(1 :XS)_X6 + 52>} — X, + 6

TR L = 5 & FR7e S 4, discrepancy D AN METH 5 subfunction ZF5E L72kIZ, £
NENDE N EDOREDIETEIT 5 0%Var(5;) = vl EQ)ID & 5 1H T A —4Yic
KT DO THRE L, ET26;03E 9 AR ET Do

ST DOWTRE L2 AICHEDE, §;% 1T D[EEL, £SO T T discrepancy
S EEEBEIEDHUIalb—ralEITH) LT, §;#5270ETOZOSEOIKTEE
Vars {E(Z|6)}/Var(Z) & 1F% (8;36_; EMNL T HIULEE T 561X DY 5 HaiHOF T
HIULEDZE L > THRERITED L7220, N TRWEAIEpX, 6_;18;) DA 6 D
YTV TEATIOMBERH LR, ZOGMIRMTH LD, ZORBESIET 27 /03] X4
I Strong 5 OO Appendix A & X7z ) Strong 5 1E Z #1% *main effect index” &

IEA TN D A3, main effect index Z LLied 5 2 & T, §;0 9 bWWTNBZOIES DX ([ZH 5T
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L0, Thbb EOH T A —HY, % E < subfunction ;B ETALDOHFTEH - & HEDOR
MR HLHRA L N THLNERONITLHZENTE D, £, FRRIZSTGDH & TOZD
e, T—ZXFATE DY ETOZOE D Varg{Ex (2|8} /Vary{Es(Z|X)}% ’structural
parameter uncertainty ratio’ & FFOY, T &Rl 2 2 & T, FAIRGFRHI A & L TORHESE
WRT —=ZICLDEDTHLON, TETMIELDLbDTHLINEHETHZ N TED, T
—ZIC R D RHEFVECH LT, ETMCERT 2 6 DOFER DI &R g0 iU, 0
T VIBEFRLOT =2 L THARREZ R > TV D im0 2 LN TE D,
Strong 5 DA F T discrepancy approach % F N =€ 7 L DO E T & 0 AR H M 01X
BOX N S NI AR T2 X 1-5 (g, EEIT BT 5K 1-4 OWRERET /IS,
ANT =2 DR INED T DWW TREGHT ZAT S ToRERDBER TREIN TN D R HT
IZOWTIE 183 HICTibR5) , ZDET /L% subfunction (/3R L, ZHZh oL %K
2> & discrepancy § 238 A L7ofE R, AJJT—& LT NVOM O ARMERENEZ I 0 ik#E o an
SELSEEFINL TS, ZOHTXTDEIZ2OVT main effect index z FH7- 5 R & %
1-4\R S, PR Sy \THIE T 56,257 7 b 71 MRV THER R & R e fFo 2 &
WG, PHIEEpy /LEBOFE (d) Blo, FFEORE () 2FETLHETHD .
ZHFT RO LR LIZET VT W TR, REBEERIZHI-DEHMOET U > 7 DN EER
DEFNHORESTEBEL TWDHZ & 2Rl d 5, Ko T, REREMRRICHTIETLOR
B L&ZATV, EBOF BT Tl EEEREIC & o THRBIIEMRNIRE DL L O ITF
TNEWE LTRERN, K158 T8 (- — - —) TRENTND, ERTRS
NORADET VLD b REFEEOBONAENTWD Z L R3bhd, AFETET LD
& A RIS < SR %2 JTITIETE L structural uncertainty 2tk &9 5 A %h72 T 573,

AR IS W T FI N L D ey, SRERREGFAHE~DOISHAN TS5,
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# 1-4 §Z & @ main effect index

Discrepancy  Main effect  Discrepancy  Main effect Diserepancy  Main effect
8 (e 0.002 &y 0).266 tﬁ":hd 0.002
"‘,-"f“ 0.002 Epy s 0.128 h*':u 0.002
"’.-}“ 0.003 bpy3 0.076 bex 0.001
8 iex) 0.002 L 0.002 O 0.002
rf 0.003 Sy e 0.054 S 0.002
ﬂr:;::x:- 0.002 8py e 0.025 Bl 0.002
0, tex) 0.003 Epy 7 0.014 das 0.002
nr;m 0.004 bpy.s 0.010 bge 0.002
8 ised) 0.002 Opy.) 0.257 By 0.002
'arg“'“ ) 0.002 Bprs 5 (0124 bgg 0.002
8 (sat) 0.002 8o s 0.076 Bies 0.002
8 t 0.002 S 0.002 bee 0.002
ﬁr?wm 0.002 8ps s 0.049 beq 0.002
ﬁr}ml . 0.002 Bps g 0.025 bey 0.002
8 (sed) 0.002 Epa 0.013 O, 0.003
arzﬂ.d, 0.002 Sy s 0.008 5, 0.001

TValues greater than 5% are shown in italics.

1.8.2.5 Expected Value of Perfect Information (EVPI)

ATENZ BV TR, BT V2K %Z 0 <220 subfunction (273 L, T HIZ LV E )L
FEBPEDOMENS ENETTRHET 2027 M L, Z OTBEN RO RHFINED 5 HTHD
% &4 main effect index Z b9~ 2% 2 & TET VO CEL BT L EMAFE, SETH
Z &2 &V structural uncertainty Z fi#1H 9 5 HELRRIT Lz, THAEB I L OEOEN S OFE
HifE 2 FEAM 9~ 5 REEIL, main effect index [ZFR B 415 & 0 TiE72 <. Expected Value of Perfect
Information (EVPI) 2 XV FHIEiZ1T 5 HikD Strong H OHEFIZB N TIREIN TN S 9,

EVPI I structural uncertainty O #EAIZ R & 1% 189 % parameter uncertainty O FHIIZ 35V T
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FIHMNREZ s, HARF Tl O RHEFEME 2 CET DD OFHRRETH DD, REICE
DFEA % 7~

EVPI 4k & 72 5 Value of Information  (Vol) 1. HDIEHRIC OV TENEZIBINICE B

KRBT HATHRPD, TERREE Y 27 o ~IGH S Tn 5333, Z ofiT EVPI (T,
b 5HRT A= HIZOWTEERIERPELNGA B LN MEOMFHETH 5, AR
HRli L, Z2< ONRT A= 2EREEN L, WThoBERE ezl 5
P, SHRIBIR O Z ikt 5 7%) il Ch D0 2RI 228, HHICII A HEFEIEN S £
NHZ D, ZOHENLT LHIELW STV, FHRRORAZ X567 — 1%
b ETHRRIZHEOLNTZH DT, < OFT — & HPUNEE ST Z IV TIEHTTREE A O
DAY ThHhoTe LW ) T ENFERINTOND LD &1L, HFRORNHEFEEDOKE IITLY
ZOBEIIR Db OO RAGR ) A7 ThHhHENZ D, ZOPMAOHFIZEBNT, HDH/S
T A—=ZIZET D AFEFMEDN ERITEY BRI a. ELWHIENCESMRNEEDL Z &
L CMENAEL D EWR 5, 2 OfEOWFHEZ EVPI & FEA,

EVPI i 4 5720 Df & LT, FHH OB 2 RADMEHRITRE T DERIC, —E W
BB ONDFREDFRBN (HIARR) ICEASND LI Rr—2%E 25, F&EH
IR EEHFOBRE D LB/ LN AFIRITFENNC PRIATEETH . BTG A IR E 722
A2 EL PR FRDOGE IR ERBREE D Z L. — T THERFIZMNDOGEITHE SN HF
WITHRAUZH 203, ARROBETHHARITEOND & L. EHPWIC2 DRI 60%TH
L2 DNRoTVNLET D, FRLDEREZELDDLLEELILSDEY THLN, ZOFHR
DB EEHROWVTIUTEE TIUL LD Z RIS O BIFHEDO 22 B HWT3 2 & #ERic#
% U256 OFIZE O HIEHE L 10,000%0.6+(-5,000)x0.4=+4,000 [ & 72 0 | — 7 TIEHKICRE L
72%5 613 3,000x0.6+1,000x0.4=+2,200 4 & 72 1) | S OWIFHED S ORISR E T 5, L

IFEMICED THA I, TLTIZORENLHELNDHIEOWIFHEIZ+4,000 HTH 5,
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2 1-5 BEHIWH R ATRE 2o fE

=X
R IEX
60% 40%

2 s X +¥10,000 -¥5,000
8 /& +¥3000 +¥1.000

RIS, FEROFRREMEW RS THITE S L LT, ZOTFHIEW LS b Ol % £
ZAHID, EVWIDREVPIDEZEZ T TH D, T7bb, BRBAIZOWT IFHIZ7R 55
A 60%, REZUCRDMEEN 0% THD) EWHIERITHL DD, EEIZEL LIRS
DIONBEIRND, DB ELLREBT L0038 E-> & 0§25 THILZ ORE ORI
ZHFHE TS GEINSEL7EA690, 0o 2 &EThHAS,

ZOTRORE, i) & HUEIKRRICEE L, ARk s MR E R g T hdR R
DRREPFHND T2, T OHREOFE O WIFHEIZ, 10,000x0.6+1,000x0.4=+6,400 [ T %
ZENGN D, mRICET L TPRIAEZSGES Z LT, AmRUCRD &EDOTFRINHTZGAEITHRAT
X2 AEHFITEET D, LW HIBNCEI D B2 5 2 & T, +4,000 ORI L 0§ 2,400 1%
6,400 ORISR HIRF SN D Z L1872 5, Ko TZOFHNITIE 2,400 M OMED 8 D & v
ZHMB™. s EREAIZET 51FHO) EVPI TH S, EVPIIZ

® [HHRONHEIEIEDOKRE X

EIEFEFEITAF IS 72 D K 9 2 —ACBW T, mREMICET 21F O EVPI XN

o [FHMNERREIZE X DHEE

RERUCIR 2T L LTHHADN BE LD FREMMERE & KEN R WIHE, SR BhIC
B9 5 1EH D EVPHE R
IZEAFT 5, FARFHHIZB N TEZ L D/8T A—=ZIZOWTEVPI ZH T 5 2 &3k

DN, INOEENT LI LAY BRIREICKHT 2137 A =2 OB T 5 2 L
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KD, EVPIBREp/RT A—=21E, FRLOT —X TIEAEINERE D, HDWITER
IEIWZRERGZDHNRTA=FTHHENHI L THD,

HFFRF AR IV T EVPHIW LS DO EDB 5 573, £ D—275, 1824 FiTig L7=%E
TN DOHHREBOFHMORE L LTOEMTH D, EVPI DR E WHIRIZEZE <
subfunction 1% X ¥ K & 72 structural uncertainty z& A T 57280, tRED KM K E W,
Strong & 7 2014 AE DA 10TL, Strong 5 D 2012 4E DO HAE 29 CHLH A P E #E T T U 5E
L T 7z discrepancy approach & X 0 #ME72~ /v 2 7 €7 /VICHRERT 212 fF v, discrepancy
term 8§ DO FHH(C main effect index |2t Y EVPI ZiEH LT\ 5, & 5 PRI 5 15
MIFEEIGF D NG EITBINMICE DA EVPI TH L6 ZHUTHELRE AT O
subfunction DEFEIZ LV ELN DM DR THD & b 2%, & - T structural
uncertainty O (2 33V T EVPI 3 Expected Value of Model Improvement (EVMI) & & FE5 &

WAHE T 5,

1.8.3 Parameter uncertainty M. *fit

Parameter uncertainty & (X, FEAREFM CHEE S D /NT A — X ORIEEERETH Y, £D
FAEOHGG LR OM RO NHEEME L AR TH L, BRARICEN TR, I<T¥ 1
SNTHBRT A v LU REGIEGREHC L 0 RNEdE a2 a2 e — A5 Z L ITARETH
L0, BEAFOGRLT — 2 % b EITNTA—FEWET H I & DX IEAIRRF - Tl
LIELIERT A—Z OHEPEE LATARWRESEAET D, LoLand, HAERRGET
MOBEOHL, WEREERELIT) ZLICHY, NTA—FERELIHET D2 L1
ZOFEICBER, NTA—FOREFENLER, T L. TOKRE ST X0 #ETI722H
BATO ZENEE LS, ARE T, parameter uncertainty & T35 FIEIZ OV TR D,

SRANRE R O HENE 2 R 5 LW ) ASED B & 1372 523, parameter uncertainty %

P A Z Lic k0 FEARRFRHE O RICKRE R BE 52 DR T A BT 52 L
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HLARETH D, BIAITHEROEIRBIFE O, 5F WAHERARGER T — & 2345 b AU 72 R 1 THA
PEF A 24TV ICERICKRE REBE 52 5T A=A 2RETH I LN TENE €D
NT A —=Z 2 BRBNIHUGT S &0 080 WK ZRET 5 Z & TR BUWERAIR G

FHMICER D TH A H L, BAFEHEIECHR G 7 0 7 7 A VOUEMEHZ S HND Z LN TE 5,

1.8.3.1FERICK SR WVEESHT (deterministic sensitivity analysis)

LRTTEESHTIE, 537 A =2 &2 —EOHMH TEB SE/HFZ, ICER S ED & H 1241k
To0EHETDbDOTH D, VIRITTEESITIC LD | NT A —=Z ORFEFENMEN ICERIZE
NPT REIREBE G2 50EFMET 52 LR TE D, WTINO/RT X —F R ZY
MW SN DEEPH CAB S 72 & LT, ICER 2N EERE LFFA vl R &PHICINE 2D T
bV, EOHERRBFEMOMER L. £ 20 HHIBr S 5 BEERE IS OE#EMZ R - T
ZTANOND EVWR D,

LRI HTIZB W TE AN T A —Z O BEAERIZ OV TIEBE I N0, 2203
T A =X OMBEDEEFRFICE(LEE D Z LI KV HEERIC K D IES O RREFEMED 72
Wz EHliT S Z LATE, Thae 2IRTTEE DT LIRS, 3 OLL LD /RT A —H & [FRIFIC
BAESHED T EICEV . 3L EDRRE ST 21T 9 Z & b B LITTRETIEH 528, MRk
IR T D2 ML, NI A—=F OMBEDEEMPERITRD Z &0 0 b BLFER TR
Vo £ o CFil R ICER D% MK CRd 2 & A ATREZR 2 IRTTIRE 0T £ TIThh 5 DN
WETHD, 6D X, RTA—F OEBIEZRE L TIT D BEESHT % deterministic

sensitivity analysis & M5,

1.8.3.2 HERRIRRE 27 (probabilistic sensitivity analysis)
MERPURESH &1L, V2 b—2a VERICIDAMEEROHM TH L, HORED T

THEIZHEASE AT A =2 2 RESE,. Th b OIRDEDOMAE HENS ICER ZH H
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Do TNEMEGREYIKT Z & T, T A—=F PR ORMEEEDEKIZHE T S5 ICER
DAFEREMEC ED X IR SN AT 25 Z LN TE 5, HARFFAMIZ BV TH A
ERIRIIULIELIEZ L ORT A—ZIZL o THAEND Z Lnh, 2D OAHEFEM: % 7
(RIS 2 2 & 0T & 2 MR AR Sy BT VS AIR B AT ATG D BRI - Fo ) T B A ke & R
7. F72. Claxton. 2008 BN THEM SN TWND L2, v Va7 ET L EELE OE
TIAZRNWT/RT A —42 & ICER DBMRITHIE TIERWZ &b Bl AT 1IRTTEE 3 HT T
W73 T A =2 Oz E LT ICER DY 9 2#iHA25 L LTh, £OHMOHFT
ICER 23RIFRIZ /AT L TV D D, & D UWIEIRE RES/N S REIZREL TW DD EH S
ZEIETERY, MERIBEDHZITH ZLICK Y ICERONAEFDH Z LN TE L0
WY R EEREIC ORI DN TE D,

P, HERIBENTTOR b — RO FIETHHE LT AN a Y I ab—va VIZ L Bk

%

REYEEE AT OB 2~ BRARRERCEIRMTZE DR R T DI OZNR & B H D&

-b\%

DNTEKI6DEV LN ET 5D, ZOFITIETHTRRIIEE AR & X THRIZE N TT
0.7QALY 733 < TWH A, EH Y 300 HHZ L 22000 | ZENLOERERZEIT 0.2QALY
V100 T CTH D, TR EBAOMBERKIZ05THD L LT, ZEBEWFERNE

BT L Lo b2 B BHIRIZE W E W IHEADR A BN D L EZ D,

F1I6FVTINMNRYI 2L —Va L ORER

FaE—BEaE REE SEERE HEERK
HE (QALY) 0.7 0.2 0.5

R 3,000,000 1,000,000 -

R, BHANE 16 DT A= O T EEERSHICKE) EREL, I a2lb—v3
NZED 1,000 DT — X R AEIBETEREZK 16 IR T, ZOREDD & TIE, H4R%)

R EBHMORIEIZENZH 0.7, 3,000,000 % HLi2oAi L, A L3 0 OFFEEONE & #
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MORICHRREOFHBENA BN D Z & SIROFERENRADEZ L 720 | B OREMAED
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M16FEryThrayIal—ya ORREZERSREEEICTay M LEF

2

HERIRE ST OFRE RO R L FIE, K16 DX 5 ICEMDEER Lo oy b (LIZULIE
D EDOXNEREARTERNSZHE LTRIND) X, FRBRICEH N T2y Fo
BGERTZENBNTHD, —HTEYBERREIGOVWEIE LT, »2IHVELHE
Db & TOFNERDOZ T AFVATREMED ENTE T @ Z& 77, Cost-effectiveness acceptability
curve (CEAC) 2/~ Z E L HITH D, X 1-7ICX 1-6 DA L L2 L7z CEAC Z/RF, X
HCSCEAWVE B2 . Y HlIT ICER 2N A WE B Z Flo 727w FOBIG %2 DHIBRD
ST ANER] L LTRLTWS, CEACEZ LD Z & T, IHWERE NS HHETH 12
BHIBIRDOZ T AN ENE T @O rEfMii L, BRRECSORF L2 ENTE D,
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1.8.3.3ICER DIEFERXHEDIEE

ICER 1ZE T L RO DHICESKHEIETH D Z &b, —RANTITE X 21
R 2 EIEAE S Tikewy, Obenchein 53, # M. ZRZNEHOEEX M E A E
SN < B O£ 2 W CEHEXE 2 E %75 box approach L OEHHX I A 5-% 5
Fieller’s theorem % V72 51k, bootstrap 152 W ev 2 2 b—r a  OREREZFEIC, B
P BTN Y R o b— g ViR e B RIE O 2152 FIENHEI S TE Y.,
bootstrap {2 D < HED BN EIZ R YRR E G2 DL LTWD, — /T, T AR
VIa b=y a ALV ENIE M &M OFEIE AT 2 VT, ICER O HHIXH Z 14t
THZEMIRbR TS, T7hbb, K16 DX IG5 PSADRREZ & LT, A

Zim HonAiZ 25%E 97.5%280 0 4515 5 2 DD EFROOME X % ICER @ 95%1E & X [H
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ETALDTHS, BUEEXMERT 2 RKOEMKE2E AR LR LS D% 1-8
2R, ZOEEXMOMRIE, 1000EOFThHLaY I 2 —2a rOERDH B,
ICERDEWS DN 25FKH L 95 FBHDORA v M2 L-bo L HfigSh, ZofTh

M E O/NSWVEHRE, KREWEROMHE R ZEN B%EEXMO TRE ERTH L &
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1.8.3.4 ICER DEFER M- f# 5 R%&

FBUTANB Y 2 b= a VORRE LRIROBITHERD T 1y b S B f] 2 7R
L7eld, FEEOFEFRFFMIBNTIEIOL I R —RIENTHY, FH2-4%RICH
Tuay "BITEND ZENRENTHAS D, ZOHA, ICER DFFEXEORESEIZ TN D)

DRREDFELET D,
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1. KNS Z &

1-91%, XHPREE L AT HEKOMICEN LS T2 2R —2Th D (BA, 2RICo»
TR 22740 20000, 0.0, FEHERAENZ 21 5000, 0.2, HHEAMRH0.9) . AIHIDK
1-8 DX 5 G EThHIUL, JFRZEY Io55fi% 2.5% & 97.5%IZ81 0 431 %5 2 DDEFRD
FIE, 100071 > hinb ICER & ZNZHUVEI L, 25%m L 97.5%8% KD Z LIk
DENOLDHEEE/LZENTE, LLERBL, ZOXHIRTr—ATIEEDOHIEIZL-
TREHEKEZRD S Z 13 TERY, x—0 DEFE x—-0 DI T ICER O 5N ifilnd 5 7-
B, Y HhZfTe 2 50D ICER OF B R WHE L CTLEWV, IfFEORTHHICH B 5T ICER
DRESEENTMEZ LD ENHRTH D,

ZOEOIRGETH-TH, K1-9ITRT K 5 IT ICER DEFIRS 2 R~ B DM A KD %
ZEFAETHDLIN, ZOHEDICERIE, - o< G LR, EEHTIR<oD X 51T, B

% & 5%,
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2. BRI AL T ANRAS>TND Z &

[ 1-10 DB TiE, ICER DFFXMH & V9 BLA TR, 5 1 RIRIZIBN T 2 KDEMD LT X
MIZ 95% D7 1y EBAS TNDHRETHDLEZEZDLNDLN, ZO7—ATILE IREDO
7y b3, 9BSWEHEXHIN & LTI TV D7D, ERRICILE 1 2R CEBICHEND 7

2 M 95%ITiE 7= 720,
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X 1-10 EEREBICAAL T AR A TWNWBE L AREBFr—R

3. LIRNFER D T 0y MIRRDZELREICEDL L0 5T ICER OFHEXE & L
THEFERRICH PN D Z &

B 1-9 Tk, BLIRROT vy FTIEIHFREZ, FHIRROT vy FTIIRRIER AT

DIl B, BRERE EROERTH D E V1 523, ICER O, {FHEXM7ZT

ZRLEZNOHIHRELTLEY, FEKHEBEEREDHRENEGE LW b5, F

7o, PERIBIE & e THIBEMENL TV DG D ICER DIEE | HHEENS - T2 235 H

i) TH 5556 D ICER DEMN AHAR[RE/2 DN O T hikim S U ETH A 9,

4. JR AL Z 38 Y D200 & 25% & 97.5%IZ81 0 431F % 2 DD EMOMMAERTE RN

ERHDH L
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X 1-11 DL 9 pr—A2ATIE (EH. DRI OWTESRZFNFN 0, 0.0, EHEFENEN
2415000, 0.2, fHESFR#%0.9) | A& D ERIT DA% 25% & 97.5%I2H) 0 43 5 Z LI

TER, ZOHA, BWEHEXMEERT DI EIE TSR,

(@)
o
8 7 +
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|_
3 o
O
o
o
o |
o
o
[ [
-0.5 0.0 0.5
QALY
X 1-11 EHEEENREETERWVES
19 F&®H

AREIZB VT, AEFMEOBATEN  (methodological uncertainty, structural uncertainty K OF
parameter uncertainty) = & (2% DOFEAM & xS HEE £ L DTz, F£72, ICER OIFHHX[H O
EIZHOWT, BUEEH STV D HIEIZIFFFEDRBUZIB N T A, T ARG ENTY | [FH
XRIANERR SR E W) BN D D Z L AR Lz, SRARRHE RN 36k~ 22 BRI L 2R
MEMNTENDI LB DL, TR O OIS DWW TIIEE D 7152 IO A R FHT

HIWrd o Z ENKRDEND,
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2 HIR1 HEERHREIWOERIKRT
21 #WE

SEFNRERERAL TITNR. R, BHR L, BRI DD DL D/RT A —=FZHONTD
HEEDITOI, BREBNZENDL DT RA—=F U TOXL IR ThHobINREE D
2 DD TdH 55y E FA%h R HL(ICER; Incremental Cost Effectiveness Ratio)? X 9 72 B —DfEIC

L, BRIREZT O,

Cnew - Ccom

ICER =

Enew = Ecom
Cnew : FHERODE . Ceom : HHKIIR L 72 DR O .
Epew : FHEIFIZC L > TR LD R,
Ecom ; LB E I DIRIEIC L > TIH OGN D3R

MFEELTLITUIRMEH S A L LT, QALY (Quality Adjusted Life Year) 73& 1 B4

Do ZAUFE THEE LTAFELZRL,

QALY = Z(éf?&) x (QOL)
DR TREND, AT TIEZOBRNEOHEE L LT QALY 25

FHEIC NS ND RT A= Z R HE LB TR LN ZEIXENTHY . £ OHAIE
ARRBROAERNDHEET D0, T — X 2 b LA H - TH IV VR ToTHEET 5 2
EMD, ENENONRT A—=ZIIIRHEEEPGTEND, EFFRITHE DT, AMEFEHED
RESIHEHEXHCTRINDM, FEHRRFE AL TH S35 #5538 I R0 5 2 20
bix, SR EBAICETIZL ORI A= FPEMICEBETHET VETICEHEIND 2D
—RIEHEEE 2R T RS TCH L, Z0imd, %< OBE ICER XA HEEE O Z037R
S, FHIOXG L 2o TE o, — 7 CEAREFHRFAMOAE R, 3T A —F OHEE D fEHE

PEIC X > CEDRE DB L 52T A 0NI TR OE 2 Sk L, AFZEDfE a0 & O E O
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ERFOMERT Z D, BEDPT 21TV, AR GG ORI 2 E BRSO D 2 &

MEE LD,

JREE T IIMEZRIT K B 72 W EFE/SHT  (Deterministic Sensitivity Analysis) & g 28 (IR /3BT
(PSA; Probabilistic Sensitivity Analysis) (Z KBS D, MERIZ I S RVEESHTTIL, 0%
B, B HE e CEFRIEFMC AN D 8T A= o RV CA b EE, 2ok
PR T IRICIB W CRHMIOFEGR ALY 5 57, & D WIE EDRRE MG /2 E A2 & - 723565 125
MNEDY 9 DONEFHMIT A HETH D, ZOFIEFHETHLIOTIELFHIA TV
23, EOREMmLGE CTHIVUTFE RN LD > THIHRIND ONE EEIICHIBT5 Z &2
Lz e, FEEZORTA—FEFERFICTHIT 2 Z e LW L0 b, B LORD
W] 7 % [A]RF L Z RN T O 2 B 0D 8 2 HRFIRE B R TAT L2 0V T3 I & DA HESEME 2 7Ff T

ERVWEAEND D,

BEDNT A —Z DARHEFNEZ RRFICHT 5720, £ DT A =2 03E 5 Al A
SEFIAZIT D Z & ZERIVRFEDHT L W50, B DT A —F ORSHEE 2 DG,
[ IR0 AT O e 528 FE BSOS 72 0 | FEATIOICREMN T2 2 EMEEL < 722D 2 & 0D, 20T
IZITE TN e Y I alb—3a Y RMCMC (wva7EHE T hvnm) EhEoary
Fa—4vIalb—varB3Eg<fHsnsY, vIab—vaiainBonizg< oi)
T =2 2B MHRFEII T 0y b T2 2 L1280, ICER OfF X 2 5 7
HZEMARETH D, HHFE, ZOHETIX 1QALY 2 AT 5720 h>Th L é
3% LBRO#F % Willingness To Pay (GEAWVEEER, WTP) SRS, v Ialb—Ta %
795281k, &2 WTPIZx L TR SR DGR ZT AN O N DR EORETH
Lk ay MURTZENTED, ZThamili# (Acceptability Curve) & FEOY, —f%HY
ICHFR SN L&D WIPARE LTS & COLKIBROZTRERL |+l TY

TBENZ R EIND WTP OFIFHOM 508, fHMIdT 52 ENTX D,

ZD X I, PSAITHEERD /8T A — LK T B HANR AR O ASfe F204: % [7] B 2 G A AT
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BTHHEVWILEE LVWHEEZFF>TWAHZ L, MIRLOT WO EITH) 2ENTEH T &
MBS TR EORARETET A R7 4 o CHEAMEEIN TV, Lo TENICE
WTH PSADITHEES D Z ENEE LN EB 2 O DM, BLEMEIZB W TZE ORI H
WOUIAATH 5, AWFFETIE. BRI 2EARF IO L B 22— %217 PSA OFH]

R ZHLNITT D,

22 F Tl PSA D 1E, FEROERICOW T ZITV, 23ETHENTA K74 2B
% PSA O NMNZHOWNWTE LD, 2.4 TlX PSA ORI TOFR IR Z . FRCIT TR H

RENTZFZED L E 2—I2 kY oRd,

22 PSADFELFLERDOER

2.2.1 PSA

RETIL, B & BEFIBR A T 5 — A& BE L, PSA OFIZE2F, Fikxla% &
ST %, BIRRBRCERIRIIE D7 — 21238617 2 RHEEMIL, B 2L IBRO%E H
RPN DBEMDITLDENFET DL, bbb LDBEOERRNFIZTLDENRH DL Z

CERT 5, ZOAMEEMT, RBRISHZAAT O A @OICHERT 2 2 &0, BRSO
DT YA L OFRFHI L VBT 5 2 LB FIRETED, RiEFEM % 272 T2 LIFFEELER
ARECTd &, FAIRRBEHMIZIZT Z O K I ICEFESERRRRNC K D RHEFEMENE END Z &
O, REEFEMEOBER LR/ T A—ZIZONWTHMADREEBE, YIalb—va U Ex
175 2 & TEDOEB AN L, SR ORI RIEFEIEIC L > TEOREREL T

Z RS D T & DS FEARE G REAT OO i OREEME ORI D728 5,

2211F>TAHILAZSaAL—3 Y
LIz, BTy Ial—a il . W LB E O RIEEIAR & B

44



RREARDN G T 2 Z DR AE LTAEARZ S L1Z ICER DIX 6O X 7 i T 5 HiEE2 R TH D,
B R B BRC B PRI ZE DAt e, Ll T D IR OB L B OISOV T T D 2-1 D@ Y
BonicE 35, ZOTITHNAEITBEAARRE & L TIRITHE W TIE 0.7QALY 437 <
TWDH, BHHS 300 HMZL< 00000 . ENENOEREFRZEIT 0.2QALY X TM 100 T THh
%o, HIZHREEAOMBEEKIZ05 THDHE LT, BRPEVERMGE O LEDLE

AU DB BAISIZE N E WO AR A LND &EFE XD,

& 2-1 Example: Effectiveness and cost used for simulation
AR —BIFEAE SifEiE ZEXELE HERH
hE (QALY) 0.7 0.2 05
ZRA) 3,000,000 1,000,000 -

BIFR. BN ERONT A —Z RO T EBERNAMAIINE) EREL, Y Ialb—vay
(&Y 1,000 07— ZFASEIERELH 2-1 1TRT, ZOREDH & TIX, BRI
EBEFOBMAEIZZNZEI 0.7, 3,000,000 2 H0NS554 L, 47 B D OHFEEOZNE & & H
OINCHRREDOHBEN R LD Z &, IROBMENADHEE L o720 | HHAOBMZENA
Dz E 52 L. OFVHRREPBEFIRR LV RBL > T | BRARL o120 5

FERPGONDMEREBIZLEAERNI L EZ R TS Z N TE D,
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[X] 2-1 Scatter plot of effectiveness and cost based on Monte Carlo simulation

k7R ENBRIR, BT LT -2 A HELIZHEAE L. TNEND/RT A—=ZDHED
R EAETHZ ETEREFEBEDOY I 2 b —2 3V &ITV, PSA 2179 ZENARETH 5,
T2 ZITFMLDA L « TF VAR EPORR L Z OIEERZEDHE ZIT- 720 . BIFHat
IRERTTITAMTEHEERETE L2 . & D WVIERERIMCEMORES L CERAAHET 52
LIZRDM, ENODOHEENENICEENDL MEFEMEL, a2 Pa—F T Ialb—vay

(2 &> THRGAEIIZIZ ICER &V ) BB —DIFEEDIT 6O E T L LIAL Z E BN ATRERD TH 5,

Z OB TITEE IR A I T D720 R L BN AR ERMITH D LAUE LA, £
Lb ZOMRENKALT D EIFROT, T =2 OMWENSRIONAMITHE D &5 2 DHIF D L]
Rr—2AbbnHLE26ND, FlAE, BT —Z IO T FEEZ PO FIT o m L
TWLIEMAMEY b, HEERS RV EELRENLREL DD EEXDIEI BB LAH
RIRGENZNEBEZONDLN. ZOHEIIBIERD MO X 5 ozttt 5 2 L b
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L 73 5%,

TEBERSAIZOWVTIE R SAS 72 EO—#RM7HE Y 7 N &R L TR A A S
BDHZENKSTHILIN, WL AEORESA OB EBEICRAESED 2 LIRS T
172\, T, EEBEEOFHOTATY AAE LT /La 7 e T hLaik
(MCMC )M LIZ USRI S5 44D RSy 47— P"BCEA” 2 V5 Z & TMCMC iEDE

FTMTTHETH 5 449,

2212 T— b+ R +S VT

A CRHA LT T a2 b—ya Uik, IR EERN ARSI
ERGE L, HEE S TS HEEAE & AR S O [FIRE A 2 R L7223, 22 0BTk
DR EEOHER . B, THRARLEEBEARTHIVUL, 77— FA T v ESEHINWD
ZETENENDIRT A—F DA% KD E F ICER ORHEFEMEZFHET 2 2 & b AlFET
bbd, 77— FANT v FEOEEN T 0 ZZUTO@EY Thod, SAORENRERT-
D, T A= Z DRI DN THREEED I R TENG S IIIF 72 7k Th 5,

1. BRAREERD OIS LIaeiR, BEERIRENENOBOMEN T —2 026, ThEh

DB & R DY v T N EE I X - TS,

2. {onicy TN ERCTIHEiZIT, 2R EBMORE L Z1T 5,

3. 1 2ZKELT (72L& 21210,000[E]) 17V, X 2-1 LREEEDO T 1 v b E2AERRT 5,

222 PSADLEBLNSFERETDER
221 BT, YIal—arOERE 2-1 Ok 9795 L B HAORESAAIE ST,

N RFEFRRIC LB & ZONTiE, FRELOF—2 hLHE LT, R BN L
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D% & 2OV T EDREDIENFON TN D ERT, — 77, HEmIIER 21772
o & b LA 2 KE L T2 12 B8 IRERB EDO L S oM 2002 R LT 5

bLOTHL EMRTE D,

INEFALT, ICERB® D5 —ED WTP % NEl L E 4TI CE 5, 72L& 21E, WTP
500 e L&, WIPIEZ T 7 ECIE 2-1 1R L2 L 91T, TR 0 & 23
5,000,000 THHEMTH OO IND, ZOEMEY S FIZHL 7wy MEITXTICER A
WTP % FlEl > TW5, OF Y HEOBSE AN 1QALY H7- 0 O WTP LV bR\ &4E %
L TWDZEZERT, X2-1 OFITIEL 1,000 B[O 2 L— 3 Do 646 [A]75 WTP
FEISTNDZEND, BRAXIBROBLED BEFIRRNZ T AL DRI 64.6%Th

HEWRD,

ZDEIIT, HDWTP Db & THE AR OBLED B BRI Z T AL S D MR35
bIND T EMND, WIP Z L OFRIEOZIT ANGERE 77 7R RTHIENTE, T
2B AN RZ AR L MRS, HAIZETIE 500 75 <2 600-700 75 F 25 E F 5 2h 3 4 4k
THETOBMBE SNDZENLNESONR L WTPZ LW/ NEREICERELEZELTH
FRENZ T AN DN DHERENENZ ERbouE, fidmid WTP OfEIZ L > TE{L L 72w

EREEMAHT D Z E R EREE A2 D, X 2-2 O K O s AiE. WTP 23 600 5 LA Eddvid+4y
(23T AFURATREMEIL A WNAS L 400 0 ) TIEE T ALFTREMEIL 50% A2 805, LD 2 & g

BibZ iz b,
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[X] 2-2 Cost effectiveness acceptability curve

[FERDE 2 J712 80 ICER D 95%EHXMAHET D52 LN RETH D, 2IREEHDOT
2y MIBWT, JAZED ERIT ICER 3E—ThoRE L EHOMETRT, Fazilb
EMD OB, HOMEDEMD FIZ25%DRNEENTND & &, FRELOIFHRD S
L TICER 78 Z DEMEAVRE Y ICER K0 HARVMETH DHERIL 2.5%ICWE RN EFIRTE %
ZEDB, BREETIRTH D LHRED, FEROBZHIZLY ., EHDO TIZ 97.5%D %
BUEEND ., 9S5%EH ERAHET 2 Z LA TH D,

B4 2-1 12 95%(EHE X & /R T ERZ N2 72 b D& [ 2-3 1277, 95%(EEXM O FIRE E
FRIZ, 1000 fHO 7 vy hhbZENEN25HO T 7y &Y ERDEEED 2 ROEROME
X THY ., ICER ITZNZH 1,601,727 FI/QALY J 1* 9,350,484 F/QALY TH - 7=,

ZOFEIZLY MEHE FIR<ICER<{ZHE LIR] DED 5%EFXHEAHFLND DI, 3
2= a itk 0BEonET—2 D55 95%LL LAY QALY>0 TH LA, J7abb Y il
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LD ERNZ 95% DT — 2 RHDHLGEITROND, ZOFRMERT-S72WEAE. FASz2E5
2 RO THATD 95% %280 B D5 2 HE L. 95%[EHER 1T [-0o<ICER<{Z#H LR F 721X
{E48 FRRE<ICER<co] DHIPHE 725 39, 72771, X 1-11IZHIR LI- & 9 IR A Z W D Va7
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[X] 2-3 Scatter plot of effectiveness and cost with lines describe 95% confidence limits

23 PSAICEEYT HEESLA K1Y

AP AT 2 B8 5 R A O T HEIC OV T, S OETHMBICHA RT A~
DRITINTEY, ZOPRTREESHOFTIEZONTHLELINLTWDS, A—A T V7T,
TITUAAFY A, KEBIORARIIET 5EFEREFEHGOTA FTA4 DL a—%1T
W, PSA OFEFICBET 2K E ORI E £ & DIz, HA RTA N2 Ko TUIEEKIE OLkh % 1%

TWAEEDONRHAHLN, TR E L Ea—D%t5%E L,
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HKEDOHTA T A FITHICET AN HREELHD, A—A T Y 7 D Pharmaceutical
Benefits Advisory Committee (PBAC)IE, [EH AR IZRT HEHET U A b ~D UL % HE
B 2%, RN R OGS ERMIIRA SRy, —J7T7 7 A3 Haute Autorité de Santé
(HAS)SEHR oA it (SMR; Service Médical RenduService) & BEAFDHKA E 7= 13iR0EE &
el U7- =8 EOEHE  (ASMR; Amélioration du Service Médical Rendu) @ 2 > D ¢ &
WAL 21TV REEIR R4 EE S (UNCAM; Union Nationale des Caisses d'Assurance
Maladie) 7% SMR % % & IZARIPRBRIC K 2 MEER %2, R WEEBS (CEPS; Comité
Economique des Produits de Santé) 733 & W BRI ASMR 5% & U ik O E 217
9. A % U A® National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE)!Z National Health Service
(NHS) TOERE AR I DWW T OHELRE 21T 5470, KEICIR W T~ R D A o MRSt H
ZRBRIGE T 2 73 & 9 DA il 5 BRIC TR A58 T — 2 &M T 28 E IR > TH
0, v3xT A MEFR 2 (Academy of Management Care Pharmacy; AMCP)| 3% 3K 4> 3 A3 SE |

PEE PR T — 2 R T D IO Dfa#t 2 3£ L1729,

A —A K7 U7 T 2008 FAZHEAT XL TV 5 Guidelines for preparing submissions to the
pharmaceutical benefits advisory committee (Version 4.3)” T3, PSA 1T 7oA 1213/3T7 A
— 2D EIRE LI Mma s 2] L LTEY, 25 2008 KRR TIEA—A |k
7 U T TR, BEREEHO AT O BRORE I OWTHERIZ T2 b 0D, Z0J5E (R
(R DRNRESFHTZAT O M PSAZAT O D) FHE-E D LEDDH Z LTl FEEL SN

TWizefFRah 5,

—J5. 772 AT 2011 FITHRHIT TV D Choices in methods for economic evaluation” (3%
FEARIE 2012 FRICHEAT) ISRV T, #MERICE HRVIEESHITIZIE, T A —ZROHE
TEROFHMBICRAR S 5 Z & Z2FAIC, T T Y I 2 b—r a3 V&7 PSA
L TWD, KEAMCP DHA FT A DT, MERAEESIT A2 L TR, R

FHEi~OT 1y b EBANRZARMB TORELHE L TR |, HHERET LOSEITFHS
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RIS NDE LTS, Fio, A XY ADHTA KT A 1F 2013 FIZ/RK S 41, “Guide to the
methods of technology appraisal 2013”3847 SAU7223 9, 2 Z TldiT > X Y & PSA #HE4E 5 %
BN SN TEY, ZOMRME L TIHEOET L OBHAIT PSA N EHOR M, 2hAE
DHo L b LWHEEMBE G525 HETHLINLTHLELTND, 2D b, 2011 FLL
BIZHITENTWDIRFTD T T A, A XV ZADHA RTA 2 TIEOF b PSA & N
IZHELE L TV D Z Enbnrd,

H AT 30 TUE 2013 4R IC ISR R FE 12 36 1T 2 0 FHEICBT 2 0 A4 BT A 3%
FTENTHD | THHRECTHIUSHENRE ST bHbE TR IR I L), LaNTEY, £
DHELZE S NN T hkt (B D KA RTA L TIEZEDOL IO H T & ZHELET 508,

RBUZ L > TR L &V 5 D5HD) ThHD,

24 PSA OFAKR
PSA OFIHIZOWTHREZIT O 720, EERRF I DI85 5 PSA Offi IR

asa L7,

241 RFBIZH HHBXTHRE SN T=- PSA DFEHKR
AERITEIT D PSA OFERNAZFE T H7-0, EFEE Web I TUL FOMKRIC LV FHL o
SRR 24T - 72,

R (EFEAAFAE/TH or QALY/AL) or (& FHHEAAF4E/TH or B EF4/AL)) and (PT=

I

p=11{
>

b

i 30)

201347 H 13 HIRFARC, ERROSRM 23 2 EOMm PR SN, TN HIZo0nT L
Ea—%1To7, 23 MHIIEERFE O AT o T2 TII R o722 b, LE 22— bR

sz,
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E IR AN AT > T2 49 D STIZ DU Ty BE ST ORI 6 . [1.PSA %1
FALTWS |, RURESHT 21T TV A2, PSA TiEev . BLO 13.PSA & IKESHT H1T

STWRW] I LT, fERA X 2-4 1577,

27244
| EEREETEE
L ﬁ’D —CL‘f;L‘
EEEEHEE 234
ToTLVS
494
PSA% PSATLWVRESH BESH
fToTLYS #1THoTLHVAD FIT2TULVEL
6/4914(12.2%) 35/494:(71.4%) 8/4944(16.3%)

2-4 The usage of probabilistic sensitivity analysis in Japan reported in Japanese

ERRR M 21T > T2 491D 5 B, PSAIC L DREDH A TON TN D L DIL 61
(12.2%) . FERICE SRVRESHT 21T TWD B D351 (71.4%) . BESHZ21T- T
WRNHDIE8E (16.3%) Th o7z, PSA DFEROMEDNEIL. 6 1:0 5 H 3173 PSA
IZE > TICER O XM ZHH L, #E LB, R RRE LT T 1
2 alb—ya CORBRERPBAK TR INIFRRENEI LI 720 D 1{FHIZ WTP O

FEZ TR 5 ERP RSN TNTZDHRTH o7,

PSAZIRET B L ZDMEHAEISIX 122%THY . B EIIWZRR, —FTHERIZELLA
WEE AT 24T > TWODBFZEIZ IR D 710% % B 2 TR Y . FiE% PSAIZIRE L7l iud,

JREE ST ORI ITmNE WA D,

PSA 1T > CW i XX D —E & 5 2-2 1R,
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3% 2-2 Listing of studies which used probabilistic sensitivity analysis in sensitivity analysis

PSADA  /\FA—%
REMEE HRE PSADRERDTRLA
EDRH  FORH

Okubo Ichiro

A 2005 ICER DEFEX fE HY HY
53)
Amemiya

EIRER 2009 ICER DIEFERXM HY HY
Shiori 54
Tamayama
Kazuhiro & TEMMAE 2010 ICER M{E#ERXE HY HlY
55)
ME #hs

& 2011 ERXUDRZIFHE HY A
56)

ERxhR 2 A

B.EVTHILAOYEL
FHEBE JoFY 2011 HY HY
L—oavizkUiss

nf-ovk
Bl R R
Enis KIEs® 2012 WTP DSRMER L L
HEHETUEE

6 WO O PEHREIII TR TR > T2, PSA DFEREDOR LI E LTIE, 3#72% ICER D
BEXHE & LTHE LTRY ., 2MAEAXRZAmR (Ob1H3Er7hrnva
L—yaro7my hBERLTHE) TERBFFED WTP (500 5 1) 23555 S5 R
A LTz, PSADFIEL, SHBRELTEY, WInbEL T AR Iab—Y
2T, T = h AT v TIRICE D PSA ZATo TV EWE LI b Do 7o, /3T A

— X DL OES, PSA ODFHRAZA[GEL T HHFHRICHOWTIL, 4 WA TH L T\, ULt
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D LMD, PSA#FTH> TWBHHIZB WD H kiR, BEREEZHEET 720037 X
— X DOBEGRITEWEIS TITHOITWD Z Enbinolz,

PSA O FRI OB AL 2 T T 5 726D, PSA 247 =i SO HAREEE 2 Wesd L7273,
2005 4E, 2009 45, 2010 R L O 2012 4RI NFH 1 HR, 2011 RIS 23RTH D | BRERAY 22 8

UIZHOWTERANSTHETE 21EE D TIT RN~ T,

242 RIBIH 1T BHEXTHE Shi- PSA DFERARKR

HARTITOI, TECTHE SNIFEIC OV THHET 5725, Pubmed IZ TLL T OMERIC
IV BeHOMmLAMRL, LEa2—%2BIkkol,

(qaly AND japan) AND ("1900/1/1"[Date - Publication] : "2013/7/13"[Date - Publication])

38 I E R E R 24T » T2 BFZE Tl o722 &L 17T X B AGE THE S N5/ LT
bHoHZENOHIEIE DBEEZRT 5720, 3MHTARICEBT 2 TIT o722 &y 11
IZERRE I ORI ThH -7 EICE D, LEa2—0 LRI ST,

VL bEZBRIN LT, EFRRE 21T > Tz 77 O ST DWW T, HSCE RIS L

T fE R 2K 2-5 12,

£1364 e o
| 384 ERREEIETAL

5 £H (T = -
EEEFIAE 174 BABORXTHD

- 3 BAEOHFHETLHL
2T .= )
778 114 LE 21— THhd
PSA%Z PSATCIZNVRE ST BESH
T2TLVS 72T E{T2TLVEL
33774 (42.9%) 37/TTHE(48.1%) 7ITTH#(9.1%)

2-5 The usage of probabilistic sensitivity analysis in Japan reported in English.
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IR 21T > T 77D 5 B, PSAIC L DEEDHT AT TV D b DL 33 1
(42.9%) . FERIZE HRVEESITZIToTWD L OIX 371 (48.1%) . EESHT 217> T
WRWSDIX T (9.1%) Th o7z, PSA DFREROWME DAL, 331D 55 24 3K %
RLTHEY, ZONFIE 2403 BA R FE~O T 7y b & B AR AR O )7 & 7~ L
TVt L, BHORFHE~DO T 7y hDhHER L TW b DT 31F, B RZE
MR DB Z R L TWebDIX I Th o7z, — T OMFTRERDOKIRITIRNA, 6 thDSFrE
D WTP N2 R SNHMER, 21E08 Y 2 2 b—3 g UREROR A & f/IME, 11423 QALY &

DEH O 95%EFEIX[E] 27~ LT,

PTG SNTAFRITR ST THE SN S D L X PSA O HEIE N EL . FI-mE
DFERBERICEVIABIOREND Z ENZ W ENShoT=, LI LR G, BRIZELD
PRV N JE AT O FIEI BT H S0 X 0 s S 7258 &[RRI PSA O EIE % Bl - T

Yl

25 WROELD

ARG TIL, PSA DHIEMIZHOWTIRRIZDL | KED PSAICKHTHEX HEHE L,

F 72T THIRR S 72 R R ORFJE T D PSA F 721U ST ORI IR E £ &
720

PSA [FarBa—F v Ialb—ya il o TREBICES RO T — 2 2 280 E S,
Z DA B AR A OEFMEICET 2R A2/ L b D TH L, FHY 7 MU =7 Ol
BIRAOEBIIHFELTETEY, ¥ Ialb—a  OFEORRS ZWYNITH 2 LRT
THITFATTHZLITHEL L 220, PSAZHWD Z LIk v, BEED T A —F ORHeENE
% ICER OfFFEXE] &) B—DFFIEICH & LIAA T T 5 2 N TE 50T, HENDH
5O R OEEENMEZ D) LT < HEARETH DL LW HIEE LVWHEEEL H D, —FHTA

IR LIy T ey I ab—a O —RATRR B OSAN A EIERY
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THIZPEV, -2 OGS BTFRIFERETH S LWV I RVMRKEZ BW =2, O/ RRT XA —H
MUED RIS A O THNIE S F LR Z LN, ZUFEV T ALY I 21—y g
IZE D PSADRRTHDL EWVWZ D, Fio, 7— ATy THEICEAPSA L. TOmEMAIL

B 21 L0 BEET — 4 2 AF LTV By —RITRON S,

EEDOTA RTA L DL E 2 —DFER, ST O MEMICES L CRART L W i S v T
T2 EMRBATNDD, FiEE PSAICRET 56D TIERD 272, 2011HELIRIZRITE N
7oA RTA 2 TIEPSA ZHESET 2 B SN TE Y . A% OIEAIREFE M B\ TIE
PSA & W EE T 21TV, RO RHEEMEDS IS5 2 2B EZFHET 2 2 LB EEN

Do

ARIRCTITON T EFHRF M IED U B 2 —ZAT o 7oA R, FCTHE Sz b DI ER
RN A AT > 72 49D 5 BT PSA ZAT S ToWFRIZ 6 1 (122%) 1L EEDHT Enb,
PSA BENTILL LI TND LIZE VAT, — 5T PSA TRUWERESHT 24T > - WL
X350 (71.4%) 252 &6, BESHTAEFITZZ S OBETHNLN TS, EXIZKD
WEIZBN TS, PSA DEHFEIGIEE DN >T2b DD, PSA TRV ST 21T - 7oA FE 0 fil
MEED LR TV Z LIEFERTH o7z, Lo TPSADBRE IO LV JWI7ikim
T ANOND XOICRNEFINRESND LEZX DD, ZTOTZOITILPSA 179

TeODITA RTA 72 EOIERPEE LUy,
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3 ®iZE 2 HEHEMIR EVPIDRE

1.8.25 il T, EVPI ZHEEBET VO OFEIE L L THWLHI 2R L7223, EVPIO
MBIZNICERS T, FEDIEEMELRET 52 L BRIV AT ARKE L TEDORE
OMEIZ D72 8 2 ORI L LT HIGHATRETH 5, BEIF O AR F I OFE LI ES W
TH LEANPIBREN TV DRBIZEBNT, FIZIX XLV FIEORE RERRBRLITH> 2 & T
BECONT R VIBEDOEVERESTZY | AR FRHEIC LV EEFREELRLGY
THAL LT, EARFMOKEZ N ESE 5L, BFORERICE 2BERENRY TH
D EMONYIEROBIRNEDLLFREMENH D, ZOXEIITRY JVWERRELITY 2 &
MTELHI Lzl L CTHET 2BMEROMEEZ EVPHI X VEHIid 5 2 L3 TE 5,

FLT ANV 2 b— g VIS EVPHEIASA ZEFOE 2 FIkES< LR T&
D08, EVPI B 15 515 el Lim BRI S Bl 22 B EIZ SRR D 2 WG AR H D LB %

bND, AETIE, ZORMEEZfEML, MR E L CTHEmICIE S EVPI 2T 5,

31 #®&S

3.1.1 EVPI(Expected Value of Perfect Information)
FERIRRF AN T, AMEEEOFMIILERAI R TH Y | AMEEZFMT 57200
xR GEPRE S, IEM SN TWD, FERIRRG AT O i FEMET,
® Methodological uncertainty
07 i D ANEEANT I 2 FEAFE 5 R A 0D A~ il SE 4
® Model uncertainty
RIERO~ L3 7T VIR EOREEIC X D A fRIENE
® Parameter uncertainty
e ORI & OHETE T O A e FEME
D 3 DD NHEFENEIZ TS 1L 5%,
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AFIETIZ N T A —Z ORHEEEZFHNT 5 G EO—> & LTHWLNS, Value of
Information Analysis®®|Z -5 < EVPI (Expected Value of Perfect Information)®ViZ3% H %,

HANRF A OFER 2 b LICERRTE % & > T2 HAICE RIS S 520 (Net Benefit)
NB()iZ., ARMEE; & AL~ T2 G, A% 1 BAERT 27201 3h>»Th Lne$5%
FA CHLERE) 21 LI2. NB() =AE — (THRLILD, I Z CHARGEHEIC A
INTA=ZOTOWTAREEMENFET DL L, OV RERTHL S L THOHERRICTHE
BREZ & D & ORI ITImaxEgNB(,0) TREN D, —H THICONIX LD E 22 HE
ESND L LT (InzmeRiERmaeri oL iES) | 00FERIGHRD b & Tl o ARk

ExlDbDET 5L, TOMFMITEgmax;NB(j,0) TH 5,

&

W

EVPI 2073 e M & FE DR RE CRIBRE & AT o 72 Rr D2 H O IR & | IRIERD b
& il OB B E 23N L7358 OV O MIRHED 7

EVPI = Egmax;NB(j, 0) — max;EqNB(j,0)
TRIN5H%,

AR M I 1T AT ML, U UIXHERAVEE T & FET D . SLEIC D & X
TA—BEEBHIELV I ab—va VEROBROEBZ KL LICXVFHahd &9,
HeRAEE DT O RORRIL, BHDRFEE~DT I 2L —va VRO T my b HL
WIRR DB DRI T D & S D A S EEREEICx L7 = 3% Cost-
Effectiveness Acceptability Curve (CEAC) 72 £ 573, EVPI & F 7o Rhfe S O FEAT O FE
ELTHWOND, BHZNRFED T 1y k<2 CEAC 73 HEAIRE M 2 R D Al I 2 3 AT
TEHDOTHLDIZK L, EVPHIRAREF I DEFR D 15 ThH 5 /37 A —Z 0D HEFENM
RIS &0 D SR TCTHBMA R D, FEAREMIEE N T — 200 R,. ERELZ <D
INT A =B EfE L TTOI DM, EVPHIZNOLD/NT XA—=ZD 5 BLRFED/NT A —4 0|
B L CRARERMNEONIEEIT. £ OFEHRGE TG 5B LWIRRERA T 20 &0 %

FVIELSRWT 2 Z LIZ Lo TEDREDBIIANRIAEN D ETNT 56D TH
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%o FEEEOBAMF E LT, BHDRGIT THWEET AV EBRT 537 A—2D5 5,
ERERBESND EBMIIIARRE N DOEFER LD, BIMBAARE W ERE SR
TR T A—H B EANICHGET D 2 & TETADWFELNREATI LN TE D, £,
KV EMRMRIERE LT, HROBEMITFICHWSZ &b TE S, EVPIORE 2RIEHRIL
BHIRF L LD MHEOEN SO THD & RAT I ERTE M5, W< O ORI
FNARLZ DT 728, EVPIDORE NS DITESE L THRET 5 &\ 5 DIFBRIZ )2 - 7o i
ThoHENZD D, HDHWE, EVPI EHIIEHIROEBOBEROBEZIRD L. ZOHFFEIC
KO/ ONDMMEDORKIE L B 2D 2 LRHRD T2, BRI DB & ik L TR

HTEBLAENTHS,

3.1.2 EVPI DR
EVPI |38 5 FE R R ST OO T, FrTrhrad I al—i a rOFERN S

HBHEEND, EVPIOBMEO 7= OFRATREE S BIOLDFAED > I 2 b— 3 OfEREZIRT

(3 3-1),
#31vIalb— g UEROH
Additional " .
Trial  Effectiveness Cﬁiil?ljgell:l)) Ne’(cUBSeS)eﬂt ax;NB(j, 8)
(QALY)
1 0.2 5,000 5,000 5,000
2 0.1 10,000 -5,000 0
3 0.3 10,000 5,000 5,000
4 0.2 15,000 -5,000 0
5 0.4 18,000 2,000 2,000

ZOFNZEBNTIEL, NTA—FOEELEICESX 5B A ST, /XT A—X0FT5-0O | CxIA
TBRAZFERICYI 0 2 5 2 LI L 0 BmaicE S5 %058 (Additional Effectiveness
(QALY)) &, BINAYICSHA 9 2 (Additional Cost (USD)) ZsRb7z, & Z Tl 3cHh & T4EA

Z$50,000 & L CW5, KfTICB I A2WANIEDEE & D54, HEE~OY Y 2 13&
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XN D e DB E L DRIV Bz %) . &85, —HTADHTH-T
BRI ERREIT THRRICY 0 &2 Thb, Bz, 1EEORITICRE W TH
BB B 2 % L $5,000 DRI MG H L5728, max;NB(j,0) = $5,000&L T %, —HT
2B H OFAT TITHIRRICEI D B2 2 & L DHIT$—5,000 TH Y . HET D720, HHHE
OB AFICZORKEREREA D Z & T, BRTIMRE LD 5 maxNB(j,0) = $0TH 5,

ETED, ZOLHT, WNITA=HOFTHEDO L EZFNFENOFEITICE W Tl 72 B B E %

S

Zllcky,

Y

=
Egmax;NB(j, 0) = $2,400
EEGT D ENTED,
—J7. T A—ZONRRHOLGEICHS TREREBRIX. FHRFEE2BAT22L (=1) I
£V
EgNB(1,0) = $400
LY BALRWES (=0)
EgNB(0,0) = $ — 400
(AR THIRHMERNCIIRENR KR EL 2D Z L DHRTH D, Lo T2 OLAITHIER 2B T
L2 ENREOERIRETHY
max;EgNB(j, 6) = $400
LD, FER. ZoflTIE. EVPIIZ
EVPI = Egmax;NB(j, 8) — max;EgNB(j,8) = $2,000
LR Ko TNT A—HeDEHRITS$2,000 DAEZFFO V2 5, ZOflfEIE, 172, 4
DEIITHIRIRERBIRT 22 LI NBRADEE &5, THbLINRRICY D X 20
1% 5 DB F OBLAN D EEOBRIRECTHLLAIC, THLLEZBNTHZ LN TEL D
LWL D, ZOMfEIZ N7 A—Z0DFERR LIZIZBG LN LOTHD, —FHTHRIT 1, 3,
50LAICHEHID NBIFANT A—20ICHT 2RO AEINNDOOLTHOLNLMTHD
DT, NT A =200 EVPIHIITHE LRV, /37 XA —=FZ0DEEDHIERDIRSTITKE 25
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Bh 52586, Eloifo Tl CRWEBREZ BRI L2515 T >/ NBD
BESBINPRENGAIZEVPI N RE L 725,

K 31DHZH LI EVPI 2R 5 LEXB-1DEHITTREND,
vy NORRIRTHEFTITE R T, FRITDO OB NI A—ZODEBRMP R WGEE TR
W CRWEEREZRITIRIT 2, 4500, IR LAS50,000 %7~ 3 HE M £ CTOSNE 7R O iR
B> GRT1, 3, 52ELT_XRTORITICONTO) HIFHEA EVPHCHYS T 5, Lo
EVPHIIE LWEERED DIEREZHRNT 5] ThoT2E A e — e > 0) & DA 2 4%
ALV ThHoT25EMe — e < OB, UTDOXEIICHRT I ENTE D,

ic1 #(Ae; < ¢)(c; — Aey)

EVPI = n
i1 #(e; > c)(Ae; — ¢y)

n

(if Afle — fic > 0)

(if Afle — fic < 0)
72770, eld3ZhE, cdEHAEZ R L, TNOOEEEOHEE Z e fice T Do T2, #(OIE
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3.1.3 EVPI M%l: cost-utility analysis between Linezolid and Vancomycin in the empiric

treatment of nosocomial pneumonia

PIERGE iz ~Diaik & LT, BREORERMRZ M- FIREHIEE 2R G T R

5

FRBRAOTRIEE & FESL, Collins 58T RERAIAIR IZ 1T % vancomycin (25132 linezolid o> Al %t
NREOFMEAT e o720 HTIXIRERIET M L 0 ITebiu, BEPNEGRiRFIE %
vancomycin ¥ 7213 linezolid % #¢ 5- L 72356 OIS AR L BN IR S vTe, 2 O30T
BWT, B, MiREOEIERIGEE., REBOBITHS, AW, G, AFEC-o
WCHERIRE NI M T bz, 2 b0 9 HLIREMOBITHESIZ DX Collins ©H 23S
HVREE AT I RN T2 0 IS & 0 EVPI ORI 24T, HE O 421772 5 7=, Collins 5738
ITHERDED & LI~ T3 2 2 L —3 3 5 — & % 100,000 fH ¥ 4E S, WTP Off
TEDOEVPIERE, BURLT, MEREX 3218 T, oB. ZoflcBi b WTP O#iFHIX
—MXAIIZ 1QALY 72V D ICER DWW DWW L FIfE L S D & B D73, AWFZEo B
WTP & EVPI OBIRMEAFR L5 Z LIi2H VD . WTP O3 AdvrTaE7Zs LRRIE TdH 2 BfEIC &

LT —MRILFRERER THLZ LD, ZOFNCEVBHHAEIT O,
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EVPI OMEICHEHT 5 &, WTP 2360 225$10,129 £ T EFH4 51254, EVPHI ER LT
W5, $10,129 78 T DRERAYEEE ST OFEFRAF BN ICER O RHEEETH Y . WTP 28 Z
TEI & B D He B OHIMHE, linezolid(HHGR)IZ & 545 QALY &H7= 0 OIBINAYE X WTP X
Db mEW Tz, linezolid DfEANEE FIXZN RICEN R, TV, ZOHE EVPHIV I =
L=y a VRO 5 H WTP 2R EML FEMR EFER) &V FICET L7 m y b &y
RO OREEOFEMEORFNT /25, WTP BN 2 IZHEWERR F D7 1 v b AT
L2 L, Try b EEHROBOERESEINT 2 Z &6 BFHITHEM L T\, EVPIHI WTP
73$10,129 DT L 720 . —HIEAICER TS, WTP 23$10,129 22 % & i
linezolid DE AN E XN FITEN D, LWHETH, ZOD, YIal—Ta UfERDD

ERED S BIfLET S 7 m v b EEROBOEEDREEEORIIN EVPI £ 72D, D7

m W

EAAOEENHEIMT L LI VERLY RICfiET 570y OBPBDTLHZ L.
72 (F 1 &BlCBITS) BEHEE ey NEOEBENEL 52 226, EVPLHIZEAT 5,

LALLM 6, WTP BNHIZ K E 2B Z B> 72558 EVPLIE IR TS 2 ERgh 5D,
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ZOJRIE, WTP 3MHSICKRE < 2o To85E, B QALY A O (55 2, % 3 &R)
TIZ WTP 2SN D IO EMR LY Eo 7 oy b & EBRO M OEE ORI+ 5 2 &
DEELZZITTND

EVPIIZ &% WTP 73$10,129 i 5 T - 72 35E 10, £ D/NT A —=ZITHONTUTOIL DI
~OBENBEEOMEITRE NS D LIS LD, T 725, Tlinezolid & vancomycin D # H
FHNRICDONT, HRDFRLEZITV., EH N AMIRIEN T D0 E T 5

ICRERMMER S D] LT, LNLRNEL, WTP & ICER O s EMEAT N E VD Z
Sl DBUG OIRBICITE XA ROBEN DR E 2N LB 2 2 ERZETH
HEBEZLI, TOHENOE R D EBRDIMEREEITO 2 LITITRE RA0EILE<
linezolid & vancomycin DWF 3Lz 5 22 TiE7e <, MOMZEITE T DIEIDLEE LW, &
FBEADIENTE D, EVPHIZ DX S, IEETH LT BTV RBLIZ B W T o BER
EDNTREIEAE RO GEN D D,

DRz R T D728 AWFIE TR IZHE-S < EVPL (G@H O EVPL & IXHI4 5729

BEFEGS  (frequentist) DFACT-Z¥RZ EVPl &KL T D) ZERL, TOMEZRHD L LD

=

(2 (XA ZRIZHED L) EVPIL E D ZAT ), RAFIIC L5y I ab—vaillvzo
FEARBMEZH 5 L, B FEERO IR AL 3607 5 MR AR AT~ D 2170,
= OMEHE % FEERICERT 5,

Vial—varE{TolBE WThORITHLEOETH 0O X 212 2Lk,
EVPHEAA XfiatEE L LIZNETH D, —FH CHERIIME - OEENMFET D2 &
AR, TNENOFITIIEMEICE S SN O DY T M| E v e Jed, EFF

CRWTHlERSND pECEHEXE, KHUHREIIHERICES bONTRTHY | %
FIREFARHIZZN O OfEE S LT Z EBFEAETH DD, EVPHIE W T H M
RIS FIEA R 2 Z L3 HERO B L WO BLEN D b —EDMEN S 5 & F

Zbhd,
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32 A&k
BAREGRIZHS < EVPI (EVPl) ZEFRL. A RAWMICES @H O EVPI & OfEZ T

B, FOBYI2L— a2k o TEVPI EDEESAZIT S,

321 SEEMICE I EVPIDESR
iDE R i a BARITT D L B &t IR OB HP RO ZITFEREITITIE L - &

Zbolcme LTBMIEND D, ZNHITITME—DE[ENERTE D,

FEANRRF AN 2 5 Lo = PRI B W TR RO BIESEM 2t 07 — 2 & U CEI S L7 fE
LDEMEAHE L TWVD, ZOBFBZFICHES L, vIalb—ra 7o RITEMICE
DL MM BRONLFITEMED IR LB L TWDIZIEE 7220,

£ 3-1DHI%EH &1T, ¥ 3-3 2 W THEmRIZESS EVPI (EVP) ZBHRT 5, Z0v
Lz b—va VIZHWESAIZBOW UK N O G ON AL b L IR () & &
M (0 OEMEOHEEMITAEA L) (e, fic) & HV. Z1Z4 0.25QALY., $10,000 i =41
7= (K 3-3DZEEO H"Mean”) , HEGRIZS 2ORITEZETINOOHMANLE S =Y
YINTHDLERRTH, ZOBZHITHES &, ELWERRETWTORITIZENT
b EEEHEMNT 25 THYH ., ZOMEBEONL0MIT. BEOHEEM 2 =3 806 3
B JHAH$50,000 2 A~ ELR E TO Y Bi5 [ OFERES2,500 THDH L BEZ HILD, RIT2, 4D
BICBWTCIZOMHZEST L2 LIXTERV—FH T, RI7A—X0DERICE Y i, {i
WIE L HEE SNAUR, 5 20RITT R TUTBW T Z o2 EE T2 Licb, OF
DHEERIC L B LT A—=HOD EVPLIZY 2 2 L— a VOREROD 5 b, YR AIR G T
fhofsm e B s, Mot BERENEONTZHIG L, ELWERRELZIToTLGAICHED
WD (ZHUI NI A—=Z0DFEWRPBT GO FTHELN e D RDEND) OFFE

EEIND, LoTEVPKHIZUL FO LI ICEREIND,
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{1:1 #O\ei < Ci)O\ﬁ-e - ﬁc)

EVPI; = n .
f Zinzl #O\ei > Ci)(“c - )\Ue)

n

(if Afle — fic > 0)

(ifAfle — fic < 0)
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FEANFR G AT e AU EES S BRIREIZIS T 5 EVPI & EVP DO 21T > 7, fiEO
e bHEHREIE LT, /N7 A—=F0DRHEFIVEDORE R, FIGROTMIC LD NB 23,
SIECEDIERGAITIED & L, T, e 2 EnZ S &R0 EVPI & EVPLOZAL,
T, FRIOEMIINB O (BTSN KRESE, GHOEITNT A—Z0D
THEFENEIC X DBORE SITHYST 5, 1> 00HAIC, EVPHTEMWZAO 5 HADE
EIR o T2y DHIFETH 505
E(Ae -c[Ae -c < 0)
*(3)

TREND, —F7 EVPIHITIBIRBANADEE R T2HIG & /oD ThH - 22

uOFE
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33 HE#R

TR AL LICEE L, PHEESEIGE O/ REZ K 3-4 177, EVPITiEps 00
PRI 72 212D TEROMIE LS < 72 273, EVPL TIEFICE MO I I biL D, SHE
OO IR F O BAE S R & LB DR S 5 BIEIC WA IS IR B a4 B
T 200G DOEBIREICEVELNDHICKEREN 2N LS, ELLHWT 52

& DAfEPMRVIRIE L 7S D Z LIT X D,
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X 3-4 BERFZE—ED D & TOIFEHIZXT 5 EVPI L EVPIf OEE)

W% LICEE L, BEEFEEEZ 2L TSSO/ R %X 3-5 1277, EVPI & EVPIHT L
(HEYER 2 O NS CHFIZEEIN L T D, TR T A —Z0DEH DO ENKE WX

EXDIEROMETEH< 225 L) TR — B2 ROMRTHD LWV R D,
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Colins & YO % T, EVPL &% L, EVPI & Ol 24772 > 7= iR %X 3-6 |12
9, EVPIpix WTP O & iz — B X EVPL AT 5 Z &3 508, $10,129 3512
BWTIER LAY LTWS, Zhid, K3-40udd 0 DITEICH D & S IR SN,
ICER 23 BfEIZ TG AIC T L ATEHROMEABA L, EVPIHIK 925 &0 ) HE & —3
T2, $10,129 2B W T EVPLIZ 0, 772206 ELLDOIRFEALRAILL LTHELNDLEH
IZRICTH S (7272 L., linezolid DIF 9 M &V £\ QALY 245541, LV ZHEEOEH %2

STWD), EWIIRRBICEIET D, ZO% WTP OHMIZHEW EVPIIZHENT 5,

WTP 73$10,129 D U3V T, EVPLIES$652 TH D, Ziudd bbb, WIPFHTGOH &
ZONRT A= B DRFERENREIND Z LI2X 0, BF 1 AHTZY TEHICS652 D H
WEEND LW END LV ERTH D, ZOHIEIEL, FFITIZHV T linezolid &
vancomycin D LV BWME) Z@RINTEX 52 Lk AT S, —HFTEVPEHIIZ O WTPIZ
BTS00 72528, ZHUT linezolid & vancomycin DELDE AR DFEITITFEN /2N,
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AAA: Abdominal Aortic Aneurysm

AIC: Akaike’s Information Criteria

AMCP: Academy of Management Care Pharmacy
ASMR: Amélioration du Service Médical Rendu
BCEA: Bayesian Cost-Effectiveness Analysis

BIC: Bayesian Information Criteria

CBA: Cost Benefit Analysis

CDF: Cancer Drugs Fund

CEA: Cost Effectiveness Analysis

CEAC: Cost-Effectiveness Acceptability Curve
CEPS: Comité Economique des Produits de Santé
CMA: Cost Minimization Analysis

CUA: Cost Utility Analysis

CVD: Cardiovascular Disease

ECOG PS: Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group Performance Status
EQ-5D: EuroQol-5 Dimensions

ERG: Evidence Review Group

EVARL: The UK Endovascular Aneurysm Repair Trial 1
EVMI: Expected Value of Model Improvement

EVPI: Expected Value of Perfect Information

EVPPI: Expected Value of Partial Perfect Information
HAS: Haute Autorité de Santé

HTA: Health Technology Assessment

HUI: Health Utility Index

ICER: Incremental Cost-Effectiveness Ratio

MCMC: Markov Chain Monte Carlo

79



NB: Net Benefit

NHS: National Health Service

NICE: the National Institute for health and Care Excellence
PSA: Probabilistic Sensitivity Analysis

SAS: Statistical Analysis System

SF-6D: Short Form-6 Dimensions

SMR: Service Médical RenduService

PBAC: Pharmaceutical Benefits Advisory Committee
QALY: Quality-Adjusted Life Year

QOL.: Quality of Life

QW: Quality Weight

UNCAM: Union Nationale des Caisses d'Assurance Maladie
Vol: Value of Information

WTP: Willingness to Pay
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