WEB SITE Table 4.a
Deterministic and probabilistic analysis results. Analyses for a 40 year old cohort with a 10 year screening interval and 5% prevalence of OAG
	Strategy
	Cost (£)
	QALYs
	ICER
	10,000
	20,000
	30,000
	50,000

	Current practice
	563.34
	18.971
	 
	82.5%
	54.3%
	40.2%
	29.6%

	Technician
	703.24
	18.978
	20,571
	16.7%
	42.3%
	51.4%
	51.1%

	GO
	744.38
	18.979
	42,188
	0.8%
	3.4%
	8.4%
	19.3%


 ICER = Incremental cost-effectiveness ratio; GO = ‘glaucoma optometrist’ strategy

WEB SITE Table 4.b
Likelihood of a strategy being cost-effective for different incidence and progression parameter values. Analyses for a 40 year old cohort with a 10 year screening interval and 5% prevalence of OAG
	Model parameter
	PDs Parameters*
	Strategy
	Probabilistic cost-effectives for different threshold values for Society's willingness to pay for a QALY (%)

	 
	 
	 
	10,000
	20,000
	30,000
	50,000

	Incidence
	High
	Current practice
	82.0%
	53.9%
	40.0%
	29.6%

	 
	 
	Technician
	17.0%
	42.4%
	50.7%
	50.0%

	 
	 
	GO
	1.0%
	3.7%
	9.3%
	20.4%

	 
	Low
	Current practice
	83.6%
	55.7%
	42.6%
	30.6%

	 
	 
	Technician
	15.5%
	40.6%
	48.2%
	49.3%

	 
	 
	GO
	0.9%
	3.7%
	9.2%
	20.1%

	Progression: 
	High
	Current practice
	78.8%
	48.0%
	35.2%
	23.8%

	Mild to Moderate
	 
	Technician
	20.5%
	48.3%
	55.3%
	54.8%

	 
	 
	GO
	0.7%
	3.7%
	9.5%
	21.4%

	 
	Low
	Current practice
	82.2%
	54.6%
	39.2%
	27.8%

	 
	 
	Technician
	16.9%
	42.4%
	51.3%
	53.2%

	 
	 
	GO
	0.9%
	3.0%
	9.5%
	19.0%

	Progression: 
	High
	Current practice
	77.4%
	41.2%
	28.2%
	18.1%

	Moderate to Severe
	 
	Technician
	21.9%
	55.2%
	62.2%
	59.2%

	 
	 
	GO
	0.7%
	3.6%
	9.6%
	22.7%

	 
	Low
	Current practice
	89.6%
	68.2%
	52.3%
	36.2%

	 
	 
	Technician
	10.1%
	30.2%
	42.0%
	50.8%

	 
	 
	GO
	0.3%
	1.6%
	5.7%
	13.0%

	Progression: 
	High
	Current practice
	75.8%
	46.2%
	32.8%
	22.3%

	Severe to VI
	 
	Technician
	23.2%
	49.8%
	57.4%
	55.4%

	 
	 
	GO
	1.0%
	4.0%
	9.8%
	22.3%

	 
	Low
	Current practice
	86.9%
	66.2%
	53.1%
	41.6%

	 
	 
	Technician
	12.5%
	31.4%
	39.9%
	42.6%

	 
	 
	GO
	0.6%
	2.4%
	7.0%
	15.8%


GO = ‘glaucoma optometrist’ strategy; VI = visual impairment
* High SA: the likeliest parameter value for the triangular distribution equal to maximum value from base case analysis; maximum value was assumed to be twice the maximum used in the base case (truncated if necessary at 1) and the minimum value was assumed to be equal to the likeliest value from the base case.

Low SA: likeliest parameter value for the triangular distribution equal to the minimum value from base case analysis; the maximum was assumed to be the likeliest value from the base case (truncated if necessary at 1) and the minimum value was assumed to be equal to zero.
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