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BACKGROUND

Health Technology Assessment (HTA) systematically
evaluates the clinical (i.e., comparative benefits) and

economic value (i.e., value for money) of health . .
interventions to inform decisions regarding their Figure 1. HTAs reviewed Figure 2. Decisions on technology appraisals using SATs per HTA Sl ng |e dl'm trl d | S (SAT) are

cimbursements (1.2 used in around 12% of
SATs Total HTAS reviewed (N=130) : ocemmendes oncology-related HTA

NICE: n=70 (54%) recommendations ° o
CADTH: n=60 (46%) — dat submissions to NICE and

recommended CA DT H .

All CADTH submissions were
recommended with conditions

RESULTS

However, in case of rare diseases or advanced/refractory
cancers, single-arm trials (SATs) are commonly used to
evaluate the treatments and inform decisions because
randomized controlled trials are either not feasible or

unethical.
SATs data was used in 12% (9 NICE

and 6 CADTH submissions)
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