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Table 1 CHEERS checklist—ltems to indude when reporting economic evaluations of health interventions

Section/tem ltem Recommendaton Reporied on
No page No/ e No

Tele and abstract

T ety the sudy as an economic evaluation or use more spectic temssuch a5
*costefectiveness analyss’, and descrbe the Itenventons compared.

Abstact Provide a structured summary of objeciives, parspectie,setting, methods
(Inchuding study design and inputs), esults incuding base case and uncerainty
analyses) and concusions

Introduction
Background and objectives Provide an explci satement ofthe broader conext for the study.

Present the sudy queston and it relevance for heaith poliy or pracice decisions
Methods

Target population and subgrougs Describe charcterkics of the base case populaton and subgroups anslysed,
including why they were chosen.

Seting and location State relevant aspects of the system() n which the decision(9) need( to be
made

Sudy perspeciiee Describe the perspective of the sty and reae this o the costs being evaluated.

Compators Describe the Inerventions or sategies being compared and state why they were:
chosen.

Time horzon State the time horzonis)over which costs and consequences are being evaluated
and say why approprise.

Dicowntrate Report the choice of discount rate(9) used for costs and outcomes and say why
approprie.

Choice of heslih outcomes. Describe what outcomes were used as the mesures)of benefit n the evakation
and thei relevance forthe type of anayss perormed.

Mesurement of effectvencss Singl tudy based estmates: Describe ully the desgn feaiures of the single
effectiveness study and why the single sudy was 2 suffiient souce of cinical
effectieness data

Synthesis-based estmates: Descrbe fuly the methods used for Identication of
included studies and synthesis of clical effectiveness data

Nessurement and valuation of 1fappiicable,describe the population and methods used to el preferences for
prefeence based outcomes outcomes

Estmating resources and coss Singl tudy based economic evaluatin: Describe approaches sed 1o estimate.
resoutce use assockted wih the aliemative nterventions. Descrbe primary or
secondary research methods for valuing each resource tem I tems o s unit
cost. Descibe any adjustments made o approximate 10 opporunity s

"Modet based ezonomic evakatin: Describe approaches and data sources used o
estimate resource use 3ssockted with model health sates. Descrbe primary o
secondary research methods for valuing each resource tem I tems o s unit
cost. Descibe any adjustments made o approximate 10 opporunity s

Cunency, price date, and conversion Report the dates of the stimated resource quantiles and unt costs. Descrbe.
methods for adjusting estimated unit costs 1 the year of eponed costs
necessay. Descibe methods for convertng costs nto.2 common curency base.
and the exchange ie.

Choice o model Describe and v reasons or the specfic ype of dacison-anaytcal model used.
Providng 3 figur 1o show model stncture £ stong fecommended.

Asumptons Describe 3l snuctural orother assumpions underpinning the decEion analytkal
mod

Aralyical methods Descrbe all analytcal methods suppotting the evaluation. This could incude
methods for desling with skewed, missing, or censored dst; exapolaton
methods; methods for pooling data; pproaches to valdate or make adstments
(such as half cycle cortectons) o a model and methods for handing popution
heterogenety and uncartaiy.
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Table 1 CHEERS checklist—Items to incdude when reporting economic evaluations of health interventions (Continued)

Results

Study parameters

Incremental costs and outcomes

Characterising uncertainty

Characterising heterogeneity

Discussion
Study findings, imitations,

generalisabiliy, and current
knowledge

Other

Source of funding

Conflicts of interest

Report the values, ranges, references, and, if used, probability distributions for all
parameters. Report reasons or sources for distributions used to represent
Uncertainty where appropriate. Providing a table to show the input values is
strongly recommended,

For each intervention, report mean values for the main categories of estimated
costs and outcomes of interes, as well as mean differences between the
comparator groups. If applicable, report incremental cost-effectiveness ratios.

Single study-based economic evaluation: Descibe the effects of sampling
uncertainty for the estimated incremental cost and incremental effectiveness
parameters, together with the impact of methodological assumptions (such as
discount rate, study perspective).

Modelbased economic evaluation: Descibe the effects on the results of uncertainty
for all input parameters, and uncertainty related to the structure of the model and
assumptions.

If applicable, report differences in costs, outcormes, or cost-effectiveness that can
be explained by variations between subgroups of patients with different baseline
characteritics or other observed variability in effects that are not reducible by
more information.

Summarise ke study findings and describe how they support the condlusions
reached. Discuss limitations and the generalisabilty of the findings and how the
findings fit with curent knowledge.

Describe how the study was funded and the role of the funder in the
identification, design, conduct, and reporting of the analysis. Describe other non-
monetary sources of support

Describe any potential for conflict of interest of study contributors in accordance
with journal policy. I the absence of a journal policy, we recommend authors
comply with Intemational Committee of Medical Journal Editors recommendations,

For consistency, the CHEERS statement checkist format is based on the format of the CONSORT statement checklist.

technology assessment and decision making (FA, AHB, joumnal editors, the pharmaceutical industry, government
DH, MD, JM) and in clinical epidemiology and biostatis- decision makers, and those i clinical practice were invited
tics (AHB, EL, DM), those in active clinical practice (EL, to participate. Thirty seven agreed to participate. Partici-
FA), and those with previous experience in reporting pants were asked to score importance on a Likert scale
guideline development (MD, DM). All members are re-  and the average scores, weighted by each individual’s con-
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