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Objectives

Value frameworks are a new and emerging field in the United States (US). Since their introduction, the
utility of value frameworks has been the subject of much online debate. We aimed to explore online
discussions and opinions on five existing value frameworks.

Methods

A pragmatic literature review was conducted in Google using search terms for the Institute for Clinical and
Economic Review (ICER), American Society of Clinical Oncology (ASCO), Memorial Sloan Kettering Cancer
Center DrugAbacus (MSKCC), and National Comprehensive Cancer Network (NCCN) frameworks and the
National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE) in the United Kingdom (UK). The first 60 results
for each term were screened against inclusion criteria. Eligible records included journal articles, blogs and
open letters. Independent opinions were extracted for analysis and classified as positive/negative/neutral.

Results

A total of 67 records were included, providing 252 opinions for analysis. ICER was the most frequently
discussed framework (50% of all opinions), yet 82% of comments on ICER were negative. Commonly
cited criticisms included lack of transparency and reproducibility of economic models and need for
more patient-centered evidence. The majority of negative comments were from patient representatives,
clinicians and pharmaceutical companies. NICE, ASCO and MSKCC had 62%, 58% and 50% negative
opinions, respectively. The NCCN framework had the highest percentage of positive opinions (76%)
related to being of significant value to physicians, transparent for patients and affiliated with
outstanding research.

Conclusions

ICER was the most discussed framework, but had the most negative comments, possibly due to ICER’s call
for feedback in July 2016. NCCN appeared to be the most positively received framework. Despite NICE
being an established framework in the UK, the majority of opinions were negative. Our results demonstrate
the controversy surrounding the use of value frameworks. Addressing transparency and methodology issues
may improve stakeholder opinion. Limitations of this study include use of Google only and subjective
opinion selection.
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