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Abstract:

Introduction

High-Flow Nasal Therapy (HFNT) is an innovative non-invasive form of respiratory support. Compared to
standard oxygen therapy (SOT), there is an equipoise regarding the effect of HFNT on patient-centred
outcomes among those at high risk of developing postoperative pulmonary complications after
undergoing cardiac surgery. The NOTACS trial aims to determine the clinical and cost-effectiveness of
HFNT compared to SOT within 90 days of surgery in the United Kingdom, Australia, and New Zealand. This
protocol describes the methods and analyses planned for economic evaluation embedded within the

ongoing NOTACS trial.

Methods and analysis

The economic evaluation will identify, measure and value resources and health outcomes in both trial
arms and compare changes in costs with ‘days alive and at home’ and EQ-5D-5L quality adjusted life years
(QALYs) from the perspective most relevant to the decision-making country. Results from pooling data

across the trial will use health and social care sector perspective. All patient-specific data including
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hospital/community care and health outcomes will be collected prospectively. Unit costs will be sourced
from national, published or local data. Missing data will be assessed, with values replaced depending on
assumed mechanism of missingness, and impact of replacement on cost-effectiveness assessed. Costs and
outcomes by trial arm will be presented as components and totals per patient using a range of descriptive
statistics. Regression models for costs and effects will account for patient characteristics, quality of life
and health service utilization at baseline. Uncertainty in parameters, sampling and heterogeneity will be
addressed through deterministic, probabilistic and subgroup analyses to assess the impact of varying
methods and assumptions for costs, outcomes and approaches used in base-case analysis. Results will be

interpreted using recommended national cost-effectiveness thresholds.

Registration details

The study is registered with ISRCTN (ISRCTN14092678) on 13/05/2020. ISRCTN is a primary registry of

the WHO ICTRP network and includes all items from the WHO Trial Registration data set.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.29.24314569
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

63

64

65

66

67

68

69

70

71

72

73

74

75

76

77

78

79

80

81

82

83

84

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.29.24314569; this version posted September 30, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Introduction:

United Kingdom (UK), Australia (AUS), and New Zealand (NZ) reported a total of 42,456 cardiac surgical
procedures in 2022-23 (1,2). Patients undergoing cardiac surgery are at risk of developing postoperative
pulmonary complications (PPC), leading to prolonged hospitalisation and an increase in healthcare costs
(3,4). The risk is further exacerbated in patients having intrinsic respiratory disease and lower airway
obstruction, obese patients, and heavy smokers (5). The peri-extubation period is crucial in managing such
high-risk patients. These patients more often require prolonged ventilatory support and readmission

during recovery (6,7).

High-Flow Nasal Therapy (HFNT) is an innovative non-invasive form of respiratory support that has
increasingly gained attention as a bridge between low flow oxygen and continuous positive airway
pressure (CPAP) (8). HFNT has physiological benefits and is better tolerated by patients compared to other
techniques of non-invasive ventilation (NIV) and conventional oxygen therapy (9). Recent systematic
reviews have ascertained the efficacy and safety of HFNT in adult post-operative patients by
demonstrating a reduction in length of hospital stay and the need for respiratory support (10,11). There
is however an equipoise regarding the use of HFNT in patients at high risk of developing PPC undergoing

cardiac surgery.

The NOTACS trial is an adaptive, multi-centre, multi-country, parallel group, randomised controlled trial
(RCT) with embedded economic evaluation. The trial compares the use of HFNT versus SOT in patients at
high risk of developing PPC after undergoing cardiac surgery. The trial has two primary aims; to determine

whether prophylactic use of HFNT for a minimum of 16 hours after tracheal extubation increases days
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85  alive and at home (DAH) at 90 days after surgery, and to estimate the incremental cost-effectiveness and

86  cost-utility of HFNT versus SOT at 90 days after surgery.

87

88  There is very little evidence available on the cost-effectiveness of HFNT. A decision model from England
89  found HFNT to be cost saving in ICU patients but indicated limitations with clinical effectiveness and
90  costing methods (12). Similarly, a US-based model found HFNT to be cost-effective in COPD patients on
91  long-term oxygen but is based on findings from a single-centre trial that used outcomes from a different
92 healthcare setting (13). The limited available economic evidence is mostly based on decision models,
93 heterogenous population subgroups, different settings that have limitations for input costs, consequences
94  orarefunded by manufacturers (12-16). Therefore, the actual cost-effectiveness of HFNT in adult patients

95  at high risk of developing PPC undergoing cardiac surgery is currently unknown.

96

97  The economic evaluation alongside NOTACS is designed to provide the first international economic
98  evidence on the use of HFNT for adults at high risk of developing PPC undergoing cardiac surgery. The
99  primary objective is to assess the cost-effectiveness (i.e. incremental cost per gain in ‘days alive and at
100  home’ at 90 days after surgery (DAH90)) and cost-utility (i.e. incremental cost per Quality Adjusted Life
101  Years (QALY) gained) for HFNT versus SOT comparison from the health and social care sector perspective.
102 The secondary objectives include addition of patient/family perspective and estimation of cost-
103 effectiveness at 30 days after surgery. This protocol paper (Version 1.0, 237 September 2024) describes

104  the methods and analyses planned for this economic evaluation.

105
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106 Methods and analysis:

107

108 Study design

109 The NOTACS trial protocol (Trial registration ID: ISRCTN14092678) and statistical analysis plan are
110  published elsewhere following the SPIRIT recommendations (Fig 1 & Table S1; S1 Appendix) (17-19). The
111  trial examines patient centred outcomes for HFNT versus SOT comparison by using a single-blind strategy
112  that assigns eligible patients randomly in a 1:1 allocation ratio, until a sample size of 1280 cases is achieved
113 by recruiting participants from 10 sites in the UK, 7 in AUS and 1 in NZ. The trial population includes adult
114  patients undergoing elective or urgent first-time or redo cardiac surgery performed on cardiopulmonary
115 bypass, having one or more clinical risk factors for PPC. Randomisation is performed after surgery

116 initiation and patients are followed up for 90 days after surgery.
117 Fig 1. Outlines study components in accordance with SPIRIT guidelines

118 (EuroSCORE II: European System for Cardiac Operative Risk Evaluation, ARISCAT risk assessment: Assess
119 Respiratory Risk in Surgical Patients in Catalonia, EQ-5D-5L: EuroQol 5-Dimensions 5-Levels, ROX index:

120 Ratio of Oxygen Saturation to FiO2 and Respiratory Rate)

121 Intervention and control arms

122 After cardiac surgery, patients are transferred to intensive care units (ICU). Once a patient fulfils the local
123 hospital criteria for extubation, they are extubated as per the trial extubation protocol (17). Those
124  randomised to the intervention arm receive HFNT for a minimum of 16 hours with up to one hour off
125  treatment allowed for hospital moves or physiotherapy mobilisation. Following the extubation protocol,
126 patients allocated HFNT are started off on 40% fraction of inspired oxygen (FiO2) and a flow of 30 litres

127  per minute (L/min) then up to 50 L/min over 5 to 10 minutes. Patients are monitored and clinically
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128 assessed at least every 24 hours to either discontinue, continue, or escalate respiratory support as

129  recommended by the trial protocol (17).
130

131 Patients assigned to control arm follow the exact same pathway except for a difference in the mode of
132 oxygen therapy delivery following extubation. Patients receive SOT via nasal prongs or non-rebreathing
133 masks (not humidified and not heated) as is currently practiced. Patients on SOT are started on 30—-40%

134  inspired oxygen at a flow of 2 to 6 L/min, monitored and assessed as recommended (17).

135

136  Within trial economic evaluation

137  The economic analysis is designed to inform decisions in the UK, AUS, and NZ. Given the difference
138 between these health systems, the perspective most relevant to decision-making country will be chosen
139  first for analysis. This includes the National Health Service (NHS) and Personal Social Services (PSS)
140  perspective in the UK, the health care system (Medicare/Australian Government Department of Social
141  Services, including costs accruing both in public and private hospitals) perspective in AUS and the health
142  sector and individual perspective in NZ (20-22). A trial wide pooled cost-effectiveness results, if
143  determined following analyses, will use a health and social care sector perspective. The time horizon for

144  the analysis is 90 days post-surgery.
145

146 Data collection takes place at five main time points; baseline (surgery admission), randomisation (during
147  or after surgery, prior to extubation), on day of discharge, and on days 30 (+30-day follow-up window)
148  and 90 (+90-day follow-up window) following surgery. The first patient was recruited on 7/10/2020, the
149  last patient recruited on 19/06/2024 and final follow-up is expected to be completed by 16/12/2024.

150 Some datais also collected between time points, for example inpatient location and patient location diary
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151  during follow-up. Data collection records patient outcomes, resources and services utilised from both the
152 health/social care sector and patient/family perspective. Data collection tools were designed in the UK
153  following inputs from the trial team, patients, their carers, and members of the public. The tools were
154  adapted for use in AUS with advice from the trial team and patient public representatives and in NZ with
155 advice from the trial team. The data collection tools use country specific questions or response categories

156  where necessary and accounts for good practice and methods guidance (20,23).

157

158 Costing: identification, measurement, and valuation of resources
159 a) ldentification of resource use

160 Resource use relates to setting up and delivery of HFNT (including the HFNT device, level of use, associated
161  oxygen consumption, training, and maintenance) or SOT (oxygen flow rate, delivery using nasal mask or
162 prong) and its consequences i.e. use of hospital, primary, community and social care until 90 days after
163 surgery for both trial arms. Resource use from the individual/family perspective include expenses for
164 medical, non-medical and social care support services, and time spent by patients and caregivers following
165 randomisation. Table 1 provides a summary of all resources and services identified and collected alongside
166  thetrial. As anincremental approach is used in costing, resources common to both arms and those related

167  to conducting the research are excluded.

168

169 b) Measurement of resource use

170 Health and social care resources are collected using a variety of patient-specific case report forms (CRFs).
171 Some are completed by research nurses abstracting data from patient-specific records (e.g. oxygen

172  therapy, in-patient location, discharge details), some through research nurses interviewing patients face-

173  to-face or using online, telephone or paper questions as preferred (e.g. quality of life, costs over hospital
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174  stay, service use and expenditure post-surgery). Participant location and medication diary following
175  dischargeisthe only record directly filled in by the patients. Relevant resources used to provide the service
176  but not limited to specific patients (for example, HFNT training, equipment and maintenance) are
177  measured using research records if available. The source and level of resource use measurements taken
178 are provided in Table 1.

179

180 Table 1. Identification and measurement of costs

Resource Use | Description of resources used | Unit of measure Source, level data collected
Health & social care sector perspective
HFENT - HFNT device - Unit cost - Published/local sources
intervention - Training - Number of - Project records
setup - Maintenance trainings - Published/local sources
- Unit cost

Initial admission
HFNT - Amount of oxygen used - FiO02, flow rate - CREF, patient specific

- Consumables - Duration - Published manual
SOT - Amount of oxygen used - Flow rate - CRF, patient specific

- Consumables - Duration - Clinical expert opinion
Other - CPAP, mechanical - Duration - CRF, patient specific
ventilation ventilation, etc.
support



https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.29.24314569
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.29.24314569; this version posted September 30, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

after surgery

theatre after initial

Inpatient Admission to wards, high Duration - CRF, patient specific
admission, by dependency unit,

ward intensive care unit, etc.

Complications Return to operation Frequency - CRF, patient specific

professional

occupational therapy,

surgery

Medications All medications during Number of drugs | - CRF, patient specific
admission

Diagnostics Blood tests, x-ray, ECG, CT Number of tests - CREF, patient specific
scan, microbiology, etc.

Health Physiotherapy, Number of visits - CREF, patient specific

visits social worker, etc.

Transport - Travel to hospital Number of visits - CRF, patient specific
Ambulance

use

Discharge to day 90 after initial surgery

Transport - Travel to hospital Number of visits - CRF, patient specific
Ambulance

use

Hospital Overnight admission to Number of visits - CRF/GP records, patient
admission hospital, nursing home specific

10
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Medications - All medications from

discharge to day 90

Number of drugs

CRF, patient specific

Number of tests

CRF, patient specific

Diagnostics - Blood tests, x-ray, etc.
Day hospital - Outpatient clinics,
services physiotherapy, accident &

emergency, etc.

Number of visits

CRF, patient specific

GP surgery - GPsurgerytoseea
services doctor, nurse, other

professionals

Number of visits

CRF, patient specific

Home visits/ - Home visit from health or Number of visits - CREF, patient specific
telephone social care professionals
consultation - Telephone consultation Number of
consultations
Social support | - Care worker, overnight Number of - CRF, patient specific
services care, meals on wheels, contacts
etc.

Patient/family perspective

Initial admission

Admission - Contribution/payment Patient reported - CRF, patient specific
during initial surgery cost
admission

Transport - Travel to and from Patient reported - CRF, patient specific
hospital for surgery. travel time - CREF, patient specific

11
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Visitor travel

Miscellaneous

Food, drink,

Patient reported

CRF, patient specific

person time

spent in caring

accompanying person if

not caring

accommodation expense cost
Time lost to Main activity done by - Time lost - CRF, patient specific
illness patient if not in surgery.

For example, paid work,

unpaid work, caring etc.
Accompanying Main activity done by - Time spent - CREF, patient specific

Discharge to day 90 after initial surgery

Admission

Contribution/payment for
nursing home, residential

care, etc.

Patient reported

cost

CRF, patient specific

Diagnostics

Contribution/payment for

blood tests, x-ray, etc.

Patient reported

cost

CRF, patient specific

Social support

Contribution/payment for

Patient reported

CRF, patient specific

socks, nebulizer, etc.

services home help, night care, cost
meals on wheels, etc.
Medical Medical supplies: For - Patient reported - CRF, patient specific
supplies and example, prescriptions, cost
equipment aspirin, compression - CREF, patient specific

12
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Equipment: For example,
walking aids, special

bedding, etc.

Patient reported

cost

person time

spentin caring

accompanying person if

not caring

Transport Travel to hospital, GP Patient reported CRF, patient specific
surgery, etc. travel time
Home Adaptation made to Patient reported CRF, patient specific
adaptation home. For example, ramp, cost
stair-lift, etc.
Time lost to Care arrangements, time Patient reported CRF, patient specific
illness off work, etc. time
Accompanying Main activity done by Time spent CRF, patient specific

181 (HFNT — High Flow Nasal Therapy, FiO2 - fraction of inspired oxygen, CRF — Case Report Form, SOT — Standard Oxygen therapy,
182 CPAP - Continuous positive airway pressure, ECG - Electrocardiogram, CT-Scan - Computed Tomography Scan, GP - General

183 practitioner)

184

185  The amount of oxygen used with HFNT and SOT forms a relevant differential resource between the trial
186 arms and hence is costed. As the central oxygen supply is common to both HFNT and SOT, the analysis
187 measures only the variation in amount of oxygen supplied either by HFNT or SOT at a patient-specific
188 level. For SOT, the CRF records oxygen flow rate titration in L/min and duration of use to give total quantity
189 of oxygen used. For HFNT, the CRF records FiO2 and the gas flow rate (L/min). Using an indicative chart,
190 patient-specific data on FiO2 and gas flow rate will be used to determine amount of oxygen used by HFNT

191  (24). Consumables (e.g., oxygen interface, tubing, nasal prong) will be quantified using patient-specific

13
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192  duration of oxygen therapy along with available duration of use guidance given by manufacturer or using
193  clinical expert opinion (25).

194

195 The changes to the data collection instruments in AUS and NZ included contextual country-specific
196  questions, responses and wording revisions for resource use data collection. This mainly included
197  replacing country-specific questions on ethnicity, education, healthcare concession and out-of-pocket
198  payments for ambulance travel, health professional visit and telephone consultations in AUS and NZ.
199  Additionally, during the trial, amendments were made to data collection tools to improve data
200 completion. Further details on data collection amendments are available in supplementary Table S2 (S1

201  Appendix).

202

203 c) Valuation of resource use
204  All health and social sector resources will be valued using national costs (for example, national cost

205  collection in the UK) for the latest available year (26—32). Any unit cost not in the corresponding year will
206 be adjusted using a health- or country-specific inflation index (for example, NHS cost inflation index
207  published in Personal Social Services Research Unit (PSSRU) cost manual) (31,33—-36). If national unit costs
208 are unavailable, published literature or local cost sources will be used. Capital costs will be annualised
209 using country-specific discounting recommendations (3.5% UK, 5% AUS, 3.5% NZ) or using the 3.5% UK
210 recommendation for pooled results, further assessed in sensitivity analysis (20,21,37). For example, in
211  base-case, the HFNT device will be annualised using an average lifespan of 5 years, 3.5% discount rate and
212  anannualised maintenance cost using available sources. Patient reported expenses will be used to value
213 patient perspective costs. Time ‘spent’ by patients and caregivers will be valued using the human capital
214  approach based on gross national average wages (38—40). Unpaid work will be valued using wage earned

215 for similar work on a paid basis or using national average earnings if unavailable.

14
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216

217 d) Computation of total costs
218  Total cost will be computed at a patient level by summing the components contributing to the cost of

219  intervention delivery, initial admission and up to 90 days post-surgery relevant to health/social care sector
220  and patient/family perspectives. For example, in base-case, per patient cost of HFNT arm in UK will include
221 NHS/PSS perspective costs for HFNT delivery, initial admission and service utilisation until end of follow-
222 up respectively. Total costs will be obtained by multiplying the quantity of resource use by unit cost across
223 each subcomponent and then summing across. Some costs (for example, HFNT device) are expected to
224 be shared between patients. In such cases, annualization, life-span and apportioning rules (for example,
225 number of patients using the device) will be used as appropriate.

226

227 Outcomes: Identification, measurement, and valuation of health
228 outcomes

229 a) ldentification of patient reported outcomes
230 Days alive and at home after surgery (DAH90), a validated patient-reported metric, is the primary outcome

231  endpoint for NOTACS trial (41). DAH90/DAH30 define home as a person’s usual abode at 90 (and 30) days
232 post-surgery. Escalation of care or time away from usual abode during follow-up period will be counted
233  as a day away from home as per defined protocol. DAH is sensitive to changes in surgical risk and is
234  considered a superior measure of quality of surgery and care than standard complication and mortality
235 rates (42,43). The CRF records changes in the participant’s overnight living location throughout follow-up.
236 It includes details on whether stay was planned and if support for daily living activities was needed. The
237 DAH measure will be used in cost-effectiveness analysis (CEA) as it was identified as the most important
238 primary outcome by patient and public representatives during development of the proposal.

239

15
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240 For cost-utility analysis (CUA), a standardised generic health related quality of life measure, the EQ-5D-5L,
241 relevant to the UK, AUS, and NZ is used (20-22,44). The EQ-5D-5L consists of two parts; the first asks
242 respondents to categorise their health today on five dimensions (mobility, self-care, usual activities,
243 pain/discomfort, anxiety/depression) and five response levels (no problems, slight problems, moderate
244 problems, severe problems, unable to) for each dimension, and the second part asks respondents to rate

245 perception of their own overall health today on a scale of 0 (worst) to 100 (best) imaginable health.

246

247 b) Measurement and valuation of patient reported outcomes.

248 DAH90 and DAH30 are collected using a mix of CRFs completed by patients and research nurses from date
249  of index surgery to 90 days after surgery. Patients are given the location diary on discharge and have the
250 option of completing follow-up questionnaires on paper, online or via telephone. Patients not completing
251  follow-up CRFs at 30 and 90 days are contacted regularly up to 30+30 and 90+90 days as per trial protocol.
252 Information may be gathered from the patient’s general practitioner (GP) surgery in case of non-response

253 or to verify patient responses as per consent.
254

255 DAH90/DAH30 valuation accounts for any increase in care level from patient’s previous residence. For
256  example, hospital readmission or additional care requirement at ‘home’ within 90 days of surgery is
257 subtracted from the total number of days at home. Staying away from ‘home’ for social reasons without
258 any additional care or support is considered as home. The protocol for what counts as days away from
259 home is predefined and available in the update of the published statistical analysis plan (submitted and
260 under review). The location is based on where a patient spends the night. Patient records reporting
261  baseline or follow-up abode as ‘Other’ will be reviewed for whether the ‘other’ should be classed as

262 ‘home’ and agreed on a case-by-case basis by at least two blinded members. An additional blinded
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263 member will be consulted if consensus is not reached. If a patient living at home is discharged from the
264  hospital on day 6 after surgery but is subsequently readmitted for 4 days and then returns home until 90

265  days post-surgery, they would be assigned 80 DAH90.

266

267  The base case statistical analysis for the trial follows the approach used by Myles et al., to count days at
268  home i.e. when a patient dies - a DAH value of 0 occurs for the whole period (18,41). For example, if a
269  patient dies while still in the hospital or at home before 90 days, they are assigned 0 DAH90. This means
270  no value is attributed whether a person lives for 1 or 89 days within the study period and no change can
271  be seen if survival changes over time. The trial is not designed to capture change in survival and one
272 reasoning to accept such a scoring is that it takes a more conservative view of benefit. However, for the
273 economic evaluation there are two problems in using this approach. First there is evidence that costs and
274  outcomes can be related and higher costs are particularly related to proximity to death (45-47). Through
275 an increase in outliers, and potential miscasting of the relationship between costs and effects, assigning a
276 zero value to all people dying could significantly bias regression results for cost-effectiveness. Second the
277 cost-utility analysis, part of the suite of tools in economic evaluation used to support NICE’s decision-
278 making, does account for all days lived. Therefore, the base-case cost-effectiveness analysis will be
279  conducted using all recorded days at home and dubbed ‘DAH90(HE)’ to represent a difference with
280  calculation of the main trial outcome DAH90, which will be used in sensitivity analysis, to allow comparison

281  with the main trial analysis.

282

283 Responses recorded on the EQ-5D-5L tool will be converted into a health state utility score using UK, AUS
284  and NZ specific value sets (48-50). As recommended in the UK, the EQ-5D-5L data will be mapped onto

285  the 3L value set (48,51), with QALYs calculated using the area under curve method (52). The study design
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286  offers patients a tolerance window of 90 days for 90-day follow-up (and 30+30 days) to complete data
287  collection. Because utility values may be expected to rise over time post-surgery, sensitivity analysis will

288  explore the impact of using linear interpolations to obtain utility values at 90 days (53).

289

290 Analysis
291

292 a) Handling missing data

293 Before commencing analysis, data quality checks will be conducted and any duplicates, missing or extreme
294  values will be identified and documented. Any missing data will be cross-checked against the CRF and,
295  where necessary, patient records reviewed for procedural error. Clear outliers, such as those exceeding 4
296  standard deviations, will be investigated further and may be excluded or treated as missing values.
297 However, if a series of potential outliers appears within a skewed distribution, they may be retained. In
298  such cases, the data may be transformed (e.g., logarithmic or square root transformation) if necessary

299  and assessed in sensitivity analysis.
300

301 The pattern and amount of missing data at each time point will be summarised using frequency and
302 percentage plots, with pattern of missingness for resource use and outcomes assessed using Pearson Chi2
303 goodness of fit and Wilcoxon rank-sum tests at each data collection point (54). If data are missing
304  completely at random (MCAR) and the percentage of missing data is below 5%, a complete case analysis
305 (CCA) will be undertaken. This is unlikely to be the case due to the need to aggregate resource use and
306 costs across many variables. Data missing at random (MAR) will be addressed using multiple imputation
307  (MI) methods. Missing cost and outcome data will be estimated using joint chained equations with

308 predictive mean matching, stratified by treatment arm and country. We will explore censoring as a special

18


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.29.24314569
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.29.24314569; this version posted September 30, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

309 case of missing data, particularly right censoring from loss to follow-up to judge the impact on estimating
310  mean values for costs, DAH90 and QALYs using an inverse probability weighting approach (54). Imputation
311  models will be determined during analysis as it is important that the model includes variables that are
312  good predictors of missing variables. We will consider variables such as age, sex, baseline Barthel and/or
313 EQ-5D-5L scores, baseline health service use, BMI, ethnicity, number of co-morbidities, whether surgery
314 is elective, Euro Score II, ASA, and ARISCAT score. The number of imputed datasets required to achieve a
315  stable imputation will be used (55). The distribution of imputed and observed values will be compared
316 across both trial arms. Rubin’s rule will be used to generate a complete single data set for analysis,
317 encompassing the variation and uncertainty preserved in the multiple imputed data sets (56). Sensitivity
318  analysis will assess the impact of different missingness assumptions (56). Total costs, DAH90(HE), utility
319  index score at day 90 and total QALYs with CCA, pre-imputed and imputed dataset will be presented for

320 HFENT versus SOT comparison.

321
322 b) Statistical analysis of differences in resource use, costs, and outcomes for
323 cost-effectiveness and cost-utility analyses

324  Theintention-to-treat principle will be followed for base-case analyses. Resource use, costs and outcomes
325  will be summarised by trial arm; a) at discharge, 30- and 90-days, and b) by country at 90-days using
326 descriptive statistics (frequency, mean (standard deviation), median, minimum (including % of zeros),
327 maximum, IQR, 95% confidence interval around the mean, histograms and box plots) along with tests of
328  normality. Significant differences at 5% level, using raw and imputed data, will be tested using two-sample
329  t-tests of equality for normally distributed variables, and the Mann-Whitney-Wilcoxon test and
330 bootstrapped t-tests if skewed. This analysis will be repeated for a complete case analysis if feasible.

331 Changes in the EQ-5D-5L health profile will be summarised using the Paretian Classification of Health
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332  Change and by reporting the ten most frequently observed health states at baseline and day 90 for both

333 trial arms (57). A Health Profile Grid will be developed for visual representation (57).

334

335 Regression models will be fitted for mean costs and QALYs, with and without imputed values. Models will
336 include intervention arm and variables to adjust for baseline patient characteristics (age, sex, Barthel, EQ-
337 5D score, health service use, BMI, ethnicity, number of co-morbidities and whether surgery is elective,
338 Euro Score Il risk score, ASA and ARISCAT score). We will however be unable to control for baseline
339  differences such as patient/family borne costs. We will examine data prior to selecting a regression model
340  but will consider generalised linear or mixed models given their ability to handle large numbers of zeros
341  and will test log-link and more flexible forms to examine goodness of fit. We will assess the relationship
342 between baseline covariates for collinearity in the decision for covariate inclusion in the final model. We
343 will also examine the impact of accounting for the correlation between costs and QALYs, by using

344  seemingly unrelated regression analysis with and without correcting for confounding at baseline (58).

345

346  The difference in costs between the trial arms will be divided by the difference in outcomes between the
347  trial arms, to give incremental cost-effectiveness/utility ratios. Incremental cost-utility ratios (ICURs) will
348 be compared with country-specific costs-effectiveness thresholds (CET) used in the UK (£20,000/QALY),
349  AUS (AUS 28,033/QALY) and NZ (NZS 40,000/QALY) (20,45,46). Fully pooled results will be reported in the
350 UK currency (country-specific unit cost applied to resource use followed by summing of all costs to UK
351  currency using purchasing power parity (PPP)) and assessed against the CET value for UK. Country-specific
352 incremental net monetary benefit (NMB) statistics, (INMB = incremental benefit * CET — incremental cost)
353 will be presented with 95% ClI limits. As no CETs are available for DAH outcome, the incremental cost-

354  effectiveness ratios (ICERs) will be used to support wider decision making for any clearly dominant or
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355  dominated strategies. We will follow the recommended framework to present cost-effectiveness and
356  cost-utility estimates for this multinational trial (61,62) and present following; a) country-specific ICUR
357  estimates using country-specific data on cost and QALY respectively b) country-specific ICUR estimates
358  using trial-wide resource use valued against country-specific unit costs and trial-wide EQ-5D responses
359  valued against domain level EQ-5D value set for chosen country) and, depending on evidence of
360 heterogeneity, c) pooled trial-wide ICUR estimate by applying country-specific unit costs to resource use
361  followed by summing costs to the common UK currency using PPP and summing country-specific QALYs
362 using country-specific value sets into a pooled QALY value. The Likelihood ratio test and range test of
363 qualitative interaction will be used to examine if the direction of cost-effectiveness varies between the
364  countries (63,64). The likelihood ratio and standardised range test statistic will be compared against
365 respective critical values at a significance level of a = 0.05 for the three groups to indicate heterogeneity
366 (63,65). We will explore the use of shrinkage estimates as an alternative to trial-wide pooling of cost-
367 effectiveness results (66). Table 2 provides the methods and perspective considered in presenting the

368 range of cost-effectiveness results.

369

370 Table 2. Methods and perspective for presenting the cost-effectiveness results for multinational NOTACS

371 trial.

Analy Primary Method Secondary Method

sis
(perspective) (perspective)

a) Country specific

UK  |NHS and PSS Only UK specific data NHS and PSS Only UK specific data
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+ Individual (OOPE)

+ value of time use

AUS |Health care system Only AUS specific data |Health care system Only AUS specific data

(includes (includes public/private)

public/private)
+ value of time use

NZ [Health sector Only NZ specific data Health sector Only NZ specific data

+ Individual (OOPE) + Individual (OOPE)

+ value of time use

b) Country specific - trial pooled

UK  |NHS and PSS Resource use — UK, AUS, |NHS and PSS Resource use — UK, AUS,

NZ combined NZ combined
+ Individual (OOPE)

Unit costs — UK Unit costs — UK
+ value of time use

Outcomes — UK, AUS, NZ Outcomes — UK, AUS, NZ
combined and valued combined and valued
using UK tariff using UK tariff
AUS [Health care system Resource use — UK, AUS, [Health care system Resource use — UK, AUS,
NZ combined NZ combined
(includes (includes public/private)
public/private) Unit costs — AUS Unit costs — AUS

+ value of time use
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Outcomes — UK, AUS, NZ
combined and valued

using AUS tariff

Outcomes — UK, AUS, NZ
combined and valued

using AUS tariff

sector

NZ

Unit costs — UK, AUS, NZ

Total cost — UK, AUS, NZ
combined to UK

currency using PPP

Outcomes — UK, AUS, NZ
tariffs used on
respective data for single

combined QALY measure

+ Individual (OOPE)

+ value of time use

NZ [Health sector Resource use — UK, AUS, [Health sector Resource use — UK, AUS,
NZ combined NZ combined
+ Individual (OOPE) + Individual (OOPE)
Unit costs — NZ Unit costs — NZ
+ value of time use
Outcomes — UK, AUS, NZ Outcomes — UK, AUS, NZ
combined and valued combined and valued
using NZ tariff using NZ tariff
c) Fully pooled
Trial [Health and social care |Resource use — UK, AUS, [Health and social care  |Resource use — UK, AUS,

NZ

Unit costs — UK, AUS, NZ

Total cost — UK, AUS, NZ
combined to UK

currency using PPP

Outcomes — UK, AUS, NZ
tariffs used on
respective data for single

combined QALY measure
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372 (PPP — Purchasing power parity, NHS and PSS — National Health Services and Personal and Social Services, OOPE — Out-of-pocket

373 expenditure, AUS — Australia, NZ — New Zealand, UK — United Kingdom)

374

375 c) Handling uncertainty
376 Parameter uncertainty will be handled using one-way sensitivity analysis (OWSA) and scenario analysis to

377 assess the impact of following changes:

378 i) Costs

379 e HFNT intervention setup costs, including assumptions about length of life, device use and price.
380 e Oxygen therapy cost, any variation in oxygen consumption calculation.

381 e Any significant assumption in measurement or valuation methods for costs, including outliers (for
382 example, methods for follow-up/intravenous medication data collection, discount rate, etc).

383 e Cost at 30 days.

384 e Perspective (impact of including patient/family costs)

385

386 ii) Outcomes

387 e DAH90 to assess the impact of assigning a DAH value of zero for those dying between zero to 90
388 days post-surgery.

389 e Using linear interpolate and 90+90t" day value as a proxy for 90t day utility value in QALY
390 calculation.

391 e Qutcomes at 30 days.

392

393
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394  Sampling uncertainty will be characterised using 95% Cl limits for ICUR/ICER values based on non-
395 parametric bootstrapping along with cost-effectiveness plane (CEP) and cost-effectiveness acceptability
396 curves (CEAC) to inform decisions (20).

397

398 Heterogeneity will be assessed using sub-group analysis to improve robustness of our findings. The

399 potential subgroups to be explored are:

400 e Patients requiring escalation of oxygen therapy.
401 e Time on treatment (at least 8 or 24 hours)
402

403 Discussion

404  The NOTACS trial is the first international evidence comparing HFNT versus SOT in adult patients at high
405 risk of developing PPC undergoing cardiac surgery. The trial addresses clinical and economic evidence gaps
406  regarding the use of HFNT (10,11). A recent pilot study in this same population subgroup saw a reduction
407  in length of hospital stay by 29% and re-admission to ICU dropped from 14% to 2% with HFNT compared
408  to SOT (67). HENT can potentially lead to significant cost-savings and offer good value for investment. The

409 NOTACS trial aims to inform policy recommendations in the UK, AUS, and NZ.

410

211 Strengths

412  This study has several strengths. First, this is the first study to measure and account for the cost of oxygen
413  therapy with HFNT or SOT following cardiac surgery using prospective, patient-level data. Second, the
414  analysis takes a multinational approach, incorporating methods and guidance relevant to decision-making
415 in three diverse healthcare systems. Our analysis aims at maximising the balance between using available

416 data from the trial with the perspective and methods most relevant to each country. Third, data collection
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417  was influenced by inputs from patients and the public, is country-specific, and records both patient and
418  family costs, and time loss at a patient-level. This yields a potentially valuable source of evidence for
419  broader understanding of the economic implications of HFNT intervention. Fourth, the range of estimates
420  planned for, along with a wide range of sensitivity analyses will give a good indication of the robustness
421  of findings. Finally, the findings can indicate resource utilisation patterns and health benefits in other sub-

422 populations (e.g. following abdominal surgery) where HFNT can be used.

423

424 Limitations

425  There are limitations to the planned analyses. Firstly, in presenting the pooled cost-effectiveness results,
426  the study adopts a health and social care sector perspective. This includes the costs of community-based
427 services and home or continuing care, as recommended in the UK, AUS and NZ (20,68,69). However, this
428 pooled analysis will not include patient perspective costs, which form an important consideration in AUS
429 and NZ. This exclusion may limit the applicability of the pooled trial wide results to these countries. The
430 decision on perspective for pooled analysis was made because the trial was initially designed for, and
431 predominantly recruits from the UK. The analysis however does account for patient perspective costs
432 across all three countries and the cost-utility findings are presented ranging from country-specific to
433 pooled trial wide results, presenting relevant economic evidence for decisions. Secondly, the cost-
434  effectiveness analysis findings using DAH outcome measure relies on participation diaries completed by
435 patients to record any changes in location. Despite efforts to follow-up with patients” GP practice for
436  incomplete records, there still may be instances where this information is unavailable, potentially
437 influencing the cost-effectiveness findings. Thirdly, the analysis focuses on the cost-effectiveness of HFNT
438  for patients included in controlled trial settings which may differ from the broader population or more
439 real-world clinical settings. Finally, results are limited to 90 days of follow up and cost-effectiveness over

440 a longer period may differ.
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441

442 Ethics and dissemination:

443  The study received ethics approval in the United Kingdom from Yorkshire & The Humber- Leeds West
444 Research Ethics Committee, Newcastle upon Tyne, UK on 2" April 2020 (REC ref: 20/YH/0133). In
445  Australia, the approval was obtained from South Metropolitan Health Service Human Research Ethics
446 Committee, MURDOCH, Western Australia on 3™ September 2021 (ref: RGS0000004935) and 19t May
447 2022 (Ref: RGS0000005326), from St John of God Health Care Human Research Ethics Committee (ref:
448 1870) on 13t October 2021, and West Australian Aboriginal Health Ethics Committee (ref: HREC1146) on
449 29t April 2022. In New Zealand, the approval was obtained from Health and Disability Ethics Committees,
450 Wellington, New Zealand on 12 October 2021 (ref: 21/STH/213). Written informed consent will be
451 obtained from all participants. The results will be published in peer reviewed journals and presented at
452 scientific conferences to inform stakeholders. Study newsletters and lay summaries on webpages will be

453 used to disseminate the findings to patients.

454
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