WEB SITE Figure 2
Value of ICERs for alternative visually impaired annual costs. Analyses for a 40 year old cohort, 10 year screening interval
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At 1% OAG prevalence rate, ‘technician’ strategy dominates NS (e.g. ICER ≤ 0) for an annual cost of VI of £16,000. ‘Technician’ strategy looks cost effective (e.g. ICER ≤ £30,000) for an annual cost of VI of £8,800. At 5% OAG prevalence rate ‘technician’ strategy dominates NS for an annual cost of VI of £6,000; and G.O. dominates ‘technician’ strategy at an annual cost of VI of £11,000.

Tech = Techinician strategy; CP = Current practice; GO = Glaucoma trained optometrist; VI = visual impairment 
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