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Supplementary Material 1: Model validation
[bookmark: _Toc168134874]Model validation 
Among other validation checks, life years over time were compared with remaining life expectancy presented in the Norwegian mortality table.(7) We did a probabilistic analysis integral valuation check by ensuring that expected costs, life years and QALYs equal the deterministic values and for each probabilistic analysis input parameter, we checked that the column means across parameter draws equal the deterministic input values.  
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