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Critarion Presence of Criteria
Drummond | Udvarhelyi Scristan Task Force PhRMA PHS
(1986) {1992) {1993} {1995) (1995) (1997!

Wall-defined study queslion Yes Na Yes Yes" Yes Yes
Study parspective Yes® Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes®
Type of study design No No Yes Yes Yes Yes'
Choice and description of competing Yas No Yes Yes Yes Yes
altemalives Yes Mo Yes Yes Yes Ko
Evidence to justify competing altematives Yes No Yos Yes Yos No
Type of economic analysis No Na Yes Yes Yes Yes
Data sources and sample seleclion Yes Yes Yes Yes® Yes Yes
Description of costs No No Yes Yes Yes Unclear
Calculation of indirect costs Yes Yos Yes Yes Yes Yes
Description of outcome measures Yes No Yes Yes Yes Yes
Measurement of costs and outcomes{benefits) Yes No Yes Yes Yes Yes
Vaiuation of cosis and outcomes Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes
Discounting Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes
Incremantal analysis of costs and outcomes No No Ko Yas Yes Yes
Time horizons Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Sensitivity analysis No No Yes No No No
Evaluation suitable if made within a clinical trial No Na Yes Unclear” No No
Ethical problems identified and discussed Ne No Yes' Na Na No
Overall impression of quality of paper Yes No Yes' Yes Yes No
Generalizability and limitations No No No No No Yes
Reference case J ]

PhRMA = Pharmaceulical Research and Manufacturers of America; PHS = Public Heallh Sarvice; NA = not applicable

‘Adapied with permission from Gibson G.Use of guidelines to evaluate and interpret pharmacosconomic literalure.In: Bungay KM, Osterhaus

JT, Paladine JA, el al, eds. Pharmacoecanomics and culcomes: applications for patient care, Module 2: assessment of economic ouicomes.

1" ed. Kansas City, MO: American College of Clinical Pharmacy; 1996:340

°Emphasizes appropriate use of background, sludy purpose, and rationale

fingorperales parspecliva as a component of well-defined study question

“Assumes a societal parspeclive

*Assumes that the type of analysis is a cost-effecliveness analysis

‘Incorporates ha type of economic analysis Into valuation of costs and outcomes

“Defines only indirecl costs

"Described in "Guideline for Researcher Indepandence™

'added to the 12-tem checkiist for the literalure review in refarence 6

'Assesses Ihe abilily to generalize about conclusions in the disussion section
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Element Criteria
Study abjective What is the research quesiion?
Is the queslion clear and concise, and is the outcome of interest measurable?
Study perspactive What is the perspective of the analysis?

Type of analysis

Study design

Choice of interventions

Costs and

conseguenceas

Discounting

Resulis

Sensitivity analysis

Is the perspective relevant, given the scope of the problem?

What was the economic method used?

Was the economic method appropriate and actually used?

What was the study design?

What were the data sources?

Was the evaluation suilabie if carried oul in a clinical trial?

Woere all the appropriate altematives considered and described?

Were any appropriate allernatives omitted?

Are the allematives relevant to the perspective and nature of the study?

What are the costs and consequences {outcomes)?

Were all the Important and relevant costs and consequences for each altemative identified, including
negative outcomes?

Ara the costs and cansequences relevant to the perspective chosen?

Were all the sources of values clearly identified and measured in appropriate physical units?
Was the study period longer than ane year?

Did the study use dollar vatues from previous years?

Woere any costs and consequences that accur in the future discounted to reflect their present value?
What was the discount rale used?

Was any justification given far using it?

Are the results accurate and useful o real-world medical decision-markers?

Were the appropriate statistical analyses performed?

Was an incremental analysis appropriale, and was it performed?

Are all the assumptions and limitations of the study discussed?

Was the generalizability of the results lo other sellings or populations discussed?

Was a sensilivity analysis performed?

Wara the ranges for important variables tested for sensitivity?

Were the appropriate variables varied?

Co the findings follow the anticipated trends?

Arg the conclusions of the study |ustified?
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Extrapolation of
conclusions

Sponsorship

is the possibie to extrapolate the conclusions ta daily clinical practice?
Was the sludy sponsored or conduted by industry?

Was there any bias due to the spansorship of the study?

"Adapted with permission from Gibson G.Use of guidelines 1o evaluate and interprel pharmacoeconomic literature.dn; Bungay KM, Osterhaus

JT, Paladino JA, et a), eds. Pharmacoeconomics and outcormnes: applications for palient care. Module 2: assessmen| of economic culcomes,

1¥ ed. Kansas City. MO: American College of Ciinicat Pharmacy: 1996:349-53






