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« Survival extrapolation is required in health economic
evaluations in order to assess the long-term costs and
benefits of interventions beyond clinical trial periods.? h
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* However, while the choice of extrapolation method
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Conclusions

This targeted review revealed the important impact
that survival extrapolation methods have on the

. - results of cost-effectiveness analyses.

Overall survival  Progression-free Time to treatment Time on treatment

 The search yielded 389 records, of which 166 records
were eligible for inclusion (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. PRISMA flow diagram
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* The time horizons studied varied from 3 years to
lifetime.
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