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	Yes
	No
	Unclear
	Not applicable

	1. Is there a well-defined question?
	□
	□
	□
	□

	1. Are costs and outcomes measured accurately?
	□
	□
	□
	□

	1. Are costs and outcomes valued credibly?
	□
	□
	□
	□

	1. Are costs and outcomes adjusted for differential timing?
	□
	□
	□
	□

	1. Is there an incremental analysis of costs and consequences?
	□
	□
	□
	□

	1. Were sensitivity analyses conducted to investigate uncertainty in estimates of cost or consequences?
	□
	□
	□
	□

	1. Do study results include all issues of concern to users?
	□
	□
	□
	□

	1. Are the results generalizable to the setting of interest in the review?
	□
	□
	□
	□


Overall appraisal: Include □              Exclude	□	Seek further info  □
Comments (Including reason for exclusion)
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1. Is there a well-defined question/objective? 
Consider the following before marking the study as compliant with this quality criterion:
Is the objective/question of the study clearly stated?
Does the statement reflect the perspective (e.g. patient or community or societal or health provider) used in measurement of costs or/and cost effectiveness? 
Was the study placed in a particular decision making context? 
1. Are costs and outcomes measured accurately? 
This quality criterion assesses whether the study has used appropriate/best practice measurement method to measure costs and effectiveness. To decide whether a study should be marked as compliant consider whether the methods section of the paper offers a detail description of the measures used for costs and outcomes and how it justifies them. In addition, consider whether the authors/study implementers discussed any limitations associated with the measures used and concerns about the accuracy of measurement. In economic evaluations it is often difficult to measure costs and outcomes accurately, and hence in many cases this quality criterion will be difficult to achieve.
1. Are costs and outcomes valued credibly? 
This quality criterion assesses whether appropriate prices were used to value costs and the validity of the valuation of benefits. It requires considering the method description and judging where there is a sufficient explanation about how costs and outcomes were valued and whether the justification for it is persuasive.
1. Are costs and outcomes adjusted for differential timing? 
To be marked compliant for this question the study should have identified and justified the discount rate used. The time frame over which the study was conducted should also have been identified and justified.
1. Is there any incremental analysis of costs and consequences? 
To achieve compliance the paper should report a measure that shows the change in costs and benefits for the intervention and comparator for a marginal shift in resources from the comparator to the intervention.
1. Were sensitivity analysis conducted to investigate uncertainty in estimates of costs or outcomes? 
Sensitivity analysis is critical for establishing the validity of any economic evaluations results. To be compliant a study must present sensitivity testing results that describe how the study findings vary with changes in key variables (for example relative prices, and intervention estimates? conducted to check the robustness of findings. 
1. Do study results include all issues of concern to users? 
This question reflects on the comprehensiveness of coverage in the reporting of results. In deciding whether to mark the study as compliance consider whether the range of measures presented provider answers to all the questions users/decision makers would want to know when taking a decision about whether to implement the program examined (or cutting it)? 
1. Are the results generalizable to the setting of interest in the review? 
To be marked as compliant for this last quality criterion the paper should: (i) have described the study setting adequately; (ii) discuss the issue of transferability of findings and how the results are generalizable to other settings with similar characteristics
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