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1. PICOS-T

Component Description
Population (P) Adult patients with metastatic triple-negative breast cancer (NTNBC)
Intervention (1) Sacituzumab govitecan (SG)

Comparator (C) Chemotherapy

Life years (LYs) gained, quality-adjusted life-years (QALYs), incremental cost,
Outcomes (O) incremental cost-effectiveness ratio (ICER), and incremental net monetary
benefit (INMB)

Study Design (S)  Cost-effectiveness and cost-utility analyses
Time Period (T) Studies published up to December 2025
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