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Table 2: Cost minimisation results of the base-case scenario
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𝐶𝑜𝑠𝑡𝑝 = 𝐶𝑜𝑠𝑡𝐺𝑊 × GW LOSp + 𝐶𝑜𝑠𝑡𝐴𝑀𝑈 × AMU LOSp +

σi∈I(Imaging unit costi× Order𝑠pi) +

σa∈A(Allied health service unit costa× Referralspa) 
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𝐶𝑜𝑠𝑡𝐺𝑊 =  𝑢𝑚𝑒𝑑 + 𝑢𝑛𝑜𝑛𝑚𝑒𝑑 + 𝑢𝑠𝑢𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑖𝑒𝑠 + 𝑢𝑓𝑎𝑐𝑖𝑙𝑖𝑡𝑦 + 𝑢𝑜𝑡ℎ𝑒𝑟

𝐶𝑜𝑠𝑡𝐴𝑀𝑈 =  𝛼𝑢𝑚𝑒𝑑 + 𝑢𝑛𝑜𝑛𝑚𝑒𝑑 + 𝑢𝑠𝑢𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑖𝑒𝑠 + 𝑢𝑓𝑎𝑐𝑖𝑙𝑖𝑡𝑦 + 𝑢𝑜𝑡ℎ𝑒𝑟
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The incremental cost was most sensitive to the probability of direct , and 
correspondingly, the probability of transfers to GW from AMU (Figure 5).

Compared to standard of care (GW), AMU was cost-saving at the base-case scenario (Table 2).
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