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Supplementary Materials 

I. PRISMA 2009 Flow Diagram:  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Records Excluded (n= 36) 

Reason for Exclusions were: 
Outcome not of interest (n=12) 
Study design not of interest (n=20) 
Population not of interest (n=4) 
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Records Excluded (n=634) 

Reason for Exclusions were: 
Animal/In-vitro (n=9) 
Article not in English (n=6) 
Outcome not of interest (n=159) 
Study design not of interest (n=432)  
Population not of interest (n=28) 

Records screened based on title 
and abstract (n=678) 

Publications included after full-
text screening (n=8)  

Full text articles for assessment 
(n=44) 

Records identified through:  
PubMed/Medline (n=651) 

Embase (n=342) 
DOAJ (n=204) 

Records identified through 
supplementary searches & cross-

references 
(n=33) 

Records removed before screening: 
Duplicate records excluded (n=552) 



 

Sensitivity: Public 

II. PICOS-T 
 

Component Description 

Population (P) Adult patients with metastatic triple-negative breast cancer (mTNBC)  

Intervention (I) Sacituzumab govitecan (SG)  

Comparator (C) Chemotherapy 

Outcomes (O) 
Life years (LYs) gained, quality-adjusted life-years (QALYs), incremental cost, 
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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