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Tornado diagram for sensitivity analysis. Base case ICER was 840.01 USD/CYs.
Note changes in ICER when input parameters slightly changed. Cost of complete
crown as depicted by longest bar had stronger impact on outcomes
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o’ Endocrown Conclusion
5 Complete In the context of US healthcare system, endocrown was a cost-effective restorative

C‘(’:‘;(e)\r;‘r?e ' 1701.06 option at lower WTP values for structurally compromised endodontically treated
permanent teeth. At an increased WTP threshold, the post-retained complete crown
became a more cost-effective restoration throughout an individual’s lifetime
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Table 1 Base case scenario: Cost-effectiveness ranking report; endocrown versus
complete coverage crown for lifetime

Markov model

Model-based CEA
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