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Abstract 

Background. The na onal immuniza on program in the Netherlands currently uses the bivalent 

human papillomavirus (HPV) vaccine, targe ng HPV genotypes 16 and 18. It is not yet clear whether 

it is cost-effec ve to switch to the nonavalent vaccine, targe ng an addi onal seven HPV genotypes. 

This study compares the health and economic effects of both vaccines for the Dutch se ng of sex-

neutral vaccina on with tender-based procurement and HPV-based screening for cervical cancer. 

Methods. We es mated the popula on effects under bivalent or nonavalent HPV vaccina on in a 

cohort of girls and boys, invited for vaccina on at 10 years of age. The differen al impact of 

nonavalent versus bivalent HPV vaccina on was obtained by projec ng type-specific risk reduc ons, 

obtained by an HPV transmission model, onto type-specific outcomes of HPV-based screening, 

incidence of HPV-related cancers in both men and women, as well as treatment for anogenital warts 

and recurrent respiratory papillomatosis. Bayesian analysis was applied to translate the uncertainty 

of the data into credible intervals (CI) for health and economic outcomes, under specific scenarios 

regarding long-term vaccine uptake, efficacy and cost. The base-case scenario assumed 50% uptake 

at age 10, life-long vaccine protec on with cross-protec ve efficacy to HPV 31, 33 and 45 from the 

bivalent vaccine, and an addi onal cost of EUR 35 per 2-dose vaccina on schedule for the 

nonavalent vaccine. 

Results. In the base-case scenario, nonavalent vaccina on is expected to prevent 1090 addi onal 

cases of high-grade cervical intraepithelial neoplasia (CIN2/3), 70 addi onal cases of HPV-related 

cancer, 34 000 episodes of anogenital warts and 28 onsets of RRP, rela ve to bivalent vaccina on per 

cohort of 100 000 girls and 100 000 boys. These health effects translate into an incremental cost-

effec veness ra o (ICER) of EUR 2048 (95% CI: 716 to 3141) per life-year gained, under annual 

discoun ng of 1.5% and 4% for future health and economic effects, respec vely. The ICER remained 

below the local threshold for cost-effec ve preven ve interven ons in all inves gated scenarios, 

except when assuming waning efficacy for non-16/18 oncogenic HPV types with either vaccine or 

cross-protec on to non-31/33/45 types for the bivalent vaccine. 

Conclusions. Sex-neutral vaccina on with the nonavalent vaccine is likely to be cost-effec ve rela ve 

to the currently used bivalent vaccine in the Netherlands. Monitoring long-term type-specific vaccine 

effec veness is key to update projec ons on the impact and cost-effec veness of HPV vaccina on. 
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– cost-effec veness analysis – health and economic evalua on – Netherlands 
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Introduc on 

The sexually transmi ed human papillomavirus (HPV) can cause a variety of diseases in the 

anogenital and oropharyngeal body sites, predominantly cervical cancer [1]. Despite long-standing 

secondary preven on through popula on-based screening, the incidence of cervical cancer in the 

Netherlands has steadily increased since the turn of the century, from 611 cervical cancer diagnoses 

in 2001 to 948 diagnoses in 2021 [2]. In addi on, HPV is es mated to cause about 600 cases of anal, 

oropharyngeal, vulvar, vaginal or penile cancer per year, making the HPV-associated disease burden 

higher than reported for any other infec ous disease in the Netherlands before COVID-19 [3]. 

Since 2010, the Netherlands has added prophylac c HPV vaccina on to its rou ne immuniza on 

program, ini ally as a primary preven on modality for preadolescent girls to complement cervical 

cancer screening [4]. Since 2021, HPV vaccina on has been expanded to a sex-neutral immuniza on 

program, following a posi ve evalua on of the incremental benefit of vaccina ng boys along with 

girls [5], and the Dutch policy intent of HPV vaccina on has been broadened to prevent all HPV-

related cancers in both men and women [6]. The Netherlands s ll uses the bivalent (2v) HPV vaccine, 

which targets oncogenic HPV genotypes 16 and 18 [7]. These types are associated with 

approximately 70% of cervical cancer cases and the majority of other HPV-related cancers. Yet 

genotypes other than HPV 16 or 18 account for up to 30% of cervical cancer cases and more than 

50% of high-grade cervical intraepithelial neoplasia (CIN2/3), i.e. precancerous lesions detected 

through screening [8]. 

Since 2015, a nonavalent (9v) HPV vaccine has been licensed for use in the European Union [9]. This 

vaccine targets seven other HPV genotypes in addi on to HPV 16 and 18. Five of these are oncogenic 

or high-risk (HR) HPV genotypes (31, 33, 45, 52 and 58) and two are low-risk (LR) HPV genotypes (6 

and 11), which are not associated with cancer but can cause anogenital warts and recurrent 

respiratory papillomatosis (RRP). While the 9v vaccine is expected to avert more cancer cases and 

prevents warts and papillomatosis, it is also more expensive than the 2v vaccine [10]. Dynamic 

modelling studies that compared the projected health and economic effects from both vaccines 

arrived at different conclusions as regards the cost-effec veness of 9v versus 2v vaccina on [11-19]. 

Most high-income countries that implemented 9v vaccina on used the quadrivalent (4v) vaccine 

(targe ng HPV genotypes 6, 11, 16 and 18) before. Cost-effec veness then followed directly from 

weighing the extra cost of the 9v vaccine to the extra protec on afforded against the five addi onal 

HR-HPV types, as cross-protec on was typically not considered for the 4v vaccine [20-25]. However, 

it is widely recognized that the 2v vaccine provides durable cross-protec on against genotypes 

phylogene cally related to HPV 16 or 18, par cularly HPV 31, 33, and 45 [7,26-31], which should be 
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considered in the comparison with the HR-HPV types targeted by the 9v vaccine. The comparison 

between the 2v and 9v vaccines is further challenging because it requires though ul considera on 

about the benefit of preven ng diseases associated with LR-HPV types, as these may have different 

weights in decision-making. Moreover, the 9v and 2v vaccines are produced by different companies 

and vaccina on costs are subject to compe ve bidding [10], which should be reflected in realis c 

price differences in the health economic evalua on. 

The purpose of this study is to provide a comprehensive comparison of the 9v and 2v HPV vaccines in 

the Dutch se ng of sex-neutral vaccina on with tender-based procurement. In doing so, we used a 

data-driven approach in which the popula on effects of vaccina on were projected onto all HPV-

associated diseases, including the outcomes of HPV-based screening for cervical cancer. In cost-

effec veness analyses, we include all cost savings, but focus primarily on health gains from cancer 

preven on. In addi on, we present several scenarios related to vaccine efficacy (including cross-

protec on and waning), indirect protec on through herd immunity, and expected price differences 

between the 9v and 2v vaccines. 

 

Methods 

Our assessment builds upon the evidence synthesis framework that we previously developed to 

es mate the health and economic impact of sex-neutral as compared to girls-only HPV vaccina on 

[5,32,33]. This framework allows for life me evalua on of an HPV-naive birth cohort in terms of HPV-

associated disease occurrence and medical costs incurred, by applying life-table methodology with 

Bayesian analysis to translate uncertainty about the data sources into credible intervals for the 

relevant outcomes. To compare the 9v and 2v HPV vaccines in the se ng of sex-neutral vaccina on, 

we simulated a cohort of girls and boys invited for HPV vaccina on at 10 years of age, the age of 

rou ne HPV vaccina on in the current na onal immuniza on program in the Netherlands. We 

es mated the total health and economic effects under either 9v or 2v HPV vaccina on for this 

hypothe cal cohort with respect to the following events: the colposcopy referrals and detected 

precancerous lesions within the HPV-based cervical screening program, the occurrence of cervical 

cancer as well as oropharyngeal, anal, vulvar, vaginal and penile cancers, which are to a varying 

extent caused by HPV, and treatment of anogenital warts and recurrent respiratory papillomatosis 

(RRP), associated with LR-HPV genotypes 6 and 11. 

Our data-driven approach can be divided into three steps. First, we es mated the expected number 

of events in the hypothe cal cohort in the absence of HPV vaccina on. Second, we es mated how 
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many events are expected to be prevented under a par cular HPV vaccina on scenario, by projec ng 

type-specific HPV infec on risk reduc ons onto genotype-specific a ribu ons  of vaccine-

preventable diseases. To translate reduc ons in HPV infec on incidence at a par cular age into age-

specific reduc ons in the incidence of cancer, we developed a sta s cal model that describes the age 

distribu on of the causal HPV infec on in subjects with HPV-associated cancer. Third, we translated 

the difference in health and economic effects between the two vaccines into an incremental cost-

effec veness ra o (ICER) of 9v versus 2v vaccina on, condi onal on assump ons for long-term 

vaccine efficacy against vaccine-targeted and cross-protected genotypes, vaccina on coverage, and 

costs. A detailed descrip on is given in the Supplementary Annex A, and is summarized below. 

Expected number of events in the absence of HPV vaccina on 

To es mate the number of expected events in the absence of HPV vaccina on, we used popula on-

level data on the age-specific incidence of HPV-associated cancers, RRP, anogenital warts, and HPV-

based cervical cancer screening outcomes in the Netherlands (see Supplementary Annex A). We 

assumed that HPV vaccina on effects on vaccine-preventable diseases were not yet measurable in 

the Netherlands un l 2020. This is plausible because 2v vaccina on is assumed to have no effect on 

LR-HPV genotypes, and HPV-vaccinated women were not eligible for popula on-based screening in 

the Netherlands un l 2023 [34]. 

To es mate the detec on rate of precancerous lesions through HPV-based screening, we analysed 

the outcomes of the Dutch cervical screening program between 2017-2019. The expected number of 

colposcopies per screening round was computed from the expected number of CIN2/3 diagnoses by 

mul plying the la er with the number of colposcopies needed to detect one precancerous lesion 

(stra fied by screening round), es mated in [35]. The age-specific incidence and survival rates for 

cervical cancer and the other HPV-related cancers were es mated from data collected from the 

Netherlands Cancer Registry for the years 2015-2019. The rate of anogenital warts episodes was 

obtained from the na onal surveillance report on sexually transmi ed infec ons, stra fied by sex 

[36]. Detailed age trends below age 25 were obtained from a GP registry study [37] and age trends 

above the age of 25 were reconstructed from reported trends in numbers of sexual partners by 15-

year age groups [38,39]. We had to rely on interna onal publica ons to obtain the age-specific 

incidence of RRP [40,41]. We made a dis nc on between adult onset RRP, resul ng from a self-

acquired HPV infec on, and juvenile onset RRP, due to mother-to-child HPV transmission during 

birth. Only the expected future children of the girls in the hypothe cal cohort were considered at risk 

for juvenile onset RRP. For each pa ent we assumed an exponen ally distributed dura on of the 

disease with a mean of 10 years. Life expectancy of the cohort was based on recent life-tables 

collected from the Sta s cs Netherlands database [42]. 
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In es ma ng age-specific event rates, we took into account the uncertainty of the data by applying a 

Bayesian analysis. Briefly, we ran 1000 simula ons in which the parameters were sampled from 

posterior distribu ons, informed by data and non-informa ve priors (see Supplementary Annex A for 

details). The outcomes are reported in terms of 95% credible intervals (CI), containing the 2.5th and 

97.5th percen les of the results obtained via simula on. 

Expected number of events prevented by HPV vaccina on 

The expected number of events prevented by HPV vaccina on in the simulated cohort was 

computed for each specific vaccina on scenario. To this end, we first es mated the event-specific 

a ribu on to HPV genotypes of interest, i.e. those to which 9v or 2v vaccina on provides direct or 

indirect protec on. The HPV genotype a ribu on of precancerous lesions was es mated from Dutch 

screening trial data [43,44], using a previously developed maximum likelihood method [8]. HPV 

genotype a ribu ons for HPV-associated cancers, anogenital warts and RRP were obtained from the 

literature [45-50]. Next, we projected age- and type-specific risk reduc ons from vaccina on onto 

the expected number of events in the absence of vaccina on, under specific scenarios regarding 

long-term vaccine uptake and efficacy (see sec on “Vaccine uptake and efficacy”). HPV infec on risk 

reduc ons for all relevant HR-HPV genotypes were obtained from a previously developed genotype-

specific model for heterosexual HPV transmission [51]. We assumed that the simulated cohort 

experiences age-specific infec on risks that are close to those in a post-vaccina on equilibrium, an 

assump on that was previously shown to be approximately valid a er 10 years of vaccine 

introduc on [5]. 

To obtain the number of CIN2/3 diagnoses prevented, risk reduc ons on type-specific HPV 

prevalence at each screening round were projected onto the number of expected CIN2/3 diagnoses 

a ributed to these genotypes. The number of colposcopies prevented was computed from re-

calcula on of the number of colposcopies needed to detect one precancerous lesion, with 

incorpora on of altered CIN2/3 risks in HPV-posi ve women with abnormal cytology [33]. To 

translate type-specific HPV infec on incidence reduc ons into risk reduc ons on cancer, we 

es mated the period from HPV infec on to cancer diagnosis for each of the six cancers included in 

our analysis (see Supplementary Annex A). The risk reduc ons for the LR-HPV genotypes could not 

be obtained from our HPV transmission model, as the model was only calibrated to HR-HPV 

genotypes. However, there is strong evidence that the herd effects for the LR-HPV genotypes are 

large [52], and presumably at least as large as the herd effects for HPV 18 [53]. We therefore used 

the average risk reduc on on HPV 18 prevalence to approximate the herd effects for HPV 6 and 11. 

Uncertainty in the differen al impact of HPV vaccines primarily follows from uncertainty in HPV 
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genotype a ribu ons to the events of interest, and these were incorporated via Bayesian analysis 

(see Supplementary Annex A). 

Incremental cost-effec veness analysis 

We conducted a health-economic analysis from a societal perspec ve, in which we considered all 

medical and non-medical costs related to HPV-related diseases. Cost of medical procedures related 

to the events of interest (indexed to the year 2022 using the consumer price index) are listed in Table 

1. For HPV vaccina on at age 10, we assumed a total vaccina on cost of EUR 65 per individual 

according to a 2-dose vaccina on schedule for the 2v vaccine, as previously calculated for the 

Netherlands [33]. The an cipated price difference between 2v and 9v vaccina on was obtained from 

a study on HPV vaccine dose price developments in European tender-based se ngs and was 

es mated at EUR 35 [10], which translates into a total vaccina on cost of EUR 100 per 2-dose 

schedule for the 9v vaccine. 

 

Table 1. Assumed costs (in €) indexed to the year 2022 using the CPI.  

 Cost (€) indexed to 2022 Reference 
Screening   
Colposcopy 361.5 69 
CIN2 treatment + diagnosis 1578 Supplementary Annex A 
CIN3 treatment + diagnosis 1934 Supplementary Annex A 
Cancers  treatment; death case  
Cervix  10364; 25392 70 
Anus (w) 6478; 24355 ’’ 
Anus (m) 6478; 25262 ’’ 
Oropharynx (w) 7773; 25262 ’’ 
Oropharynx (m) 7773; 25392 ’’ 
Vulva 10364; 21505 ’’ 
Vagina 10364; 21505 ’’ 
Penis 5182; 25262 ’’ 
Anogenital warts   
Treatment per episode 128.7 UMCG (in preparation) 
RRP   
Yearly treatment costs 2579 Supplementary Annex A 

 

Events expected to be prevented by HPV vaccina on were translated into cost savings and life-years 

gained for each specific vaccina on scenario. The number of life-years gained by preven ng cancer 

cases was calculated using cancer survival data collected from the Netherlands Cancer Registry [2], in 

combina on with data on overall survival from the Sta s cs Netherlands database [42]. Future costs 

and effects were discounted by 4% and 1.5% per year, respec vely, according to the Dutch guidelines 

for economic evalua ons [54]. We then computed an incremental cost-effec veness ra o (ICER) for 
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each par cular comparison of 9v rela ve to 2v vaccina on, based on the ra o of discounted 

incremental costs and effects, to assess cost-effec veness in light of the Dutch threshold for 

preven ve interven ons of EUR 20 000 per (quality-adjusted) life-year (LY) gained [54]. 

This study adheres to HPV-FRAME, a quality framework for the repor ng of mathema cal modelling 

evalua ons of HPV-related cancer control [55]. The checklist is reported in Supplementary Annex C. 

Vaccine uptake and efficacy 

Vaccine uptake among boys was set equal to that among girls in all scenarios. In the base-case 

scenario, we assumed 50% uptake in line with the average historic uptake in vaccine-eligible cohorts 

since the introduc on of HPV vaccina on in the Netherlands [4]. As there has been a slight upward 

trend in uptake recently, from 45% in 2019 to 67% in 2022 [56], we also considered a scenario of 70% 

uptake in sensi vity analysis. Vaccine efficacy (VE) against HPV genotypes 16 and 18 in our analysis 

was set to a pooled es mate of 0.98 in per-protocol popula ons of the bivalent and quadrivalent 

vaccine trials with endpoints of HPV16/18-associated CIN2/3 [32]. Although VE es mates for non-

cervical sites are less precise, we conjectured the same type-specific efficacy against HPV-associated 

vaginal, vulvar, anal, penile, and oropharyngeal cancer as against cervical lesions. In addi on, we 

assumed that the 9v vaccine has approximately similar VE against diseases associated with non-

16/18 HPV genotypes as against HPV16/18-associated lesions [57]. In our base-case scenario we 

further assumed life-long protec on and par al cross-protec on for the 2v vaccine against HPV 

genotypes 31, 33 and 45. These are the HR-HPV genotypes against which protec on has been 

consistently demonstrated in trials with the bivalent HPV vaccine [26], as well as in post-vaccina on 

surveillance in the Netherlands [28-31] and beyond [27,58]. We assumed vaccine efficacies of 0.75, 

0.50 and 0.80 against HPV 31, 33 and 45, respec vely,  in the base-case scenario. These efficacies are 

all between the 95% confidence bounds of the various empirical es mates. We also considered 

alterna ve scenarios in sensi vity analysis, with VE assump ons for the HR-HPV genotypes given in 

Table 2. 

Sensi vity analysis 

Apart from vaccine uptake and degree of cross-protec on from 2v vaccina on, we also analysed the 

influence of varying assump ons regarding the degree of protec on for the LR-HPV genotypes, 

waning efficacy and vaccine price differences in the sensi vity analysis. We considered two extreme 

scenarios regarding the LR-HPV genotypes; one in which the LR-HPV genotypes are ignored in the 

analysis, and one in which we assumed complete elimina on of anogenital warts and RRP due to 

herd immunity from 9v vaccina on. Regarding dura on of vaccine protec on, we analysed a waning 

scenario for all non-16/18 HR-HPV genotypes, both for the 9v and for the 2v vaccine, where waning 
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starts at age 20 and the protec on of the vaccine would decrease at a constant rate such that only 

5% of ini al efficacy is le  at age 40. In any case, we assume that efficacy against non-16/18 HR-HPV 

infec ons would be sustained for at least ten years a er vaccina on, in line with recent data on long-

term effec veness of both the 9v and 2v vaccines [59,60]. We applied both one-way and two-way 

sensi vity analyses. 

Furthermore, we also expressed the ICER in terms of incremental cost per quality-adjusted LY (QALY) 

gained, whereby we acknowledged the loss in quality of life from non-lethal condi ons, i.e. CIN2/3 

diagnoses, anogenital warts and RRP. We assumed a QALY loss of 0.035 per precancerous lesion 

detected [61], 0.018 per anogenital warts episode [62] and a QALY loss of 0.105 per RRP pa ent per 

year [63]. Finally, to accommodate interna onal comparisons, we also considered a scenario with 

discoun ng according to interna onal guidelines. Here both costs and effects were discounted by 3% 

per year and the cost-effec veness threshold was adjusted to EUR 50 000 per LY gained, which is 

close to the Dutch GDP per capita. 

 

Table 2. Vaccine efficacies for the high-risk HPV genotypes 

 16 18 31 33 39 45 51 52 58 
Base-case          
2v 0.98 0.98 0.75 0.50  0.80    
9v 0.98 0.98 0.97 0.97  0.97  0.97 0.97 
Sensitivity analysis          
2v no cross-protection 0.98 0.98        
2v increased cross-protection 0.98 0.98 0.88 0.68 0.75 0.82 0.54   

 

The base-case scenario considers values that are consistent with empirical data across a range of settings [26-
31, 58]. In the most conservative scenario, we only assume 2v protection against HPV genotypes 16 and 18. In a 
liberal scenario, we assume cross-protection against all HR-HPV genotypes for which significant protection 
against genotype-specific CIN2+ has been reported in the EMA EPAR documentation of the 2v vaccine [7]. 

 

Results 

Base-case scenario 

In a cohort of 100 000 girls and 100 000 boys, we es mate that a total of 17 310 colposcopies, 8100 

related CIN2/3 diagnoses, 695 cervical cancer cases and 575 other HPV-associated cancers are 

expected without HPV vaccina on. Through the combina on of direct protec on and herd effects, 

HPV vaccina on with the 2v vaccine at 50% coverage already prevents 9105 of these colposcopies, 

4650 related CIN2/3 diagnoses, 520 cervical cancer cases and 450 of the other cancer cases. HPV 
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vaccina on with the 9v vaccine prevents an addi onal 1380 colposcopies, 1090 CIN2/3 diagnoses, 45 

cervical cancer cases and 25 other cases of HPV-associated cancer (Fig. 1). 

For the non-lethal diseases associated with HPV 6 and 11, we es mate approximately 40 000 

anogenital warts episodes and 34 RRP pa ents per cohort of 100 000 girls and 100 000 boys, 

including 8 cases of juvenile onset RRP. These diseases can only be prevented by the 9v vaccine, and 

we es mate that, by the combina on of direct protec on and herd effects, vaccina on with the 9v 

vaccine at 50% coverage prevents 34 000 anogenital warts episodes and 28 RRP pa ents (Fig. 1). 

 

Figure 1: Expected number of events per cohort of 100 000 girls and 100 000 boys 

 

Number of CIN2/3 diagnoses expected (panel A), cervical cancer cases expected (panel B), total number of 
other cancer cases expected (panel C), other cancer cases expected separately (panel D), anogenital warts 
episodes expected (panel E) and number of RRP patients expected (panel F) in case of no vaccination (red), 
vaccination with the 2v vaccine (blue) and vaccination with the 9v vaccine (purple). Panels A-C and E-F show 
the direct effects only and total effects, consisting of direct plus herd protection. Panel D only shows the results 
for direct effects plus herd effects. Boxplots display median and interquartile range of predictions, with 
whiskers denoting the 95% credible intervals. 
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The health and economic effects of HPV vaccina on follow from the expected number of events 

prevented. At 50% coverage, sex-neutral vaccina on with the 2v vaccine gains 6.1 thousand life-years 

(3.2 thousand discounted) per 100 000 girls and 100 000 boys, and saves a total of EUR 25.6 million 

(EUR 5.9 million discounted) through preven on of colposcopies, CIN2/3 diagnoses and HPV-related 

cancer cases. Vaccina on with the 9v vaccine provides an addi onal gain of 407 life-years (214 

discounted) and addi onal savings of EUR 8.3 million (EUR 2.9 million discounted), mainly through 

preven on of warts and RRP and improved protec on against CIN2/3. Figure 2 shows the total costs 

and life-years saved by HPV vaccina on, either with the 9v or 2v vaccine, broken down by type of 

HPV-associated disease. Most undiscounted costs are saved because of preven on of cervical cancer, 

but if costs are discounted at 4% annually, savings are highest because of preven on of  CIN2/3. 

 

Figure 2: Expected health and economic effects per cohort of 100 000 girls and 100 000 boys 

 

Total health and economic effects of HPV vaccination with 2v vaccine (blue) or 9v vaccine (purple), either not 
discounted (left) or discounted (right). Boxplots display median and interquartile range of predictions, with 
whiskers denoting the 95% credible intervals. 
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The ICER of 9v versus 2v vaccina on at annual discount rates of 1.5% for effects and 4% for costs is 

EUR 2048 (95% CI:  716 to 3141) per LY gained, which is far below the local cost-effec veness 

threshold for preven ve interven ons of EUR 20 000 per LY gained. 

Sensi vity analysis  

The 9v vaccine remained cost-effec ve compared to the 2v vaccine in almost all scenarios 

inves gated in our sensi vity analysis. Figure 3 summarizes the results of all the one-way sensi vity 

analyses, displaying the ICER of 9v versus 2v vaccina on under varying assump ons. Each scenario 

should be considered in comparison to the base-case scenario, displayed at the top of Figure 3 as a 

reference. The cost-effec veness threshold of EUR 20 000 per LY gained is displayed by the ver cal 

dashed line. All scenarios with an ICER to the le  of this line support the conclusion that the 9v 

vaccine is cost-effec ve compared to the 2v vaccine. The results of two-way sensi vity analyses are 

presented to the extent that the combina on of scenarios led to qualita vely different assessments 

of cost-effec veness as compared to one-way analyses. 

Ignoring LR-HPV genotypes 6 and 11 in the analysis increases the ICER of 9v versus 2v vaccina on, 

while assuming complete elimina on of genotypes 6 and 11 at 50% vaccina on coverage lowers the 

ICER. In both scenarios, however, the ICER remains below the threshold of EUR 20 000 per LY gained. 

The same holds for increasing or ignoring the degree of cross-protec on for the 2v vaccine. The 

former scenario increases the ICER but the ICER s ll lies below the threshold, while the la er 

scenario is in favor of the 9v vaccine and would even lead to a cost saving interven on. Increased 

cross-protec on from 2v vaccina on would only result in an ICER above the threshold when the cost 

savings from preven ng LR-HPV genotypes are also ignored (Fig. 3). 

Including QALYs to the analysis increases the health benefits and results in a lower ICER compared to 

the base-case scenario. Increasing the vaccina on coverage to 70% is in favor of the 2v vaccine, 

because vaccina on becomes more expensive and the scope for herd effects becomes smaller. 

However, the ICER s ll remains below the threshold, unless LR-HPV genotypes are ignored or one 

assumes increased cross-protec on from 2v vaccina on. Decreasing the price difference between 

the 9v and the 2v vaccine by EUR 10 for a fully vaccinated individual (2-dose schedule) results in a 

cost saving interven on. Increasing the price difference by EUR 10 is in favor of the 2v vaccine, but 

the ICER s ll remains below the threshold, unless one also assumes increased cross-protec on for 

the 2v vaccine. The 9v vaccine is no longer cost-effec ve compared to the 2v vaccine under the 

scenario of waning efficacy from age 20 for all non-16/18 HPV genotypes with either vaccine, except 

when one ignores cross-protec ve efficacy for the 2v vaccine. 
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Figure 3: Incremental cost-effectiveness ratio (ICER) by scenario in sensitivity analysis  

 

 

ICERs of 9v- vs 2v HPV vaccination for different scenarios with respect to low-risk (LR) HPV genotypes, cross-
protection from the 2v vaccine, inclusion of quality-adjusted life-years (QALYs), vaccine uptake, expected price 
differences between the 9v and 2v vaccines, and waning efficacy for non-16/18 high-risk genotypes. The light-
grey vertical line corresponds to an ICER equal to zero. The cost-effectiveness threshold of €20 000 is displayed 
by the dashed vertical line. Boxplots display median and interquartile range of predictions, with whiskers 
denoting the 95% credible intervals. 

 

Our conclusions remain similar under the interna onal discoun ng of 3% for both costs and effects 

with the corresponding cost-effec veness threshold of EUR 50 000 per LY gained (see Supplementary 

Annex B). 

 

Discussion 

In this study, we compared the projected health and economic effects of HPV vaccina on in the 

Dutch na onal immuniza on program under either 9v or 2v vaccina on. Our results suggest that 

using the 9v instead of the 2v vaccine is likely to be cost-effec ve according to criteria for preven ve 

interven ons in the Netherlands. 
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In our base-case scenario, assuming 50% vaccine uptake at age 10 and life-long protec on against 

vaccine-targeted and cross-protected HPV types, 9v versus 2v vaccina on has a favourable cost-

effec veness ra o of EUR 2048 per LY gained at an addi onal vaccina on cost of EUR 35 per 

vaccinated individual. The favourable cost-effec veness profile of 9v versus 2v vaccina on was 

retained with realis c increases in vaccina on coverage and costs. However, cost-effec veness is less 

clear when the 2v vaccine provides life-long cross-protec on against a broad range of HR-HPV 

genotypes, or when efficacy against non-16/18 HR-HPV genotypes would start to decline 10 years 

a er vaccina on with either vaccine. Conversely, if cross-protec on was not obtained by 2v 

vaccina on, the switch to 9v vaccina on would even be cost-saving. 

Our analysis pinpoints to the importance of durable cross-protec on when assessing the incremental 

merit of 9v versus 2v HPV vaccina on. Precise es mates of cross-protec ve efficacy are s ll 

uncertain, and seem to vary by se ng. The specific values that we used are consistent with empirical 

data across a range of se ngs [26-31,58]. We could have considered more varia on in cross-

protec on against HPV 31, 33 and 45, but instead we chose to explore two extreme scenarios in 

sensi vity analysis: one without any cross-protec on to non-16/18 HPV types, and one in which 

cross-protec on extends to HR-HPV genotypes other than HPV 31, 33 and 45. In the la er scenario, 

we included cross-protec on to HPV 35, 39 and 51 because the EMA has documented significant 

cross-protec on for the 2v vaccine against CIN2/3 a ributed to these genotypes [7]. Cross-protec on 

against (persistent) infec on with these types (except HPV 51) has been confirmed in post-vaccine 

surveillance in the Netherlands [28-31]. Phylogene c analyses suggest that cross-protec on from the 

2v vaccine might also extend to HPV 52 and 58 [29], but this was not included in our projec ons. We 

do not feel that a scenario of no cross-protec on is relevant for the Netherlands in light of context-

specific data, but results under this scenario highlight the importance of cross-protec ve efficacy and 

also make our results comparable to other studies. 

Dynamic modelling studies that did not account for cross-protec on invariably concluded that 9v 

vaccina on would be cost-effec ve or even cost-saving rela ve to 2v vaccina on, both in girls-only 

and in sex-neutral vaccina on programs [12,13,17,18,23,24]. In dynamic modelling studies that did 

allow for cross-protec on, conclusions were less straigh orward [11,14-16,19]. However, most of 

these only looked at cervical disease outcomes [11,14-16], and did not consider addi onal gains from 

preven ng non-cervical cancers, warts and papillomatosis. Including non-cervical disease outcomes 

likely would have resulted in more favourable assessments of 9v versus 2v vaccina on [64], yet 

health authori es decided to disregard these gains because of the strong imbalance in health gains 

between cancers and anogenital warts, with warts being much more prevalent than cancers but 

leading to only a small loss in health per individual. However, we did incorporate all cost savings from 
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the addi onal preven on of warts and papillomatosis by 9v vaccina on. Leaving these out s ll gave a 

favourable cost-effec veness ra o at 50% vaccina on coverage, but no longer at 70% vaccina on 

coverage. While it might be defendable to ignore non-lethal condi ons in health evalua on of HPV 

vaccina on programs, we feel that direct medical savings that follow from an interven on should be 

included in economic evalua ons from a healthcare payer or societal perspec ve. 

Our analysis considered the benefit of broadening protec on against HR-HPV types in the context of 

cervical screening via primary HR-HPV tes ng. This is important, because the switch to HPV-based 

screening in the Netherlands as of 2017 has resulted in substan al increases in gynaecologic referral 

and colposcopy rates, and in the number of CIN2/3 diagnoses [65]. As the share of non-16/18 HPV 

types in screen-posi ves and precancerous lesions is much higher than in cervical cancer [8], the 

expanded protec on offered by 9v vaccina on should yield considerable savings in HPV-based 

screening. Indeed, we found that the incremental cost savings from broader protec on against HR-

HPV types were driven by the extra preven on of colposcopies and CIN2/3 treatment rather than by 

the extra preven on of cancers. In absolute terms, the discounted cost savings through HPV-based 

screening would even surpass those from preven ng warts and papillomatosis in a sex-neutral 9v 

vaccina on program. It remains to be determined whether HPV-based screening at five-year intervals 

is viable in cohorts eligible for 9v vaccina on. 

So far, only one other dynamic modelling study has made a direct comparison between the 2v and 9v 

vaccines in the se ng of sex-neutral HPV vaccina on, with considera on of all HPV-related diseases 

and outcomes in HPV-based screening for cervical cancer [19]. In this study, situated in Norway, the 

inves gators considered cross-protec ve efficacy from the 2v vaccine against HPV 31, 33, and 45, 

with base-case assump ons comparable to ours. However, whereas the protec on afforded by the 

9v vaccine was assumed to be life-long, cross-protec on was invariably assumed to wane at rates 

between 10-30% per year. In such a fast-waning scenario, only 3-33% of ini al cross-protec ve 

efficacy would persist at age 20 when the vaccine is given at age 10, which is clearly at odds with 

observa ons of sustained cross-protec ve efficacy for at least ten years a er 2v vaccina on in the 

Netherlands [28,31]. Of note, the 9v HPV vaccine has also demonstrated sustained immunogenicity 

and effec veness through 10 years post-vaccina on in preadolescence [60]. For this reason, we only 

considered scenarios of waning efficacy star ng from age 20, i.e. 10 years a er vaccina on. 

Our data-driven approach deviates somewhat from other dynamic modelling studies that aimed to 

project the long-term impact of HPV vaccina on, including our own as regards the Dutch se ng [66]. 

The main difference with our previously employed hybrid modelling framework is that we did not 

use a microsimula on model for carcinogenesis to project outcomes on HPV-based screening and 
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HPV-related cancers. The differen al impact of 9v and 2v vaccina on on HR-HPV genotypes is driven 

by types, notably HPV 52 and 58, for which a detailed specifica on in terms of natural disease 

progression is s ll challenging. We are compara vely much more certain about their specific 

a ribu ons to CIN2/3 and cancer, and therefore devised a work-around that relied on projec ons of 

type-specific risk reduc ons onto the expected CIN2/3 and cancer diagnoses a ributed to these 

genotypes. In doing so, we used well-grounded sta s cal methods for es ma ng genotype 

a ribu ons in precancerous lesions [8], and for es ma ng the period from HPV infec on to cancer 

diagnosis [67]. 

This study has some notable limita ons. First, our analysis relied on recent popula on-level data but 

ignored the upward trend in the HPV-related burden of disease over the past decades [3]. If this 

trend would con nue in the absence of HPV vaccina on, our es mates of HPV vaccina on impact 

are likely on the conserva ve side, and the same holds for the incremental benefit of 9v as compared 

to 2v vaccina on. Second, we projected the popula on effects from a heterosexual HPV transmission 

model, and did not account for the clustering of HPV infec ons and HPV-related cancers in men who 

have sex with men (MSM). On the basis of a recently developed model for homosexual transmission 

of HPV 16, we concluded that the popula on effects among MSM from vaccina ng boys in 

preadolescence are comparable to those es mated from heterosexual transmission models [68]. 

Third, in the absence of a calibrated transmission model for HPV 6 and 11, we made a conserva ve 

assump on as regards the herd effects to the LR-HPV genotypes covered by the 9v vaccine, and 

considered an extreme scenario wherein the LR-HPV genotypes would be eliminated in sensi vity 

analysis. Finally, the cost savings in HPV-based screening are slightly underes mated, because we did 

not account for a possible reduc on in the need for cytological/repeat tes ng due to lower HPV-

posi vity at screening. Even so, the cost savings in HPV-based screening will mainly be determined by 

the reduc on in colposcopy referrals and CIN2/3 diagnoses, which are captured accordingly. 

In conclusion, sex-neutral vaccina on with the 9v vaccine is likely to be cost-effec ve compared to 

the 2v vaccine within the na onal immuniza on program of the Netherlands. The ra o of discounted 

incremental costs and effects was driven by savings from LR-HPV preven on under 9v vaccina on, 

but whether this ra o remained below the Dutch cost-effec veness threshold was mainly 

determined by the presumed breadth and dura on of protec on afforded by the 2v vaccine. It is 

therefore advisable to reconsider the rela ve benefit of the 9v vaccine once new data on long-term 

effec veness of 2v vaccina on become available. The influx of HPV-vaccinated birth cohorts in the 

Dutch cervical screening program will provide unique insights in this respect, that can be used to 

update projec ons on the impact and cost-effec veness of HPV vaccina on in the near future. 
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