Modelling benefits, costs and affordability of a novel gene therapy in hemophilia A
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS




Figure S1: Cost-effectiveness acceptability curve showing pairwise comparison. [image: Table

Description automatically generated]
Valrox - valoctocogene roxaparvovec (Roctavian®). WTP – Willingness to pay threshold. 
QALY – Quality adjusted life year. inc – incremental.






Figure S2: Deterministic sensitivity analysis valrox compared to prophylactic FVIII. Listed are the parameters displaying largest spread of incremental QALYs [A] and incremental costs [B].
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Valrox - valoctocogene roxaparvovec (Roctavian®). QALY – Quality adjusted life year.


Figure S3: Deterministic sensitivity analysis valrox compared to prophylactic emicizumab. Listed are the parameters displaying largest spread of incremental QALYs [A] and incremental costs [B].
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Valrox - valoctocogene roxaparvovec (Roctavian®). QALY – Quality adjusted life year.







Figure 4: Results of the probabilistic sensitivity analysis in a cost-effectiveness plane (1000 iterations). [A] valrox compared to FVIII prophylaxis and [B] valrox compared to emicizumab. 
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ICER - Incremental cost-effectiveness ration. Valrox - valoctocogene roxaparvovec (Roctavian®). WTP – Willingness to pay threshold.
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