Appendix S2. Statistical approach with scores per item
	Article
	Domain 1 Analysis of incremental costs
	Domain 2 Analysis of cost-effectiveness
	Domain 3 Handling missing data
	Domain 4 Dealing with uncertainty 
	Total score

	
	Cost differences presented
	Statistical assessment of cost differences
	Presentation
	ICER
	Method sampling uncertainty
	Presentation sampling uncertainty
	Method for missing data
	Sensitivity analysis
	

	Bernitz et al.[35]
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	2

	Bienstock et al.[36]
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Brooten et al.[38]
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	2

	Eddama et al.[41] 
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	6

	Eddama et al.[40]
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	4

	Guo et al.[48]
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	3

	Jakovljevic et al.[51]
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	2

	Lain et al. [54]
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	5

	Liem et al.[57]
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Morrison et al.[60]
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Niinimaki et al.[61]
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2

	Petrou et al.[63]
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Petrou et al.[64]
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	6

	Prick et al.[65]
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	2

	Ramsey et al.[66]
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	2

	Simon et al.[71]
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	5

	Sjostrom et al. [72]
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2

	Ten Eikelder et al. [73]
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Van Baaren et al.[75]
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	7

	Van Baaren et al.[74]
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	5

	Vijgen et al.[76]
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	4

	Walker et al. [77]
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	6

	Bijen et al.[79]
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	6

	Bogliolo et al.[37]
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Dawes et al.[39]
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	3

	[bookmark: _GoBack]El Hachem et al.[42]
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1

	El-Sayed et al.[43]
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1

	Eltabbakh et al. [44]
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1

	Eltabbakh et al.[45]
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	2

	Evans[46]
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Fernandez et al.[47]
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2

	Horowitz et al.[49]
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	3

	Jack et al.[50]
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	2

	Kilonzo et al.[52]
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	5

	Kovac[53]
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1

	Lalchandani et al.[55]
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1

	Lenihan et al.[56]
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Lumsden et al.[58]
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	3

	Marino et al.[59]
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	3

	Palomba et al.[62]
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	2

	Relph et al.[67]
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1

	Sarlos et al.[68]
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1

	Sculpher et al.[69]
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	5

	Sculpher et al.[70]
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	3

	Yoong et al.[78]
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	3

	Percentage of studies complying with statistical quality criteria 
	69%
	0%
	33%
	42%
	36%
	22%
	36%
	56%
	

	Abbreviations: ICER, Incremental cost-effectiveness ratio. 1 = yes, 0 = no.
Compliance with statistical quality criteria:
· Green: ≥75% of statistical quality items appropriate 
· Blue: 51% - 74% of statistical quality items appropriate
· Orange: 26% - 50% of statistical quality items appropriate
· Red: ≤25% of statistical quality items appropriate



