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24 Abstract：

25 Background: Nivolumab in combination with chemotherapy significantly improves survival in 

26 patients with gastric/gastroesophageal junction (G/GEJ)/esophageal adenocarcinoma.The purpose 

27 of this study was to evaluate the cost-effectiveness of Nivolumab plus chemotherapy for 

28 G/GEJ/esophageal adenocarcinoma.

29 Methods: A Markov model was developed on the basis of the US healthcare payers’ perspectives. 

30 We estimated the costs and summarised their effectiveness as quality-adjusted life-years 

31 (QALYs). One-way and probabilistic sensitivity analyses were conducted to explore the impact of 

32 uncertainties on the cost-effectiveness’s results.

33 Results: The incremental cost-effectiveness ratios (ICER) for Nivolumab plus 

34 chemotherapy($149636.97,1.24QALYs) verus chemotherapy($13941.06,0.75QALYs) is 

35 $135695.91 and the QALYs is 0.49. 

36 Conclusions: Evidence suggests that Nivolumab plus chemotherapy a for the first-line treatment 

37 of locally advanced or metastatic gastric/GEJ/oesophageal adenocarcinoma may be not a 

38 cost-effective choice.

39 Keywords: Cost-Effectiveness; Nivolumab; metastatic gastric/GEJ/oesophageal adenocarcinoma; 

40 Markov model
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46 1. Background

47 Gastric/gastroesophageal junction(G/GEJ)/oesophageal adenocarcinoma can be regarded as a 

48 relatively common cancer worldwide, and its incidence is increasing day by day. Nowadays, 

49 gastric cancer is the fifth most common cancer in the world, and its fatality rate ranks the third 

50 among all cancers. From the perspective of geographical distribution, the incidence has increased 

51 significantly in east Asia in recent years, as has North America (1). At present, surgery is still the 

52 preferred treatment for G/GEJ/oesophageal adenocarcinoma. However, the prognosis is bleak and 

53 the postoperative recurrence rate reaches 50%-70% (2, 3). For those patients with unresectable 

54 advanced stage, other methods can only be sought. 

55 In recent years, many studies have focused on improving the prognosis of this group of 

56 patients. At present, fluorouracil, platinum and paclitaxel are the main chemotherapy drugs for 

57 advanced G/GEJ/oesophageal adenocarcinoma with negative HER-2, but their therapeutic effect is 

58 not optimistic, and the survival time of most patients receiving chemotherapy is not more than 1 

59 year (4-6). Besides, after the use of targeted therapy combined with chemotherapy for these 

60 patients, their survival was not significantly improved compared with chemotherapy (7-10).

61 Nivolumab is a PD-1 inhibitor. As PD-L1 is expressed more obviously in tumor cells and 

62 tumor immune cells than in normal cells, PD-1 inhibitor has been gradually promoted to a higher 

63 position in tumor therapy. Nivolumab has shown good efficacy in the treatment of many cancers 

64 such as non-small cell lung cancer and renal cell carcinoma (11, 12). Therefore, the Checkmate 

65 649, a phase 3 trial, has been carried out,in which researchers recruited a group of advanced, 

66 unresectable and HER-2 negative patients and randomly divided them into two groups. In addition 
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67 to the analysis of all patients, PD-L1 CPS≥5 patients were singled out for follow-up 

68 analysis. Then, the prognosis of the two groups of patients was compared between the 

69 combination chemotherapy with Nivolumab and chemotherapy alone.In the Result, For patients 

70 with PD-L1 CPS≥5, median OS improvement was 3 months (14.4 months [95% CI 13.1 to 

71 16.2]vs 11.1 month [10.0 to 12.1]); Median PFS was 7.7 months (95% CI 7.0 to 9.2) for 

72 combination chemotherapy with Nivolumab compared with 6.05 months (5.0 to 6.9) for 

73 chemotherapy. For all randomized patients, the median OS was 13.1 months (IQR, 6.7 to 19.1) in 

74 the Nivolumab group and 11.1 months (5.8 to 16.1) in the chemotherapy group. In conclusion, 

75 Compared with chemotherapy alone, Nivolumab combined with chemotherapy significantly 

76 improved patient survival, especially in patients with PD-L1 CPS≥5 (13).

77 A cost-benefit analysis is necessary before a new drug becomes an approved method of 

78 treatment for many patients. Hence, in this study, based on the results of the Checkmate649 

79 clinical trial, we established an economic model to evaluate the cost-effectiveness of Nivolumab 

80 in combination with chemotherapy in G/GEJ/oesophageal adenocarcinoma.

81

82
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90 2. Materials and Methods

91 2.1 Population

92 CheckMate 649 is a randomized phase 3 trial involving 1581 patients from From March 2017 

93 through April 2019 in all over the world. Median progression-free survival (7·7 months [95% CI 

94 7·0–9·2]) was significantly longer in the nivolumab plus chemotherapy group than in the 

95 chemotherapy group (6.05 months [95% CI 5.6–6.9]) in patients with PD-L1 CPS ≥5, as was median 

96 overall survival analysis (14·4 months [95% CI 13·1–16·2] vs 11·1 months [10·0–12·1], 

97 respectively) in patients with PD-L1 CPS ≥5).Our data were based on clinical characteristics of 

98 CheckMate 649 subjects aged 18 years or older with previously untreated, unresectable advanced 

99 or metastatic gastric, GEJ, or oesophageal adenocarcinoma, regardless of PD-L1 expression.

100 We focused on the third phase of the CheckMate 649 study. In the total number of people in 

101 this trial, there are 955 patients with PD-L1 CPS≥5. Among them, 473 participants were in the 

102 experimental group(Nivolumab plus chemotherapy)and 482 in the control 

103 group(chemotherapy).We conducted a cost-effectiveness analysis for the Nivolumab plus 

104 chemotherapy group and chemotherapy group to provide a foundation for their different treatment. 

105 The research methods refer to the consolidated health economic evaluation reporting standards 

106 (CHEERS)( see Supplementary Information S1).

107 2.2 The Model’s Structure

108 The study used TreeAge Software 2021 (TreeAge Software, Inc, Williamstown, 

109 Massachusetts) to programme a multi-state Markov model. The purpose was to evaluate the 

110 cost-effectiveness of Nivolumab plus chemotherapy and chemotherapy in patients with untreated, 
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111 unresectable advanced or metastatic gastric, GEJ, or oesophageal adenocarcinoma.This was due to 

112 the Markov model being able to provide more flexible modelling assumptions.(14) The multiple 

113 health states include PFS, progressive disease state (PD) and death. Assuming that patients in a 

114 certain state only make one state transition in a cycle, once the patients are in the PD state, they 

115 cannot return to the PFS state. Similarly, the patients in the dead state cannot transition to other 

116 states. The specific transition relationships are shown in Figure 1. We assumed that all the patients 

117 were in a PFS healthy state at the model’s initial stage. The patients were treated with Nivolumab 

118 plus chemotherapy or chemotherapy according to their groupings. When the disease progresses, 

119 the follow-up treatment plan in the CheckMate 649 clinical trial is used for treatment until the 

120 patient's death.

121

122 Figure1. Markov state transition model.

123 We developed a Markov model to simulate the patient's entire life course and evaluate the 

124 cost and effectiveness of first-line therapy for patients with advanced/metastatic gastric, GEJ, or 

125 oesophageal adenocarcinoma.In the CheckMate 649 clinical trial, the median survival time of the 

126 experimental group was 14.4 months, the control group was 11.1 months, and the overall time of 

127 the study is approximately 2 years. The effect of immunotherapy has a delayed effect and may 

128 continue to work beyond the treatment period. It should be analyzed from long-term data to avoid 

129 inaccuracy and uncertainty of results(15, 16).As the result of that,with reference to the dosing 

Stable disease Progressive disease

Death
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130 cycle of the CheckMate 649 clinical trial, we set the cycle of the Markov model to three weeks 

131 and the time range was 10 years. Approximately 99% of patients were in the absorption state.(17) 

132 A half-circle correction was conducted to simulate the transfer process more accurately. 

133 Simultaneous simulation analysis of the cost and utility is performed to estimate the cumulative 

134 total cost and health outcomes within the cohort’s time frame.(18, 19) The research was based on 

135 the American payers’ perspectives, with a 3% discount on costs and utilities.(20) According to the 

136 World Health Organization, ICER is acceptable when it is below three times GDP per capita(21). 

137 This study will use three times of the United States’s triple GDP per capita in 2021($69219.5) as 

138 the threshold(https://fred.stlouisfed.org/series/A939RC0Q052SBEA).The WTP is assumed to be 

139 $207659. The research indicators include the costs, life-years (LYs), quality-adjusted 

140 life-years(QALYs), and the incremental cost-effectiveness ratios (ICERs). 

141 2.3 The Model’s Survival and Progression Risk Estimates

142 The original data for constructing the model were obtained from the CheckMate 649 clinical 

143 trial. When some data were unavailable, we referred to the related published literature. The 

144 GetData Graph Digitiser (version 2.26; http://getdata-graph-digitizer.com/download.php) was 

145 used to extract the Kaplan–Meier curve’s data of the PFS and OS in the Nivolumab plus 

146 chemotherapy group and the chemotherapy group. We also referred to the algorithm of Guyot et 

147 al. who refers to the pseudo-individual patient’s data reconstructed by R software (version 4.1.0; 

148 https://www.r-project.org/).(22) This was combined with the Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) 

149 and the Bayesian Information Criterion(BIC) to select the Log-logistic distribution that fitted the 

150 survival curve for Nivolumab plus chemotherapy and chemotherapy respectively after the 

151 reconstruction(eTable 1).(23) The distribution has a higher flexibility and estimated 
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152 correlations.(24, 25) 

153 Table 1 Base-case Analysis

Parameters

Nivolumab plus 

chemotherapy Chemotherapy

QALYs 0.75 0.27

Total cost $ 13941.06 17565.97

ICER $/QALYb 276799.67

WTP $/QALY 190239

154

155

156 Figure2. Tornado diagram for one-way sensitivity analysis.

157 Abbreviation: SD= Stable disease; PD= Disease progression; ICER= Incremental cost-effectiveness ratio.

158 2.4 The Utility and Cost Estimates
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159 During the follow-up, the CheckMate 649 trial used the Gastric Cancer Subscale (GaCS) to 

160 compare quality of life after Nivolumab plus chemotherapy vs chemotherapy as the first-line 

161 treatment for advanced gastric cancer/gastroesophageal junction cancer/oesophageal 

162 adenocarcinoma.the average health utility (0.797 for PFS and 0.577 for PD) of the patients with 

163 gastric cancer/gastroesophageal junction cancer/oesophageal adenocarcinoma in the PFS and PD 

164 was obtained by previously published study(26). The top three incidence adverse events(AEs) 

165 with grade 3 or above were selected in Nivolumab plus chemotherapy (nivolumab [360 mg every 

166 3 weeks or 240 mg every 2 weeks]-pluschemotherapy[XELOX every 3 weeks or FOLFOX every 

167 2 weeks], nivolumab-plus-ipilimumab) and chemotherapy to be considered to evaluate the loss of 

168 the health utility caused by the three to five adverse events(AEs) for simplifying the 

169 calculation.The top three incidence adverse events(AEs) with grade 3 or above in Nivolumab plus 

170 chemotherapy and chemotherapy are Neutropenia(14%),Decreased platelet 

171 count(8%),Proteinuria(5%),Increased blood bilirubin(5%), Increased γ-glutamyltransferase(5%) 

172 and Palmar-plantar erythrodysaesthesia  syndrome(12%), Hypertension(6%)，Increased aspartate 

173 aminotransferase (5%)，respectively.

174 The costs are reported in 2021 US dollars (US $1.0 = CNY ￥6.38).Only the direct costs of 

175 the medical expenses were considered. This included the cost of the drugs, subsequent treatment 

176 costs, management costs, follow-up costs, laboratory examination costs, and the major adverse 

177 reactions with grade 3 or above had the top three incidence rates according to CheckMate 649 

178 trial. 

179 The drug prices we selected local hospital prices or the price obtained by consulting with the 

180 drug supplier. The estimated cost of each drug during the set period is listed in Table 2. The 
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181 probability that different treatment groups intend to receive different follow-up treatment and the 

182 treatment mode of specific subsequent therapies(systemic therapy other than PD-(L)1 inhibitors, 

183 local regional therapy, radiation therapy, surgery, PD-(L)1 inhibitors) are derived from 

184 CheckMate 649 trial.

185 Table 2 Model parameters: baseline values, ranges, and distributions for sensitivity analysis.

186 Main model parameters

187 Table 2 Model parameters: baseline values, ranges, and distributions for sensitivity analysis.
188 Main model parameters

Range 　 　 ReferencesVariable
(Group:CPS>5  
patients)

Baseline value
Minimum Maximum Distribution Mean

Standard 
deviation

　

Parameter 
survival 
distribution
log-logistic PFS 
of  N+ C

Shape=1.648147
Scale=8.546154

- - - - - Model fitting

log-logistic OS 
of  N+ C

Shape=1.6508
Scale=14.4888

- - - - - Model fitting

log-logistic PFS 
of  C

Shape=1.6508
Scale=14.4888

- - - - - Model fitting

log-logistic OS 
of  C

Shape=1.7398
Scale=10.546

- - - - - Model fitting

Risk for main adverse events
Nivolumab plus chemotherapy group

Neutropenia 0.15 0.12 0.18 Beta 0.15 0.03 Checkmate-649
Neutrophil 
count decreased

0.11 0.088 0.132 Beta 0.11 0.022 Checkmate-649

Anaemia 0.07 0.056 0.084 Beta 0.07 0.014 Checkmate-649
Diarrhoea 0.05 0.04 0.06 Beta 0.05 0.01 Checkmate-649

Chemotherapy group

Neutropenia 0.06 0.048 0.072 Beta 0.06 0.012 Checkmate-649
Neutrophil 
count decreased

0.03 0.024 0.036 Beta 0.03 0.006 Checkmate-649

Anaemia 0.02 0.016 0.024 Beta 0.02 0.004 Checkmate-649
Diarrhoea 0.03 0.024 0.036 Beta 0.03 0.006 Checkmate-649

Health utility scores
Utility of PFS 0.797 0.6376 0.9564 Beta 0.797 0.1594 [2]
Utility of PD 0.577 0.4616 0.6924 Beta 0.577 0.1154 [2]

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted February 27, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.23.24303251doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.23.24303251
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


11

Drug cost, $/per cycle
Nivolumab-3w 9957.15 7965.72 11948.58 Gamma 9957.15 1991.43 Drugs
Oxaliplatin-3w 521.82 417.456 626.184 Gamma 521.82 104.364 Drugs
Capecitabine-3w 183.3 146.64 219.96 Gamma 183.3 36.66 Drugs
Nivolumab-2w 6638.1 5310.48 7965.72 Gamma 6638.1 1327.62 Drugs
Oxaliplatin-2w 341.19 272.952 409.428 Gamma 341.19 68.238 Drugs
Leucovorin-2w 185.184 148.1472 222.2208 Gamma 185.184 37.0368 Drugs
Fluorouracil-2w 43.62624 34.90099 52.35149 Gamma 332.148 66.42962 Drugs
Radiotherapy 8998.72 6,636.09 13,160.22 Gamma 8998.72 1799.744 [4]
Surgery 20982 10490 41960 Gamma 20982 4196.4 [7]
Paclitaxel 726.57 581.256 871.884 Gamma 726.57 145.314 Drugs
Docetaxel 215.595 172.476 258.714 Gamma 215.595 43.119 Drugs
Carboplatin 165.51 132.408 198.612 Gamma 165.51 33.102 Drugs
Cisplatin 17.064 13.6512 20.4768 Gamma 17.064 3.4128 Drugs
Ramucirumab 143731 114984.8 172477.2 Gamma 143731 28746.2 Drugs
Pembrolizumab 10739.54 8591.632 12887.45 Gamma 10739.5 2147.908 Drugs

Expenditures on main AEs, $

Neutropenia 1043 834.4 1251.6 Gamma 1043 208.6
keynote590 Drugs and Adverse 

Reaction Table-[3]

Neutrophil 
count decreased

466 372.8 559.2 Gamma 466 93.2
keynote590 Drugs and Adverse 

Reaction Table-[6]

Anaemia 1654 1323.2 1984.8 Gamma 1654 330.8
keynote590 Drugs and Adverse 

Reaction Table-[3]

Diarrhoea 3339.64 2671.712 4007.568 Gamma 3339.64 667.928
keynote590 Drugs and Adverse 

Reaction Table-[4]

Follow-up per 
cycle

59.2 47.36 71.04 Gamma 59.2 11.84 [8]

Laboratory per 
cycle 

157.5 126 189 Gamma 157.5 31.5 [9]

Administration 
per cycle 

69.81 55.848 83.772 Gamma 69.81 13.962 [8]

Disutility due to AEs
Neutropenia -0.09 -0.072 -0.108 Beta -0.09 -0.018 [10]
Neutrophil 
count decreased

-0.26 -0.208 -0.312 Beta -0.26 -0.052

Anaemia -0.073 -0.0584 -0.0876 Beta -0.073 -0.0146 [10]
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Diarrhoea -0.05 -0.04 -0.06 Beta -0.05 -0.01 [10]
Risk for Subsequent therapy

Nivolumab plus chemotherapy group

Radiotherapy 0.05 0.04 0.06 Beta 0.05 0.01 Checkmate-649
Surgery 0.02 0.016 0.024 Beta 0.02 0.004 Checkmate-649
Paclitaxel 0.18 0.144 0.216 Beta 0.18 0.036 Checkmate-649
Docetaxel 0.02 0.016 0.024 Beta 0.02 0.004 Checkmate-649
Fluorouracil 0.09 0.072 0.108 Beta 0.09 0.018 Checkmate-649
Capecitabine 0.03 0.024 0.036 Beta 0.03 0.006 Checkmate-649
Oxaliplatin 0.04 0.032 0.048 Beta 0.04 0.008 Checkmate-649
Carboplatin 0.01 0.008 0.012 Beta 0.01 0.002 Checkmate-649
Cisplatin 0.02 0.016 0.024 Beta 0.02 0.004 Checkmate-649
Ramucirumab 0.1 0.08 0.12 Beta 0.1 0.02 Checkmate-649
Nivolumab 0.01 0.008 0.012 Beta 0.01 0.002 Checkmate-649
Pembrolizumab 0.01 0.008 0.012 Beta 0.01 0.002 Checkmate-649

Chemotherapy group

Radiotherapy 0.05 0.04 0.06 Beta 0.05 0.01 Checkmate-649
Surgery 0.01 0.008 0.012 Beta 0.01 0.002 Checkmate-649
Paclitaxel 0.21 0.168 0.252 Beta 0.21 0.042 Checkmate-649
Docetaxel 0.04 0.032 0.048 Beta 0.04 0.008 Checkmate-649
Fluorouracil 0.14 0.112 0.168 Beta 0.14 0.028 Checkmate-649
Capecitabine 0.02 0.016 0.024 Beta 0.02 0.004 Checkmate-649
Oxaliplatin 0.06 0.048 0.072 Beta 0.06 0.012 Checkmate-649
Carboplatin 0.01 0.008 0.012 Beta 0.01 0.002 Checkmate-649
Cisplatin 0.03 0.024 0.036 Beta 0.03 0.006 Checkmate-649
Ramucirumab 0.1 0.08 0.12 Beta 0.1 0.02 Checkmate-649
Nivolumab 0.03 0.024 0.036 Beta 0.03 0.006 Checkmate-649
Pembrolizumab 0.04 0.032 0.048 Beta 0.04 0.008 Checkmate-649

189

190 The calculated drug dose are based on the actual clinical trials. In the Nivolumab plus 

191 chemotherapy group, the patients received 360 mg of Nivolumab every 3 weeks or 240 mg every 

192 2 weeks and chemotherapy (XELOX [capecitabine 1000 mg/m2 twice daily, days 1–14 and 

193 oxaliplatin 130 mg/m2 , day 1, every 3 weeks] or FOLFOX [leucovorin 400 mg/m2 , day 1, 

194 fluorouracil 400 mg/m2 , day 1 and 1200 mg/m2 , days 1–2, and oxaliplatin 85 mg/m2 , day 1, 

195 every 2 weeks]). In the chemotherapy group, the patients received chemotherapy alone. We 

196 assumed that the average body surface area was 1.68 m2.(27)When patients disease progressed, we 
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197 assumed that all patients who disease progressed had follow-up treatment. It is important to note 

198 that the systemic therapy other than PD-(L)1 inhibitors in the subsequent therapies for advanced 

199 Gastric cancer, which we chose based on the NCCN 2022.1 guideline, is oxaliplatin, leucovorin 

200 plus fluorouracil therapy(oxaliplatin 85 mg/m2 IV on day 1, Leucovorin 200 mg/m2 IV on day 

201 1,2,fluorouracil 2600 mg/m2 IV continuous infusionover 24 hours on day1).

202 2.5 Sensitivity Analyses

203 A one-way sensitivity analysis was performed to explore the influence of uncertain parameters on 

204 the ICER. 

205 Each parameter was independently changed by assuming ±20% of the expected value to determine 

206 the obvious influence on decision-making.

207 Probabilistic analysis (PSA) was used to randomly sample all the parameters from a specified 

208 distribution to further explore the uncertainty and relevance of the model’s parameters. According 

209 to the parameter type, we selected the appropriate distribution for each uncertain parameter: the 

210 cost of the adverse reactions to drugs and treatment is the gamma distribution. The risk of adverse 

211 reactions, and the health utility scores including PFS, OS, and AE are the beta distribution. We 

212 performed a second-order Monte Carlo simulation of 10,000 iterations and generated a 

213 cost-benefit acceptability curve (CEAC) to show that Nivolumab plus chemotherapy is 

214 cost-effective with different WTP thresholds. 

215

216

217

218
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219

220

221

222

223 3. Results

224 3.1 Base-case Analysis

225 The result of base-case analysis about the cost and effectiveness of Nivolumab plus 

226 chemotherapy group and chemotherapy group in patients with untreated, unresectable advanced or 

227 metastatic gastric, GEJ, or oesophageal adenocarcinoma was shown in Table 1.According to our 

228 analysis,the incremental cost of Nivolumab plus chemotherapy($149636.97,1.24QALYs) verus 

229 chemotherapy($13941.06,0.75QALYs) is $135695.91 and the QALYs is 0.49. The ICER 

230 values($276799.67) are higher than the United States’s triple GDP per capita threshold in 2021 

231 ($207659).

232 3.2 Sensitivity Analyses 

233 A one-way sensitivity analysis was used to test the robustness of the two population model 

234 outputs. Under the condition that the input model parameters change by ±20%,the influence of 

235 each parameter on the analysis results is explored.The results are presented in the tornado diagram 

236 (Figure 2).The sensitivity analysis results demonstrated that the cost of Nivolumab has the most 

237 contributed to it. 

238 3.3 Probability sensitivity analysis

239 Probability sensitivity analysis (PSA) is applied to test the bias of the multiple model 

240 parameters on the analysis results when the multiple model parameters change simultaneously. 
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241 The results are presented through cost-effectiveness acceptability curves (Figure 3) and 

242 incremental cost-effectiveness scatterplots (Figure 4). According to the results, we found that the 

243 higher the average social willingness to pay, the higher the probability of Nivolumab plus 

244 chemotherapy producing the cost effect.Under the condition of a payment threshold of $207659 

245 per QALY, Probabilistic sensitivity analysis showed that there was 1.49% probability that 

246 Nivolumab plus chemotherapy was cost-effective within the fluctuation range of other model 

247 parameters in first-line in advanced gastric, GEJ, or oesophageal adenocarcinoma. 

248

249 Figure3. Acceptability Curves for the choice of sintilimab plus IBI305 versus sorafenib at 

250 different WTP thresholds in patients in the treatment of hepatocellular carcinoma.

251 Abbreviation: WTP= Willingness to pay.

252
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253

254 Figure4. Incremental cost-effectiveness scatterplots

255 We also conducted subgroup analysis of the patients with PD-L1 CPS≥5 according to 

256 Median age (IQR),Race(Asian or Non-Asian),Region (Asia or United States and Canada or Rest 

257 of world),Primary tumour location at initial diagnosis (GC or GEJC or EAC), the value of Tumour 

258 cell PD-L1 expression , Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group performance status(0 or 1),Prior 

259 surgery(yes or no), the number of Organs with metastases, Signet ring cell carcinoma(yes or no), 

260 Lauren classification (Intestinal type or Diffuse type or Mixed or Unknown), MSI status (MSS or 

261 MSI-H or Not reported or invalid),Chemotherapy regimen(FOLFOX or XELOX ),Disease stage 

262 (Metastatic or Locally advanced or Locally recurrent ), Site of metastases (Liver

263 Or Peritoneum or CNS) according to the survival of subgroups of patients in CheckMate 649. 

264 Unfortunately,all subgroup analysis factors are all not likely to be cost effective when the payment 

265 threshold Less than or equal to $207659 per QALY.

266
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267 4. Discussion

268 Fluoropyrimidine plus platinum-based chemotherapy is a first-line treatment for unresectable 

269 advanced or metastatic human epidermal growth factor receptor 2 (HER2) negative gastric and 

270 GEJ adenocarcinoma, but its efficacy is poor. The study subjects included in CheckMate 649 are 

271 patients with advanced/metastatic gastric cancer/gastroesophageal junction cancer/oesophageal 

272 adenocarcinoma with negative HER2. Nivolumab plus chemotherapy was compared with 

273 chemotherapy to evaluate whether Nivolumab plus chemotherapy could be used as first-line 

274 therapy for gastric/GEJ/oesophageal adenocarcinoma patients with negative HER2 .The result of 

275 CheckMate 649 showed that Nivolumab plus chemotherapy had significantly improved median 

276 survival time and median progression-free survival time compared to chemotherapy.Although 

277 Nivolumab plus chemotherapy has considerable efficacy in patients with gastric/GEJ/oesophageal 

278 adenocarcinoma, economic factors cannot be ignored. Many cancer patients are often forced to 

279 ignore the most effective drugs for their treatment because of high drug prices and treatment costs. 

280 Therefore, in order to avoid wasting medical resources, it is necessary to conduct a cost-benefit 

281 analysis.

282 Based on CheckMate 649 clinical trials and the latest population data and drug prices in 

283 USA, Our study is the first to evaluate whether Nivolumab plus chemotherapy is more 

284 cost-effective than chemotherapy as first-line treatment for patients with gastric/GEJ/oesophageal 

285 adenocarcinoma from the American payers’ perspectives.We obtained the data of  Nivolumab 

286 plus chemotherapy group and chemotherapy group through the clinical trial CheckMate 649, so 

287 we could only conduct cost-effectiveness analysis on these two groups.Our analysis shows that 

288 with a WTP threshold of $207659/QALY for the two groups ,the Nivolumab plus chemotherapy 
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289 group may not be cost-effective to be the first-line for gastric/GEJ/oesophageal adenocarcinoma. 

290 We also performed subgroup analyses for all the subgroups mentioned in the clinical trials, 

291 unfortunately, the subgroup analysis implied that Nivolumab plus chemotherapy was not a 

292 cost-effective strategy across all the patient subgroups. 

293 One-way sensitivity analysis demonstrated that reducing the cost of drugs was the most 

294 influential factor to the result of cost-effectiveness. Since the therapeutic effect of the 

295 experimental group was better than that of the control group, and chemotherapy was in the control 

296 group, the price largely determines the cost-effectiveness. The lower the price of capecitabine , 

297 oxaliplatin , leucovorin and fluorouracil, the lower the cost-effectiveness of the experimental 

298 group. There also have been some economic studies on chemotherapy for gastric/GEJ/oesophageal 

299 adenocarcinoma, but mainly compared with chemotherapy regimens such as FOLFOX and 

300 XELOX. Chemotherapy is much less expensive than immunotherapy in most cases, so it is easier 

301 to show cost-effectiveness. Another cost-benefit analysis of Atezolizumab and bevacizumab 

302 combination compared with sorafenib in unresectable hepatocellular carcinoma also showed that 

303 the immunotherapy group was not cost-effective compared to sorafenib alone(28). Therefore, We 

304 conclude that PD-1 inhibitors may be difficult to recommend as cost-effectiveness options for 

305 first-line recommendations in advanced gastric/GEJ/oesophageal adenocarcinoma.

306 We found that when the cost of Nivolumab plus chemotherapy was reduced by 

307 23%,respectively, the ICER was $207659 /QALY which was cost-effective. Therefore, changing 

308 the price of Nivolumab plus chemotherapy is an effective feasible strategy to achieve efficient use 

309 of them. medical insurance authority could negotiate with pharmaceutical companies to ensure 
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310 reasonable drug prices and adjust the medical insurance list to reduce the medical burden on 

311 patients.

312

313

314

315

316

317

318

319

320

321

322

323

324

325

326

327

328

329

330

331

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted February 27, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.23.24303251doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.23.24303251
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


20

332 5.Limitations 

333 Our study has some limitations. First, CheckMate 649 is a phase three randomised controlled 

334 trial, and we used this model to simplify the study. For instance, regarding the adverse reactions, 

335 we selected the three to four main AEs that would lead to errors. Second, the study’s data 

336 originated from the CheckMate 649 trial. Due to the limitation of the number of patients included 

337 in the trial, we could not perform a larger-scale analysis, and the trial did not provide the 

338 follow-up survival data for patients. We relied on the survival data based on the trial and 

339 performed a reasonable extrapolation to predict the long-term survival of patients. This will 

340 inevitably be different from the data of real-world patients obtained through regular follow-ups. 

341 Third, since CheckMate 649 does not disclose the specific health data of patients, our PFS and PD 

342 effectiveness were derived from previously published related studies. This may be different from 

343 the actual situation of the study. Fourth, we only considered the cost impact and utility reduction 

344 caused by the three to four main AEs. The utility reduction caused by specific adverse reactions 

345 comes from other published literature, which is in line with the real situation. Fifth , the clinical 

346 trial is a multicentred and comprehensive study between different countries and races. The 

347 treatment plan of the trial, and especially the follow-up treatment of patients, will be adjusted 

348 appropriately according to the specific situation.Therefore, more clinical trials are still required to 

349 reduce the study population, follow-up treatment, and other factors that impact the results.

350
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354 6. Conclusion

355 Overall, from the Americans payers’ perspectives, compared with chemotherapy, Nivolumab 

356 plus chemotherapy a for the first-line treatment of patients aged 18 years or older who were 

357 clinically or pathologically diagnosed with locally advanced or metastatic 

358 gastric/GEJ/oesophageal adenocarcinoma may be not a cost-effective choice at a WTP threshold 

359 of $207659 /QALY.
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