
Appendix Figure A2_An overview of the overall performance of the studies in relation to the individual criteria outlined in the CHEC-list. 
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Is the study population clearly described?

Are competing alternatives clearly described?

Is a well-defined research question posed in answerable form?

Is the economic study design appropriate to the stated objective?

Is the chosen time horizon appropriate to include relevant costs and consequences?

Is the actual perspective chosen appropriate?

Are all important and relevant costs for each alternative identified?

Are all costs measured appropriately in physical units?

Are costs valued appropriately?

Are all important and relevant outcomes for each alternative identified?

Are all outcomes measured appropriately?

Are outcomes valued appropriately?

Is an incremental analysis of costs and outcomes of alternatives performed?

Are all future costs and outcomes discounted appropriately?

Are all important variables, whose values are uncertain, appropriately subjected to sensitivity analysis?

Do the conclusions follow from the data reported?

Does the study discuss the generalizability of the results to other settings and patient/client groups

Does the article indicate that there is no potential conflict of interest of study researcher(s) and funder(s)?

Are ethical and distributional issues discussed appropriately?
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Appendix Figure A3_An overview of the overall performance of the studies in relation to the individual criteria outlined in the CHEERS statement. 
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Identify the study as an economic evaluation and specify the interventions being compared?

Provide a structured summary highlighting context, key methods, results and alternative analyses?

Give the context for the study, the study question and its relevance for decision making?

Indicate whether a health economic analysis plan was developed and where available?

Describe characteristics of the study population?

Provide relevant contextual information that may influence findings?

Describe the interventions being compared and why chosen?

State the perspective and why chosen?

State the time horizon for the study and why appropriate?

Report the discount rate and reason chosen?

Describe what outcomes were used as the measure of benefits/harms?

Describe how outcomes used to capture benefits/harms were measured?

Describe the population and methods used to measure and value outcomes?

Describe how costs were valued?

Report the dates of the estimated resource quantities, unit costs, the currency and year of conversion?

If modelling is used, describe in detail and why used?  Report where the model can be accessed?

Describe methods for analysing/statistically transforming data and validation of model?

Describe methods used for estimating how the results of the study vary for sub-groups?

Describe how impacts are distributed across different individuals?

Describe methods to characterize any sources of uncertainty?

Describe aproaches to engage patients/stakeholders etc. in the study design?

Report all analytic inputs including uncertainty or distributional assumptions?

Report mean values for costs and outcomes and summarise in the most appropriate measure?

Describe how uncertainty about analytic judgments, inputs, or projections affect findings?

Report effect of engagement with patients and others affected by the study?

Report key findings, limitations, generalizability, and current knowledge?

Describe how the study was funded and role of funder in the study?

Report authors conflicts of interest according to journal or ICMJE requirements?

% full EEs meeting criteria % partial EEs meeting criteria


