Supplement 3: Study evaluation
	No
	Item
	Freed-berg 2006
	Mc Cabe 2012
	Zaric 2008

	Study question

	1. 
	Was the study question formulated precisely?
	+
	+
	+

	2.
	Was the medical and economic background described in sufficient detail?
	+
	+
	+

	Analytical framework 

	3.
	Were all included interventions described in sufficient detail?
	-
	+
	+

	4.
	Were all previously determined interventions compared?
	+
	+
	+

	5.
	Was the selection of interventions sufficiently justified?
	-
	+
	-

	6.
	Was the study population clearly described?
	+
	+
	+

	7.
	Was the chosen timeframe appropriate for an adequate evaluation of effects and costs and is this clearly described?
	+
	-
	+

	8.
	Was the type of evaluation clearly described?
	-
	-
	-

	9.
	Were costs and health effects evaluated?
	+
	+
	+

	10.
	Was the perspective of analysis adequately chosen and clearly/explicitly described?
	+
	+
	-


	Analysis method and modelling

	11.
	Were adequate statistical test/models for data analysis chosen and described in sufficient detail?
	+
	-
	-

	12.
	Were all structures and parameters of decision analytic models completely and comprehensibly documented (publication or technical report)?
	+
	+
	+

	13.
	Were all relevant assumptions explicitly formulated?
	+
	+
	+

	14.
	Were adequate data sources for path probabilities chosen in decision analytic models and were they clearly stated?
	+
	+
	+

	Health effects 

	15.
	Were all relevant health outcomes considered and explicitly stated (depending on time frame and perspective of analysis)?
	+
	+
	+

	16.
	Were adequate sources for health effects chosen and clearly stated?
	+
	+
	-

	17.
	Was the epidemiological study design analysis method adequately chosen, presented and were the results described in sufficient detail (in case of results based on a single study)? 
	-
	-
	-

	18.
	Were adequate methods for identification, extraction and synthesis of effect parameters chosen and were they described in sufficient detail (in case of results based on data synthesis)?
	-
	-
	-

	19.
	Were all chosen health conditions rated depending on preference and were appropriate methods and measurements used and described? 
	-
	+
	-

	20.
	Were adequate sources for the outcome data of health conditions chosen and clearly stated? 
	-
	-
	-

	21.
	Was the evidence of health effects sufficiently documented?
	+
	-
	-


	Cost

	22.
	Were the assumptions of quantities related to costs described in sufficient detail?
	-
	-
	-

	23.
	Were adequate data sources used to determine the quantities related to the costs and were they explicitly described?
	-
	-
	-

	24.
	Were the assumptions related to the price for costs described in sufficient detail?
	-
	-
	-

	25.
	Were adequate sources and methods for the ascertainment of price chosen and was this explicitly described?
	-
	-
	-

	26.
	Were included costs related to the perspective and timeframe conclusively justified and all relevant costs considered? 
	-
	-
	-

	27.
	Were data on loss of production documented and included correctly in the analysis (depending on perspective of analysis)?
	-
	-
	-

	28.
	Was the currency stated?
	+
	+
	-

	29. 
	Were currency conversions adequately performed?
	-
	+
	-

	30.
	Were adaptions performed in case of inflation or deflation adequately? 
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Discounting 

	31.
	Were future health effects and costs adequately discounted?
	-
	-
	+

	32.
	Was the year for discounting stated and if not was the year of reference stated?
	+
	+
	+

	33.
	Was the discount rate stated? 
	+
	+
	+

	34.
	Was the choice for the discount rate described or in case the discount rate was omitted  was this justified? 
	+
	-
	-

	Presentation of results 

	35.
	Were measures for model validation carried out and described? 
	-
	+
	-

	36.
	Were absolute health effects and absolute costs determined per capita?
	+
	-
	+

	37.
	Were incremental health effects and incremental costs determined per capita? 
	+
	+
	+

	38.
	Was a reasonable relation between costs health effects chosen related to the type of economic evaluation?
	+
	+
	+

	39.
	Were clinical effects stated (not only quality adjusted life years)?
	+
	-
	+

	40.
	Were relevant results presented separately (not only in an aggregated form)?
	-
	+
	+

	41.
	Were population aggregated costs and health effects presented?
	-
	-
	-

	Dealing with uncertainty 

	42.
	Were sensitivity analyses performed for all relevant parameters?
	+
	+
	+

	43.
	Were sensitivity analyses performed for all relevant structural parameters?
	-
	-
	-

	44.
	Were adequate methods for sensitivity analyses chosen (univariate, bivariate, probabilistic)? 
	-
	+
	+

	45.
	Was the range of values for sensitivity analyses and structural variations realistic?
	-
	+
	+

	46.
	Were results of sensitivity analyses described in sufficient detail?
	+
	+
	+

	47.
	Were adequate statistical methods such as statistical tests and confidence intervals used for stochastic data and were they described? 
	-
	-
	-

	Equity 

	48.
	Were equity assumptions explicitly formulated (for example the same value for QALYs)?
	-
	-
	-

	49.
	Were equity aspects for relevant subgroups identified and described?
	-
	-
	-

	Discussion 

	50.
	Was the data quality critically appraised?
	+
	-
	-

	51.
	Was the direction and size of uncertain or biased parameter estimations discussed consistently in relation to the results?
	-
	-
	-

	52.
	Was the direction and size of uncertain or biased structural model assumptions discussed consistently in relation to the results?
	-
	-
	+

	53.
	Were essential limitations of the study discussed?
	+
	+
	-

	54.
	Were plausible statements for the generalizability of results given? 
	-
	-
	-

	55.
	Were important ethical and distribution aspects discussed?
	-
	-
	-

	56.
	Were the results adequately discussed in the context of independent health care programs?
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Conclusion

	57.
	Was the conclusion consistent with data/results?
	+
	+
	+

	58.
	Was a conclusion drawn on current knowledge and study results?
	+
	+
	+


Yes (+); No (no); NA (not applicable)
