Supplementary Table 2: Cost-effective studies comparing CTC with other potential screening modalities for colorectal cancer: health technology assessments not otherwise published in peer-reviewed papers 
	Study setting & year (reference)
	Screening scenarios & Intervals
	Model type & horizon
	CTC cost/ CTC cost USD (2010)
	Effectiveness
	ICER Result USD (2010)
	CTC performance
assumptions
	Screening uptake assumptions

	
	
	
	
	
	
	Sens
	Spec
	

	Canada 2008 (S1)
	NS

FOBT (annually)

COL (10-year)

CTC (10-year)
	Markov

Aged 50-lifetime
	582 CAD/ 499 USD 
	QALY & LYG
	ICER for CTC vs no screening: 10,201 USD per QALY. COL dominates CTC
	Cancer: 96.6%

≥10mm P: 93.8%

<10mm P: 60%
	86%
	Uptake: 68%

FU: 81%

	USA 2008 (S2)
	NS

FOBT(Annually)

Annual FIT (annually)

Sig (5-year)

FOBT (annually) & Sig (5-year)

FIT (annually) & Sig (5-year)

COL (10-year)

CTC WT (6mm) (5-year)

CTC WT (10 mm) (5-year)

CTC WT (6mm) (10-year)

CTC WT (10 mm) (10-year)
	SimCRC

Aged 50-79
	523.4 USD/ 550.4 USD 
	LYS
	ICER for CTC WT (6mm) (5-year) vs colonoscopy: 663,287 USD per LYS. 


	Cancer: 93.8%

Large P: 93.8%

Medium P: 86.7%

Small P: N/R
	CTC WT (6mm)

79.6%

CTC WT (10mm)

96%
	Uptake: 100%

FU: 100%


Abbreviations: NS – No Screening CTC – Computed Tomographic Colonography, COL – Colonoscopy, Sig –Sigmoidoscopy, FOBT – Faecal Occult Blood Test, FIT – Faecal Immunochemical Testing,  ICER – Incremental Cost-Effectiveness Ratio, LYS – Life-Years Saved, LYG – Life-Years Gained, Sens – Sensitivity for the detection of cancer and various polyp sizes, Spec – Specificity for the detection of cancer and various polyp sizes, P – Polyp, Uptake – refers to uptake of screening test in population, FU – follow-up (compliance with referral to subsequent colonoscopy if required), WT – With a referral threshold, QALY – Quality-Adjusted Life Year, USD – United States Dollar, CAD – Canadian Dollar, N/R – Not Reported.
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