NATAINITANT

4.1 CORE diabetes model

4.1.1 Base-case analysis

4.1.1.1 eagdupianisal (Life expectancy)

mmﬁmm:ﬁmﬁﬁuﬂm (Base-case analysis) hugtlaeanaasaruan 1,000
A luszezioan 50 U wanslisiug éﬂfm%mmﬂ@juﬁmqﬁﬂmmm:mi(Life expectancy,
LE) LAz mﬂﬁﬂmmmmﬁﬂ%‘”mé’m@mmvﬁ%m (Quality-adjusted life expectancy, QALE)
Tdusnsinaiu Tasangduaianisaiaesdibalungy Sugaunantiy uay Wuilereugay X
A 9.254 UAY 9.252 T AINAAL zﬁ'quﬁﬁmmﬁlmmm@fﬁﬁﬁué’w@mmw%mméﬂfm%\a

ABINGNHAN 6.323 UAY 6.317 1| ARG (119797 4.1)

AN919T 4.1

- oy .
a7UNANNIATITTIUNIILNUF 1 (Base-case analysis)

Glargine+OADs NPH+OADs
Fifty-year outcome Difference
Mean (SD) Mean (SD)

Life expectancy (years) 9.254 (0.172) 9.252 (0.163) 0.002
Undiscounted life expectancy (years) 11.925 (0.172) 11.918 (0.163) 0.007
Quality-adjusted life expectancy (years) 6.323 (0.120) 6.317 (0.113) 0.006
Undiscounted 8.062 (0.120) 8.051 (0.113) 0.011
quality-adjusted life expectancy (years)
Total direct cost (B) 668,252 (20,767) 444,027 (18,450) 224,225

OADs = Oral anti-diabetes drugs
SD = Standard deviation

AN waannITIeIeilngld CORE diabetes model
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4.1.1.2 n1aznndai (Complications)

n9ldlaaIn Meta-analysis (Rosenstock et al., 2005) @9318M1191 BUTAUNA
B uar BUNRTBUTAY AIN1TDALANTTALTIANAluAeAlANe )W inlEERIInaiie

v i
nazunsndauannisawnanuluszaze1naeseisdestia Aldannisauaning CORE

diabetes model THRANNLANANAY (19197 4.2)

Cumulative incidence of complications

AN 4.2

Glargine NPH
Complications % (SD)* % (SD)"
Background retinopathy 17.58 (1.41) 17.51 (1.48)
Proliferative retinopathy 1.56 (0.39) 1.58 (0.41)
Cataract 7.61(1.06) 7.60 (1.15)
Macula edema 16.06 (1.19) 15.91 (1.15)
Severe vision loss 8.52 (0.93) 8.43 (0.88)
Microalbuminuria 26.30 (1.87) 26.38 (1.81)
Gross proteinurea 13.17 (1.25) 13.22 (1.26)
End-stage renal disease 7.71(0.86) 7.63 (0.84)
Myocardial infarction 18.82 (1.27) 18.77 (1.19)
Angina 6.89 (0.81) 6.93 (0.79)
Stroke 11.94 (0.70) 11.97 (0.70)
Congestive heart failure 29.72 (1.44) 29.76 (1.48)
Peripheral vascular disease 13.36 (1.09) 13.36 (1.07)
Neurapathy 43.24 (1.71) 43.40 (1.66)
Foot ulcer 18.13 (1.18) 18.26 (1.25)
Amputation 6.90 (0.87) 6.87 (0.90)

*91 v dl o 3 ' a
?@F;IZ\]?J?.I@QE;J]ﬂ’JEI‘Vl‘]J?Z@Uﬂ‘]_lﬂ'm&m?ﬂsﬁ’ﬂuum@?.ﬂju@

SD = Standard deviation

AN: waannITIeIzAlngld CORE diabetes model
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4.1.1.3 Direct cost

a a IS IS

L 1 % o .
fuhelungu Bugauangy Hsununiamsaanlunisinen (Total direct cost)
paanangde IaAaLluyarilaqiiy (Present value) gandngilaelungy Wuiiaadugay
luilkn 224,225 1 (Funuen 668,252 U lungu Bugaunandu waz 444,027 um lu

NaN LEUNIeTBUTAL-M13197 4.3)

AN919N 4.3

avALlsTnauresmUNIInIRaenaig davasgilog (um)

Glargine NPH
Breakdown of direct cost Difference
Value % Value %

Treatment 264,544 39.6 30,317 6.8 234,227
Management 1,290 0.2 1,292 0.3 2
Cardiovascular diseases 112,242 16.8 112,446 25.3 204
Renal 149,505 22.4 149,164 33.6 341
Ulcer/Amp/Neuro 127,652 19.1 127,953 28.8 301
Eye 1,051 0.2 1,052 0.2 -1
Hypoglycemia 11,969 1.8 21,804 4.9 -9,835
Keto/Lactic Acidosis 0 0.0 0 0.0 0

Total costs 668,252 100.0 444,027 100.0 224,225

AN HaannITIeIeAlngld CORE diabetes model

A a =2 ' v . i A o £
LN@W@W?M’]GQ‘]J?%LJTV]EI@H"]?I@\‘]mu‘l{!uﬂ’]\‘]mﬁ\‘i (Direct cost) WLIN @WLME}‘V]‘VIWSLVI

¥ [ { a a = Yo 1 s A a a dl
punusaNzedtelungy augauandu gandngielungy W@uNeTugal HeeNain

a

FunuAelungy Bugaunaiy g9ndn WWuileTaugan 8n (1999 4.3) Taslunga

Q

a

Bugaunady NeuuenaiAnfuienas 39.6 199AUNUIIN (FUVUAIEN 264,544 1)

a

Aoungu BUNeTEWTAN NAWUAeNesTeEas 6.8 T0RUYUINWINTL (FuvuAien

a q q

D

30,317 ) ol uifisauaInnnzunIngdausine]  (Complications) A1l
waNFinafiy andusuuiiaaInneiaa luaeARNaEN93uIs (Severe hypoglycemia)
Alungu EuNIBuTAY JAWINNGY ButAUNANEY NaUAeIW (21,804 U Tunga

[~ = a a 1 a a = 1 [~1 % dl %
MUNLRTRULAU WaE11,969 LN Iuﬂ@N @usg@umﬂu) ‘ﬂﬂ’]\‘liiﬂﬁﬁm munummmimmnmi
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aANNRUANA TARAABLNTUULIITEY BUFAUNATEW HANTRENINTIANENTIANTUNIN A

a a

MW usanlungy Bugauaneu gandn @unieTaugau i

u

4.1.1.4 Incremental cost effectiveness

v
NANT3ILATIZANN  CORE  diabetes model wansliidiudn  enviadasnini

= =

dse@nsna Nlduansneiuiy lwaned Sugdunantu ddunuingendn feinlidunusanis

HEIME1IUAIUBNUINT T8 Incremental cost effectiveness (ICER) @uduigiloalunga

[
o a a o

BugAuanEu A1 97,235,459  uw/engdefiiinauniill  wnAnuugiuesenyde

1
1% a o

ANl (LE) uaziAn 38,407,840 uwvengdemiinauniit iefnuugiutetenyde

Q

b

AIANNIDINLIFUFAUNINTTB(QALE) (119171 4.4) wnld GDP per capita 9941lsvina
Tneludl w.e. 2548 GeflAtlszunns 111,000 1 (BOT, Online, 2549) \unnmsgiuiiaz

[ v o [ dl < '
EI@N?UVLG]@’W‘V]?‘LI ICER TRIETULN NABINGINN

AN9NT 4.4

Incremental cost effectiveness U84 @wﬁuﬂmﬁu

Comparators: Insulin glargine VS NPH insulin

A Life expectancy (years) 0.002
A Quality-adjusted life expectancy (years) 0.006
A Cost (Baht) 224,225
Incremental cost effectiveness (B/LE) 97,235,459

(Life expectancy)

Incremental cost effectiveness (B/QALE) 38,407,840

(Quality-adjusted life expectancy)

Incremental cost effectiveness scatter plot (NIMNFATTNING ANNBANFNTE

©

FUNL AT AYINUANANNTEY QALE 2848n79A83Tiln) T9UAAIANRALAIINLANG 1B
UYL LAY AINUANATNTEY QALE 2esenviadesttin annguitlhaigngduanuau 1,000
A1 wanslisiudr apsiaunaaNnguetlu quadrant FuLL (WaRsFuUIgaNdn) Tag

nszansagAudauazaainiu (wanslss@nsnaniviniy) lidiud Bugdunangu §
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AN 4.1
Incremental cost effectiveness ratio Scatter plot

(Quality-adjusted life expectancy)

ICER Scatter Plot (QALE)
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Incremental QALE (Years)

An: waannisaunilagld CORE diabetes model

4 1.2 Sensitivity analysis

{ o

° i . = ' g oo
HAAINNNINT Sensitivity analysis IasidagunilasArzessioudssinanliauanm

114 CORE diabetes model wudnluynnacl Bugaunantu AEeifuumngndn wuies

a a

a a | =l dl a L% a a v @ 1 =

augau warlidnsiilaee AnnsamssiFunu-lsranina azuansliiviudl Bugaunantiy

agildiinnIne nstseudn (Cost saving) aldunu iduieadugan 16 (115199 4.5)
AsunaasunlasfaudsninaadasiunisnisnInzinmna laaaniasing

! ¥ 1
sy lddnasdlunisiiusunuaninmniesiimaluaeninetnguuss  (Sensitivity
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analysis 1) nsilasunlasdmnsnisifianinzinaa luiaanm et 19U asENTNaaTin

ludae 95% Confidence interval (Sensitivity analysis 2-7) N5 M8RIINTTAANE N ANA Y

1RaARNaH 1N ULIIAINNIA TR RN AN 1N 19 AaeIn19ARTIn (Sensitivity analysis 8)

HAANST L Ui nesengduaianiand AN saauulaclianlunsiliiuguedng

o ] v % = dl 1 3 dl [ % a

doiay  douluduresfiunusoninialasuilasdunin Wasaindnaniafinning
a 1 2

tpnaludenfatguiaeseieaeTiiniAAauden  aunisulasuulasiifinaw

nasasunulinnng  Raznnlinanismpssisiunu-lssdnsnalasuulasllainngdl

q q

a

Lo

1
L% 1

AMFUNINAAFUN WAL L9 BUTAUNAEU A3ATIUT (Sensitivity analysis 9)

q

WUINAINTDAIA LA UIINTRY BUTAUNANEN AAAININ (31N 668,252 Ln/angdei
P
1

] '
[ %

WaaunideD lunsaiivugnu wiili 536,114 un/engdeviiia

Q

dJ IS 1 < 9/
Uit atnglsfinu wlan

FIANNTIAAAIATINIUAD FUYUAIITEY BugAUNANEY Afgand) BuNeTBugaY 1N

a a

a

AIUUAUY UIINTDIB U AUN A EURIENGINIT 1EuNBuTAY wazliinlifan1azilsyndn

a

(Cost saving) A3l augaunandu 1§ iesanniss@ninavesanivassdaluisneiuey
dd‘ a6 v a a = a a a dld 1 =3 = a a
neoiaNyA Y BugAunantiy  HdseBnBuaiiand  @uilerdugan NN
(Sensitivity analysis 10) Taaiiuuald Bugdaunantiu a1unsnanAl HbA, 1609 2.5%
Tuanued Wuiegdugauandl HoA . 18 1% wiex inldengdumianisaizaedieenld
BUTAUNANEY E19UIUNGT LBUNIBTRWIAY (9.693 UAY 9.252 T MNANAL) LAZAUNUIIN

% 1 i
124N133NHF9e BugAUNATEN fanasannsiiiugu Wesannlsaunsndeuluszazenad

v
a a

anAY (653,385 U/engdeiisauntiell ediauiy 668,252 Lm/enyduiiiuaumii]

Tunsliiugu) unalien incremental cost effectiveness (ICER) ARAYBENNIN (474,154

[ [
a a v a a

u/engdenivaauniel  Weweuiy 97,235,459 unn/engdudiiinauuild  lunsid

3

d” 1 =3 dd”@ﬂ/ ] o Y a o/ Y a a =
Wugm) azslefimu nacliindsldanunsoinliinanazdszudaainnngld AUFAUNANEU

D

16 uaziilesainan HbA, inuualianadldne 2.5% arnnisldaugaunanty uann

al

a d’f v o a o :// = k% =] dl dl a a
Lﬂmﬂ]u1ﬂﬁlqﬂ1uﬂqiiﬂﬂq@iﬂ m\mumﬂumﬂmmmiﬁmﬂ’muﬂu@mrmm/l AUTAUNAEU |

3

¥

dse@nsnawiiandt Wuieadugau uinnsmwazilag ldsuusiienldluntsfing i f
« =2 A Y a a = [~3 1o v a o
aunsaAansinaIeIn1sAnEladn nsld Bugaunantu Aarliinldiianiazlsendn
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NARNINNI3ILATIZILAEl CORE diabetes model waadliiiudnenyisaasaiia T

ANNLANFANN TUANUTaINNTaaN1zInInT U luszazEanTIALLNITY @ﬁi’]ﬂi’j‘ﬁﬁﬁ&l

1 a a al a a

WU9N Bugaunantiu naliAanziima uaesat9guIssienndn uNeTauIAL A9

a a

1 4
=

o a ra‘ aca . dl a rdl Y a
MNsATzfiinlaeds Cost-consequence analysis Wadsziiudselanilfimnauann

v Sy - X
AUNUNABINEENNTU

q

4.2 Cost-consequence Analysis

4.2.1 Base-case analysis

N19aAIzilngds Cost-consequence analysis MNelAaNNAFIUNT BLgA
IS @ A a a 1= 1 o 4 4 £
nantiu uay Wuilersugay Tianuunnsneiu Tusuaessldainnisanniazunsndau

a

annlsauuluszazeng UAFUUAIENT99 BUTAUNATEUN §IN9T wazns e BugaunNA

a

' '
o =

= @ o 1 ] 1 R & %’ A a

gy Addselaminnnngn luwdassnisanainisliislszasdainniazinaaluaensn ifis
a a v

andugauls

nsAszsivinlaeld  Decision tree faniudeyaaIn  Meta-analysis 289

Rosenstock LazAny (2005) Imﬂmuuﬁgmﬁdﬂ FLUINILYULINANUBAINITANEN 20 &Lef

=

dibausazaunlscauiunizinaaluaanm1at 19Uy ANINZAINAINENALAY 1

vy - ¥ o : ATV vy

AN douniafianiaziiannaludessuunldgunssiulidldununaty - azlfdunu
1 dl a 7oJ A o 1 o o o =

wazAdnasiiunaziinn1aziimaluaeafnnet9gule dmiuniineluseazioan 11

o dl

ARNINA 4.2

N17AUIEM Expected cost

1. FunusINTes Bugaunantiu

ANEN28d BugAuNanEn duFunisinmn 1 TiluiEu 26,573 um
ANSNEINNNEENANATARAR 1 ASY = 12,472 1N
Expected cost of Insulin glargine ={(26,573+12,472) x 0.0364} + {26,573 x 0.9636}

= 27.027 UWMFAaN135N11 T



NN 4.2
Decision tree Tlun1sinunlsanuanuaiiag 2 Tng sugaunaitiu

[~3 = a a a)
uay WuNleTaugay lussazioan 11

Decision Tree: 1-year treatment

Severe
hypoglycemia Treatment cost =26 573

Hypoglycemic cost = 12,472

P =0.0364

Insulin Glargine

Mo severe
hypoglycemia

P =0.9636 Treatment cost = 26 573

Cohort

Severe
hypoglycemia

Treatment cost = 3,046
Hypoglycemic cost = 12,472

P =0.0676

NPH Insulin

Mo severe
hypoglycemia

P=09324 Treatment cost = 3,046

Pu7: sunuiiinainnzunandeuredisainmanug ldainaiauman <

NIALIRIEUYLAEN glianniARLan A

Transition probability (P) ANUIUAINTILNIUTAY Rosenstock WazADLE (2005)

2. FunusNeed BuNaTaugaL

ANENT99 BUNeTEWTAN danFunieine 1 TiiluiEu 3,046 L
ANSNININNNEUNANATARART 1 A = 12,472 1N
Expected cost of NPH Insulin ={(3,046+12,472) x 0.0676} + {3,046 x 0.9324}

= 3,889 U MFAAN135N11 1]
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3. ANNUANFNNTENINAUYIUIIN

FUYLIINTRY BUTAUNANEY — FiunUIINTeY uRlaTauTaY
= 27,027-3,889

= 23,138 U msan1s3nNE1 1l
4. AYNLANFNNTAIANUILATITEY Severe hypoglycemia

RMUIUATIURY Severe hypoglycemia AN BUFAUNAEL — 199 LBUNIBTAUTAL
= 0.0364-0.0676

=-0.0312 A5aans5ne1 T

1 14
a K

n3ld BugAuNaEuy unu lEUReTAWTAW ARAUANTY 23,138 LnsaAy

q
v 1

san13inmn1 U Inenileldlugtag 1,000 AW azan1TnanANITRiAN1ITENANAATRENITUIEY

16 31.2 A (LuaNuRFLLAAAAANNZEI A lUAB AR NENAUAZITIATY

4.2.2 Sensitivity Analysis

4.2.2.1 One-way sensitivity analysis

HARINNITNN Sensitivity analysis Tneids One-way sensitivity analysis faeing
wanuwlasdnsnisiianinzinanaluaensn (Sensitivity analysis 11-12) fuyuainm
nazenaluaenf19tN9guIss (Sensitivity analysis 13) WazBUBAEN (Sensitivity
analysis 14-15) L&A NG 4.3

audiulddn Tdrasdasuulasrnaesioudssneasnalafimn suueand
a d’f ¥ a a = @ o A 1 173 =3 = a a
npAuaINngld  AuTAunaEn  AdelAgendInsld  Wuleraugay wan taenis
WasnwlasduueeIres Bugaunatiu AriNaseANLANG N TBIAUNUIINNINNGINIS

P o PR o ¥ & o Y o a ¥ & 5
wWasuudasfudsningadunsinmalul@ensn  (ERINIAANNEHNANA lUARART
o > 1 & o Y 1 & o s X
LAZAUNUATNHINEHIAA lWADARAT) HE9AINN1EHIANA LABARITULNNAATUAN

o Ao p

BurALvAasila  G9NARINAININ (0.0364 ATFafilae-tl dmFudunaunanty uay

0.0676 Afssagiloe-T 4 iy IEuNeTaUgAR)
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NINN 4.3

91N One-way sensitivity analysis

A Cost
23400
2200 —
22000 /

22700

22600 T T

1.87 277

3.67

4.56 546
GLR hypo rate
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N. ANLANFNTBNEUYUTINTAAINNTRs UL asdRIINIaAANIz e A TuAe AR

a a = e . .
1949 AUTFAUNANEIU (Sensitivity analysis 11)

A Cost

4.42 5.55

o
=]
)

7.93 a1

NPH hypo rate

2, ANNWANFANNTBIEY IR AT Asuw aedRsInsRaN Rz A TuR e ARN

1949 LBUNDTRUTAL (Sensitivity analysis 12)



AND 4.3 (a)
1 £% dl a dl o 1
AYINUANGNTRIF L UIINTARAIN NS e agsa L 95119

91N One-way sensitivity analysis

A Cost

21500
21000 T T T
12472 23102 33732 44362 54992
Hypo cost

! i v
A. ANNLANFNTRE U uIINAIRnaNNsABuul assuunisinENsinaaluaes

B (Sensitivity analysis 13)

A Cost

0o _

13300 19930 26573 33216 39860

GLR treatment cost

3. ANUANFANTDIFUNUFINTRAAINN TR UL AIF U LA Ta9BUTAUNANEY

(Sensitivity analysis 14)
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AND 4.3 (a)
1 £% dl a dl o 1
AYINUANGNTRIF L UIINTARAIN NS e agsa L 95119

91N One-way sensitivity analysis

A Cost
25000
24500 N
24000 \
23500 \

22500 \
22000 \

21500 o~
21000
20500
mo T T T T
1503 2085 3046 3308 4569

NPH treatment cost
1 £% dl a d‘ £ 1 [~1 = a a
q. mmumnmwmmunumwmmmﬂmﬂﬂ@ﬂuuﬂmmunumm m@qmuwmmwg@u

(Sensitivity analysis 15)

4.2.2.2 Threshold analysis

dl 1 o ] dl o ¥ Y o a dl
nsilasulLasANagFn LLﬂﬁ‘ﬁl’W\‘l“] mzmﬁlumunumﬁmzmimmeﬁumumw

[
a = R |

2 1fluseaziign 1 T aeafihanld fugdunantiu uay 1EuNRIBLIAY JAWINAW HAAIT

u

©

1. gnsnafinnaziimaluaenf1et 191819 \EunieTaugAY
(Sensitivity analysis 16) asdaafamiuly 192 axasia 100 gile-1 (ain 6.76 A¥asia 100
Filoe-T] slum‘miﬁugmm%

2. f?’iunuﬁiﬂm%ﬂumﬁ"ﬂmmm@mq:ﬁﬁmmﬁmﬁﬂm[ﬁilmsmngmm (Sensitivity
analysis 17) %rﬁl’@\‘uﬁﬁu w114 754,070 L (/N 12,472 LN ”Lumftﬁﬁugm) VB

3. FuUAIENT8Y BUTAUNAIEU (Sensitivity analysis 18) avsiadanad e
3,435 UNAall (a1 26,573 U Iumrﬁﬁuﬂm) VB

4. FuuAIENT9 WUNeTeUTAY (Sensitivity analysis 19) asdaafinau flu

26,200 Unsial (31N 3,046 L9 TUnTNUgIW) (N1WA 4.4)



76

NN 4.4

NINLLRAANNAURY Threshold analysis

Total cost

30000

-«

- Glargine
23000

15000 - NPH

10000 ~

100 20 Hypo rate

NPH total cost = Glargine total cost = Baht 27,027
At NPH rate of hypoglycemia = 192 episodes/ 100 patient-year

n. ansnisnanzima Ao ARNNYIN LY UIINT9S BUgALNANEY LAz BuNLeT

a

BUTAW WU (Sensitivity analysis 16)

Total cost

40000 {  Glargine

20000 H NPH

200000 400000 600000 800000
NPH total cost = Glargine total cost = Baht 54,021 Cost per hypo
At cost per hypoglycemic event = Baht 754,070

2. FUNUAaN1IN NI AA A ARIULNATY TN IRFWUsINTas BugAunantiu uay

\EUNRTRUTAY Winu (Sensitivity analysis 17)
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AYND 4.4 (Ai|)

NINLLRAANNAURY Threshold analysis

Total cost
35000
20000 Glargine
25000 -
20000 -
15000 -
10000 -
NPH
5000 -, .
O Y T T
35 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000
NPH total cost = Glargine total cost = Baht 3,889 Cost of Glargine

At cost of Glargine per year = Baht 3,435

¥ ! LA a a A Ao quy a a = @
A. muwuﬂqﬂqmﬂﬂm@\? AUHFAUNATEU V]V]’ﬂﬁmunuﬁ"ﬂﬂﬂ'ﬂﬁ @u?ﬂuﬂ@’]ﬂu LAY LAUNLaT

9 a

BUgAU WINU (Sensitivity analysis 18)

Total cost

35000

30000 Glargine /
<

25000

20000 4

15000

10000

5000 ~

0 : v
10000 15000 20000 25000 30000
NPH total cost = Glargine total cost = Baht 27,027 Cost of NPH
At cost of NPH per year = Baht 26,200

k% !

1) [~ = a a dl o Y Y a a = [~ =
3. AU UALsataag RUNLRTIUTAU VIVI’]IMG]HVJH?QN?I@\‘] DULAUNANLU AT LAUNLDT

BUgAU WIN (Sensitivity analysis 19)

~ a v .
NH: m@mnmmmm::ﬂmﬂh Decision tree
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4.2.2.3 Scenario analysis

NANN9ALAIZHATN Scenario analysis Wanalfivindn wiazilaauuilassauls
ynsaliifulselomisiansld Sugaunatin  wifdsldannsavinlisuyuninaainnisld
BugaunanEy ANd1Tee WuNeTEWIAW 16 (Scenario 1, best case 3@ sensitivity
analysis 20) wazdninsidasuulasAtaessioudsifidudsslamiiunsld Buiies
Bugaw AteazyinTisuuaesduraunanty gauazuanssuinauhilan (Scenario 2, worst
case Y38 sensitivity analysis 21)

~ Y =< o A Yo a - P 6 A a
natlgaTine@miiniswmasiieglddnsnisianinzinenaluaesn v
7 o a aa a v . A e . a o
%H@mnm@mmummﬂnmm;&ﬂw (Scenario 3 1198 sensitivity analysis 22) LasNamT
gendnlunimaaesnieadtin fliinlisuumneesnisinsuanssldainlunsdinugau
o dl o a 9; A 0I a 1 dl = 1 dl
Wt Wesandasnisiianiazinanaluideasiianliuinnenazinaseonislasn

wilassiuuenllunnidn (119199 4.6)

AN9NT 4.6

NAU8N Scenario analysis el Decision tree

Scenario Hypo rate | Cost/event | Hypo cost | Treatment cost | Total cost
Base | Glargine 3.64 454 26,573 27,027
12,472
case NPH 6.76 843 3,046 3,889
Glargine 1.87 1,028 13,287 14,315
1 54,992
NPH 9.10 5,004 4,569 9,573
Glargine 5.46 681 39,860 40,541
2 12,472
NPH 4.42 551 1,523 2,074
Glargine 6.37 794 26,573 27,367
3 12,472
NPH 11.80 1,472 3,046 4,518

An: waannrsauulaeld Decision tree



79

4.2.2.4 Probabilistic sensitivity analysis

uaannsAiamilanliaunsu At risk (Sensitivity analysis 23) liAnaAt8s

guusanlunigld Bugaunaniiu 26,445.02 +1,098.44 (Mean + Standard deviation) 6@
neinm 1 T Ineflrnaasfiunusnd 90% Credential interval s 24,758.09 1w (5
Percentile) waz 28,075.70 U1 (95" Percentile) (m‘mqﬁl 4.7 Waz NNA 4.5)

Anaderesunusanlunsld uiieTdugau senissnun 1 il
3,862.25+1,390.83 (Mean + Standard deviation) ‘Emmﬁﬁwmﬁunmwﬁ' 90% Credential
interval 21914 2,989.49 1177 (5" Percentile) WAz 6,696.83 117 (95" Percentile) (AN3147
4.7 mwﬁl 4.6)

a?ﬁu‘?ummLLmrwiNﬂJmﬁ'qLfa'ﬁmmﬁunmqﬂumﬂ%mLwimsnﬁm AANIT
e 1 1 Wein 22,582.77+1,046.61 UM (Mean + Standard deviation) IneidAnszndng
20,863.4 U (5" Percentile) uaz 23,837.32 11 (95" Percentile) 7l 90% Credential

interval (AN947 4.7 WAy ANN 4.7)

A13197 4.7
KA Probabilistic sensitivity analysis uanssiyusnlunisinm 1 1

Tunqugftlhenld Bugaunantiu uaz WuNeT8ugaY

Variable Glargine total cost | NPH total cost | Cost difference
Minimum 23,987.73 2,838.46 15,763.95
Mean 26,445.02 3,862.25 22,582.77
Maximum 33,782.44 13,944.78 24,158.32
Standard deviation (SD) 1,098.44 1,390.83 1,046.61
5" Percentile 24,758.09 2,989.49 20,863.4
95" Percentile 28,075.70 6,696.83 23,837.32

An: waannisauulae 1 lisunsy At risk
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Distribution for Glargine expected total cost

Distribution for Glargine expected total cost

80

Vauesin 100 -4

Glargine expected total cost

Minimum 23,987.73
Mean 26,445.02
Maximum 33,782.44
SD 1,098.44
Mode 26,9143
5" Percentile 24,758.09
95" Percentile 28,075.70

247551 28.077

AN waannITIee A ine i llsunan At risk

NN 4.6

Distribution for NPH expected total cost

Distribution of NPH expected total cost

N =

MNPH expected total cost

e in 10° -4

Minimum 2,838.46
Mean 3,862.25
Maximum 13,944 78
sD 1,390.83
Mode 3,112.61
5" Percentile 298949
95" Percentile 6,696.83

“Ees in Thosads

[ 54
2CFEE £6050

Aun: waannATzilag ld il sunsy At risk
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Distribution for the difference in expected total cost

Distribution for the difference in expected total cost

5000
Difference in
450
expected total cost
4000
Minimum 15,763.95
am—
+ man =
< Mean 2258277
aow
5 . Maximurn 24,158.22
g ,
200 sD ,045.61
30— Mode 23,119.98
e 5" Percentile 20,863.40
Q&0 "
95" Percentile 23,837.32
oo — —
15 7.5 2

08634 Z383IT3

AN: waannITIeIeAine i llsunan At risk




