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Abstract: Rotavirus is the leading cause of severe diarrhea among children under five
worldwide, especially in low- and middle-income countries (LMICs). Although
vaccination is the best strategy for preventing rotavirus infection, obstacles leading to
poor vaccine effectiveness undermine its impact in LMICs. This study aimed to evaluate
the impact and cost-effectiveness of the current two-dose Rotarix vaccine schedule in
Malawi compared to two alternative vaccine delivery schedules and a next-generation
neonatal vaccine (RV3-BB) from 2025-2034. The cost-effectiveness of rotavirus vaccine
strategies in Malawi was evaluated from both the government and societal perspectives
using estimates of moderate-to-severe and non-severe rotavirus cases derived from a
mathematical model of rotavirus transmission dynamics and published estimates of
health-seeking behaviors and costs as inputs. A probabilistic sensitivity analysis was
performed to evaluate the robustness of our results to parameter uncertainty. Over a
ten-year time horizon, the current two-dose strategy was predicted to avert over 1.5
million cases and 90,000 disability-adjusted life-years (DALYs) and cost $104.87 per
DALY averted compared to no vaccination from the government perspective. Adding a
third dose at 14 weeks could avert about 1 million more cases and cost $5 million more
than the current strategy. The neonatal RV3-BB vaccine could avert 1.1 million cases
and 41,000 DALYs due to rotavirus and save about $3.7 million compared to the current
strategy. The current rotavirus vaccine program in Malawi is cost-effective and saves
lives compared to no vaccination. However, adding a third dose is likely to be cost-
effective at a willingness to pay (WTP) of $138.38 per DALY averted, while switching to
the neonatal RV3-BB vaccine when available is likely to be cost-effective at a WTP
above $45.89 per DALY averted.

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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Introduction

Rotavirus causes non-severe to severe gastroenteritis in people of all ages and
is the leading cause of deaths related to diarrhea globally(1, 2). Children less than 5
years old in low- and middle-income countries (LMICs) are most at risk for both getting
infected with and dying from rotavirus-associated gastroenteritis (RVGE)(2, 3). Such
high rates of disease in young and vulnerable populations lead to substantial years lost
to disability and death, with over 6,000 disability-adjusted life-years (DALYS) per
100,000 children <5 years old attributed to RVGE occurring in sub-Saharan Africa every
year(4).

Although there are generic approaches to preventing diarrheal disease in
children, the only rotavirus-specific intervention currently available is vaccination.
Rotavirus vaccines have been licensed since 2006, and in 2009, the World Health
Organization (WHO) recommended that countries worldwide add rotavirus vaccines to
their routine immunization programs (5). Gavi, the Vaccine Alliance, has subsidized
rotavirus vaccine costs in eligible countries, with the two-dose, live-oral monovalent
Rotarix (RV1; GlaxoSmithKline; Rixensart, Belgium) vaccine being the most widely used
option(6, 7). However, rotavirus vaccine efficacy and effectiveness tend to be lower in
LMICs due to multiple factors that might lead to poor seroconversion, such as
interference from co-administered oral poliovirus vaccines (OPVs), maternal antibodies,
and malnutrition(8).

Malawi was one of the first LMICs to incorporate the two-dose Rotarix vaccine
schedule into its Expanded Program of Immunization (EPI). Since the vaccine was

introduced in 2012, the proportion of hospital admissions due to diarrheal disease
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caused by rotavirus has declined by 30% due to the prevention of severe disease in the
first year of life(9, 10). Still, the overall vaccine impact has been modest and plateaued
in recent years(9, 10). A previous model that evaluated vaccine strategies in Malawi
estimated that adding a third dose to the current two-dose schedule could modestly
increase vaccine impact(11). However, it is important to consider the cost-effectiveness
and optimal timing of the third dose. Alternatively, a recent phase 2 vaccine trial
conducted in Malawi suggests that it may be possible to achieve better seroconversion
and earlier protection against rotavirus using a new oral neonatal vaccine (RV3-BB)
administered in three doses at birth, 6, and 10 weeks of age(12). Malawi's robust
immunization program, early adoption of the rotavirus vaccine, and experience with low
vaccine effectiveness make it an ideal case study to evaluate the impact of new vaccine
strategies on disease burden and healthcare spending.

The primary aim of this study was to identify the optimal rotavirus vaccine
schedule for Malawi using a transmission dynamic model of vaccine impact and a cost-
effectiveness model with a probabilistic sensitivity analysis over a ten-year time horizon
(2025-2034). We compared the cost and performance of five different vaccination
selection and dosing strategies, which allowed us to ask important questions for three
different decision-making scenarios. First, in the event of a change in availability,
funding, or priority, how does any vaccination strategy compare to no rotavirus
vaccination? Second, how might decision-makers choose between currently available
vaccine options? And finally, how might the future introduction of the RV3-BB neonatal
vaccine change this assessment? We evaluated each strategy's cost from the

government and societal perspectives and its health outcomes in averting DALYs. The
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94  results of this study can help decision-makers in Malawi identify the optimal vaccine and
95 corresponding dosing schedule and set price thresholds for the potential future adoption

96 of the RV3-BB neonatal vaccine.

97 Methods

98 Transmission Dynamic Model
99 A transmission dynamic model developed by Pitzer et al. to simulate RVGE

100 incidence in low-income settings provided the epidemiological outputs, including the
101  number of rotavirus cases by severity (moderate-to-severe and non-severe) and age
102  (by year under 5) and the number of doses administered(11). The transmission model
103  had disease states for vaccinated and unvaccinated individuals stratified by age group.
104 We assumed that disease severity decreases with subsequent infections and that

105 maternal, natural, and vaccine-induced immunity wanes over time(11). The model

106  structure and other details are in the Supplementary Materials.

107 We used previously estimated model parameters when the model was fitted to
108 rotavirus surveillance data obtained from Blantyre for the entirety of Malawi (Table

109  S1)(11). The proportion of individuals responding to each dose of the vaccine was

110 estimated using vaccine immunogenicity data from clinical trials in Malawi for both

111  Rotarix and RV3-BB vaccines using the formulation proposed by Pitzer et al.(11-13).
112 We randomly generated 1000 samples from the key model parameter sets, assuming a
113  beta distribution, to project RVGE cases over ten years. For the fitted parameters (Ro, b,
114 ¢, h, w,), we sampled within the 95% credible intervals (Table S1). For the estimated

115 parameters (Sci, Sc2, Scs, Scan, Scan,), we sampled within 20% uncertainty (£20%)
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116  around the point estimates (Table S1). For this simulation, we utilized demographic data

117  for Malawi.

118 Strategies & Outcomes
119 We evaluated five vaccine strategies over a 10-year time horizon from 2025 to

120 2034, including: (1) no vaccination; (2) two doses of Rotarix administered at 6 and 10
121 weeks (current strategy); (3) three doses of Rotarix administered at 6, 10, and 14

122 weeks; (4) three doses of Rotarix administered at 6, 10, and 40 weeks; and (5) three
123  doses of the neonatal RV3-BB vaccine administered at 1, 6, and 10 weeks. We

124  considered three-dose Rotarix schedules because they coincide with other routine

125 vaccines, the 6/10/14 schedule reflecting the dosing schedule of other rotavirus

126  vaccines that many countries use, and the 6/10/40 schedule simulating adding a

127  booster dose of Rotarix to the current strategy.

128 The primary analysis considered all five options. Recognizing that the RV3-BB
129 vaccine is not yet available, we also evaluated whether Malawi should end vaccination,
130 remain with the current two-dose Rotarix vaccine schedule, or add a third dose to the
131  schedule at 14 weeks or 40 weeks of age. For each strategy, outputs from the dynamic
132 model included the number of vaccine doses administered, moderate-to-severe RVGE
133 cases, and non-severe RVGE cases per year for children <5 years old across 1000

134  simulations.

135 Economic Evaluation Model

136 The probability tree in Figure 1 depicts the various possible treatment paths for
137  children with moderate-to-severe and non-severe RVGE and the costs incurred at the

138 government and household levels. Treatment and survival probabilities determined the
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139  proportion of individuals with RVGE who travel each treatment pathway. Those with

140 non-severe RVGE were assumed to either seek outpatient care or no care at all, and
141 we assumed all non-severe RVGE cases survive. Those with moderate-to-severe

142 RVGE sought care at higher rates and were assumed to receive inpatient care more
143  than outpatient care because of the severity of the disease and in keeping with local

144  treatment practices. In addition, cases of moderate-to-severe RVGE may not seek care
145 atall, incurring no cost but also having a higher case fatality risk (CFR).

146  Fig 1. Probability tree of seeking treatment for rotavirus-associated

147  gastroenteritis (RVGE). Output from the transmission dynamic model on the number of
148 moderate-to-severe and non-severe RVGE cases was combined with data on the

149  probability of healthcare-seeking and case fatality risks (CFR) (red) and data on the per-
150 case cost to the government (blue) and the household (green). Costs from the societal
151  perspective included both government and household costs. All values are further

152  described in Table 1. CFR*(0,1) represents the probability of dying as an outpatient is
153  some fraction of the inpatient CFR, sampled from a uniform distribution from 0 to 1.

154  Input Parameters & Data
155 Table 1 includes all parameter estimates and uncertainty distributions for the

156 input parameters used in the cost-effectiveness analysis. Most parameters were derived
157  from secondary sources. Health-seeking probability parameter estimates were extracted
158 from a series of related studies conducted in Kenya about the impact of RVGE of

159 varying severities on the population and their health-seeking behaviors, as data from
160 Malawi was unavailable(14, 15). CFR estimates were derived from a recent systematic
161 review that found hospital-based studies reported lower CFRs than community-based
162 studies(16). We assumed the outpatient CFR is some fraction of the likelihood of dying
163  from moderate-to-severe RVGE when treated as an inpatient. The model parameters
164  are further described in the supplemental materials.

165
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Table 1. Input parameters for cost-effectiveness analysis
Parameter Estimate Uncertainty Distribution Source
Treatment probabilities for moderate-to-severe RVGE
Probability of seeking treatment 0.8 Beta(2600,650) (14)
Probability of not seeking treatment 0.2 1- Beta(2600,650) (14)
Probability of care - inpatient 0.6 Beta(1432,955) (24)
Probability of care - outpatient 0.4 1 - Beta(1432,955) (14)
Probability of death - inpatient (CFRinpatient) 0.011 Beta(6.74,606.29) (16)
Probability of death - outpatient (CFRoutpatient) 0.0055 CFRinpatient*Unif(0,1) (16)
Probability of death - no treatment (CFRno treatment) 0.025 Beta(6.63,258.72) (16)
Treatment probabilities for non-severe RVGE |
Probability of care - outpatient 0.55 Beta(833,681) (14)
Probability of no care 0.45 1 - Beta(833,681) (14)
Probability of death — non-severe 0 Fixed | Assumption
Vaccine-related costs* |
Cost of vaccine (per dose) - Rotarix 1.94 USD Fixed an
Cost of vaccine (per dose) - Neonatal 1.32 USD Fixed (18)
Cost of delivery of vaccine (per dose) 0.58 USD Fixed (29)
Cost of switching - Neonatal 1,024,365 USD Fixed (20)
Vaccine wastage rate 0.05 Fixed (22)
Treatment costs*
Cost of treatment® - inpatient, moderate-severe 62.39 USD Gamma(1.39,43.54) (22)
Cost of treatment - outpatient, moderate-severe 22.20 USD Gamma(15.18, 1.46) (22)
Cost of treatment - outpatient, non-severe 11.10USD Gamma(7.56,1.47) (22)
Household cost* - inpatient, moderate-severe 15.20 USD Gamma(0.81,18.76) (22)
Household cost - outpatient, moderate-severe 9.44 USD Gamma(0.79,11.94) (22)
Household cost - outpatient, non-severe 0.68 USD Gamma(0.24,2.87) (22)
Disability-adjusted life-year (DALY) parameters |
DALY weight - moderate-to-severe 0.281 Beta(18.59,47.57) (22)
DALY weight - non-severe 0.202 Beta(17.96,70.93) (22)
Duration of infection 6 days Fixed (22)
Life expectancy at birth 63 years Fixed (23)
Economic evaluation |
%4 * Gross domestic product (GDP) per capita - 335 USD Fixed (24)
Malawi
Discount rate 0.03 Fixed (25)

*All costs are inflated by 3% per year to reflect predicted 2025 prices
TPer case costs to the government used in both government and societal perspective analysis

*Per case direct and indirect costs (including loss of productivity) to the household used in the societal

perspective analysis
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171

172 DALYs were calculated by summing the years of life lost due to disability (YLDs)
173  and years of life lost due to premature mortality (YLLS)(26). YLDs were calculated by
174  multiplying the number of cases, the duration of infection, and the DALY weight (a

175 quantification of the severity of non-severe or moderate-to-severe rotavirus). The YLLs
176  were calculated using the life expectancy minus the age of death for each age group
177  times the number of deaths proportional to each age group. Treatment probabilities and
178 CFRs were parameterized using beta distributions; shape parameters for each

179  probability and DALY weight were calculated from sample means and standard errors
180 (derived from 95% confidence intervals)(27).

181 The cost of delivery of an individual dose of the rotavirus vaccine included all EPI
182  purchasing and program costs needed to administer a dose, including vaccine delivery,
183  cold chain storage, and personnel costs(19). We assumed this cost was the same for
184  both Rotarix and the neonatal RV3-BB vaccine. We also assumed that the cost of the
185 neonatal vaccine per dose would be $1.32 based on a study that estimated the optimal
186  cost of goods given the current manufacturing process(18). A 2023 study estimated the
187  cost of switching from Rotarix to the Rotavac rotavirus vaccine in Ghana, and given that
188 Ghana and Malawi both have Rotarix in their routine national immunization programs,
189 the one-time cost of switching was used as the cost of switching to the neonatal vaccine
190 in this analysis(20). We assumed no upfront cost to adding a third dose to the Rotarix
191 schedule given that the health system can already deliver Rotarix. The total cost of

192  vaccination for each strategy was adjusted for 5% vaccine wastage based on a global

193 immunization strategy costing study by Wolfson et al.(21). The analysis was conducted


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.22.24317751
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.22.24317751; this version posted November 23, 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 .

194  from the government perspective using the treatment costs paid by the government per
195 case of RVGE. Analysis from the societal perspective includes the treatment costs to
196 the government, direct treatment costs to the household, and indirect costs of

197  productivity loss, transportation, and food per case of RVGE(22).

198 For all cost data, the sample means and standard deviations (derived from 95%
199 confidence intervals) were used to calculate the shape and scale parameters for a

200 gamma distribution using the method of moments(27). One-time costs, such as the cost
201  of switching to the neonatal vaccine, and set costs, such as the price of a single dose of
202 the Rotarix vaccine, were fixed. We inflated all cost data by 3% per year to reflect

203  predicted prices in 2025 to match the start of the simulation and converted costs to

204  USD, as necessary. Costs and DALYs were discounted at 3% per year after the start of
205 the simulation, a standard practice when costs and outcomes are used to inform

206  resource allocation decisions(25).

207  Sensitivity & Scenario Analyses
208 We conducted a probabilistic sensitivity analysis by sampling 1,000 times from

209 the output of the transmission dynamic model (for different parameter sets), the cost
210 distributions, and the event probability distribution. Each simulation produced the cost of
211 vaccination and treatment and a summary of cases, hospitalizations, deaths, and

212 DALYs averted by each strategy compared to the status quo. Incremental costs and the
213 number of DALYs averted by each strategy compared to the status quo for the 1,000
214  simulations were plotted in a cost-effectiveness plane that illustrates the cost-

215 effectiveness of each strategy relative to the comparator strategy. Incremental cost-

216 effectiveness ratios (ICER) were calculated using the equation ICER = Difference in
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217  Cost / Difference in DALYs to demonstrate the efficient use of resources when

218 compared to a WTP threshold. We used a net benefits framework to portray the

219 robustness of the model’s findings in the face of parameter uncertainty. Specifically, we
220 reported the probability that a given strategy would be cost-effective (i.e., the

221  percentage of simulations in which it yielded the highest net benefit) across a range of
222  WTP thresholds (28).

223 Since the RV3-BB vaccine is not on the market yet, there is an opportunity to
224  evaluate the range of prices over which the neonatal vaccine strategy might be cost-
225 effective. We used a one-way threshold analysis to determine the price per dose at
226  which the neonatal vaccine would cease to be cost-effective compared to the current
227  two-dose Rotarix vaccine strategy and the optimal three-dose strategy. Without an
228  established WTP threshold for Malawi, we used 0.5x GDP per capita, which will likely

229  be around $335 in 2025(24, 29).

230 Results

231 Over the ten-year simulation period (2025-2034), rotavirus vaccination programs
232  were predicted to avert at least 1.5 million cases, 120,000 hospitalizations, 90,000

233 DALYs, and 3,000 deaths caused by RVGE compared to no vaccination, regardless of
234  the vaccine type, number of doses, or immunization schedule (Fig 2, Table S2). The
235 model suggested the current Rotarix strategy (6/10 schedule) averted over 1.5 million
236  cases and 3,000 deaths compared to no vaccination. When a third dose was added to
237  the current schedule, the 6/10/14 schedule averted an additional estimated 1 million
238 cases and 1200 deaths compared to the 6/10 strategy, while the 6/10/40 schedule

239 averted 1 million cases and only 800 deaths (Table S3). The neonatal RV3-BB vaccine
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240 led to the greatest estimated reduction in the burden of RVGE overall across all health
241  outcomes evaluated, averting 2.5 million cases and 4,200 deaths compared to no

242  vaccination and 1.1 million cases, 40,000 DALYs, and 1,200 deaths compared to the
243  current two-dose Rotarix strategy.

244  Fig 2. Total cases, hospitalizations, DALYs, and deaths for each vaccine strategy
245  from 2025-2034. Strategies depicted: No vaccination (dark gray), Neonatal RV3-BB
246  1/6/10 (orange), Rotarix 6/10 (red), Rotarix 6/10/14 (blue), Rotarix 6/10/40 (light gray).
247  Violin plots show the distribution of the total number of health outcomes for each

248  simulation of each strategy. The lines connect simulations using the same sampled
249  parameter sets.

250
251 The predicted healthcare expenditure for the treatment of RVGE with no vaccine

252  strategy in effect was the cheapest strategy, totaling $89.7 million over ten years from
253 the government perspective (Table 2). We estimated that the current two-dose Rotarix
254  vaccine strategy costs about $99.6 million, and the 6/10/14 and 6/10/40 Rotarix

255  schedules cost about $5.3 and $5.8 million more than the current strategy, respectively.
256  We also estimated that the intervention cost of the Rotarix 6/10 strategy is cheaper than
257  the neonatal strategy, but the treatment costs are much higher (Table 2). While the

258 neonatal strategy cost more than no vaccination, it was cost-saving compared to all

259  Rotarix strategies, saving about $3.7 and $4.8 million in total costs compared to the
260  current two-dose schedule from the government and societal perspectives, respectively
261 (Table 2). From the societal perspective, all vaccine strategies cost about $8-10 million
262  more, while no vaccination costs about $11 million more compared to the government

263  perspective.

10
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265

266

Table 2. The ten-year cost of each vaccine strategy and the difference in total cost compared to the current
Rotarix 6/10 strategy from the government and societal perspectives.

Cost by Vaccine Schedule (in Millions)

Government Perspective Societal Perspective
Intervention  Treatment Cost Intervention Treatment Cost
Strategy Cost Cost Total Cost Difference* Cost Cost** Total Cost  Difference*

No vaccine $0.0 $89.7 $89.7 -$9.9 $0.0 $101.1 $101.1 -$7.4
Neonatal 1/6/10 $29.2 $66.7 $95.9 -$3.7 $29.2 $74.5 $103.7 -$4.8
Rotarix 6/10 $25.1 $74.5 $99.6 $25.1 $83.4 $108.5
Rotarix 6/10/14 $37.7 $67.2 $104.9 $5.3 $37.7 $74.9 $112.6 $4.1
Rotarix 6/10/40 $37.7 $67.7 $105.4 $5.8 $37.7 $75.7 $113.4 $4.9

Costs reflect 2025 USD

*relative to status quo (Rotarix 6/10)

**Including direct and indirect household costs

11
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gg; Compared to the current 6/10 Rotarix strategy, we estimated the 6/10/14

269 schedule averted more moderate-to-severe RVGE cases and fewer non-severe cases
270  than the 6/10/40 schedule, leading to $500,000 in higher treatment costs for the 6/10/40
271  strategy (Table 2, Table S3). Nevertheless, the three-dose Rotarix schedules were

272  strongly dominated by the neonatal RV3-BB vaccine (meaning they were more

273 expensive and averted fewer DALYS) (Table 3). The model estimated that the RV3-BB
274  vaccine had an ICER of $45.89 per DALY averted compared to no vaccination from the
275 government perspective and, therefore, is likely to be highly cost-effective (Table 3).
276  Viewed from the societal perspective, the RV3-BB vaccine had an ICER of $19.25 per
277 DALY averted (Table S5).

278 Table 3. DALYs averted and incremental cost-effectiveness ratios for all vaccine
279 strategies compared to the current Rotarix 6/10 schedule from the government
280 perspective.

Cost-Effectiveness Comparison of All Vaccine Strategies
Government perspective

Incremental DALYs ICER ($/DALY

Cost DALYs Cost Averted averted) vs next
Strategy (millions) (thousands) (millions) (thousands)  best alternative
No
vaccine $89.70 358.1
Neonatal
1/6/10 $95.90 223.0 $6.2 135.1 $45.89
Rotarix
6/10 $99.60 263.7 $3.7 -40.70 Dominated
Rotarix
6/10/14 $104.90 225.4 $9.0 -2.40 Dominated
Rotarix
6/10/40 $105.40 236.2 $9.5 -13.20 Dominated

Costs reflect 2025 USD

In conformity with accepted practice, allincremental costs and DALYs averted are computed
compared to the next smallest, non-dominated strategy
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281
282 Understanding that RV3-BB is not yet on the market, we conducted the cost-

283 effectiveness analysis a second time with that option removed. The Rotarix 6/10

284  strategy had an estimated ICER of $104.87 per DALY averted compared to no

285 vaccination (Table 4). The ICER for the Rotarix 6/10/14 schedule compared to the 6/10
286  strategy was $138.38 per DALY averted from the government perspective. From the
287  societal perspective, the ICERs were $78.39 and $107.05 per DALY averted for the
288 Rotarix 6/10 and 6/10/14 strategies, respectively (Table S6). The Rotarix 6/10/40

289  strategy was once again strongly dominated (Table 4, Table S6).

290 Table 4. DALYs averted and incremental cost-effectiveness ratios for Rotarix
291 vaccine strategies compared to no vaccination from the government perspective.

Cost-Effectiveness Comparison of Available Vaccine Strategies
Government perspective

Incremental DALYs ICER ($/DALY

Cost DALYs Cost Averted averted) vs next
Strategy (millions) (thousands) (millions) (thousands) best alternative
No
vaccine $89.70 358.1
Rotarix
6/10 $99.60 263.7 $9.9 94.4 $104.87
Rotarix
6/10/14 $104.90 225.4 $5.3 38.3 $138.38
Rotarix
6/10/40 $105.40 236.2 $0.5 -10.8 Dominated
Costs reflect 2025 USD

In conformity with accepted practice, all incremental costs and DALYs averted are computed compared
to the next smallest, non-dominated strategy

292
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293 When we conducted a probabilistic sensitivity analysis, in 81% of the PSA

294  iterations, the neonatal vaccine yielded lower costs and fewer DALY's than the Rotarix
295 6/10 schedule. In other words, the neonatal vaccine was cost-saving—denoted by points
296 in the lower-right quadrant—81% of the simulations we conducted (Fig 3). We predicted
297 that the neonatal vaccine was cost-saving, while the three-dose Rotarix strategies each
298 had ICERs exceeding $130 per DALY averted compared to the status quo (Fig 3). The
299  probability of the neonatal vaccine being cost-effective peaked at an estimated 90% at a
300 WTP of about $150 (Fig 4a,b). The model suggested that switching to RV3-BB would be
301 optimal at any WTP threshold above $45 per DALY averted from the government

302 perspective (Fig 4b) and would have an 87% probability of being cost-saving compared
303 to the status quo from the societal perspective (Fig S3).

304 Fig 3. Cost-effectiveness plane for the cost-effectiveness ratios of the four

305 strategies compared to the current Rotarix 6/10 schedule from the government

306 perspective. Points represent the average cost-effectiveness ratio for each strategy.
307  The WTP threshold is $335 per DALY averted (0.5x Malawi’s GDP per capita).

308 Fig 4. Cost-effectiveness acceptability (a) curves and (b) frontier for all strategies
309 and (c) curves and (d) frontier for currently available strategies from the

310 government perspective. The vertical green line represents 0.5x Malawi’s GDP per
311 capita.

312 No vaccination was estimated to be cost-effective only at very low WTP

313 thresholds from the government’s perspective. At a WTP threshold of 0.5x GDP per
314 capita (US$335), the Rotarix 6/10/14 strategy was cost-effective compared to the
315 current 6/10 strategy, although all Rotarix strategies were dominated by the RV3-BB
316 vaccine. If we exclude the RV3-BB vaccine from the analysis, there was greater

317 uncertainty in the preferred strategy at low WTP thresholds (Fig 4c, Fig S4c). The
318 Rotarix 6/10/14 schedule had a high probability of being cost-effective at WTP

319 thresholds above $200 per DALY averted, but the simulation distributions suggested the
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320 strategies had very similar costs and outcomes (Fig S2). No vaccination was optimal up
321  to an estimated WTP of about $105 per DALY averted, Rotarix 6/10 at a WTP between
322  $105 and $140, and 6/10/14 at any WTP above $140 from the government perspective
323  (Fig 4d).

324 The price threshold analysis for RV3-BB revealed that compared to Malawi’'s

325 current two-dose vaccine strategy and at a WTP threshold equal to 0.5x GDP per

326  capita, the neonatal vaccine was the optimal strategy up to a maximum estimated per-
327 dose price of $2.40 (Fig 5a). This price is almost twice the predicted price of one dose
328 of RV3-BB. Compared to the Rotarix 6/10/14 schedule, the neonatal vaccine was the
329 optimal strategy up to an estimated per-dose price of $1.90 (Fig 5b). Even at a WTP of
330 $10, the neonatal vaccine was optimal up to a price between $1.50 and $1.90 per dose,
331 which is still greater than the predicted price.

332 Fig 3. Sensitivity analyses of the price per dose of the RV3-BB neonatal vaccine
333 compared to the current Rotarix schedule and the optimal three-dose Rotarix

334  schedule from the government perspective. The Rotarix price remained fixed at

335  $1.94 per dose. The WTP is $335 per DALY averted.

336 Discussion

337 Despite the introduction of the two-dose Rotarix vaccine into the Malawi national
338 immunization program over ten years ago, RVGE still poses a substantial burden on the
339  population. This study contributes to the small body of literature evaluating alternative
340 rotavirus vaccine strategies to address lower vaccine efficacy in LMICs. Clinical trials
341 have suggested that a third dose of Rotarix could improve the seroconversion rate, but
342 the potential impact and cost-effectiveness of a third dose are unknown(8).

343  Furthermore, the neonatal RV3-BB vaccine, which concluded a phase 3 trial in 2023,

344  offers the opportunity to improve seroconversion and immunize neonates before they
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345 have the chance to become infected as infants. Still, decision-makers need information
346  on the cost of potential vaccination strategies compared to the benefits. Our analysis
347  shows that switching Malawi’s EPI rotavirus vaccination strategy from the current two-
348 dose Rotarix vaccine to the three-dose RV3-BB vaccine with a neonatal schedule might
349  be cost-saving relative to the current vaccination program. Adding a third dose of

350 Rotarix to the schedule at 14 weeks of age (i.e., the same age as a third dose of

351 pentavalent vaccine and OPV) would also likely be cost-effective in the absence of the
352  neonatal vaccine.

353 A 2022 cost-effectiveness study modeled injectable and oral next-generation
354  rotavirus vaccines and found that an injectable Next Generation Rotavirus Vaccine
355 (INGRV) administered as part of a diphtheria-tetanus-pertussis (DTP)-containing

356 combination would be the most cost-effective strategy in LMICs(30). However, the

357 development of an INGRYV faced recent setbacks; a Phase 3 study of the leading

358 INGRYV candidate ended early after an interim analysis concluded it was no better than
359 the current vaccines on the market(31). Without iNGRVSs, the oral RV3-BB was also
360 found to be cost-effective compared to all rotavirus vaccines currently on the market,
361 including Rotarix(30). Other rotavirus vaccination cost-effectiveness studies in Malawi
362 showed results consistent with our findings that the Rotarix two-dose schedule is cost-
363 effective. Bar-Zeev et al. conducted a prospective cohort study in 2016 that

364 demonstrated that the two-dose Rotarix schedule is more cost-effective than no

365  vaccination, costing $19 per DALY averted(22). A 2018 study by Pecenka et al. found
366  Rotarix to be the most cost-effective strategy in Malawi when considering the Rotavac

367 and Rotasiil three-dose schedules, with an ICER of $7 per DALY averted(19). Our ICER
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368 for the two-dose Rotarix vaccine compared to no vaccination is higher than previous
369 analyses, likely driven by the lower vaccine impact predicted by our transmission model,
370  which we validated against the observed reduction in RVGE hospitalizations in Blantyre
371  from 2012 to 2022(9).

372 In Malawi, we estimate that a neonatal rotavirus vaccine program would cost

373  about $28 million over ten years, including about $1 million in the first year to switch, but
374 it would save about $8 million in treatment costs compared to the current vaccine

375 strategy over ten years. Even if the market price of the new RV3-BB vaccine is higher
376 than the projected price of $1.32, it is still likely to be cost-effective at a WTP of $335
377 per DALY averted compared to the current vaccine strategy, provided the price per

378 dose is less than $2.40 with Gavi support. Even when we assume that the societal

379 willingness to pay is low, the projected price of the neonatal vaccine is likely to be

380 comfortably below our estimate of the maximum permissible price.

381 Cost-effectiveness analyses provide a way to evaluate and compare different
382  vaccine strategies, assigning costs per unit benefit to inform decision-making. However,
383 this analysis only captures a few considerations in the decision-making process. While
384  the WTP threshold used in our primary analysis is 0.5x Malawi's GDP per capita

385 (US$335), the Malawi strategic health plan suggests the government's WTP is between
386 $3-$116 per DALY averted(32). Even with this much lower threshold, in all government
387 and societal-perspective scenarios, the Rotarix 6/10 and neonatal RV3-BB 1/6/10

388 vaccine strategies remain cost-effective. From the societal perspective, the Rotarix

389  6/10/14 schedule falls within this range as well. These analyses account for the one-

390 time cost of switching to the neonatal vaccine, which we conservatively estimated to be
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391  $1 million. In deciding to switch to the neonatal vaccine, Malawi must be willing to pay
392 the upfront cost.

393 Given that the RV3-BB vaccine is not yet available, we also evaluated the cost-
394  effectiveness of adding a third dose to the Rotarix vaccine schedule. At a marginally
395 higher cost per DALY averted compared to the current two-dose schedule, a third dose
396 administered at 14 weeks would be cost-effective well below the assumed WTP

397 threshold and is a good option for improving rotavirus vaccine impact in Malawi in the
398 absence of RV3-BB vaccine availability. Administering a third dose at 14 weeks is more
399 favorable than at 40 weeks in our analysis. While the 6/10/40 strategy averted more
400 cases overall, and the difference in overall cost is marginal, the 6/10/14 strategy averted
401 more moderate-to-severe cases and, therefore, more DALYs. However, we assumed
402  the probability of responding to the third dose is the same at 14 and 40 weeks. Children
403 who failed to respond to the first two doses may be more likely to respond to a third

404  dose administered later due to less interference from maternal antibodies, co-

405 administered oral polio vaccines, better nutritional status, or other factors impacting the
406 immune response(33, 34). There is very little clinical research on the benefits of more
407  than two doses of Rotarix, and most available studies compared the three-dose findings
408  with a 10/14 schedule, not a 6/10 schedule(35). In Ghana, a randomized control trial
409 found that adding a third dose at 14 weeks resulted in greater seroconversion than the
410 two-dose schedule alternatives(8). Another clinical trial conducted in Malawi found that
411 athird dose reduced RVGE incidence, although it was not powered to detect any

412  differences(13). A 6/10/40 schedule may improve the chances that children respond to
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413  vaccination, although it would prevent RVGE in older children in whom the disease

414  tends to be less severe.

415 Three other vaccines on the market are administered in three-dose schedules,
416 two of which are cheaper per dose than Rotarix(17, 36). We did not consider these less
417  expensive three-dose vaccines for comparison to the Rotarix schedules because there
418 is no robust evidence on how the vaccine effectiveness of each of these three-dose

419  vaccines compares to two-dose Rotarix. Assuming the other rotavirus vaccines’

420 effectiveness was comparable to the modeled impact of the three-dose Rotarix

421  schedule, we may find other vaccines on the market are more cost-effective than the
422  current two-dose schedule simply because they are cheaper.

423 While adding a third dose to the Rotarix schedule is not as cost-effective as

424  switching to the neonatal vaccine, it may be more organizationally feasible and cost less
425 upfront. Minimal training would be required to use the same vaccine. Other routine EPI
426  vaccines, such as OPV and DTP, begin at six weeks, typically with 4-week intervals

427  between two or more subsequent doses, so most patients are already returning for a
428 vaccine appointment around 14 weeks of age(37). In the face of vaccine hesitancy, this
429  strategy also maintains the use of a vaccine that caretakers are already familiar with
430 and has been used for over a decade in Malawi. Given concerns about OPV

431 interference with rotavirus vaccine response, future analyses could consider dosing

432  schedules matching other routine immunizations, such as the new malaria vaccine at 22
433  weeks.

434 The results of this analysis should be considered with some limitations in mind.

435  While many parameters for the cost-effectiveness analysis were specific to Malawi,
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436 values such as healthcare-seeking probabilities for those with RVGE were based on
437  global estimates or derived from data from other countries. In addition, the estimated
438 CFR for outpatients is unknown and was assumed to be some fraction of the inpatient
439 CFR due to a lack of available data. The model assumed that non-severe RVGE cases
440 do notincur any inpatient costs when, in reality, this may not be the case. Similarly,
441  intussusception, a potential side effect of both vaccines (although RV3-BB may have
442  lower risk) that occurs very rarely, was not considered in our analysis, and the final
443  costs did not include the resulting cost of treatment for these cases(38). Most

444  parameters were specific to Malawi or eastern sub-Saharan Africa and may not reflect
445  other populations' disease dynamics, costs, or health-seeking behaviors.

446 This analysis also combined moderate and severe cases of RVGE into one

447  group to compare to non-severe cases. It assumed that they seek healthcare at the
448  same rates, incur the same cost of treatment, and have the same duration of infection
449  and DALY weight. As a result, the reported costs and outcomes may not accurately
450 reflect the actual values. If a vaccine strategy prevents more severe cases with higher
451 treatment costs than moderate cases from occurring, this analysis may not reflect the
452  greater savings. We have taken measures to manage these limitations responsibly,
453  choosing conservative base values whenever possible and conducting extensive

454  sensitivity analyses.

455 This country-level analysis provides a framework for considering new rotavirus
456  vaccine options where a program is already in place, although more research is needed
457  to understand how these strategies and others not considered in this analysis compare

458 in other settings. Using a validated model of rotavirus disease dynamics and country-
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459  specific cost data, this study predicted the RV3-BB neonatal vaccine would be highly
460 cost-effective and may offer solutions to low vaccine efficacy in Malawi and other
461 LMICs. In the absence of the RV3-BB vaccine, adding a third dose of Rotarix at 14
462  weeks to the current two-dose schedule is likely a cost-effective strategy to further
463  reduce the rotavirus burden. Routine vaccination is critical to reducing disease and
464  deaths due to rotavirus overall and can lead to financial savings in the long run. As
465 decision-makers consider new vaccine strategies to improve rotavirus prevention
466  efforts, these results can inform how employing innovative vaccine strategies may
467  provide additional impact and be cost-effective in Malawi.

468

469 Code availability

470  Code for the model and analysis was written and implemented in R v4.3.1 (R Core
471  Team, 2023) and is available at https://github.com/Catherine\Wenger/RotavirusCEA-
472  Malawi.

473
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