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[bookmark: _Ref196754056][bookmark: _Toc199776562]Appendix 1: Search Strategy

	Database: Econlit (EBSCO), 2025-06-11 

	Search no 
	Search terms 
	Results 

	1 
	TI/AB/SU antenatal* OR "ante natal*" OR perinatal* OR "peri natal*" OR postnatal* OR "peri part*" OR peripart* OR "post delivery" OR postdelivery OR "post natal*" OR postpartum* OR "post partum*" OR pregnan* OR "pre natal*" OR prenatal* OR puerper* 
	2,902 

	2 
	TI/AB/SU anxiet* OR depress* 
	9,613 

	3 
	TI/AB/SU "cost analys*" OR "cost benefit" OR "cost effective*" OR "cost efficien*" OR "cost utility" OR "economic* burden*" OR "economic* evaluat*" OR icer OR qaly OR qualy OR qalys OR qualys 
	17,310 

	4 
	S1 AND S2 AND S3 
	4 

	5 
	Limiters - Publication Date: 20000101-20251231 
	4 


[bookmark: _Ref196754173]
	Database: APA PsycInfo (EBSCO), 2025-06-11 

	Search no 
	Search terms 
	Results 

	1 
	DE "Peripartum Period" OR DE "Intrapartum Period" OR DE "Postnatal Period" OR DE "Pregnancy" OR DE "Perinatal Period" 
	63,851 

	2 
	TI/AB antenatal* OR "ante natal*" OR perinatal* OR "peri natal*" OR postnatal* OR "peri part*" OR peripart* OR "post delivery" OR postdelivery OR "post natal*" OR postpartum* OR "post partum*" OR pregnan* OR "pre natal*" OR prenatal* OR puerper* 
	103,470 

	3 
	S1 OR S2 
	115,516 

	4 
	DE "Postpartum Depression" 
	6,988 

	5 
	TI/AB anxiet* OR depress* 
	526,537 

	6 
	S4 OR S5 
	527,112 

	7 
	DE "Costs and Cost Analysis" OR DE "Health Care Economics" 
	23,078 
 

	8 
	TI/AB "cost analys*" OR "cost benefit" OR "cost effective*" OR "cost efficien*" OR "cost utility" OR "economic* burden*" OR "economic* evaluat*" OR icer OR qaly OR qualy OR qalys OR qualys 
	23,233 

	9 
	S7 OR S8 
	40,549 

	10 
	S3 AND S6 AND S9 
	143 

	11 
	Limiters - Publication Year: 2000-2025 
	135 





	Database: PubMed, 2025-06-11

	Search no 
	Search terms 
	Results 

	1 
	"Peripartum Period"[Mesh] OR "Postpartum Period"[Mesh:NoExp] OR "Pregnancy"[Mesh] OR "Pregnant People"[Mesh] 
	1,069,759 

	2 
	antenatal*[Title/Abstract] OR "ante natal*"[Title/Abstract] OR perinatal*[Title/Abstract] OR "peri natal*"[Title/Abstract] OR postnatal*[Title/Abstract] OR "peri part*"[Title/Abstract] OR peripart*[Title/Abstract] OR "post delivery"[Title/Abstract] OR postdelivery[Title/Abstract] OR "post natal*"[Title/Abstract] OR postpartum*[Title/Abstract] OR "post partum*"[Title/Abstract] OR pregnan*[Title/Abstract] OR "pre natal*"[Title/Abstract] OR prenatal*[Title/Abstract] OR puerper*[Title/Abstract] 
	953,679 

	3 
	#1 OR #2 
	1,396,000 

	4 
	"Depression, Postpartum"[Mesh] 
	8,581 

	5 
	anxiet*[Title/Abstract] OR depress*[Title/Abstract] 
	785,285 

	6 
	#4 OR #5 
	786,056 

	7 
	"Anxiety Disorders/economics"[Mesh] OR "Cost-Benefit Analysis"[Mesh] OR "Cost-Effectiveness Analysis"[Mesh] OR "Depression/economics"[Mesh] OR "Depression, Postpartum/economics"[Mesh] OR "Depressive Disorder/economics"[Mesh] OR "Quality-Adjusted Life Years"[Mesh] 
	105,338 
 

	8 
	"cost analys*"[Title/Abstract] OR "cost benefit"[Title/Abstract] OR "cost effective*"[Title/Abstract] OR "cost efficien*"[Title/Abstract] OR "cost utility"[Title/Abstract] OR "economic* burden*"[Title/Abstract] OR "economic* evaluat*"[Title/Abstract] OR icer[Title/Abstract] OR qaly[Title/Abstract] OR qualy[Title/Abstract] OR qalys[Title/Abstract] OR qualys[Title/Abstract] 
	273,445 
 

	9 
	#7 OR #8 
	313,896 

	10 
	#3 AND #6 AND #9 
	498 

	11 
	#10 AND (2000:3000/12/12[pdat])  
	466 



	Database: Web of Science Core Collection, 2025-06-11 

	Search no 
	Search terms 
	Results 

	1 
	TS=(antenatal* OR "ante natal*" OR perinatal* OR "peri natal*" OR postnatal* OR "peri part*" OR peripart* OR "post delivery" OR postdelivery OR "post natal*" OR postpartum* OR "post partum*" OR pregnan* OR "pre natal*" OR prenatal* OR puerper*) 
	1,084,270 

	2 
	TS=(anxiet* OR depress*) 
	1,230,701 

	3 
	 TS=("cost analys*" OR "cost benefit" OR "cost effective*" OR "cost efficien*" OR "cost utility" OR "economic* burden*" OR "economic* evaluat*" OR icer OR qaly OR qualy OR qalys OR qualys) 
	582,031 

	4 
	#1 AND #2 AND #3 
	560 

	5 
	#4 | Timespan: 2000-01-01 to 2025-12-31 (Publication Date) 
	545 
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[bookmark: _Ref198805956][bookmark: _Toc199776563]Appendix 2: Overview of synthesis of findings of included studies

	Study and Year
	Place
	Evaluation Framework
	Perinatal period I Mental health condition
	Intervention Type
	Intervention I Control
	Cost
	Benefit
	Implication for decision makers

	Ammerman et al 2017
	USA
	CUA
	Postnatal I Depression
	Treatment
	In-Home CBT (IH-CBT) I Usual Care
	-
	+
	Cost effective

	Bauer et al 2024
	UK
	CUA
	Antenatal and Postnatal   Anxiety and Depression
	Treatment
	1.Trained midwives and health visitors 
2. Primary mental health services
I Usual Care
	-
	+
	Cost effective

	Eldar Lissai et al 2020
	USA
	CUA
	Postnatal I Depression
	Treatment
	Brexanolone I Conventional antidepressants or SSRIs
	+
	+
	Cost effective

	Franta et al 2022
	USA
	CUA
	Antenatal and Postnatal I Depression
	Prevention
	CBT or Interpersonal therapy I No counselling
	-
	+
	Cost effective

	Henderson et al 2018
	UK
	CEA, CUA
	Postnatal I Depression
	Prevention
	PoNDER Heath Visitor training in assessment and delivery of CBT and PCA I Usual Care
	-
	+
	Cost effective

	L O'Callaghan et al 2024
	USA
	CUA
	Postnatal I Depression
	Treatment
	Zuranolone I Conventional Antidepressants or SSRI
	+
	+
	Cost effective

	Lal et al 2021
	Australia
	CUA
	Postnatal I Depression
	Prevention
	1. Interpersonal psychotherapy
2. Exercise classes
I Usual Care
	-
	+
	Cost effective

	Layton et al 2025
	Canada
	CUA
	Postnatal I Depression
	Treatment
	Public Health Nurse - delivered group CBT plus Usual Care | Usual Care
	+
	+
	Cost effective

	Lieshout et al 2023
	Canada
	CUA
	Postnatal   Anxiety and Depression
	Treatment
	CBT with Usual Care I Usual Care
	-
	+
	Cost effective

	Monteiro et al 2022
	Portugal
	CUA
	Postnatal I Depression
	Prevention
	CBT I Usual Care
	-
	+
	Cost effective

	Monteiro et al 2024
	Portugal
	CUA
	Postnatal I Depression
	Prevention
	Be a Mom intervention: a brief, self-guided, web-based CBT I Usual Care
	-
	+
	Cost effective

	Morrell et al 2009
	UK
	CUA
	Postnatal I Depression
	Treatment
	CBT and PCA using postal or face to face method I Usual Care
	-
	+
	Cost effective

	Ride et al 2016
	Australia
	CEA, CUA
	Postnatal I Anxiety and Depression
	Prevention
	Psychoeducational intervention I Usual Care
	-
	+
	Cost effective

	Saing et al 2018
	Australia
	CUA
	Postnatal I Depression
	Prevention
	Community delivered nurse consultation I Usual Care
	+
	+
	Cost effective

	Ullah et al 2025
	UK
	CUA, CEA
	Antenatal and Postnatal I Depression
	Treatment
	Positive Health Program (PHP): culturally adapted group CBT based intervention with Usual Care I Usual Care
	+
	+
	Cost effective

	Wilkinson et al 2017
	USA
	CUA
	Postnatal I Depression
	Treatment
	Intervention (screening, brief intervention, and
referral to treatment) I Usual Care
	+
	+
	Cost effective

	Zheng et al 2022
	Singapore
	CEA
	Postnatal   Anxiety and Depression
	Treatment
	1. Home based Psychoeducational intervention with Usual Care I Usual Care
2. Web based intervention with Usual Care
I Usual Care
	-
	+
	Cost effective

	Zheng et al 2024
	China
	CUA
	Postnatal I Depression
	Prevention and Treatment
	1. Early postnatal screening group
2. Prenatal psychological intervention
I Usual Care
	-
	+
	Cost effective

	Stevenson et al 2010
	UK
	CUA
	Postnatal I Depression
	Treatment
	Group CBT I Usual Care
	+
	Unclear
	Not cost effective

	Trevillion et al 2020
	UK
	CUA
	Antenatal I Depression
	Treatment
	Guided self-help with Usual Care I Usual Care
	+
	-
	Not cost effective

	Boathe et al 2002
	UK
	CEA
	Postnatal I Depression
	Treatment
	Customized treatment at Parent and Baby Day Unit I Usual Care
	+
	+
	Unclear

	Dukhovny et al 2013
	Canada
	CEA
	Postnatal I Depression
	Prevention
	Telephone-based peer support I Usual Care
	+
	+
	Unclear

	Grote et al 2017
	USA
	CBA
	Antenatal and Postnatal I Depression
	Treatment
	Interpersonal psychotherapy or antidepressants with Usual Care I Intensive Usual care
	+
	+
	Unclear

	Husain et al 2025
	UK
	CUA, CEA
	Antenatal and Postnatal I Depression
	Treatment
	Positive Health Program (PHP): culturally adapted group CBT based intervention with Usual Care I Usual Care
	+
	Unclear
	Unclear

	McBain et al 2024
	Uganda
	CEA
	Antenatal and Postnatal I Depression
	Treatment
	Stepped care for depression (M-DEPTH): behavioural and pharmacological treatments I Usual Care
	+
	+
	Unclear

	Petrou et al 2006
	UK
	CEA
	Postnatal I Depression
	Prevention
	Home visits by trained health visitors for screening and counselling I Usual Care
	+
	+
	Unclear

	Zhu et al 2024
	China
	CEA
	Antenatal and Postnatal I Anxiety
	Treatment
	App based tiered care with Usual Care I Usual Care
	+
	+
	Unclear



Footnote: CBT: Cognitive Behavioural Therapy; CE: Cost-effectiveness; CEA: Cost Effectiveness Analysis; CUA: Cost Utility Analysis; CBA: Cost Benefit Analysis; SSRI: Selective Serotonin Reuptake Inhibitors; PCA: Person Centred Approach; PHP: Positive Health Program; UK: United Kingdom; USA: United States of America

[bookmark: _Ref199775211][bookmark: _Toc199776564]Appendix 3: Assessment of methodological quality (Drummond Checklist)

	Criteria / Author
	Monteiro et al 2022
	Saing et al 2018
	Petrou et al 2006
	Boathe et al 2002
	Franta et al 2022
	Ride et al 2016
	Lal et al 2021
	Grote et al 2017
	Eldar Lissai et al 2020
	L. O'Callaghan et al 2024
	Monteiro et al 2024
	Ammerman et al 2017
	Mc Bain et al 2025

	Was a well-defined question posed in answerable form?
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Was a comprehensive description of the competing alternatives given?
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Was the effectiveness of the programmes or services established?
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Were all the important and relevant costs and consequences for each alternative identified?
	No
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes

	Were costs and consequences measured accurately in appropriate physical units prior to valuation?
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Were the cost and consequences valued credibly?
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes

	Were costs and consequences adjusted for differential timing?
	NA
	No
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes

	Was an incremental analysis of costs and consequences of alternatives performed?
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Was uncertainty in the estimates of costs and consequences adequately characterized?
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes

	Did the presentation and discussion of study results include all issues of concern to users?
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Total points
	0.8
	0.9
	1.0
	0.7
	1.0
	1.0
	1.0
	0.9
	0.8
	1.0
	0.9
	0.9
	1.0

	Quality assessment (high: score 0.8–1.0, moderate: score 0.6–0.79, poor: score<=0.59)
	High
	High
	High
	Moderate
	High
	High
	High
	High
	High
	High
	High
	High
	High





	Criteria / Author
	Trevillion et al 2020
	Stevenson et al 2010
	Dukhovny et al 2013
	Lieshout et al 2023
	Bauer et al 2024
	Wilkinson et al 2017
	Morell et al 2009
	Henderson et al 2018
	Zheng et al 2024
	Zhu et al 2024
	Zheng et al 2022
	Layton et al 2025
	Husain et al 2025
	Ullah et al 2025

	Was a well-defined question posed in answerable form?
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Was a comprehensive description of the competing alternatives given?
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Was the effectiveness of the programmes or services established?
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Were all the important and relevant costs and consequences for each alternative identified?
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Were costs and consequences measured accurately in appropriate physical units prior to valuation?
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Were the cost and consequences valued credibly?
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Were costs and consequences adjusted for differential timing?
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	NA

	Was an incremental analysis of costs and consequences of alternatives performed?
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Was uncertainty in the estimates of costs and consequences adequately characterized?
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Did the presentation and discussion of study results include all issues of concern to users?
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes

	Total points
	1.0
	0.7
	1.0
	0.7
	0.9
	0.8
	1.0
	1.0
	0.9
	1.0
	1.0
	1.0
	1.0
	1.0

	Quality assessment (high: score 0.8–1.0, moderate: score 0.6–0.79, poor: score<=0.59)
	High
	Moderate
	High
	Moderate
	High
	High
	High
	High
	High
	High
	High
	High
	High
	High
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[bookmark: _Ref199777542][bookmark: _Toc199776565]Appendix 4: Assessment of reporting quality (CHEERS checklist)
Part 1
	Topic
	Item
	Monteiro et al 2022
	Saing et al 2018
	Petrou et al 2006
	Boathe et al 2002
	Franta et al 2022
	Ride et al 2o16
	Lal et al 2021
	Grote et al 2017
	Eldar Lissai et al 2020
	L.O' Callaghan et al 2024
	Monteiro et al 2024
	Ammerman et al 2017
	Trevillion et al 2020

	Title
	Identify the study as an economic evaluation and specify the interventions being compared.
	Yes
	Unclear
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No

	Abstract
	Provide a structured summary that highlights context, key methods, results, and alternative analyses.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Background and objectives
	Give the context for the study, the study question, and its practical relevance for decision making in policy or practice.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Health economic analysis plan
	Indicate whether a health economic analysis plan was developed and where available.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Study population
	Describe characteristics of the study population (such as age range, demographics, socioeconomic, or clinical characteristics).
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Unclear
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Setting and location
	Provide relevant contextual information that may influence findings.
	Unclear
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Unclear
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Comparators
	Describe the interventions or strategies being compared and why chosen.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Perspective
	State the perspective(s) adopted by the study and why chosen.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Time horizon
	State the time horizon for the study and why appropriate.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Discount rate
	Report the discount rate(s) and reason chosen.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes

	Selection of outcomes
	Describe what outcomes were used as the measure(s) of benefit(s) and harm(s).
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Measurement of outcomes
	Describe how outcomes used to capture benefit(s) and harm(s) were measured.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Valuation of outcomes
	Describe the population and methods used to measure and value outcomes.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Measurement and valuation 
of resources and costs
	Describe how costs were valued.
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Currency, price date, and conversion
	Report the dates of the estimated resource quantities and unit costs, plus the currency and year of conversion.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Rationale and description of model
	If modelling is used, describe in detail and why used. Report if the model is publicly available and where it can be accessed.
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA

	Analytics and assumptions
	Describe any methods for analysing or statistically transforming data, any extrapolation methods, and approaches for validating any model used.
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	NA

	Characterising heterogeneity
	Describe any methods used for estimating how the results of the study vary for subgroups.
	No
	No
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	Unclear
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes

	Characterising distributional effects
	Describe how impacts are distributed across different individuals or adjustments made to reflect priority populations.
	No
	No
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	No
	No
	No
	Yes

	Characterising uncertainty
	Describe methods to characterise any sources of uncertainty in the analysis.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Unclear
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Approach to engagement with patients and others affected
	Describe any approaches to engage patients or service recipients, the general public, communities, or stakeholders (such as clinicians or payers) in the design of the study.
	No
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	No
	No
	No

	Study parameters
	Report all analytic inputs (such as values, ranges, references) including uncertainty or distributional assumptions.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Summary of main results
	Report the mean values for the main categories of costs and outcomes of interest and summarise them in the most appropriate overall measure.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Effect of uncertainty
	Describe how uncertainty about analytic judgments, inputs, or projections affect findings. Report the effect of choice of discount rate and time horizon, if applicable.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	Yes
	Unclear
	Yes
	Yes

	Effect of engagement with patients
and others affected by the study
	Report on any difference patient/service recipient, general public, community, or stakeholder involvement made to the approach or findings of the study
	No
	Unclear
	No
	No
	No
	No
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	No
	No
	No

	Source of funding
	Describe how the study was funded and any role of the funder in the identification, design, conduct, and reporting of the analysis
	Yes
	Unclear
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Study findings, limitations, 
generalisability, and current knowledge
	Report key findings, limitations, ethical or equity considerations Not captured, and how these could affect patients, policy, or practice.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Conflicts of interest
	Report authors conflicts of interest according to journal or International Committee of Medical Journal Editors requirements.
	Yes
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes




Part 2
	Topic
	Item
	Stevenson et al 2010
	Dukhovny et al 2013
	Lieshout et al 2023
	Bauer et al 2024
	Wilkinson et al 2017
	Morell et al 2009
	Henderson et al 2018
	Zheng et al 2024
	Zhu et al 2024
	Zheng et al 2022
	Mc Bain et al 2025
	Layton et al 2025
	Hussein et al 2025
	Ullah et al 2025

	Title
	Identify the study as an economic evaluation and specify the interventions being compared.
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes

	Abstract
	Provide a structured summary that highlights context, key methods, results, and alternative analyses.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Background and objectives
	Give the context for the study, the study question, and its practical relevance for decision making in policy or practice.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Health economic analysis plan
	Indicate whether a health economic analysis plan was developed and where available.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Study population
	Describe characteristics of the study population (such as age range, demographics, socioeconomic, or clinical characteristics).
	Unclear
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Unclear
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Setting and location
	Provide relevant contextual information that may influence findings.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Comparators
	Describe the interventions or strategies being compared and why chosen.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Perspective
	State the perspective(s) adopted by the study and why chosen.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Time horizon
	State the time horizon for the study and why appropriate.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Discount rate
	Report the discount rate(s) and reason chosen.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	Yes

	Selection of outcomes
	Describe what outcomes were used as the measure(s) of benefit(s) and harm(s).
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Measurement of outcomes
	Describe how outcomes used to capture benefit(s) and harm(s) were measured.
	Unclear
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Valuation of outcomes
	Describe the population and methods used to measure and value outcomes.
	Unclear
	Yes
	No
	No
	Unclear
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Measurement and valuation 
of resources and costs
	Describe how costs were valued.
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes

	Currency, price date, and conversion
	Report the dates of the estimated resource quantities and unit costs, plus the currency and year of conversion.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Unclear
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Rationale and description of model
	If modelling is used, describe in detail and why used. Report if the model is publicly available and where it can be accessed.
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Analytics and assumptions
	Describe any methods for analysing or statistically transforming data, any extrapolation methods, and approaches for validating any model used.
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Characterising heterogeneity
	Describe any methods used for estimating how the results of the study vary for subgroups.
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes

	Characterising distributional effects
	Describe how impacts are distributed across different individuals or adjustments made to reflect priority populations.
	No
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes

	Characterising uncertainty
	Describe methods to characterise any sources of uncertainty in the analysis.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Approach to engagement with patients and others affected
	Describe any approaches to engage patients or service recipients, the general public, communities, or stakeholders (such as clinicians or payers) in the design of the study.
	No
	No
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	Yes
	No
	No
	No

	Study parameters
	Report all analytic inputs (such as values, ranges, references) including uncertainty or distributional assumptions.
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Summary of main results
	Report the mean values for the main categories of costs and outcomes of interest and summarise them in the most appropriate overall measure.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Effect of uncertainty
	Describe how uncertainty about analytic judgments, inputs, or projections affect findings. Report the effect of choice of discount rate and time horizon, if applicable.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Effect of engagement with patients
and others affected by the study
	Report on any difference patient/service recipient, general public, community, or stakeholder involvement made to the approach or findings of the study
	No
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No
	No
	No

	Source of funding
	Describe how the study was funded and any role of the funder in the identification, design, conduct, and reporting of the analysis
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Study findings, limitations, 
generalisability, and current knowledge
	Report key findings, limitations, ethical or equity considerations Not captured, and how these could affect patients, policy, or practice.
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Conflicts of interest
	Report authors conflicts of interest according to journal or International Committee of Medical Journal Editors requirements.
	No
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
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	Section and Topic
	Item #
	Checklist item
	Location of reporting: Page No

	TITLE

	Title
	1
	Identify the report as a systematic review.
	1

	ABSTRACT

	Abstract
	2
	See the PRISMA 2020 for Abstracts checklist.
	2 

	INTRODUCTION

	Rationale
	3
	Describe the rationale for the review in the context of existing knowledge.
	4-5

	Objectives
	4
	Provide an explicit statement of the objective(s) or question(s) the review addresses.
	5

	METHODS

	Eligibility criteria
	5
	Specify the inclusion and exclusion criteria for the review and how studies were grouped for the syntheses.
	6

	Information sources
	6
	Specify all databases, registers, websites, organisations, reference lists and other sources searched or consulted to identify studies. Specify the date when each source was last searched or consulted.
	6

	Search strategy
	7
	Present the full search strategies for all databases, registers and websites, including any filters and limits used.
	6

	Selection process
	8
	Specify the methods used to decide whether a study met the inclusion criteria of the review, including how many reviewers screened each record and each report retrieved, whether they worked independently, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the process.
	16

	Data collection process
	9
	Specify the methods used to collect data from reports, including how many reviewers collected data from each report, whether they worked independently, any processes for obtaining or confirming data from study investigators, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the process.
	6-7

	Data items
	10a
	List and define all outcomes for which data were sought. Specify whether all results that were compatible with each outcome domain in each study were sought (e.g. for all measures, time points, analyses), and if not, the methods used to decide which results to collect.
	7-8

	
	10b
	List and define all other variables for which data were sought (e.g. participant and intervention characteristics, funding sources). Describe any assumptions made about any missing or unclear information.
	7-8

	Study risk of bias assessment
	11
	Specify the methods used to assess risk of bias in the included studies, including details of the tool(s) used, how many reviewers assessed each study and whether they worked independently, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the process.
	6-8

	Effect measures
	12
	Specify for each outcome the effect measure(s) (e.g. risk ratio, mean difference) used in the synthesis or presentation of results.
	NA

	Synthesis methods
	13a
	Describe the processes used to decide which studies were eligible for each synthesis (e.g. tabulating the study intervention characteristics and comparing against the planned groups for each synthesis (item #5)).
	7-8

	
	13b
	Describe any methods required to prepare the data for presentation or synthesis, such as handling of missing summary statistics, or data conversions.
	7-8

	
	13c
	Describe any methods used to tabulate or visually display results of individual studies and syntheses.
	7-8

	
	13d
	Describe any methods used to synthesize results and provide a rationale for the choice(s). If meta-analysis was performed, describe the model(s), method(s) to identify the presence and extent of statistical heterogeneity, and software package(s) used.
	7-8

	
	13e
	Describe any methods used to explore possible causes of heterogeneity among study results (e.g. subgroup analysis, meta-regression).
	7-8

	
	13f
	Describe any sensitivity analyses conducted to assess robustness of the synthesized results.
	NA

	Reporting bias assessment
	14
	Describe any methods used to assess risk of bias due to missing results in a synthesis (arising from reporting biases).
	NA

	Certainty assessment
	15
	Describe any methods used to assess certainty (or confidence) in the body of evidence for an outcome.
	NA

	RESULTS

	Study selection
	16a
	Describe the results of the search and selection process, from the number of records identified in the search to the number of studies included in the review, ideally using a flow diagram.
	8

	
	16b
	Cite studies that might appear to meet the inclusion criteria, but which were excluded, and explain why they were excluded.
	8

	Study characteristics
	17
	Cite each included study and present its characteristics.
	9-10

	Risk of bias in studies
	18
	Present assessments of risk of bias for each included study.
	NA

	Results of individual studies
	19
	For all outcomes, present, for each study: (a) summary statistics for each group (where appropriate) and (b) an effect estimate and its precision (e.g. confidence/credible interval), ideally using structured tables or plots.
	10-11

	Results of syntheses
	20a
	For each synthesis, briefly summarize the characteristics and risk of bias among contributing studies.
	12

	
	20b
	Present results of all statistical syntheses conducted. If meta-analysis was done, present for each the summary estimate and its precision (e.g. confidence/credible interval) and measures of statistical heterogeneity. If comparing groups, describe the direction of the effect.
	NA

	
	20c
	Present results of all investigations of possible causes of heterogeneity among study results.
	12-13

	
	20d
	Present results of all sensitivity analyses conducted to assess the robustness of the synthesized results.
	NA

	Reporting biases
	21
	Present assessments of risk of bias due to missing results (arising from reporting biases) for each synthesis assessed.
	NA

	Certainty of evidence
	22
	Present assessments of certainty (or confidence) in the body of evidence for each outcome assessed.
	12-13

	DISCUSSION

	Discussion
	23a
	Provide a general interpretation of the results in the context of other evidence.
	13

	
	23b
	Discuss any limitations of the evidence included in the review.
	14

	
	23c
	Discuss any limitations of the review processes used.
	14

	
	23d
	Discuss implications of the results for practice, policy, and future research.
	15

	OTHER INFORMATION

	Registration and protocol
	24a
	Provide registration information for the review, including register name and registration number, or state that the review was not registered.
	6,16

	
	24b
	Indicate where the review protocol can be accessed, or state that a protocol was not prepared.
	6

	
	24c
	Describe and explain any amendments to information provided at registration or in the protocol.
	NA

	Support
	25
	Describe sources of financial or non-financial support for the review, and the role of the funders or sponsors in the review.
	16

	Competing interests
	26
	Declare any competing interests of review authors.
	16

	Availability of data, code and other materials
	27
	Report which of the following are publicly available and where they can be found: template data collection forms; data extracted from included studies; data used for all analyses; analytic code; any other materials used in the review.
	16




