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ABSTRACT

Background

Cervical cancer is a major public health problem in India, where access to prevention
programmes is low. The World Health Organization-Strategic Advisory Group of Experts
recently updated their recommendation for human papillomavirus (HPV) vaccination to
include a single-dose option in addition to the two-dose option, which could make HPV

vaccination programmes easier to implement and more affordable.

Methods

We combined projections from a type-specific HPV transmission model and a cancer
progression model to assess the health and economic effects of HPV vaccination at national
and state-level in India. The models used national and state-specific Indian demographic,
epidemiological and cost data, and single-dose vaccine efficacy and immunogenicity data
from the IARC India vaccine trial with 10-year follow-up. We compared single- and two-
dose HPV vaccination for a range of plausible scenarios regarding single-dose vaccine

protection, coverage and catch-up.

Results

Under the base-case scenario of life-long protection of single-dose vaccination in 10-year-old
girls with 90% coverage, the incremental cost-effectiveness ratio (ICER) of nationwide
vaccination relative to no vaccination was $405 per DALY averted and lay below an
opportunity-cost based threshold of 30% Indian GDP per capita in each state (state-specific
ICER range: $67 to $593 per DALY averted). The ICER of two-dose vaccination versus no
vaccination and versus single-dose vaccination was $1403 and minimum $2279 per DALY

averted, respectively.
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Conclusions

Nationwide introduction of single-dose HPV vaccination in India is highly likely to be cost-
effective whereas extending the number of doses from one to two would have a less

favourable profile.
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What is already known in this topic

In 2020, the World Health Organization (WHO) launched a global call for elimination of
cervical cancer as a public health problem, of which HPV vaccination is a key pillar. However,

access to HPV vaccination in India is still very low.

In April 2022, the WHO Strategic Advisory Group of Experts (SAGE) issued a
recommendation for countries to update their dosing schedules to include a single-dose option.
Single-dose HPV vaccination is likely to be more affordable and would greatly facilitate the

implementation of HPV vaccination.

The key questions for India are whether, with a realistic cost-effectiveness threshold (30% GDP
per capita), single-dose HPV vaccination would be a cost-effective intervention; and whether
two-dose vaccination could still be affordable and worthwhile compared to a single-dose

schedule, given the uncertainty in its initial efficacy and long-term protection.

What this study adds

We used state-specific cancer incidence and locally collected cost data and built plausible
vaccination efficacy scenarios based on the IARC India trial to inform the cost-effectiveness

estimates.

Single-dose vaccination in India would be cost-effective under a cost-effectiveness threshold
of 30% of the Indian GDP per capita and the annual budget impact would be less than 10% of

the cost of the current Indian universal childhood vaccination programme.

Even though there was substantial heterogeneity, we confirmed that single-dose vaccination

would be cost-effective across all Indian states.

Catch-up single-dose vaccination to age 15 or 20 is a cost-effective strategy. However, the

decision to implement catch-up will depend on the willingness of the health authorities to
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97  support a higher initial investment. We found two-dose vaccination to have a less favourable

98  cost-effectiveness profile.

99  How this study might affect research practice and policy

100  Single-dose vaccination achieved a better balance between health benefits and financial
101 burden than two-dose vaccination, even after taking into account uncertainty in the level of

102  protection provided by single-dose HPV vaccination.

103 Our results could be used by Indian health authorities at the national and state-level to inform
104  their decision and planning of the implementation of HPV vaccination in India and could

105  convey several lessons for other low and middle income countries.
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124 INTRODUCTION

125  Cervical cancer is a major public health problem. Globally, an estimated 604,000 women
126 were diagnosed with cervical cancer, and 342,000 died from cervical cancer in 2020.1 Most
127  of the cancer burden is located in low- and middle-income countries (LMICs), and in

128  particular, one sixth of the future cervical cancer cases will be diagnosed in India.? HPV
129  vaccination has a high efficacy for preventing cervical cancer,®* and is a key component of
130  the World Health Organization (WHO) strategy for worldwide elimination of cervical cancer
131 as a public health problem.> The prospect of introducing HPV vaccination into the Indian
132 national immunisation programme (NIP) has improved following the recent marketing

133 authorisation granted to a nationally produced vaccine.® However, at its current cost,

134  implementing two-dose HPV vaccination still requires a large investment, while the health
135  benefits could take decades to accrue.’

136

137  In April 2022, the WHO Strategic Advisory Group of Experts (SAGE) recommended

138 countries to update their dosing schedules to include a single-dose option.? This

139  recommendation was based on data from the IARC India vaccine trial,® the randomised

140  controlled trial in Kenya,'° and other evidence demonstrating high efficacy of single-dose
141  protection against persistent HPV 16/18 infection, comparable to two doses. Single-dose
142  vaccination could make HPV vaccination more affordable. However, there is uncertainty
143  regarding the protection afforded by single-dose vaccination beyond 10 years,*! since

144  antibody levels induced by single-dose vaccination appear to be lower than by multiple-dose
145  vaccination.

146

147  In this study, we derived a comprehensive projection of the health and economic effects of

148  vaccinating girls against HPV in India. As decisions on introducing HPV vaccination and on
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149  the required dose schedule must be made well ahead of obtaining information on long-term
150  single-dose protection, this modelling analysis aimed to help inform Indian policymakers in
151  their decisions-making on cervical cancer prevention by assessing the cost-effectiveness of
152  single-dose and two-dose HPV vaccination, under a more stringent cost-effectiveness

153  threshold suggested for LMICSs (30% GDP per capita) in recent health economics literature.
154 214 For this, we used 10-year follow-up data from the IARC India vaccine trial ° to derive
155  single-dose vaccine efficacy and duration of protection scenarios, and demographic,

156  epidemiological and cost data on a state-specific level, to obtain nationwide and state-specific
157  projections for India.

158
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METHODS

Patient Involvement

No patients were involved in the design and conduct of this research.

Modelling Approach

We combined an HPV transmission model and a cervical cancer progression model to
estimate the health and economic effects of HPV vaccination. The first model, EpiMetHeos,
extends an open source framework (EpiModel) for the simulation of dynamic contact
networks,® and describes transmission of 13 type-specific HPV infection types in India. This
model is extensively described in Man et al.*® Using HPV incidence estimated from
EpiMetHeos, the second model simulates the progression from HPV infection to cervical
intraepithelial neoplasia (CIN), cervical cancer and death, and is described in the

supplementary appendix.

We assumed that while HPV infection incidence can be country- or state-specific, the natural
history of HPV infection to cervical cancer does not vary across countries. This is a
biologically plausible assumption for women who are not immunocompromised and is
commonly adopted in multi-country modelling studies.!”8 Natural history parameters were
estimated in previous publications based on longitudinal follow-up in the POBASCAM
study, %% and by statistically linking the age distributions of CIN2/3 and cervical cancer,
based on data from the Dutch National Pathology Databank (PALGA) and the Dutch Cancer
Registry (IKNL).2! Further details are provided in Online Supplement Table A.1 and Online

Supplement Figure A.1.

Model adaptation to India
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We calibrated the model to Indian national and subnational data to derive nationwide and
state-specific impact projections of HPV vaccination. Since not all Indian states had high-
quality data on cervical cancer incidence, we derived state-level projections in three steps: 1)
we identified clusters of states with high or low cancer incidence; 2) we calibrated
EpiMetHeos to type-specific HPV prevalence and sexual behaviour data from a
representative high (Tamil Nadu) and low (West Bengal) cancer incidence state (Online
Supplement Figure A.2); 3) we used the resulting projections to extrapolate cancer incidence
to other states within the same cluster. Details about the calibration and clustering are

provided elsewhere.?>%3

Furthermore, we adjusted the cancer detection rates to match the observed cervical cancer
stage distribution in India, and we used key Indian demographic and epidemiological data,
including background mortality rate, age distribution and hysterectomy rate. Finally, we
extracted 5-year Indian cancer survival based on a literature review (Online Supplement
Tables A.2-A.4). Throughout this study, we assumed that no screening took place in India,

which is justified by the current very low uptake of opportunistic screening.?*

Cost Data Collection

We collected Indian data on cervical cancer treatment costs from four hospitals and from the
literature (Online Supplement Tables A.5-A.8).2° Cost of the HPV vaccine was set at the
GAVI price ($USD 4.5 per dose). Costs of vaccination programme implementation and
delivery were collected for the state of Sikkim, where a pilot HPV programme was
implemented. In order to extrapolate these costs to the rest of India, we used state-level
delivery cost estimates of the childhood vaccination programme,?® and assumed that the
relative differences in delivery costs between states were the same for these programmes

(Online Supplement Tables A.9-A.12).
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Vaccination Scenarios

In the base-case scenario, we set vaccination age at 10 years and coverage at 90% as per
WHO recommendations. We evaluated both a single-dose and a two-dose schedule. For the
two-dose schedule we assumed no drop-out between the first and second dose. We derived
four assumptions of vaccine efficacy, based on the lower bound of the vaccine efficacy
estimate of the IARC India vaccine trial °, and duration of single-dose protection, informed
by trial immunogenicity data, based on the time until antibody levels of HPV 16/18 have
decreased below different detection thresholds. We refer to Man et al.*® for details on the
construction of these assumptions. In assumption A (used in the base-case scenario) vaccine
efficacies under single-dose schedule were assumed to be 95% for HPV 16/18, 9% for HPV
31/33/45, and 0% for the remaining oncogenic HPV types, with lifetime duration of vaccine
protection. Assumptions B, C, and D corresponded to a remaining efficacy 20 years after
vaccination of approximately 80%, 75% and 65% for HPV 16/18, respectively. Additionally,
assumptions C and D had a lower initial efficacy equal to 90% and 85% for HPV16 and 85%

and 55% for HPV18, respectively (Online Supplement Table A.13).

In combination with vaccine efficacy and waning assumptions A—D, we evaluated multiple
levels of vaccination coverage (60%—-100%). Finally, we also considered scenarios with
catch-up (CU) vaccination to age 15 or 20 when vaccination was introduced. An overview of

vaccination scenarios is shown in Online Supplement Table A.14.

Model Outcomes

We provide model-based projections of cervical cancer incidence reductions (Online
Supplement Table A.15) and disability adjusted life years (DALYS) averted compared to no
vaccination, as well as the costs of vaccination and savings from cancer treatment costs. We

used these outcomes to compute the incremental costs and health effects relative to no

10
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vaccination and return on investment (ROI) of single-dose vaccination. ROl was calculated
as the ratio between saved cancer treatment costs and vaccination costs and converted to a
percentage. We estimated the incremental cost-effectiveness ratio (ICER) of single-dose
versus no vaccination, and of two-dose versus single-dose and no vaccination, using a
healthcare payer perspective. ICER was estimated for the whole country and for each Indian

state separately.

Model outcomes are presented by year since the start of vaccination. Time horizon of the
analysis is 100 years starting at the year in which vaccination was introduced. Costs are
shown in $USD (and as a sensitivity analysis in $1USD, for international comparisons), using
2020 prices and 2020 INR/USD and purchasing power parity (PPP) conversion rates. We
used a discount rate of 3% for DALY's and costs as recommended by WHO and also show
undiscounted results. Disability weights and durations associated with each cervical cancer
health state were based on the Global Burden of Disease 2017 version (Online Supplement
Table A.16). We considered two cost-effectiveness thresholds for the ICER, a) 100% of
Indian GDP per capita, as per WHO recommendation ($1995), and b) 30% of Indian GDP
per capita ($598), based on previous estimates of actual cost-effectiveness thresholds for

LMICs. 1214

This study adheres to HPV-FRAME, a quality framework for mathematical modelling
evaluations of HPV-related cancer control.?” The checklist is reported in Online Supplement

Tables A.17-A.20.

Univariate Sensitivity Analyses and Probabilistic Analysis

We varied several economic parameters used for the base-case vaccination scenario. We
considered an increase from 3% to 6% in discount rate, a change in cancer treatment costs of

+50%, a change of £50% in the costs of implementation and delivery of vaccination, and 2%

11
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253 yearly reduction in vaccine price, informed by longitudinal GAVI data on pneumococcal

254  vaccine prices (S Appendix).

255 In the probabilistic analysis, we included uncertainty distributions for the type-specific

256  duration from CIN2/3 to cancer, 5-year stage-specific cancer survival probabilities, costs of
257  cancer treatment, vaccination implementation and delivery costs. We also included variation
258 in type-specific HPV incidence, based on the 100 best-fitting parameter sets of the

259  transmission model. We ran 100 Monte Carlo simulations of the no vaccination and base-case
260  scenarios, with sampled parameter values based on the distributions shown in Online

261  Supplement Table A.21. Results are shown in a scatterplot and as a cost-acceptability curve.
262  For the base case scenario, we also report an uncertainty interval (U1) based on the 10" and

263 90" percentiles of the model outcomes.

12
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RESULTS

Base Case Scenario

The base-case scenario consisted of single-dose HPV vaccination of girls aged 10 with 90%
coverage and lifetime protection (Assumption A). Thirty years after the start of vaccination,
annual cancer incidence was projected to decrease by 10% (Ul: 4%, 14%). After 50, 75 and
100 years since start of vaccination, annual cancer incidence was projected to decrease by
45% (Ul: 39%, 55%), 68% (Ul: 63%, 76%) and 72% (Ul: 65%, 79%), respectively (Figure 1,

Online Supplement Figures B.1-B.6).

The total cost of introducing single-dose HPV vaccination was estimated at about $USD 106
million (Ul: $100 million, $112 million) in the first year. This is comparable with 9% of the
annual cost of the Indian universal childhood vaccination programme. With no discounting,
the intervention would be cost-saving with incremental costs of -$388 thousand per 100,000
women (Ul: -$1,607 thousand, -$34 thousand) and a ROI of 32% (Ul: 3%, 133%) (Online
Supplement Figure B.7). However, when discounting costs and DALY averted at 3% per
year, the costs of vaccination outweighed the costs saved from cancer treatment, resulting in
an incremental cost of $167 thousand per 100,000 women and a negative ROI of -42% (Ul: -
57%, 10%) (Figure 2). The ICER in the base-case scenario relative to no vaccination was
$405 per DALY averted (Ul:-$41, $771), which is below the threshold of 30% of the Indian

GDP per capita (Figure 2).

State-level ICERs are shown in Figure 3 and appendix p. 38. These ranged from $67 to $593
per DALY averted and therefore all states had an ICER below the 30% of GDP per capita
threshold. For states classified as high cancer incidence, the ICERs ranged between $67 to
$336, while for states classified as low cancer incidence, the ICERs ranged between $220 to

$593 per DALY averted.

13
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Scenarios of single-dose vaccine protection and vaccination coverage

For the worst-case assumption D with 90% coverage, annual cancer incidence decreased by
51% after 100 years since start of vaccination, compared to 72% in the base case. ICERs
under 90% coverage (relative to no vaccination) of assumptions B, C, and D were equal to
$472, $580 and $728 per DALY averted, respectively, compared to $405 per DALY averted
in the base-case. For 60% coverage, the ICER was $310 for assumption A and $701 for
assumption D (Figure 2). All scenarios had an ICER below the WHO threshold and all

scenarios except D had an ICER below 30% of the Indian GDP per capita (Figure 2).

Two-dose Vaccination

We assumed that the health effects of two-dose vaccination were the same as for single-dose
vaccination in the base case (Assumption A). The total costs of two-dose vaccination in the
first year were $200 million. Relative to no vaccination, the incremental costs were $578
thousand per 100,000 women, compared to $167 thousand for single-dose vaccination, and
the resulting ICER was $1403 per DALY averted (Figure 2 and Online Supplement Figure
B.8). This is about 70% of the Indian GDP per capita. The ICER of two-dose vaccination
compared to single-dose vaccination for scenarios under assumptions B, C and D was
between $2279 and $19504 per DALY averted (Figure 4), above the WHO threshold

($1995).

Catch-Up Vaccination

With catch-up to ages 15 and 20, we predicted a faster decline in annual cervical cancer
incidence, for instance, of 16% and 21% after 30 years, instead of 10% without catch-up.
Over time, however, annual cervical cancer incidence will become similar to the scenarios
without catch-up. The total cost in the first year for catch-up to age 15 was $475 million,

which corresponds to 40% of the annual cost of the Indian universal childhood vaccination

14


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.14.23288563
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.14.23288563; this version posted April 15, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint

312

313

314

315

316

317

318

319

320

321

322

323

324

325

326

327

328

(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-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

programme. With catch-up to ages 15 and 20, the ICER ranged between $378 and $405 per

DALY averted (Figure 4, Online Supplement Figure B.9).

Sensitivity Analyses

Valuing costs in $IUSD instead of $USD resulted in ICERs more favourable towards
vaccination (Online Supplement Figures B.10-B14). In the cost sensitivity analyses, we found
that a 6% discount rate would substantially increase the ICER from $405 in the base-case
scenario to $2513 per DALY averted (Figure 5). Decreasing the treatment costs by 50%, or
increasing implementation or delivery costs by 50%, resulted in an increase in the ICER to
$684 or 596 per DALY averted, respectively. When we assumed that vaccine price would

drop at a rate of 2% per year, the ICER would decrease to $127 per DALY averted.

Taking uncertainty in model parameters and cost variables into account via probabilistic
analysis, we estimated that single-dose HPV vaccination had approximately 77% probability
of being cost-effective at a threshold of 30% of the Indian GDP per capita. Only 1% of the
sampled ICERs were above the WHO threshold. By contrast, in 13% of the draws, single-

dose vaccination was cost-saving (Figure 6).
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DISCUSSION

HPV vaccination is a key component of the WHO strategy towards elimination of cervical
cancer as a public health problem globally. In Man et al. %6, we showed that a national
immunisation programme relying on single-dose vaccination for 10-year-old girls would be
sufficient to meet the WHO-defined elimination target across India. Here, we show that such
a programme would have an ICER of $405 per DALY averted, far below the WHO-
recommended threshold for cost-effective interventions of 100% GDP per capita ($1995) and
a high probability of achieving an ICER below the more realistic willingness-to-pay threshold
of 30% GDP per capita, suggested in previous studies.’?** This corresponds to a total first-
year budget impact equivalent to 9% of the annual budget of the Indian universal childhood
immunisation programme.?® We also show that catch-up single-dose vaccination up to ages

15 or 20 is a cost-effective strategy.

Furthermore, while we found substantial state-level heterogeneity in the ICERs, depending
on the projected level of cervical cancer incidence and delivery costs, the 30% threshold was
met in every state without exception. On the other hand, we found two-dose HPV vaccination
to have a much less favourable cost-effectiveness profile, with an ICER against no
vaccination of about 70% of Indian GDP per capita at the current GAVI supported price, and,
even for the worst case scenario of single dose protection, an ICER against single-dose

vaccination of $2279 per DALY averted, which is well above the WHO threshold ($1995).

The health and economic effects of introducing HPV vaccination in India have been
investigated before. Two previous studies have assessed the cost-effectiveness of two-dose
vaccination in India,?®2° and two studies assessed the cost-effectiveness of single-dose
vaccination.®%3! All studies valued costs in IUSD and found that HPV vaccination would be

cost-effective at a threshold of 100% GDP per capita. While there is no official cost-
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effectiveness threshold for India, and current willingness-to-pay estimates are uncertain, there
is an agreement that a threshold well below 100% of national GDP better reflects opportunity
costs for LMICs than the WHO recommendation.*?** Compared to previous studies, our

projections are therefore more conservative.

Another strength of our approach, relative to previous studies, is our reliance on context-
specific data. Assumptions concerning efficacy and long-term protection given by single-
dose HPV vaccination were based on efficacy and immunogenicity data from the IARC India
vaccine trial.® We used state-specific data on cervical cancer incidence and sexual behaviour
to project the state-specific impact of HPV vaccination. Treatment costs were collected from
Indian hospitals and from the literature. Implementation and delivery costs of HPV
vaccination were collected from Sikkim state government. Extrapolation to obtain national
cost data was informed by a recent district level cost analysis of routine childhood
immunisation in India.?® This also enabled us to quantify the budgetary requirement for HPV
vaccine introduction in India in terms of the Indian universal childhood immunisation
programme. Estimates of budget impact and return on investment are often lacking in cost-
effectiveness studies of HPV vaccine introduction in LMICs, and have not been previously

available for India.

Our study also has limitations. Some of these relate to uncertainty around sexual behaviour
and cancer incidence trends in India and are discussed in Man et al.'® There are also
limitations concerning the economic input. While our treatment costs are based on Indian
data, it was difficult to obtain a representative sample of costs for the whole country. Our
implementation and delivery costs were extrapolated from Sikkim government data, however
this state has a relatively small population. Furthermore, we used a payer perspective and

therefore we did not take into account costs related to productivity losses.
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Implementing cervical cancer screening along with nationwide introduction of HPV
vaccination could further speed up reduction in cervical cancer incidence. However, currently
in India, there are multiple cultural, financial and logistical barriers restricting access to
screening, with only 2% of women screened in the age group 35-50 years.?* If single-dose
HPV vaccination is implemented, a screening programme could still be worthwhile to align

with the WHO strategic targets for cervical cancer elimination in the near future.

In this mathematical modelling study, we have shown that single-dose HPV vaccine
introduction in India is likely to be cost-effective under a stringent willingness-to-pay
threshold of 30% of the GDP per capita. Two-dose vaccination would have a less favourable
cost-effectiveness profile. These results could be used by Indian government health officials
in their decision-making on the introduction of HPV vaccination and could convey several

lessons for implementation in other LMICs.
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522  Figures/Tables

523  Figure 1: Projected reduction in cervical cancer incidence after introduction of single-
524  dose HPV vaccination in India by scenario.?
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Scenarios

— B0% coverage, sssumption A
— @0% coverage, assumption D
— 50% coverage, assumption A
— 5% coverage, assumption O
— 50% coverage, catch-up age 15

0% coverage, catch-up age 20

Fercerntage reduction in cancer incidence
T
.

527 vears since start vaccination

528  ?2Vaccine protection assumption A denotes a vaccine efficacy of 95% for HPV 16/18, 9% for HPV 31/33/45,
529  and 0% for the remaining oncogenic HPV types, with lifetime protection. Vaccine protection assumption D
530 denotes 85% vaccine efficacy against HPV16, 55% vaccine efficacy against HPV18, with exponentially

531 decreasing efficacy during the entire lifetime and remaining efficacy 20 years post-vaccination of 65%. Cross-
532 protection for types HPV 31/33/45 starts at 9% with efficacy waning at the same rate as for HPV/18. Catch-up
533  vaccination until age 15 or 20 is shown for 90% coverage in the catch-up cohorts, with vaccine protection
534  assumption A as in the base-case. HPV=human papillomavirus.
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536  Figure 2: Incremental costs and health effects of single- and two-dose vaccination versus
537  no vaccination.?
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541 2 Costs are given in $USD at 2020 prices. Costs and disability-adjusted life years (DALYSs) averted are
542  discounted at 3%. ICER denotes incremental cost-effectiveness ratio per DALY averted relative to no
543 vaccination. Darker colours denote lower values.
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545  Figure 3: Incremental cost-effectiveness ratio (in $USD) by Indian state for the base
546  case scenario.?

547
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549  2Base-case scenario denotes single-dose vaccination with 90% uptake among 10-year-old girls, a 95% vaccine
550 efficacy against HP\VV16/18 with no waning, and 9% cross-protection for types HPV 31/33/45. Costs are given in
551 thousands of $USD at 2020 prices. Costs and disability-adjusted life years (DALYS) averted are discounted at
552 3%. ICER denotes incremental cost-effectiveness ratio per DALY averted relative to no vaccination.
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553  Figure 4: Incremental cost-effectiveness ratio for two-dose versus single-dose
554  vaccination (assuming lifetime protection for two-dose) and for single-dose vaccination
555  with catch-up. 2
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558  2Costs and disability-adjusted life years (DALYSs) averted are discounted at 3%. Costs are given in $USD at
559 2020 prices. ICER denotes incremental cost-effectiveness ratio per DALY averted of two-dose vs single-dose
560  (top panel) and relative to no vaccination (bottom panel). In the top panel, Scenario A is not applicable since
561 incremental DALY s of two-dose vaccination is equal to zero. Darker colours denote lower values.
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563  Figure 5: Univariate sensitivity analysis on cost variables.
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565 2 Costs are given in $USD at 2020 prices. Costs and disability-adjusted life years (DALYSs) averted are

566 discounted at 3% per year in the base case. ICER denotes incremental cost-effectiveness ratio. The dashed lines
567 denote the range for cost-effectiveness thresholds, 30% of Indian GDP per capita in $USD (orange) and 100%
568 of Indian GDP per capita in USD (red). GDP=gross domestic product.
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570  Figure 6: Probabilistic analysis for the base-case scenario of 90% coverage and lifetime
571  protection. 2
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575 2The green dashed line in the left panel denotes the range below which single-dose vaccination is cost-saving.
576 The dashed lines in the right panel denote the range for cost-effectiveness thresholds, 30% of Indian GDP per
577 capita in $USD (orange) and 100% of Indian GDP per capita in $USD (red). GDP=gross domestic product.
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