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Figure 1: Incremental Cost-Effectiveness Ratio (ICER) Planes Comparing Active Treatment 
Arms to Placebo (N=369; 1000 bootstrap replications) 
 
a. Fluoxetine vs Placebo    b. CBT vs Placebo 
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c. Combination Therapy vs Placebo  

-3500

-1500

500

2500

In
cr

em
en

ta
l C

os
t -

 C
O

M
B

0 5 10 15
Incremental Improvement in CDRS-R Score - COMB

ICER Plane

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Figure 2: Incremental Cost-Effectiveness Ratios (ICER) for Combination Therapy vs Fluoxetine 
(N=186; 1000 bootstrap replications) 
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Figure 3: Cost-Effectiveness Acceptability Curve for Combination Therapy vs Fluoxetine 
Comparison (N=186; 1000 bootstrap replications) 
 
a. CDRS-R scale    b. QALY scale 
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