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BACKGROUND

Context: Single-arm real-world evidence (RWE) studies are becoming more prevalent in clinical practice. The advancements in indirect treatment comparison (ITC) methods are
enabling the potential use of single-arm RWE studies into ITCs. They may offer valuable insights alongside comparative studies.

Aim: To provide recommendations on the approach for data extraction (DE) when both comparative and single-arm RWE studies are included in the ITC.

METHODS

When conducting systematic literature reviews (SLRs) for ITC in gastrointestinal disease (GID) and addiction behavior disorder (ABD), we considered two approaches for DE after
identifying and including studies in the SLR: traditional and pragmatic. The steps involved in both approaches are shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1: Comparison of data extraction steps involved in DE approach: traditional vs. pragmatic approach
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RESULTS Selective Data Extraction: Time Savings:
The pragmatic approach The pragmatic approach
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Figure 3: Efficiency gains and time savings from the pragmatic approach in data extraction
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This study showed that pragmatic approach could provide

potential savings in DE time when conducting a SLR for
ITC comprising comparative and single-arm RWE studies.
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Figure 2: Distribution of comparative vs. single-arm studies and the focus of data (ConnectHEOR, Delhi, India) for developing and designing . '
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