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ABSTRACT 26 

Objective: To investigate the cost-effectiveness of accelerated partner therapy (APT) compared with 27 

standard contact tracing for people with sexually transmitted chlamydia infection in the United 28 

Kingdom 29 

Design: Economic evaluation using a model consisting of two components: a population-based 30 

chlamydia transmission component, to estimate the impact of APT on chlamydia prevalence, and an 31 

economic component, to estimate the impact of APT on healthcare costs and health outcomes. 32 

Setting: United Kingdom 33 

Participants: Hypothetical heterosexual population of 50,000 men and 50,000 women aged 16-34 34 

years.  35 

Main Outcome Measures: Cost-effectiveness based on quality-adjusted life years (QALYs) gained and 36 

major outcomes averted (MOA), defined as mild pelvic inflammatory disease (PID), severe PID, chronic 37 

pelvic pain, ectopic pregnancy, tubal factor infertility and epididymitis. 38 

Results: For a model population of 50,000 men and 50,000 women and an APT intervention lasting 5 39 

years, the intervention cost of APT (£135,201) is greater than the intervention cost of standard contact 40 

tracing (£116,334). When the costs of complications arising from chlamydia are considered, the total 41 

cost of APT (£370,657) is lower than standard contact tracing (£379,597). Thus, APT yields a total cost 42 

saving of approximately £9000 and leads to 73 fewer major outcomes and 21 fewer QALYs lost. Hence, 43 

APT is the dominant PN strategy. APT remained cost-effective across the full range of sensitivity 44 

analyses.  45 

Conclusions: Based on cost-effectiveness grounds APT is likely to be recommended as an alternative 46 

to standard contact tracing for chlamydia infection in the United Kingdom   47 
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INTRODUCTION  57 

Sexually transmitted infections (STIs) are a major public health concern and impose a considerable 58 

economic burden to healthcare systems such as the UK’s National Health Service (NHS).1 Chlamydia 59 

infection is the most commonly reported STI in Britain,2-4 with 229,411 diagnosed cases in England in 60 

2019.4 Treatment and prevention of chlamydia infection is important since untreated infection can 61 

progress to long-term complications such as pelvic inflammatory disease (PID), tubal factor infertility 62 

(TFI), ectopic pregnancy and chronic pelvic pain in women and epididymitis in men.5 However, most 63 

chlamydia infections are asymptomatic and remain undiagnosed.6 The economic burden of chlamydia 64 

infection to the NHS, which is largely attributed to such complications, is estimated at £100 million.1 65 

Contact tracing, also referred to as partner notification (PN) is a key element of STI control and involves 66 

identifying, testing and treating the sexual partner(s) of individuals with an STI (index patients).7 67 

Contact tracing is beneficial to both index patients and their partner(s), and potentially decreases 68 

onward transmission within sexual networks and wider populations and reduces reinfection of the 69 

index patient from sexual intercourse with an untreated partner.8 For chlamydia infection, contact 70 

tracing in the UK is typically enhanced patient referral in which a healthcare professional (HCP) advises 71 

the index patient to inform their sexual partner(s) of the need for testing and treatment and to refer 72 

them to a sexual health service, supplemented with written or website information (hereinafter 73 

referred to as standard contact tracing).7 Despite substantial resources involved in chlamydia control 74 

programmes, these services are performing below expectations.9,10 Evidence from the National 75 

Chlamydia Screening Programme (NCSP) showed that contact tracing uptake (the number of contacts 76 

per index case who were reported as having attended a sexual health service within four working 77 

weeks of the date of the contact tracing consultation) decreased from 0.53 in 2016 to 0.42 in 2017 78 

and was below the standard of 0.6.11 79 

Studies suggest that expedited partner therapy (EPT), in which the index patient is given antibiotics or 80 

a prescription for their sexual partner(s), could be more effective than standard contact tracing and 81 

has been widely adopted in the USA.10 12 13 However, EPT does not comply with UK prescribing 82 

guidance,14. We previously developed accelerated partner therapy (APT), a UK-compliant adaption of 83 

EPT. In APT a health care professional (HCP) performs a telephone consultation with the sexual 84 

partner(s) in private during the index patient’s clinic attendance.7 If medically safe, the index patient 85 

receives an APT pack, containing antibiotics and self-sampling kits for STIs and HIV to deliver to their 86 

sexual partner(s), or the clinic will post the APT pack to the sexual partner(s).7 87 

We conducted the Limiting Undetected Sexually Transmitted infections to RedUce Morbidity 88 

(LUSTRUM) Programme to determine the effectiveness of APT in improving sexual health outcomes 89 
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in heterosexual men and women. Within the programme, we conducted a cross-over cluster 90 

randomised controlled trial (RCT) to compare standard contact tracing for chlamydia infection with 91 

APT offered as an additional optional contact tracing method.7 The RCT and cost-consequence analysis 92 

(CCA) conducted alongside the trial are reported in detail elsewhere.15 We conducted the within-trial 93 

economic evaluation as a CCA as the trial outcome, cases of chlamydia reinfection avoided, is an 94 

intermediate outcome that cannot be used to assess the impact of APT on long term consequences 95 

(PID, TFI, ectopic pregnancy, chronic pelvic pain and epididymitis) and their associated costs.16 Thus, 96 

to better understand the results from the trial and the long-term effects of APT at the population level, 97 

we developed a novel deterministic, population-based chlamydia transmission model including the 98 

process of contact tracing.17 We incorporated the transmission dynamic model output into an 99 

economic analysis to estimate the healthcare costs and health outcomes associated with APT and 100 

standard contact tracing. 101 

This paper reports the results of the model-informed economic evaluation which compares the cost-102 

effectiveness of APT with standard contact tracing for chlamydia infection. The analysis, which was 103 

carried out from an NHS perspective, was based on two outcome measures: cost per major outcomes 104 

averted (MOA), which we defined as cases of mild PID, severe PID, ectopic pregnancy, TFI and chronic 105 

pelvic pain in women, and epididymitis in men; and cost per quality-adjusted life-year (QALY) gained.  106 

METHODS 107 

We developed a model to estimate the cost-effectiveness of APT compared with standard contact 108 

tracing. Briefly, the model consisted of a transmission dynamic component, required to estimate the 109 

impact of APT on chlamydia prevalence, and an economic component, used to estimate the impact of 110 

APT on healthcare costs and health outcomes. The analysis was carried out from the perspective of 111 

the UK NHS. The outcome measures examined were cost per MOA and cost per QALY gained. We 112 

therefore present our results in terms of the incremental cost effectiveness ratio (ICER), namely the 113 

additional cost per MOA and additional cost per QALY gained.  114 

TRANSMISSION DYNAMIC MODEL  115 

We used a deterministic population-based transmission model including a dedicated contact tracing 116 

module to estimate the effects of APT on chlamydia prevalence compared with standard contact 117 

tracing in Britain. This model has been described in detail elsewhere.17 Briefly, the model considered 118 

a hypothetical population aged 16-34 and was calibrated to sexual behaviour data between people of 119 

the opposite-sex and chlamydia prevalence data reported by 3,671 participants in Britain’s third 120 

National Survey of Sexual Attitudes and Lifestyles (Natsal-3, 2010–2012) using Approximate Bayesian 121 
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Computation (ABC). We simulated the effects of APT on chlamydia transmission by increasing the 122 

number of treated partners from current levels by 5%, 10%, 15%, 20%, 25% and 30% respectively.17 123 

Based on findings from an exploratory trial of APT, 18 our base-case scenario assumed that APT would 124 

increase the number of treated partners from current levels by 25%.18 The transmission dynamic 125 

model predicted that 25% increase in the number of treated partners would reduce chlamydia 126 

prevalence by 18% (95% CrI: 5-44%) in both men and women within 5 years.17 127 

ECONOMIC MODEL  128 

We constructed a spreadsheet-based economic model in Microsoft Excel to estimate the number of 129 

complications arising from chlamydia infection and their associated healthcare costs and 130 

QALYs, and the costs of contact tracing for a hypothetical population of 50,000 men and 131 

50,000 women aged 16-34 after 5 years of APT and standard contact tracing interventions. 132 

Figure 1 below displays a flowchart of the complications we considered in this analysis: mild 133 

PID, severe PID, TFI, ectopic pregnancy and chronic pelvic pain in women, and epididymitis in 134 

men.  135 

 136 

 137 

 138 

Fig. 1 – Flowchart of complications arising from chlamydia infection 139 

For each contact tracing strategy, we used the average output from 1000 simulations of the 140 

transmission dynamic model as the base-case to quantify the annual number of index patient (both 141 

those notifying and not notifying partners), partners notified (and treated) and incident chlamydia 142 

infections within 5 years. We subsequently derived the number of cases of epididymitis in men and 143 

PID in women for the stipulated population from the annual number of incident asymptomatic 144 

chlamydia infections. We modelled only symptomatic PID as evidence suggests the likelihood of 145 

further complications is related to PID symptoms.19 We included both mild PID and severe PID in the 146 
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model: we assumed that 90% of cases were mild, hence were treated in primary care, and 10% of 147 

cases were severe and required hospitalisation.1 20 We subsequently estimated the number of cases 148 

of TFI, ectopic pregnancy and from the modelled cases of PID. We made a simplifying assumption 149 

wherein all women considered future pregnancy, thus could experience TFI or ectopic pregnancy. We 150 

explored the impact of this assumption in the sensitivity analysis.  151 

Based on these data, we estimated the averted complications (MOAs) from APT compared to standard 152 

contact tracing. We additionally incorporated health-state utility values (HSUVs) to estimate QALYs 153 

gained. The model analysed the effects of an APT intervention lasting for 5 years compared with 154 

standard contact tracing. The time-horizon of the model was 27 years in order to analyse the impact 155 

of long-term complications in women (TFI, ectopic pregnancy and chronic pelvic pain).  156 

Probabilities  157 

Table 1 shows the probabilities we applied to the economic model to estimate the number of cases 158 

of PID and epididymitis progressing from chlamydia infection, and cases of TFI, ectopic pregnancy and 159 

chronic pelvic pain arising from PID. We sourced the base-case probabilities from published studies 160 

that identified through a review of the literature. We conducted deterministic sensitivity analyses 161 

(DSAs) to explore the effect of varying the respective probabilities within an identified range. 162 

Table 1 – Probabilities applied to the economic model 163 

Complication Probability Range  Applied to Source(s) 

PID 0.100 0.02-0.25 Asymptomatic chlamydia 
infection (women) 

1,21 22,23,24 

→ Severe PID 0.100 0.1-0.25 PID Assumption based on 1 20 

→ Mild PID 0.900 0.75-0.9 PID Assumption based on 1 20 

Ectopic pregnancy 0.04 0.02-0.10 PID 19 25-28 

TFI 0.09 0.05-0.23 PID 25,26-28 

Chronic pelvic pain 0.12 0.05 – 0.20 PID 19,25,26,27  

Epididymitis 0.02 0.01 – 0.04 Asymptomatic chlamydia 
infection (men) 

21,29 

 164 

Costs and resource use 165 

Table 2 below describes the key costs applied in the economic model. The model included two cost 166 

components: the direct costs of the alternative contact tracing strategies and costs of complications 167 

arising from chlamydia infection. We derived unit costs from standard data sources, other published 168 
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sources and the LUSTRUM Programme. All costs sourced are reported in pounds (£) sterling for the 169 

2019/20 price year having been appropriated inflated if necessary. We applied weighted averages 170 

where appropriate. We applied the recommended discount rate of 3.5% to future costs and 171 

outcomes.30 We provide an explanation of how key costs were calculated and assumed resource use 172 

for each contact tracing strategy and complication in the Appendix.  173 

Table 2 – Key costs within the economic model 174 

Item Unit Cost  Source(s) 

Contract tracing costs 

APT index patient (notifying partner) £32.09 31,32 

APT index patient (not notifying 
partner) 

£22.43 31,32 

APT sex partner £36.17 15 31,32 

Standard contact tracing index 
patient 

£22.43 31,32 

Standard contact tracing sex partner £38.46 15,31,32 

Complications  

Mild PID £123.15 31 32,33,34 

Severe PID £1366.81 31 32,33,35 

Ectopic pregnancy £1740.29 31 32,33,34,36 

TFI £3639.06 31,33,37,38 

Chronic pelvic pain £652.26 31,33  

Epididymitis £187.75 39 

 175 

Outcomes  176 

We examined two outcomes: the number of major outcomes averted (MOA) and quality adjusted life 177 

years (QALYs) gained. We defined major outcomes as cases of mild PID, severe PID, TFI, ectopic 178 

pregnancy and chronic pelvic pain in women and epididymitis in men. We assessed QALY loss solely 179 

for the aforementioned complications, hence, we did not consider the impact of acute chlamydia 180 

infection on quality of life. 181 

The HSUVs we used to inform the QALYs are detailed in Table 3 below.40 We previously elicited the 182 

HSUVs for mild PID, severe PID, TFI, ectopic pregnancy and chronic pelvic pain from first principles 183 
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using appropriate conventional and chained time trade-off (TTO) techniques.40 They pertain to health 184 

states resulting from initial chlamydia infection and are applicable to the UK general population.40 No 185 

equivalent primary study was conducted for male chlamydia health states, hence we used a previously 186 

published HSUV for epididymitis. We additionally utilised health state durations from previously 187 

published studies for all complications. We explored the impact of both applying previously published 188 

HSUVs for the female complications and varying the health state durations within an identified range 189 

using DSAs. We provide further details on the variations applied in the Appendix. 190 

Table 3 – Health state utility values and durations applied to the economic model 191 

Complication HSUV Duration (years) Source(s) 

Mild PID 0.74 0.0274 41 

Severe PID 0.76 0.0329 41 

Ectopic pregnancy 0.46 0.0767 25,42,39,43,44 

TFI 0.54 10 21,41,45 

Chronic pelvic pain 0.4 5 25,41,42,44 

Epididymitis 0.9 0.0301 39 

 192 

Assumptions 193 

We employed several simplifying assumptions to develop a workable model. These are described 194 

below: 195 

• In the base-case analysis we assumed that APT increases the number of partners treated from 196 

current levels by 25%. 197 

• We assumed that mild PID, severe PID and epididymitis occurred within the year of initial 198 

chlamydia infection.46 199 

• We assumed that chronic pelvic pain was occurred within 5 years of chlamydia infection.46 200 

• We assumed that ectopic pregnancy and the impact of tubal factor infertility occurred 11 and 12 201 

years after initial chlamydia infection respectively. The basis for such assumptions is that the mean 202 

age of individuals in the transmission model was 19,17 and the mean age of the mother in the UK 203 

was reported to be 30 years old.41 We assumed that the impact of TFI occurred after 12 months 204 

of not becoming pregnant without the use of contraception, thus, TFI modelled to occur one year 205 

later than ectopic pregnancy. 206 

• In the base-case analysis we assumed that 10% of PID is mild (treated in primary care) and 90% of 207 

PID is severe (required hospitalisation). 1 20  208 
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• We assumed that the effects of previous or repeated chlamydia infection and PID do not modify 209 

the probability of a woman experiencing further complications. 210 

• We assumed that no complications were incurred during treatment of chlamydia sequalae. 211 

• In the base-case analysis we assumed that that all women considered future pregnancy and that 212 

all women experiencing TFI underwent one cycle of in vitro fertilisation (IVF). 213 

 214 

Analysis 215 

We conducted a cost-effectiveness analysis (CEA) and a cost-utility analysis (CUA) from the perspective 216 

of the NHS estimate incremental cost-effectiveness ratios (ICERs). We calculated an ICER as the 217 

difference in costs divided by the difference in MOAs/QALYs of the two PN strategies, and present 218 

results in terms of the additional cost per MOA and additional cost per QALY gained. For the CUA, we 219 

considered the cost-effectiveness of APT in relation to the NICE recommended threshold of £20,000 - 220 

£30,000 per QALY gained.  221 

We used sensitivity analyses to explore uncertainty in the model. We undertook a series of one-222 

way/multi-way DSAs to examine the impact of varying key parameters and the assumptions employed 223 

by the economic model. These included individually and simultaneously varying all transmission 224 

probabilities to upper and lower bounds of the identified range and reducing the APT sex partner 225 

consultation time to 6.2 minutes (the mean consultation duration observed in the RCT). The full range 226 

of DSAs conducted are reported in the Appendix. 227 

We subsequently conducted scenario analyses where we lowered the increase in the number of 228 

partners treated from current levels by APT to 15% and 5% respectively to explore additional scenarios 229 

of the impact of APT on contact tracing.  230 

We also conducted probabilistic sensitivity analysis (PSA) to assess parameter uncertainty. Where 231 

possible, we assigned distributions to probabilities, HSUVs, and costs within the model. We attached 232 

beta distributions were attached to probabilities and HSUVs, and gamma distributions to attached to 233 

costs. We used the output from 1000 runs of each year of the transmission dynamic model in the 234 

economic model to compute corresponding Monte Carlo simulations, and generated mean cost and 235 

effectiveness estimates by simultaneously varying all relevant economic parameters. We used these 236 

estimates jointly to form an empirical distribution of the differences in both the cost and effectiveness 237 

of interventions. We subsequently generated cost-effectiveness acceptability curves (CEACs) to depict 238 

the probabilities that APT is a cost-effective strategy for chlamydia contact tracing compared with 239 

standard contact tracing across a range of values representing the decision maker’s willingness to pay 240 

(WTP) for an additional benefit. 241 
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Results 242 

Base-case results 243 

The results of the base-case analysis are shown in Table 4. In a model population of 50,000 men and 244 

50,000 women aged between 16-34, the intervention cost of APT was £135,201 whilst the 245 

intervention cost of standard contact tracing was £116,334. When the costs of complications arising 246 

from chlamydia infection were accounted for the total cost of APT was £370,657 whilst the total cost 247 

of standard contact tracing was £379,597. Thus, APT resulted in a total cost saving of £8940. The base-248 

case analysis showed there were 518 major outcomes and 181 QALYs lost from 5 years of APT 249 

compared to 591 major outcomes and 202 QALYs lost for standard contact tracing over the same 250 

duration. Hence, the results suggest APT is a dominant strategy compared to standard contact tracing 251 

(i.e., cost-saving and more effective). 252 

Table 4. Base-case results  253 

Contact 
Tracing 

Approach 

Intervention Cost 
(£) 

Total Cost 
(£) 

MOs QALYs lost ICER/MOA 
(£) 

ICER/ QALY 
gained (£) 

APT 135,201 370,657 518 181 Dominant Dominant 

Standard 
Contact 
Tracing 

116,334 379,597 591 202 - - 

Note: Costs, MOs and QALYs lost are rounded in the table for presentation. Dominant indicates that strategy is more effective and cost-saving. 

 254 

Deterministic sensitivity analysis 255 

We conducted numerous DSAs to examine the impact of varying key parameters and assumptions 256 

employed by the model. For the sake of brevity, only the variations that made a substantial difference 257 

to the base-case result (progression to PID reduced to 2% and progression to all complications 258 

simultaneously reduced to the lowest probabilities in the identified range) are shown in Table 5.  259 

When we reduced the probability of progression to PID to 2% the total cost of APT decreased to 260 

£191,040 whilst the total cost of standard contact tracing decreased to £178,862. Hence, the 261 

additional costs of complications arising from chlamydia infection under standard contact tracing no 262 

longer exceeded the additional intervention cost for APT. Although APT was no longer cost-saving it 263 

still led to fewer major outcomes and QALYs lost. The resultant ICER in terms of QALYs (£2797 per 264 

QALY gained) is below the benchmark threshold value of £20,000 per QALY suggesting APT is a cost-265 

effective alternative.   266 

Similarly, when we simultaneously reduced the probabilities of progression to all complications to the 267 

lower bounds of the identified range, the total cost of APT (£173,375) exceeded the total cost of 268 
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standard contact tracing (£159,058). However, APT led to fewer major outcomes and QALYs lost. The 269 

resultant ICER (£6639 per QALY gained) remained below the benchmark threshold value, suggesting 270 

that APT is cost-effective.  271 

Table 5. Key deterministic sensitivity analysis results 272 

All complications reduced to lowest probability in range (PID = 2%, TFI = 5%, ectopic pregnancy = 2%, 

chronic pelvic pain = 5%, epididymitis = 1%) 

PN Approach Intervention 

Cost (£) 

Total 

Cost (£) 

MOs QALYs lost ICER/MOA (£) ICER/ QALY 

gained (£) 

APT 135,201 173,375 113 18 977 6639 

Standard 

Contact Tracing 
116,334 159,058 128 20 - - 

PID progression reduced to 2% 

PN Approach Intervention 

Cost (£) 

Total 

Cost (£) 

MOs QALYs lost ICER/MOA 

(£) 

ICER/ 

QALY gained (£) 

APT 135,201 191,040 149 37 593 2797 

Standard 

Contact Tracing 
116,334 178,862 169 41 - - 

Note: Costs, MOs, QALYs lost and ICERs are rounded in the table for presentation.  

 273 

Scenario Analysis 274 

The results of the scenario analyses in which we lowered the increase in the number of partners 275 

treated by APT to 15% and 5% respectively are shown in Table 6. Under both scenarios the total cost 276 

of APT (£380,157 (15%) and £386,426 (5%)) was greater than the total cost of standard contact tracing 277 

(£379,597) whilst APT led to fewer MOs (542 (15%) and 567 (5%)) and QALYs lost (189 (15%) and 197 278 

(5%)) than standard contact tracing (591 MOs and 202 QALYs). The resultant ICERs in terms of QALYs 279 

(£43/QALY gained (15%) and £1050/QALY gained (5%)) suggest APT is a cost-effective alternative to 280 

standard contact tracing.   281 

Table 6. Scenario analysis results 282 

APT increases the number of partners treated from current levels by 15%  

PN Approach Intervention 
Cost (£) 

Total 
Cost (£) 

MOs QALYs lost ICER/MOA (£) ICER/ QALY 
gained (£) 

APT 132,590 380,157 542 189 11 43 

Standard 
Contact 
Tracing 

116,334 379,597 591 202 - - 

APT increases the number of partners treated from current levels by 5%  

PN Approach Intervention 
Cost (£) 

Total 
Cost (£) 

MOs QALYs lost ICER/MOA (£) ICER/ QALY 
gained (£) 
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APT 128,803 386,426 567 197 278 1050 

Standard 
Contact 
Tracing 

116,334 379,597 591 202 - - 

Note: Costs, MOs, QALYs lost and ICERs are rounded in the table for presentation. 

 283 

Probabilistic sensitivity analysis 284 

Figure 2 presents the CEAC between APT and standard contact tracing. The CEAC examines the 285 

probability that the PN strategies are cost-effective, compared with the alternative, for a range of 286 

values of the maximum acceptable ceiling ratio.47 For any possible willingness-to-pay (WTP), the 287 

height of each curve indicates the proportion of model replications at which the PN strategy is cost-288 

effective. As the WTP per additional QALY exceeds £250, APT is the preferred PN strategy, with a 289 

higher probability of being cost-effective. Given an arbitrary WTP of £2500 per additional QALY the 290 

probability that APT is cost-effective compared with standard contact tracing is 95%. The difference 291 

in probabilities over the WTP reflects some uncertainty in the model. 292 

 293 

Fig. 2 – Cost-effectiveness acceptability curve between APT and standard contact tracing, using 294 

distributions around the accuracy data   295 

Discussion  296 

Principal findings 297 

This study used a dynamic transmission model to estimate the cost-effectiveness of APT compared 298 

with standard contact tracing. The base-case results suggest that APT is cost-saving and more effective 299 

in terms of major outcomes and QALYs, and therefore is a cost-effective alternative to standard 300 

contact tracing in the UK context.  301 
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Previous research has shown that the probability of progression from chlamydia infection to PID is a 302 

key parameter when estimating the cost-effectiveness of chlamydia control interventions. Our 303 

sensitivity analyses showed that when we varied progression to PID to 2% and 25% respectively APT 304 

was a cost-effective, but not cost-saving, alternative. In addition, although the extent to which APT 305 

increases the number of treated partners from current levels is uncertain, our scenario analysis 306 

suggests that APT is cost-effective for an increase as low as 5%. APT was further shown to remain cost-307 

effective across the full range of DSAs. The PSA reflected these findings and indicated high probability 308 

of APT being cost-effective.  309 

Strengths and limitations 310 

A key strength of our study is that we estimated the cost-effectiveness of APT using a deterministic 311 

population-based transmission model, hence, appropriately accounted for dynamic processes such as 312 

chlamydial transmission and the effect of APT on chlamydia prevalence . 313 

In addition, this is the first economic evaluation of a chlamydia control intervention, to our knowledge, 314 

to use QALYs estimates derived from reliable HSUVs (for the female complications), which were 315 

elicited using appropriate methods and relevant to the population under consideration. The model-316 

based results can consequently be used to straightforwardly inform decisions about chlamydia control 317 

in the context of limited healthcare resources. Previous economic evaluations of chlamydia control 318 

interventions typically relied on HUSVs derived using inadequate methods and for complications not 319 

explicitly arising from initial chlamydia infection, e.g.22,25,39,42 thus, substantial uncertainty was 320 

associated with their results.  321 

A limitation of our study is that we cautiously used a HSUV estimate from published literature for 322 

epididymitis as a robust HSUVs was not available. Our sensitivity analysis showed that varying the 323 

epididymitis HSUV had no substantial impact on the results. In addition, there is considerable 324 

uncertainty associated with the QALY durations, timings and probabilities of complications, in 325 

particular for women, as contraception use can delay their diagnosis for many years and chlamydia is 326 

not the only cause. We conducted sensitivity analyses to explore the impact of these uncertain 327 

parameters on the cost-effectiveness results and found no substantial impact.  328 

Furthermore, as a necessary simplification of the transmission model, we only  considered notification 329 

of the index patients’ most recent sex partners.17 Given that the average number of partners notified 330 

is typically below one, not including these additional partners is unlikely to substantially affect the 331 

cost-effectiveness results. Furthermore, we did not consider different age groups, men having sex with 332 

men (MSM) and different ethnic groups. As chlamydia infection occurs mostly in the population of 333 
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young opposite-sex partners, these omissions are unlikely to significantly affect the cost-effectiveness 334 

results.  335 

Our study did not consider the effect that repeated or persistent chlamydia or PID would have on tubal 336 

damage, thus, the associated results should be interpreted with caution. Finally, we made no 337 

comparisons for different forms of APT. A previous cost-consequence analysis considered the costs 338 

and effects of APT Hotline, equivalent to the APT intervention modelled by our study and APT 339 

Pharmacy, where the sex partner is assessed by a trained community pharmacist.48 Future research 340 

could assess the cost-effectiveness and patient preferences for different forms of APT. 341 

Comparison with the literature  342 

To our knowledge, this is the first economic evaluation of APT in terms of cost per MOA and QALY 343 

gained. Previous economic evaluations of APT interventions have focused on intermediate outcomes, 344 

such as cost per case of reinfection avoided, and are compared to the results of the cost-consequence 345 

analysis of the LUSTRUM RCT.15 346 

A US-based study compared the cost-effectiveness of EPT,49 and standard partner referral (SR) for the 347 

treatment of chlamydia or gonorrhoea infections. The study, which was based on two clinical trials, 348 

additionally incorporated data on costs of complications (PID, chronic pelvic pain, ectopic pregnancy 349 

and TFI) from the literature and previously published HSUVs for cases of PID. The results showed that 350 

from a healthcare perspective, EPT was a cost saving alternative to SR ($399.88 compared to $453.17 351 

per male index patient and $168.53 compared to $194.25 per female index patient  and led to fewer 352 

QALYs lost (0.0272 compared to 0.0308 per index man and 0.0041 compared to 0.0054 per index 353 

women). EPT was similarly cost-effective from a societal perspective ($488.34 compared to $592.43  354 

per index man and $193.53 compared to $252.84 per index woman). However, in addition to excluding 355 

the QALY impact of complications besides PID, the analysis excluded the potential population 356 

transmission effects of the intervention, thus, the accuracy of the findings is uncertain.   357 

Implications for policy 358 

The results of this model-based economic evaluation indicate that, when compared to standard 359 

contact tracing, APT could improve chlamydia-related health outcomes for men and women at a lower 360 

total cost. APT should therefore be considered as an alternative to standard contact tracing for 361 

chlamydia infection  362 

 363 

 364 
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Conclusions 365 

Our study found that APT is a cost-effective alternative to standard contact tracing for chlamydia 366 

infection in the UK context. The results of this economic evaluation can be used to inform decisions 367 

about which PN approach may be the most beneficial in the context of limited healthcare resources. 368 

Future work should focus on understanding the timing, duration and probability of complications 369 

arising from chlamydia infections, in addition to the health loss from such complications in men.  370 
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