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ICER ICER ( )
0.875 to 0.991 -50824 2589422
0.718 t0 0.977 128582 1374938
1472000 to 2208000 1028173 1453165
60.0 to 80.0 874694 1240669
0.0 to 0.04 1106082 1398142
20.0 t0 50.0 1230134 1490311
0.144 t0 0.216 1148748 1381677
9680.0 to 14520.0 1147801 1333537
1.0 t0 5.0 1211581 1332960
0.6 t0 1.0 1240669 1320908

ICER ICER ( )
0.875 to 0.991 -1605340 3556249
0.718 t0 0.977 -1405497 1163760
20.0 to 50.0 800448 1356066
0.0 to 0.04 688900 1160644
9680.0 to 14520.0 705809 1075974
0.144 t0 0.216 788818 1045561
1472000 to 2208000 810853 970931
60.0 to 80.0 890892 1029231
3600.0 to 5400.0 822688 959096
0.6 t0 1.0 890892 967093
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