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Executive Summary

Background: Type 2 diabetes metallis (T2DM) is one of the public health problem that burden
worldwide including Thailand. Presently, T2DM patients were 4.6 million and health
expenditures for T2DM treatment were 35 — 84 billion Baht. SGLT-2 inhibitor was new
hypoglycemic drug and clinical studies reported that SGLT-2 inhibitors reduce cardiovascular
mortality and cardiovascular events. SGLT-2 inhibitor has not been included in National List
of Essential Medicine (NLEM) in Thailand. Economic evaluation studies of SGLT-2 inhibitors
showed cost effective of SGLT-2 inhibitor in other countries but there was no study in Thailand.
Method: The objectives of this study were to evaluate cost-utility and budget impact analysis
of SGLT-2 inhibitors for T2DM treatment in high risk cardiovascular disease patients. Markov
model was conducted to estimate costs and health outcomes for life time horizon with 1 year
cycle. Parameters were derived from literature reviews, meta-analysis, standard costing
guideline and data collections. The results were presented as incremental cost effectiveness
ratio (ICER) in Thai Baht per LY or QALY gained as societal perspective. One-way sensitivity and
probabilistic sensitivity analyses were performed to investigate effects of model variable
uncertainties on the results.
Result: The results showed that life year (14.32) and QALYs (11.88) of patients who received
SGLT-2 inhibitors were longer than patients who received placebo (life year 13.83 and QALYs
11.46). The ICERs showed that SGLT-2 inhibitors were not cost effective in Thailand at
willingness to pay 160,000 Baht per QALY gained. Empagliflozin was most cost-effective
compare to Cangliflozin and Dapagliflozin which the ICERs were 259,000, 485,000, 921,000
Baht per QALY respectively. Moreover, SGLT-2 inhibitors group compared to placebo, the ICERs
was 475,000 Baht per QALY.
Policy recommendation:
1. The price of SGLT-2 inhibitors should reduce to be cost-effective at willingness to
pay at 160,000 Baht per QALY gained for 63% reduction.
2. Empasgliflozin Cangliflozin and Dapagliflozin were not cost-effective at willingness to
pay for 160,000 Baht per QALY gained) but should be negotiated to be cost-
effective by 38%, 64% and 79% reduction, respectively.
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Alph-glucosidase inhibitors

Acarbose

Voglibose

Insulin

Isophane, Regular, Glargine,

Aspart, Aspart+protamine

Degludec, Detemir,
Glulisine, Lispro,

Lispro+protamine

DPP-4 inhibitors

Sitagliptin, Vildasliptin
Saxagliptin, Linagliptin

GLP-1 receptor agonist

Liraglutide

SGLT2 inhibitors

Canagliflozin, Dapasliflozin,
Empasliflozin

11
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! Ifthe person is symptomatically hyperglycaemic, consider insulin or an SU. Review treatment when blood glucose control has been achieved. :

If HbA1c rises t
interventions:

« Offer standard—release metformin

« Support the person to aim for an HbA1c level of 48 mmol/
mol (6.5%)

standard-release
metformin is not
tolerated, consider a

trial of modified-release |

metformin

FIRST INTENSIFICATION
If HbA1c rises to 58 mmolimol (7.5%):
« Consider dual therapy with:
- metformin and a DPP-4i
- metformin and pioglitazona®
- metformin and an SU
- metformin and an SGLT-27
» Support the person to aim for an HbA1c level of 53 mmol/
mol (7.0%)
,_ .-l' .
SECOND INTENSIFICATION
If HbA1c rises to 58 mmolimol (7.5%):
» Consider:
- triple therapy with:
o metformin, a DPP-4i and an SU
o metformin, pioglitazona®and an SU
o metformin, pioglitazone® or an SU, and an SGLT-2
- insulin-based treatment
« Support the person to aim for an HbA1c level of 53 mmol/
mol (7.0%)

effective, not tolerated
or contraindicated,
consider combination

therapy with metformin, |

an SU and a GLP-1

: mimetic® for adults with |

type 2 diabetes who:

accordingly for people from |

black, Asian and other
minority ethnic groups)

and specific psychological

or other medical problems

associated with obesity or
have a BMI lower than 35

kg/m®, and for whom

; Insulin therapy would have |
| significant occupational |
| implications, or weight loss |
! would benefit other

! significant obesity-related

| comorbidities -.

[ If HbA1c rises to 48 mmol/mol (6.5%) on

lifestyle interventions:

« Consider one of the following®
- a DPP-4i, pioglitazone® or an SU
- an SGLT-21" instead of a DPP-4i if an

SU or pioglitazone” is not appropriate

o Support the person to aim for an HbA1c
level of 48 mmol/mol (6.5%) for people on
a DPP-4i, SGLT-2i or pioglitazone or 53
mmol/mol (7.0%) for people on an SU

FIRST INTCNSIFICATION
If HbA1c rises to 58 mmoli/mol (7.5%):
« Consider dual therapy® with:
- a DPP-4i and pioglitazone®
-a DPP-4i and an SU
- pioglitazane® and an SU
o Support the person to aim for an HbA1c
level of 53 mmol/mol (7.0%)

SECOND INTENSIFICATION

If HbA1c rises to 58 mmolimol (7.5%):

« Consider insulin-based treatment

« Support the person to aim for an HbA1c
level of 53 mmol/mol (7.0%)

‘.-------------------_--_--_....___..__.........-------_--_

31]17'i 2 uanwwuvlJuRlunisineilsaluininuves National Institute for Health and Care
Excellence (NICE)

El’mf;j:u Sodium glucose co-transporter subtype 2 (SGLT2) inhibitors

81184 Sodium glucose co-transporter subtype 2 (SGLT2) inhibitors ue1¥nuen
Isﬂmemﬂfjﬂmﬂmaaaaqw‘éé’ué’?& sodium glucose co-transporter type 2 %aLﬁuﬁaﬁuudaﬂqha
(glucose transporter) fivinntinfininglaaiinsossitu glomerulus ndutingszuulnaiouidenly
19118 o1lungy SGLT-2 inhibitors Faannnsgadundueenglaadila iiunisdunglaasenis
ez vilviszdungladluidonanas §3 SGLT-2 inhibitors nsmielutszmalnoudnduely
nqu gliflozins loun canaglifozin, dapaglifiozin wag empagliflozin Nan15AN¥IITENIIAGTNNUI
aunsaanseiutnnaludenldviunatsidlunisldiiesuazsaniuendu venanidainariils
hwiindranas Yagiudidoyaninmsfine RCTs Wumntuiiuansiifufssloviveselunisan
SnmadeTin TagluwwmeufiFlumsinulsaummuiduuasisssma uusilldenndy
SGLT-2 inhibitors Tuns$nwlsawumuaiadl 2 $2ufu metformin wuu dual therapy %39 triple
therapy

ndeyanisfnymepdinluiisseing wudnsednSravesengy SGLT-2 inhibitors Tu

nsansyautAaRavazauluden (HBALC) wagsawar 0.4 - 1.1 Wadnwilsuiueivrasn (8-12)
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wagdeway 0.5 - 0.7 WedAnwiisufuesnuilsaumiungudvlusnuideonisedin (9, 13-15)
uananiiadinsAnuniiiu randomized controlled studies fiuansisuselovvnsnisldeings
SGLT-2 inhibitors flandns1vesnaidedin uagnsinlsavasnideniiala (Cardiovascular disease)
Tufthelsaumnuifinnzlsanasadeailauisuiisuiugihenguildiueauay Tnody
A15AnwIE1 Canagliftozin (16) uaz Empagliflozin (17) fedeyaiuanslumssd 2 Tnedliidoya
voen15Anuludnvazifieafuvesen Dapaglifiozin 8813lsAnun1sAnen Ay meta-analysis
Aeafunisidedinuaznisiinlsavasnideniilavessn Cangliflozin, Dapaglifiozin was
Empaglifiozin 1W3guiiisuiunguaiuan Tun1sfnwiuiminuedad 2 wuinen ngu SGLT-2
inhibitors @11saaaMsdeTInanlsavaeaioniila siudinsiinlsavasndeniialy Lagnisueu
Tsaneunaldl waziilowsuiiisusngu SGLT-2 inhibitors fugn3nwiuvungudug (18, 19) #
wanadoyalumad 3

ol Aeidesdileis Ao ermsthaAssveselungy SGLT-2 inhibitors Bt
pranuldvesndt fildelungudu léud mifadoszuumaduliaansuave torsduiusil seius
wlnAse (hematocrit) utudniios nmerniuaznisidsaugaindons anudsdlunisiia

ketoacidosis kag Audeslunisgnenyy Banulalugreuenguitldenunsialungul

A15199 2 L@ng Relative risk 184N15 38TI0LAZNISIAALSALNINYGIUNTEUUI lALAE aDmLEen

Y8381 Canagliflozin Wag Empagliflozin wWisumguiunguaiuay

OUTCOME Canagliflozin Empagliflozin

All-cause mortality

0.87 (0.74 - 1.01)

0.68 (0.57 - 0.82)

Death from Cardiovascular causes

0.87 (0.72 - 1.06)

0.62 (0.49 - 0.77)

Death from Cardiovascular causes

non-fatal M| or nonfatal stroke

0.86 (0.75 - 0.97)

0.86 (0.74 - 0.99)

Death from Cardiovascular causes
non-fatal Ml or non-fatal stroke/

hospitalization

0.78 (0.67 - 0.91)

0.89 (0.78 - 1.01)

Nonfatal Ml

0.85 (0.69 - 1.05)

0.87 (0.70 - 1.09)

Non-fatal stroke

0.90 (0.71 - 1.15)

1.24 (0.92 - 1.67)

Hospitalization for Heart failure

0.67 (0.52 - 0.87)

0.65 (0.50 - 0.85)
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A5199 3 L@Ag Relative risk V84N A8TIOLAZNISIAALSALNINYIUNTLUUI lALAL aDmLEen

vaenlungy SGLT2 inhibitor WW3guifigufiungumiuay

OUTCOME Canagliflozin | Dapagliflozin Empagliflozin Pool SGLT2
All-cause 0.70 0.88 0.69 0.71
mortality (0.46 - 1.07) (0.53 - 1.48) (0.58 - 0.82) (0.61 - 0.83)
MACE 1.02 0.67 0.86 0.84

(0.74 - 1.42) (0.48 - 0.94) (0.75-0.99) (0.75 - 0.95)
MACE plus 0.95 0.69 0.87 0.85

(0.75 - 1.27) (0.51 - 0.92) (0.77 - 0.98) (0.77 -0.95)
Cardiovascular 0.68 - 0.62 0.63
death (0.36 — 1.31) (0.50 - 0.78) (0.51 - 0.77)

o . . a aa a v Y] a
f19719N 4 Lams Relative risk 5U'ENﬂqsLaﬂsﬁijLazﬂqiLﬂﬂisﬂLLWiﬂ%@quﬁsg‘U‘UﬂqpﬂLLaSVIa@WLa@@l

Yo buNgN SGLT2 inhibitor Wiguiisufiunguaiunu (sa)

OUTCOME Canagliflozin | Dapagliflozin Empagliflozin Pool SGLT2

Non-fatal Ml 0.87 (0.54 - - 0.88 0.88
1.39) (0.70 - 1.09) (0.72 - 1.07)

Non-fatal stroke 1.53 - 1.24 1.30
(0.87 - 2.69) (0.93 - 1.67) (1.00 - 1.68)

Unstable angina 0.75 - 1.00 0.95
(0.41 - 1.37) (0.75 - 1.34) (0.73 - 1.23)

Heart failure - - 0.65 -
(0.50 - 0.85)

medoyavesuseleviniendiinveselungudl Wuniaula Feladdaulavinisfinu A
AUAIPIULATYFANERNTUD98INEY SGLT-2 inhibitors agdautaunlud1aUseine drulvgidnuly

sULUU dual therapy (add on metformin) tUSeutfisufiug1ngu DPP4 inhibitor nSanqu

U 1 =) I

Sulphonylurea + metformin lagnan1sAnenaztuiuaLUTaULT

Y

dl = 1 ¥
guntdlun1sfinen waznuiinisly
g1nd% SGLT 2 inhibitors fAd1ududrluuTunludssimanviinisfnuidsiansdeyalunisiai 4

1 <@ [ a = a
ag19bsnmugalafinnsAnenluusunvesusenelng
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M990 5 UARINANITANYIANUANAYNLATYEAANSYDI81NEN SGLT-2 inhibitors Tusauseine

Study

Intervention

Comparator

Result

Tzanetakos C
2017
(Greece)

(21)

Dapagliflozin +

Metformin

SU + Metformin
DPP4 inh +

Metformin

ICERs = €10,623 per QALY gained
compared with SU

(0.48 QALYs gained)

ICERs = €17,695 per QALY gained
compared with DPP-4 inh

(0.04 QALYs gained)

M990 6 LAAINANITANYIAIUALAININATYAIARSVRILINGY SGLT-2 inhibitors lusnausewne

(519)

Study

Intervention

Comparator

Result

Vega-
Hernandez G
2017 (UK)
(20)

Dapagliflozin
(dual, triple
therapy)

Liraglutide
(dual, triple
therapy)

Liraglutide (1.2 mg/day) was cost
saving compare to Dapagliflozin.

Dual therapy = 0.04 QALYs gained
Triple therapy = 0.06 QALYs gained
Liraglutide (1.8 mg/day)

Dual therapy ICERs = 13,227 GBP per
QALY gained (0.07 QALYs gained)
Triple therapy ICERs = 11,857 GBP per
QALY gained (0.07 QALYs gained)

Shao H
2017 (China)
(22)

Dapagliflozin

(monotherapy)

Glimepiride

(monotherapy)

ICERs = RMB 48,585 per QALY gained
compared with Glimepiride

(1.01 QALYs gained)

M. Dapagliflozin + | SU + Metformin | ICERs = £2671 per QALY gained
Charokopou Metformin compared with SU
2015 (UK) (0.467 QALYs gained)
(23)
Malhan S Dapagliflozin + DPP4 inh + Dapagliflozin is a cost-saving.
2015 (Turkish) Metformin Metformin (0.590 QALYs gained)

(25)
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van Haalen
2014 (Nether)
(26)

Dapasliflozin +

Insulin

Insulin

Dapagliflozin + Insulin was cost-
effective compared with insulin, ICERs
= €5,502 per QALY gained (0.42 QALYs
gained).

M990 7 LAAINANIIANYIAINANANNINATYAIARSYRILINGY SGLT-2 inhibitors lusnausewne

(519)

Study

Intervention

Comparator

Result

Sabale U
2015 (Nordic)
(24)

Dapagliflozin +

Metformin

SU + Metformin

Denmark

ICERs = €7,944 per QALY gained
compared with SU

(0.247 QALYs gained)

Finland

ICERs = €5,424per QALY gained
compared with SU

(0.270 QALYs gained)

Norway

ICERs = €4,769 per QALY gained
compared with SU

(0.236 QALYs gained)

Sweden

ICERs = €6,093per QALY gained
compared with SU

(0.278 QALYs gained)

Sanchez-
Covisa

2014 (Spain)
27)

Dapagliflozin +

Insulin

DPP4 + Insulin

Dapagliflozin added on top of Insulin
was predicted to be a cost-effective
(vs. insulin alone) and cost saving (vs
DPP4i) alternative in Spain in
combination with insulin for patients
who are inadequately controlled with

insulin treatment regimens.
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M131991 8 UAAIHANISANIANUANANINATEEAAATYBINGN SGLT-2 inhibitors TusneUszine

(s19)
Study Intervention Comparator Result
Szmurlo D Canagliflozin + NPH insulin Canagliflozin 100 mg was cost-
2014 (Poland) | Metformin+ SU +oral effective, ICERs = 4,477 z3 per QALY

(28)

antidiabetics

gained (0.084 QALYs gained).
Canagliflozin 300 mg was cost-
effective, ICERs = 69,081 z3 per QALY
gained (0.106 QALYs gained).

Pititto L
2015 (Brazil)
(29)

Canagliflozin+
Metformin +

SU

Sitagliptin +
Metformin + SU

Canagliflozin 100 mg was cost-
effective compared with Sitagliptin,
ICERs = R$27,755 per QALY gained
(0.09 QALYs gained).

Canagliflozin 100 mg was cost-
effective compared with Sitagliptin,
ICERs = R$13,904 per QALY gained
(0.21 QALYs gained)

2014 (Ireland)
(31)

Metformin

Metformin

Bacon T Canagliflozin+ | Sitasliptin + Dual therapy
2014 (Ireland) | Metformin add | Metformin ICERs = € 23,118per QALY gained
(30) on insulin Sitagliptin + (0.059QALYs gained)
Metformin +SU | Triple therapy
add on insulin ICERs = € 8,047 per QALY gained
(0.068 QALYs gained)
Bacon T Canagliflozin + Liraglutide + Canagliflozin was cost saving (0.068

QALYs gained).
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M990 9 UAAIHANSANIANUANANINATEEAAATYRINGY SGLT-2 inhibitors TusineUszine

Gh))
Study Intervention Comparator Result
Troelsgaard A. | Canagliflozin + Sitagliptin + Canagliflozin was cost saving (0.030

2014 Metformin Metformin +SU | QALYs gained).

(Norway)

(32)

Troelsgaard Canagliflozin+ Sitagliptin + Dual therapy

A. Metformin Metformin Canagliflozin was cost-effective, ICERs
2014 Sitagliptin + | = £14,930 per QALY gained (0.011
(Slovakia) Metformin +SU | QALYs gained).

(5)

Triple therapy

Canagliflozin was cost-effective, ICERs
= £ 5,251 per QALY gained (0.011
QALYs gained).

Dapagliflozin +

Insulin

Canagliflozin was cost-saving.

Schroeder M
2015 (UK)
(33)

Canagliflozin

Dapagliflozin

Empasliflozin

(Monotherapy)

Canagliflozin 100 mg was cost saving
compared with Dapagliflozin (0.033
QALYs gained) and Empagliflozin
(0.015 QALYs gained).

Canagliflozin 300 mg was cost-
effective compared with Dapasliflozin,
ICERs = £9,429 per QALY gained (0.075
QALYs gained) and Empagliflozin, ICERs
= £13,491 per QALY gained (0.056
QALYs gained).
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M99 10 UARINANITANYIANUANAIMNLATYFANENTURI8INGN SGLT-2 inhibitors Tu
fausEnd (51)

Study Intervention Comparator
Aguiar-lbanez Empasliflozin+ Metformin+ SU Empagliflozin 10 mg was cost saving
R Canagliflozin + Metformin+ SU compared with Canagliflozin 300 mg
2014 (UK) (0.015 QALYs gained) and
(6) Empagliflozin 25 mg (0.013 QALYs

gained).

Empagliflozin 10 mg was cost-
effective compared with Canagliflozin
100 mg, ICERs = £17445 QALY gained
(0.011 QALYs gained).

gy

Hagiiu e1fidnwiumiuied 2 fegvanenay wazdongulvl q Aideyavesselov
Wignau Imamwwasﬁa?ﬁnmjm Sodium glucose co-transporter subtype 2 (SGLT2) inhibitors
siivdngrumadnnsuandliifiuin annsaandanmainlsaumsndeutazansnsinsaelugiae
wvmuiifianudssioninielsavasadentialags navnandiinveselunguiifuiiiaule wae
lesumsussgnlunwinsujifvesumnuluvaiedsemna wagidaulavinn1snen anuAuany
LATFANARTYRILINGN SGLT2 inhibitorsagjapudnaunn Tusnalseine uaznuindvaisnisfnuid
wuiinslderngu SGLT 2 inhibitors A luuIurluussinaivhns@ne egndlsimudlaiil
n1sAnwluusunvesUsenalng wagludagtuUisdnindndseduguaindiuniiuazdns
Useiudsnudliannsadndimssnudeed deunannnisinunmsdssdumiudueiveansld
gbungy SGLT2 inhibitor agldiluteyausenaunsdndulaussgeilungu SGLT2 inhibitor 1iUtyd

GV NUMIIALAZAIANITIIINANSENUMNUU SN TRz AnduluyNsBveesTUNa

2. IQUszasA
1. leUssiiudunuessauselomivesnsliongududs SGLT-2 inhibitors Tunsdnungae
wwnnuaiiadl 2 ifanzlsenaenideniala wWisuifisutunissnudeeivaen Tagi
aosnguldFuemuesiidunnsguigaslisuer
2. ieUszifiunanssnufuiasugmansassnauresnsldengududs SGLT-2 inhibitors

mnanfiansaussyeglulnemdanuiania
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3. 35998/n3UNTSIATICH

nFoUKNAANTTIdElavteayaludIuYIRUNUN AT HAEAUYUNINEDN TBYAAIINUIRY

Y 9

Id dl ¥ aa ¥ -] a ¥ o [ d‘l ¥
Julunswieuaniug uazdayanuniniinvesiUie dwniinsgileglduuudiasansnen ielv

Linan15UssiliunnuANAIINgn @ LA uNUUsEANSHadIuLN (Incremental cost-effectiveness

9

ratio, ICER) LAZNANTENUNNAUIUUTEUN

(1)
| Diszei? Transitional
Indirect - Utility
Probability
Cost
v
S Markov Model

budget

QUIFIT Impact

JUN 3 UanInseaukfnnIde

3.1 sUwuunsAne
nsAnwildn1siasedunuessauselevi (cost-utility analysis) lngldwuudnasanis
iAsugenansivelUSeuiieunisldengududs SGLT-2 inhibitors Tun1ssnwgdheiunmuiai 2 9

)=

finzlsanasnideniale wuudiaesiildfeuuusiasiunsnen (Markov Model) wiavinnisusezidiu
AUNURAENATNEN1AVNNADAUTINVRIEUIY Lagn1TIATIENRANTENUAUIUUTENNN (budget
impact analysis) ﬁawmﬁmﬁumnﬁmims@m W UyTeranuieand sauden1sitasignanla
LWUUBU LAWn One-way sensitivity analysis Probabilistic sensitivity analysis &% Threshold

. & v A a ¢ o aa ' °
anaty5|s \Wusu LW@'JLﬂi']ﬁ/iﬂ'l']ﬂl’n]@ﬂm?LL‘UTVl@JNaG]@LL‘U‘U"U']a@Q

3.2 Uszvny/nguguog

gUroiumanuviiad 2 Afla1zlsanasadeniilosngisudu 50 U lngorgiiudud
yhnsAnuldandeyaoigdsvesiiisnnmsinudnsnissendinvesivasiumiuly
Useiwrlne (34)
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3.3 wuamamsinuniléiieuiiioy

nsfnwiivhnsisufisugingu SGLT-2 inhibitors Allunis¥nwndtasiuimiu Seld
Tussmalnedaidde

1) &1 Canagliflozin

2) 81 Dapasliflozin

3) 81 Empasliflozin

madeniis 3 madenidunisldeindu SGLT-2 inhibitors 1Ju add-on therapy sifuen
unsgugUelAFueY ( Metformin $aufugniumiungudus 7lilingu SGLT-2 inhibitors)
Wisuifleuiunguitlduvaendaldiusanasguiiguaelasueg (Metformin $amffusiuivy
naudue lslingu SGLT-2 inhibitors) Ingglunguenunmsgiu aziduluniu standard practice
3.4 HAAWSNIEGUNN

sAnwiTanadnsnisguamluzUvealTin (Life years 3o LYs) fifutundaainldsu
mM3$nw Taeen life years safe leunanmsansnsinisaeveselussassafilduiannisdnuwd
WJu meta-analysis LLaz?‘J?j%m’w (Quality adjusted life years %58 QALYs) ﬁLﬁuﬁu %ﬂﬁﬁa;ﬂa
oprsnvsslondldannisnuninissunssuvesszsinsine nonadnsnisguainiiduns

=) ) U ! A U
Wisuisuiuluusagnadennissnm

3.5 4UNDY

nyiATEvRunuesTaUsEleviasAnwilagldyuuemisdsny (societal perspective) Ay
alensusziumalulagimuaunnd miuusemalng wazyinisussiliunansgnumusuyssana
(budget impact analysis, BIA) Imsﬁmmzﬁmamwwiawiﬂ%’ﬁhaﬁawLﬁméﬁuiuagmuaqmaQ§§uwa

wndn15t1e1ngu SGLT-2 inhibitors USSR budsy@envanuieyii

3.6 nsauailtluwuudnass
msUszdiusuuessausyleviveamsinwil MuuanseuliamaenyiinvesyUle (life

time) lpeilszuziiainesau (cycle length) windu 1 T

3.7 ansanisusuan
o S a | N v O v U eal a
nsfnwifinsaunarlunisussidiuninndd 1 Y dudunuiaziadnsnaiuisainlaly

awanazgnUiuAlidugarlagiu Tnelddnsan (discounting rate) Sosay 3

3.8 NMINAIUILUUINADY

1AS9AS199BLUUTADS

ns@nwilduuudiassunsnen (Markov model) adassaniugguamitaniiuluves

AUqe danandlugui 4 lagdinsun 2 aaugaunn lawn
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U

1. T2DM with high risk CVD: aaugfiaetummnuviail 2 Allanuidedunisiialsavasn
Hoaila
2. Death: @nuzveINsLdeTin
Tnergnasazuansanudululdlunsiasuaniuzauam lassaisweauuudiasdldann
MIMUMUITIANT AN warnnddndeguiuunguussnnsiilemalsuszlevtiainnnssnun
#a1 clinical trial Tafsiuugihangidong uazuuansquadtaglunsujualunsouarvae

WM UTBIUSENA NG

N3V 4 ftheumnuvied 2 Aanudssgdunisiinlsanasadeniile Tneftiengy
ilagl#uengu SGLT-2 inhibitors u3eemann dedhensilomaiinlsaunsndouiiiedost
aeaLdenlanieg laun 1) Tsanduiilasilane (myocardial infarction; MI) 2) TsAnduiile
Mlavialdandeunauyiin unstable angina (UA) 3) n12z#ialaine (Congestive heart failure;
CHF) 4) lsanaanidenduas (Stroke) warlsalaine (Renal failure) fidosnisnsnaunuls (renal
replace therapy; RRT) Inglomalumsiialsaunsndeumaniiazunnsneiuniudssansnaveen
wazazfimsfinsandmatiadesnmsldetlunmafanmzdmaludensuinguuss (Severe
hypoglycemia) AsAnleTioTeazine (Genital infection) nM1sAndafimafiudaanis (Urinary
tract infection) N17¥AlATAINLUIMIT (Diabetic Ketoacidosis) n3dindluladrunisvetuuy

WAz (Amputations) $aume uenanilgUislunnaizilenadedinla

Hypoglycemia diseases)

T2DM with high risk ‘p Mortality rate (
+ CVD (cardiovascular J >

Genital infection ) A

Urinary tract

Mi I

infection

Ketoacidosis

Amputation Unstable

angina

Risk of % CHF

cardiovascular

complications Stroke

Renal
failure

* Required RRT

a ° & A o a & I v A v a
N4 LmeaaammawLwamaaaamusqmmwLﬂulﬂlmammamewwsagﬂﬂwwwmmm

fianudesgdlunsiinalsavasaioniila
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ANURATIUVDILUUINADY

1. mvualiiieusagsediafanizunsndouazlifimenduundue
2. mvuabigUielasuenluwdazmaden lngliiAnnathadesiiilviseadisuniaienty

ANTSNWN

3.9 ALUSN Y I ULUUIIAD9

3.9.1 fauyslen1an SUAEUaNIYEaYNIN oA

Yoyauszavsnavesmsldonililunisiasuaniuzguam IWun sasnsdedinvesiie
wardnsnsiinameunsndounasaideniiala (cardiovascular complications) @149 @sléann
ASNUNIUITIUNTTUBE U TUTTUU (Systematic review) wagyinnsiiasngideeiuna (Meta-
analysis) annsAnevislusagAasemaresnsAnyiuuunaaodlnednisduuaznisaiuay
(Randomized controlled trial; RCT) usifidadAnlunsnunguitasiumiuiiinnadssgdly
nsiinlsavasaidenilavessuida anmsnuiieglutlagiulifideyalszdnsuaain
nsANILUY RCT widunsifudoyauuy real world lungudssimaaunufiuie ddlulsaduil
pguAsegAansuuziliinsiiesesideyans 2 wuu Aoliemeiianisdeyanin

N3ANW RCT wagdnsnendayadnn1sAne real world

1) Yauauszansnavasen
Jayalseansnmvesnisideniinadadnsinisdediawasnisiinlsaunsndauniessuy
wlanazvaeniden laud 1) lsandsierlanie (myocardial infarction; MI) 2) Tsandanile
wilaviaden@sunausia unstable angina (UA) 3) n11g#alainy (Congestive heart failure;
CHF) 4) Ysavaenidanauss (Stroke) waz 5) Tsalnie (Renal failure) idesn1snisnawnules
(renal replace therapy; RRT) 593890 a919LA8991AN1 51481 lé’Lm'masifwmwaﬁﬂﬁnﬁmqul,l,sa
(severe hypoglycemia) nsAndevetatuisine (genital infection) nsAndefimaiudaans
(urinary tract infection) A12zAlATANLUIMINU (Diabetic ketoacidosis) wazn1sfindliulagiu
wilaveInvLLaZYT (Amputations) Falda1nn1snunmiulssaunssuegrndussuy (Systematic
review) Lagn153LATIEB AN (Meta-analysis) nsAneslutasiaUsEmavesnisine
wuunAaealauiinsdulazn13AUAN (Randomized controlled trial) kagn1sAnwgedang

(Observational study) lugftherumuitldFuengs SGLT-2 inhibitors Kugnuteya Pubmed

(%

Yy A o A =~

wag Cochrane TuiduAuARTUN 2 WaunIngIau w.a. 2561 lagldmAumas
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((((RCT) OR (("randomized controlled trial"[Publication Type] OR "randomized
controlled trials as topic'[MeSH Terms] OR "randomized controlled trial
"[All Fields] OR "randomised controlled trial"[All Fields])))) OR
("meta-analysis"[Publication Type] OR "meta-analysis as topic'[MeSH Terms]
OR "meta-analysis"[All Fields])))) AND ((SGLT2) OR SGLT-2) OR SGLT 2))
OR Sodium glucose co-transporter) OR empagliflozin) OR dapagliflozin)
OR canagliflozin)

,NNERALYN (Inclusion criteria)

1. msﬁﬂwﬂugﬂuwmiﬁﬂmqummaaﬂmﬁmsejuLLazmm’m@u (Randomized

controlled trial) U8IN1FSNWIUINITU

. nsAnwninisldeingu SGLT-2 inhibitors Lawne Canagliflozin &1 Dapagliflozin
. . al = [ & 1 Y o A &

wazel Empagliflozin WSgugunugIviasn Imwqaamquimummuqmmﬂum

WnsguiUaglasueg (combination vesguImIuYesengudusnldlyngy SGLT-2

inhibitors)
3. msdnwiluwnefinsmuamasse el
- 91 Canagliflozin vu1A 100 - 300 HadnsusoIu
- 91 Dapagliflozin ¥u9 5 - 10 Hadnsusoiu
- 971 Empagliflozin wu1a 10 - 25 fiadnusaiu

4. msfnwfnenudunndingurieniuineg

WnNNEnean (Exclusion criteria)

1. NS lUIUINEA INSIANULUINIINITTNEN
2. LwanINanIsANeIveINIs NN LSAAR AR DA laLaLALDa
3. MLEAAINANISANYIVINITDINITIIULAS

4. msfnwnlilafnwinavesenlunyud
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duAuaInguteya Pubmed duAuainguteya Cochrane

(593 UNAnNEa) (4 UnAngs)
\ 4 \ 4
UNANLDVIINLUA
507 msfnw AnanAILLRNE (384)
- AnepnlAguNAnge (201)
- ms@nwilally RCT (92)
v - llwanswanisAnwvadlsa

ANSAANSBIRIEUNARAED waamaawﬂwaﬂiﬂ

WNSNYaUNABINNS (77)

A 4

208 unAnga

- Wuns@ne meta

analysis (19)

ANSANWILALLAL
o —>
1 unArge
AneenseLviaHa
v - wansanwlila
. MsANEALLIDS Full text Wagugunueviaen
N19ANYT Real world > (13)

101 unfAnga

v

4 Asfnen

- nquusznslailedUae
WM BUAN 2 (1)
- nsAnw Post

v

hocann
62 n1sANWYI ANSANWINEN

A WNUTARLTN

JUN 5 Flow chart uananavasnsnumuissanssuegrafussuvlunsmyussansuavesnislden

&y SGLT-2 inhibitors luns$nwigtheiuininu
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nnsavAwIsTansseglussuulagldgudeyanuddududingnd nuassanssy
$1u7u 597 Bos uanidlofiarsannunasidnduasdneen i 62 nsnuidinasidadn Gl
1. msAnwiUieulifieus Canagliflozin wazemnnsgudigiaeldiueg (combination vesen
W) 91U 14 Msene (12, 16, 35-46)
2. misfnwudIeuiisusn Dapaglifiozin wazenunnsgiuiigiaelésusg (combination w898
UMW) 910U 27 M3fne (47-73)
3. msAnwIUsuLiouesn Empagliflozin wageuasguiigagléiueg (combination veden
W) 911U 17 nsAnw (10, 17, 74-88)
4. msnwlaglddeya Real world FauaniwadnsluninsnveseIngy SGLT-2 inhibitor 1)

IYNULLNYILAREIURN 91U 4 N1SANWT (89-92)

TouaUsEANSHAv0IN1TTNYILIALUIMITUAI8EINGN SGLT-2 inhibitors TungugUae
WUIMIIUAEUINILATIERA835AAT Iz ANIU (Meta-analysis) 1nalalUsunsa RevMan 5.3
KadWiveIUsEAVENATINAIENWIABAT Odds ratio (OR) waanaiialsandnaniowalanis a1
Wilane lsavaenionauas tsalning §ns1nsidedin sautawataAesnnmsiden tauiney
ﬁwmaa‘i’wﬁmqmm nsfniteresetezing msfadefinaduilaans wazanedladaan
W leldensnwlsaummiungy SGLT-2 inhibitors Wisuiiisufugvasn (placebo) lag
faaaanguldfusmuauiiiusnnnsguiiduasldsuey (combination 1838M1UIML) LA
LLammamﬁmiwﬁﬁgamasamaqmﬂajm SGLT-2 inhibitors uazUARIMENYBIUAALFIET Fian3197

5uay 6

M13197 11 A1 Odds ratio (OR) e 15idedInnazn1sinliaunindauniauiilakasvasaidon (e
Wiguiugvaan luniafensias vese1ngy SGLT-2 inhibitors Tun1ssnwilsaiuivaiu

1NNITVINANTIASIZITIDAUU

NAANS N9LAen A1 OR

A15LE8TIR (All cause death)

Canagliflozin (RCT) 0.87 (0.74, 1.01)
Dapagliflozin (RCT) 0.93 (0.82, 1.05)
Empagliflozin (RCT) 0.68 (0.56, 0.82)
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A15197 12 A1 Odds ratio (OR) 9890158 39LaLN15AALSALNSNTRUNIIALALIaDnLADN LD

Wiguiugmaan luniadensias vese1ngy SGLT-2 inhibitors Tun1ssnwilsaiuivaiu

INNIFVINNTIATIZMTIDAUU (A1B)

NAANS

N19L59N

A1 OR

n&ax SGLT-2 inhibitors

(RCT)

0.85(0.78, 0.93)

&y SGLT-2 inhibitors

(Real world)

0.52 (0.45, 0.60)

AsRalsAnatulamlanne

Canagliflozin (RCT)

0.85(0.69, 1.04)

Dapagliflozin (RCT)

0.88 (0.76, 1.01)

Empagliflozin (RCT)

0.88 (0.70, 1.10)

&y SGLT-2 inhibitors (RCT) 0.87 (0.79, 0.96)

gy SGLT-2 inhibitors (Real world) 0.78 (0.72, 0.84)
msiianMgiIlaNg

Canagliflozin (RCT) 0.67 (0.52, 0.86)

Dapagliflozin (RCT) 0.73 (0.61, 0.87)

Empagliflozin (RCT) 0.65 (0.50, 0.85)

nN&ax SGLT-2 inhibitors (RCT) 0.69 (0.61, 0.79)

&y SGLT-2 inhibitors

(Real world)

0.67 (0.57, 0.79)

s AlsANaDn

&
MRIGKIGN

Canagliflozin (RCT)

0.83 (0.46, 1.53)

Dapagliflozin (RCT)

1.01 (0.84, 1.21)

Empagliflozin (RCT)

1.19 (0.89, 1.58)

n&ax SGLT-2 inhibitors

(RCT)

1.00 (0.88, 1.14)

n&ax SGLT-2 inhibitors

(Real world)

0.77 (0.73, 0.81)

INNANITIATIEVBANIU WUT18INEY SGLT-2 inhibitors 13150801 UNINGBUNIY

=

lawagvaendenldideifouiunisldenasniistoyaannisine RCT wag Real world iilag
foyausnusaziienanmsanun RCT wuingtisumuildiuen Empagliflozin a1unaanaina
L?BW@Nmnﬁa%’imlﬁmaﬁqmﬁa 0.68 (0.56, 0.82) Winileiieufunssnudsemasn lnevsass
naulesuemuaNiiusnsguiifiagliiuey dmiuen Canagliflozin wazen Dapaglifiozin
annsnanAuAsIveInsidedinld 0.87 (0.74, 1.01) waz 0.93 (0.82, 1.05) awddu 1wy
audedlunisiinnzuwnsndeunisssuuiilasasnasndenlumadensiag Wewisuduen
vaen TnglunnudssiivsAnlsandudevilame srlunguiiannsnanaudeddlndidesty
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Tny Canagliflozin ansnsnanmnadedunisifalduinnitemasnanniian (@1 OR = 0.85 (0.69,
1.04)) dm5uen Dapagliflozin (A1 OR = 0.88 (0.76, 1.01)) kaze1 Empagliflozin (A1 OR = 0.88
(0.70, 1.10)) @wnsaanmnudsslunsinalauiy dmsunalunisannisiinniaziilanns Tse
‘viaaﬂLﬁamauawaqmﬂfjuﬁl,t,ams']aaztﬁamlumiwﬁ 5 wagainnsAnwlinunisiinlsalaing
(Renal failure) fifiosn1snisnaumile (renal replace therapy; RRT) fetunsAnwijarlalléiingg
frsanlsaifluwuuinans dsmnuAnUniieriulefiintududiesnisinuedadiiaund
(renal impairment) Ssfifsamglianudiuindaenguilldsunsasafanunsinuvedls

INNINTIINLIALUIMIUBEU

A9 13 A1 Odds ratio (OR) wesn1stinwadrafedlumadensineg vessngu SGLT-2 inhibitors

Tunssnwlsalunu Walguiue1rasn 31NN1SHINISIAIIEIT9RANIUY

NAAWS N19den A1 OR
ﬂnzﬁflmaﬁﬂﬁuﬁmgmm
Canagliflozin 0.88 (0.32, 2.44)
Dapagliflozin 0.68 (0.50, 0.94)
Empagliflozin 0.86 (0.60, 1.25)
n&ay SGLT-2 inhibitors 0.76 (0.60, 0.96)
nsRnTeTete Tz
Canagliflozin 2.77 (1.58, 4.86)
Dapagliflozin 4.33 (3.12, 6.02)
Empagliflozin 3.05(2.27, 4.11)
&y SGLT-2 inhibitors 3.31(2.67, 4.11)
nsAngefimaiuilaane
Canagliflozin 1.15(0.98, 1.34)
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A9 14 A1 Odds ratio (OR) wesn1stinwadrafedlumadensineg vesengu SGLT-2 inhibitors

Tunssnwlsarunu Wailguiugirasn a1NA1SHINNSIAIIEITeeANY (5D)

NAAND N9Lden A1 OR
Dapagliflozin 1.10 (0.94, 1.28)
Empagliflozin 1.02 (0.93, 1.13)
n&x SGLT-2 inhibitors 1.07 (0.99, 1.15)

NILAWMTAINLUINITU

Canagliflozin 2.36 (0.87, 6.40)
Dapagliflozin 2.23(1.14, 4.33)
Empagliflozin 0.93 (0.29, 2.96)
n&au SGLT-2 inhibitors 1.92 (1.16, 3.16)

v 1

PRaNTIATEiefnalagliveyaainnisAner RCT wulwadafesidAnyreteng

v 9

SGLT-2 inhibitors Aen1sinidevasefenzind wuinen Dapaglifiozin Sf1 OR winfu 4.33 (3.12,
6.02) MUUP1887 Empagliflozin (OR = 3.05 (2.27, 4.11)) wag Canagliflozin (OR = 2.77 (1.58,
4.86)) aud ey wazaudeslunisiinnnzAladanniuininueesen Canasliflozin Fewuun
‘17‘1'5191 A9 ORLY1AU 2.36 (0.87, 6.40) Waze1 Dapaglifiozin tM1fu 2.23 (1.14, 4.33) waze
Empagliflozin w1y 0.93 (0.29, 2.96)

o w d‘

A2unN1sAne N aiutaaizenaliwnneisiuuineg1eiidedrailaisuniue1vasn Ae

o

81 Canagliflozin ﬁmwmﬁmmnﬁqmﬁa OR wifiu 1.15 (0.98, 1.34) auu1s1ee1 Dapagliflozin
A1 OR 1¥1AU 1.10 (0.94, 1.28) haze Empaglifiozin A1 OR tM1AU 1.02 (0.93, 1.13) 115U
ma%”mLﬁawmm3Lﬁmm’;zﬁ’1ma6‘h%ﬁﬂ§ut,tﬁﬂ WU’i’lEJ’]IUﬂEjiJﬁﬂ’liJ’liﬂaﬂﬂTmL%EJ&IUﬂ’]iLﬁﬂiéf
dlewieufiusmasnlneen Dapaglifiozin § OR Wiy 0.68 (0.50, 0.94) &1 Empagliflozin  OR
WU 0.86 (0.60, 1.25) Wage1 Canagliflozin & OR tvinAvU 0.88 (0.32, 2.44) nan13Anuw1lu
AmTvesnguuaadlunei 6
dmsunadnsvosnsiinlsanaiiotlenadendsundusia unstable angina wazns
Aanad10AgeInn1Tiden AonsfnuiediuveuvuiazYl ldaiuisalddayainnisiinis
Anseiideeiniy wesnideyaliifisane dufudeyailiainnismuniuissunssuain
nsanwiluinsUszma sawaaddunnsisd 7 Tnensielsanduidewlavndendounduyia
unstable angina 1#¥eyaainn1s@nuiinisinseidsefniuves Usman U 2018 (93) wui
8#1ngx SGLT-2 inhibitors anunsoanaudsslunisiinlsadls OR Wiy 0.95 (0.72, 1.25) N
ueniansdayausagiien uinen Canaglifiozin aunsnaneuidsslumaifalsand uiosiala
dendsundusiin unstable angina lé OR Wiy 0.68 (0.18, 2.6) lewfieufusvaen du
g1 Empasliflozin wazen Dapaglifiozin a19liifAnuuansisegadfeddydiefiouiuevasn
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1agA1 OR MIAU 0.96 (0.72, 1.28) way 1.01 (0.41, 2.48) 115U Empaclifiozin hagen
Dapagliflozin 9udu kazdayanisanuIdInasularyildteyaann1sineiyuan U 2018
(94) finsAnwnsiausduvosvulazy U ldsueIngy SGLT-2 inhibitor WuU3Ing
$nwidesmasnillemanisiinfesas 0.15 Guinliunndeiunisldengu SGLT-2 inhibitors
Taun15lgden Canagliflozin Alaniainnisdiniauaisesas 0.16 wazievaz 0.10 d1msuy
Empagliflozin wazseeay 0.09 @ususn Dapagliflozin
Yoyaildarnnsinisiaseidseduuvesnisldsuietestuninudesdunisiia
AMBUNTNTIULATHATILABIAI9Y Az lUAMUIMABUAUIRTINITIARAITUNI NG D UL Y
Hat1aAgaaInmsidemaen (Iagiia OR unguiulenmalunsiinvesnisinuilagldevaen)
fananstoyalumsiedl 7 lnedeyalunistestunnudsdunsiinnnzunsndeussliidutoya
anurasdulunisiasuaniugainfihsiuwnuludaaiusvesnmsiinanisunsndausneg
yiensdeTin dmsudeyansianadrafssannislioasinaamslunsiadunuindy uay
uennideyalonadlunsfinmsdiaususnagldlunisissandesnaunm@inde Wosnidu

N av 3 1 1 = 1 aa v
N7 8mmﬂm%mwama@mmwmmmggmEJ

1n151UTaYAN1INYRE1INNTINTIATILAERANUNTIATIETULUUTIREY InganKa
mMeeTeidsefnunudnsinmgaennuainafssiisuuseisl 81 Canaglifiozin §8n3A3
NN UYINAY 2.91% (SE = 6.97) 81 Dapagliflozin Wiy 6.43% (SE = 3.96) uazen Empagliflozin
winifu 8.74% (SE = 4.39) Han1sAnwnseaunguen SGLT-2 inhibitors iy 6.23% (SE = 4.96)

3.9.2 Yoyanainingas

YoyasssndsrloviildlunsAnwiliAinanninifiudoyaessouszlovdvosgiae
s funfunisnsafnuilsameuiading seuineduil 1 dameu 2561 feiudl 15
fugneu 2561 ietanidumessausslevivesfihelsaummndldfinnzunsndeu sy 25
70 TngldieSosflonuuasunu EQ-5D-51 dadunvvasuamudifiaugnéios (Validity) uaziianna
Undefie (Reliability) lunmsdunivaifaedisdaangiensuszsidumaluladiuguaindmiy
Uszinalng atuil 2 we. 2556 (95) Tngnisanwilddusedlasanznssunisaiossaluay Ay
wimemanidsnwmenuia lagldmessauselovivesithormnuilifinzunsndou iy
0.881 (SD = 0.101)

¥

Tayanssaustlevivesiiielsaumvinuninnzunsndeu WannsnuniuIsIanssy
f1aUsEINAYed Beaudet A. Uazauy (96) lngusaznnzunindeou fe lsananuiieilame ng

wilane lsavaendenauss uazlsananuilemlavinaendeundusia unstable angina dAn

al

AN T Inngaydsly (Disutility) Wiy -0.055 , -0.108, -0.164 kag -0.090 aud sy laglv 95

q

%Cl Wiy -0.067 to -0.042, -0.169 to -0.048, -0.222 to -0.105 waz -0.126 to -0.054 AUa1AY
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wudy safernessausslovuvestitielsauuiiinnsiauaun Saduanziidesalsioe
Tsawvnuidnunmdisdianas Ignihafiasanuiuaunmdinvesiielsawmanuly
nsfnwll nefiarnanminfigadslu winfu -0.280 (:0.389 to -0.170, 95%Cl) daudoya
ossaustlomivesiielsmumiuiianzunsndoulsalalifannsmumussunsslulszne

vy o suzTanl 2960 wazaue F9lns1euaiassauselevy windu 0.790 (SD =0.254)

3.9.3 Joyaduny

AUNUNLINNTIATIENILATOUARUTIIR U UNNATIABTEUVFUAIN WATAUNUNIINTILAY

Medauson U

AUNUNIIASITLAEITUNISENNE (Direct medical costs) lawn

1 [

ayasuuAte1nwlsauImu nandseniasininanten Jauseniameunsiuluayled

1. VDY
Y
]

¥
v

UITRUAVIIAITAUNTAUI NTENTEISITUEY (97) Inesiaeldsatilunadl

Y 9

e =1

- 91 Canagliflozin ¥11a 100 fadnsu $1A1 16,403 Unsal
- 91 Dapagliflozin aun 10 fadnsu 51A1 16,403 v meel

- #1 Empagliflozin 9u1a 10 Jadnsu 57A1 16,403 vnsiol

2. sunulunisunsuusmsilsmenuiaskungiisuentunisinsnwisellieesUielsailailse
unsngeu lHa1nA1TNUNINITIUNTINAINNISANEIUUSEIWALNE Vo9 Chatterjee S. wagAny
(98) Tuln.A.2551 Wiy 3,684 U (3,844 - 49,671, inter-quartile range) ¥953UAUNY

yansetliliAesdeatunsunns wihiu 1,755 v (785 - 10,151, inter-quartile range)

3. sunuildlunisinuilsaunsndeulugiheuendmiuguaslsaumnuiunfnwdeidos
lsaneua lannsnuninssanssuannsanylulssmelng ves Chatterjee S. uazAnie
Tudm.m.2551 fvihnssnuilsaumandlufiou natau 2550 fe Aueneu 2551 Tngludiae
TsAruvnuiifilsaunsndeunuy microvascular iy 20,518 U (3,538 - 78,830, inter-
quartile range) uag QﬂwismmmmﬁﬁisﬂLmsﬂ%amwu macrovascular yi11u 11,730
U (6,610 - 72,565, inter-quartile range) %ﬁmé’uﬁqumqmqﬁhjLﬁm%’aqﬁummwmé

WinAu 1,755 U (785 - 10,151, inter-quartile range)

sunulumsinvgUaslsammiuiinenmsunsndeuidniunmsnvilsameuia
Duduaelu ldandeyacmsnvvedsimerviadssy ludeuunsiau G Sunau w.e. 2560
Tnglduaalunisinusio 1 adslunisueulsmenuia vedlsandudoalanis amgilane
Tsanaonidonauss lsanduiietlovimdendeundusina unstable angina waxlsals
WU 161,724 (SD = 172,796), 123,796 (SD = 155,423), 94,493 (SD = 141,433), 111,948

(SD = 89,192) way 109,132 (SD = 202,663) U Aua1au taeiflonsdnsunissnendu
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Auaelusied wiriu 1.07 (SD= 0.27), 1.18 (SD= 0.47), 1.39 (SD= 0.98) ,1.06 (SD= 0.25) wa

1.24 (SD= 0.74) A%s paddv

. dunuildlunisinmeinistiafesie fnsananeinsthafesiifeduluszduguess ne
nsifvdeyadlddrsvesitheiidniunsinumilsmeuiadisvlufounnsiaufsuiia
.6 2560 Ingladayarldinslunisshululsmeiuiavesennistinfesiiielsauimanu
fail amzhmamedinguuss mafndefimadutiaans waeaneAlada wihtu 50,781 (SD =
48,473), 53,681 (SD = 42,330) way 63,727 (SD = 49,569) UM mua1du laedldnsniizu
mssnwnluduaelusield windu 1.05 (SD= 0.29), 1.06 (SD= 0.24) uaz 1.03 (SD= 0.15) ads
ANUAIAU muﬁqﬁunmaqé’ﬂu&JIsﬂmemﬁLﬁmmiéfmlfumnl,vhﬁ’u 166,210 (SD= 327,576)
v wazid1funis¥nyiade 1.20 (SD=0.66) aswied dwmfunisinidoveseteazina
Adsmnalfarusiuiinmsinvidufisansliodudensuuuumiu (Clotrimazole 100
fodusu 6 in Sdudunusaienniiiu 8 (SE =2) v wagiidruauadaniaiia 1.00 (SD=
0.00) Afasted

Fuyunensanliiesiunsunmng (Direct non-medical costs) laun

- ANAUNIITUNITINYT A19191T ARRINTEEELIAINTRTIIRAAINRINNS tnelddayalaens
\Audeyaannisdunivalfihelsawmnuidniunisine u lsmeiuiadisng lussning
uil 1 Bevnan 2561 f 15 Augneu 2561 S51urugtae 49 918 wuidtaedauAundunis
slsangrunadiondaniniu 349 i (SD = 708) Arormslunisunlsmenuiaensa iy
134 U9 (SD = 292) 93 ANRUILAzATD YR AT Ul smenuradonts
Wiy 75 UIm (SD = 114) uaz 49 UM (SD = 87) muddu Tasdidiuauadelunisu
Tsaweruraiadesod wiiu 4.00 (SD = 2.19) afalugteitlifinnsunsndou was 8 (SD =

4.39) asdmTugUleninnizunsndeu

- dunulumsiedauadineiithu uaznssnwiuenlsmmetuiaied wihiu 5,106 (SD = 0) uaz
1,122 (SD = 4,060) U euedty druerlddnelunisuiuussiiedends uazdovesfiosiuae
ANUazAINLAL U Feazyinisiansanangludusnresnisiinlsaunsndou wiriu 2,449
(SD = 14,510) tag 3,078 (SD =8,847) U AIUAINU

. andeloniavesgfluniswigiasunlsmeuiasnenss Inglddeyalaenisiivdeyasinnis
dun1valUrglsnumnundasun1ssnyt s lsaneunadssne Juil 1 &mneu 2561 89 15
fugngu 2561 F9waugtae 49 918 Wi 319 U (SD = 275) lngAnansielaussyividse

1 (GNI per capita) 910t 2560 NUszmnAlneilswlanel windu 5,960 Avaa1ianss Nons

43

wanae 1 Aeaamiansy wiriu 33.94 um
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nsAnwildTInAuuNI@auvs oAU UNEANIN (Productivity cost) MAgIfUAUULIAT

v & P Y] v 3 a v ¢ ° ° o
%BQQUQSWG%NW UN@ﬂ@ﬂﬂUﬂ73UU%WIUﬂW§ﬂ33Uﬁi@unu@ﬁiﬁﬂigiﬂﬂu WWN@W&“%NWIUWUQa@

= a a Y o [y v v & = o Y
Alan1sUsEumalulagfuauamdmsuusemelng deyasunuiaunlueinzgnusulnduy

Arvassunuludn.a. 2561 Inglddviisinguslana (Consumer Price Index, CPI) 3INN5¥N539

NIWYE

3.9.4 §UsaIMTUNIT AT IS AN TENUA1NUYTE 04

lddoyaguinisaluaranuynvestislsniuimiuniinelsanaeniieniila uazglae

wimuniiaudesadunsiinlsanaeaiianiila lun1siesgrinansenuauaulssainain

asusenumsihsedslse wa. 2558 voed1inTEUIAINgT LAETISNUANIUNTUFUAIN WA, 2559

A15199 15 AR ILUSNIEATIEMULUUINAD

AU lgAAsIzilukuuaNang

ANWZNIS
N52A1UA
(Distribution)

ALRRY
(Mean)

ANNAIALARDY

4195311 (SE)

LANET

v a
NN

Tan1an1siuaguan LA

Tenmalunisiialsanananiiesialanie (M) Ydayaannisinen RCT

gmaen (Placebo) LUAN 0.031 0.0011 Meta-analysis
Odd ratio ¥9981 Canagliflozin e LUAN 0.85 0.10 Meta-analysis
Wisufugmasn
Odd ratio ¥8981 Dapasliflozin e LUAN 0.88 0.07 Meta-analysis
Wigunuemasn
Odd ratio 48381 Empasgliflozin ho LUAN 0.88 0.11 Meta-analysis
Wigunusmasn
Odd ratio Guaw’mq'u SGLT-2 LUAN 0.87 0.05 Meta-analysis

inhibitors Wiaweuiusvasn (RCT)

Tanalunisiialsandnaiienialanie (M) dayavinnisAnen Real world

y111a9n (Placebo)

LA

0.005

0.0001

Meta-analysis

Odd ratio ¥@3g1ANGY SGLT-2

inhibitors

LA

0.78

0.03

Meta-analysis

Tandlunisiialsanduiiailaviafenidsunausila unstable angina (UA) 9838310

n15An® RCT

g1vaan (Placebo)

LUAI

0.005

0.0006

(93)
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ANWZNIS

ALRRY

ANNAIALARDY

inhibitors Watgunue1asn

Faulsildnseilunuusiiass N8R Lfﬂa:s
(Mean) | 4105314 (SE) 21994
(Distribution)
0dd ratio ¥e981 Canagliflozin Wle LUF 0.68 0.98 (93)
Wisuiugvaen
A151971 16 waneiulsTlEnzlunuusians ()
ANYAILNIT o , y
Faudsitlidnnmsiluwuudiaes e S Rl L‘rjﬂﬁ:i
(Mean) | 4105314 (SE) 21999
(Distribution)
Odd ratio %8381 Dapagliflozin e LUAN 1.01 0.75 (93)
Wisuiugvaen
Odd ratio 98381 Empagliflozin iile LUAN 0.96 0.16 (93)
WisunueImaen
Odd ratio Y@ SGLT-2 LUA 0.95 0.15 (93)
inhibitors Wiaiisuiuewasn (RCT)
Tondlumsiian1igiialane (CHF) dayaannnsdnen RCT
gvaen (Placebo) LUAN 0.023 0.0011 Meta-analysis
Odd ratio ¥8981 Canagliflozin e LUAN 0.67 0.10 Meta-analysis
Wisuiugvaen
Odd ratio 8981 Dapagliflozin e LUAN 0.73 0.07 Meta-analysis
WisunueIvaen
Odd ratio 48981 Empasgliflozin e LUAN 0.65 0.10 Meta-analysis
Wisuiugvaen
Odd ratio ?Ja\‘mfju SGLT-2 LUAN 0.69 0.05 Meta-analysis
inhibitors \lewfleufiugvaen
Tandlunisiian1enialaie (CHF) Yayaainnisinyn Real world
gmaen (Placebo) LUAY 0.011 0.0002 Meta-analysis
Odd ratio ¥83n@y SGLT-2 LUAN 0.67 0.06 Meta-analysis
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A1 17 LanedLUsNEAAT1EAluLUUINaY (619)

AU YA UL UUANABY

ANwWENIS
N5219A
(Distribution)

ALRRY

(Mean)

ANNAIALARDY

11M351U (SE)

LANET

1'% a
1934

Tenalunisiinlsavaanifansduas (Stroke) UagaannnisAnen R

cT

Wigunuenvasn

g1aen (Placebo) LUSN 0.018 0.0009 Meta-analysis
Odd ratio ¥8981 Canagliflozin ho LUAN 0.83 0.36 Meta-analysis
WigunueIvasn

Odd ratio %8381 Dapagliflozin e LUAN 1.01 0.10 Meta-analysis
Wisuiugvaen

Odd ratio 48381 Empagliflozin e LUAN 1.19 0.20 Meta-analysis
WisunueIvaen

Odd ratio Y84 SGLT-2 LA 1.00 0.07 Meta-analysis
inhibitors \lewfleufiugvaen

Tansdlunisiinlsavaanidendauas (Stroke) YayaannisAnen Real world

gmaen (Placebo) LU 0.009 0.0001 Meta-analysis
Odd ratio GUENﬂEjaJ SGLT-2 LUAN 0.77 0.02 Meta-analysis
inhibitors Wiawieufuevaen

9n3IN9H8TIN (All causes mortality) JoyaainnisAnen RCT

gmaen (Placebo) LUAY 0.019 0.0019 Meta-analysis
Odd ratio ¥8981 Canagliflozin e LUAN 0.87 0.07 Meta-analysis
Wisuiugvaen

Odd ratio ¥8981 Dapasliflozin e LUAN 0.93 0.06 Meta-analysis
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A15199 18 LanILUSNEALATIEAlULUUINEDY (61D)

ANWULNT L . y
FaudsitldAaseiluuuusnans " bl I Liﬂaji
(Mean) | 1m5§7u (SE) 974994
(Distribution) *
Odd ratio 48981 Empasgliflozin e LUAN 0.68 0.07 Meta-analysis
WisunueIMaen
Odd ratio maammju SGLT-2 LUAN 0.85 0.04 Meta-analysis
inhibitors wlewfleufiugvaen
an3IN15488830 (AUl causes mortality) Fayaainn1sinu Real world
g1vasn (Placebo) LUFN 0.015 0.0002 Meta-analysis
Odd ratio Y84 SGLT-2 LA 0.52 0.04 Meta-analysis
inhibitors Wiawieufuevaen
TenatianadnafAgsaInnslyen
T,@maLﬁmmazﬁwmaﬁwﬁmmm (severe hypoglycemia)
g1maen (Placebo) LUAN 0.006 0.0005 Meta-analysis
Odd ratio ¥8981 Canagliflozin e LUAN 0.88 0.80 Meta-analysis
Wisuiugvaen
Odd ratio ¥8981 Dapasliflozin e LUAN 0.68 0.13 Meta-analysis
WisunueIvaen
Odd ratio 48381 Empasgliflozin e LUAN 0.86 0.20 Meta-analysis
WisunueImaen
Odd ratio ¥9381n§ SGLT-2 LUsN 0.76 0.10 Meta-analysis
inhibitors ilawfleufiugvaen
Tomainnsindavose ooz (genital infection)
gmaen (Placebo) LUAY 0.013 0.0007 Meta-analysis
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A5199 19 LaneLUsNlEILATIEATU

LUUINaD9 (MD)

ANWULNT L . y
Fauusildiiasziluwuusians N3G AIARE | MAmARREY Liniﬁ
(Mean) | 1m5§7u (SE) 974994
(Distribution) *
Odd ratio ¥8981 Canagliflozin ho LUAN 2.77 1.07 Meta-analysis
WigunueImasn
Odd ratio ¥8981 Dapasliflozin e LUAN 4.33 0.86 Meta-analysis
Wisuiugvaen
Odd ratio 8981 Empagliflozin e LUAN 3.05 0.54 Meta-analysis
Wisuiugvaen
Odd ratio ¥8e81NgH SGLT-2 LUA 3.31 0.41 Meta-analysis
inhibitors Wiawieufuevaen
Temaidamsandefimauliaans (urinary tract infection)
g1vasn (Placebo) LUFN 0.054 0.0015 Meta-analysis
Odd ratio ¥8981 Canagliflozin e LUAN 1.15 0.10 Meta-analysis
Wisuiugvaen
Odd ratio 8981 Dapagliflozin e LUAN 1.10 0.09 Meta-analysis
WisunueIvaen
Odd ratio ¥8381 Empasgliflozin e LUAN 1.02 0.06 Meta-analysis
Wisuiugvaen
Odd ratio va81ngy SGLT-2 LUsN 1.07 0.04 Meta-analysis
inhibitors wlewfleufiugvaen
TonainnmeAla@aainiumau (Diabetic ketoacidosis)
gmaen (Placebo) LUAY 0.001 0.0002 Meta-analysis
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A15199 20 LanFILUSNIEAATIEMlULUUINEDY (61B)

microvacular

ANWLNS o4 | p
FaudsitldAaseiluuuusnans " bl I Liﬂaji
(Mean) | 1m5§7u (SE) 974994
(Distribution) *
Odd ratio ¥8981 Canagliflozin ho LUAN 2.36 2.06 Meta-analysis
WigunueImasn
Odd ratio ¥8981 Dapasliflozin e LUAN 2.23 1.07 Meta-analysis
Wisuiugvaen
Odd ratio 8981 Empasgliflozin e LUAN 0.93 1.04 Meta-analysis
Wisuiugvaen
Odd ratio ¥8e81NgH SGLT-2 LUA 1.92 0.63 Meta-analysis
inhibitors Wiawieufuevaen
TonaAnn1sAnuwIuY (amputation)
g1maen (Placebo) LU 0.002 0.0001 (94)
&1 Canagliflozin LUAN 0.002 0.0002 (94)
81 Dapagliflozin LU 0.001 0.0002 (94)
81 Empagliflozin LU 0.001 0.0002 (94)
g1ndx SGLT-2 inhibitors RIlY) 0.001 0.0001 (94)
funumeassitigarunsunndaaiiou (um)
AuvuA1en (siad)
&1 Canagliflozin N33 16,403 1,640 (97)
&1 Dapagliflozin WNLLI 8,202 820 (97)
&1 Empagliflozin WAL 16,403 1,640 (97)
AunuAtsnwngruaguaeuen (dat)
Tsarumnuitliilsaunsndeu WAL 2,089 3,023 (98)
Tsaunmuiifinnazunsndou N33 20,322 28,759 (98)
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A5199 21 LanLUsNEAAT1IEAlULUUINaDY (619)

ANWULNT L . y
o o . . ANRRY | AIAATALARDY LONE13
fawUsnladiasgiluwuudnass N32AYA7 . -
(Mean) | u103g1u (SE) 9149894
(Distribution)
1SAIUIUNLNIZWNTNY DU WAL 10,803 37,077 (98)
macrovacular
% o v a a v
aunulunisneduaglulsaiuimnuniineinisunsndau
lsanauiiartanig WAL 161,724 172,796 Futoya .
Tsanauiiailavnaent 2 unay WAL 111,948 89,192 Futoya .
%A unstable angina
Amgmilang WL 123,796 155,423 Fudeya .
lsAviaenidendes W 94,493 141,433 Frudeya TN,
1saln W 109,132 202,663 FrudeYa TN,
AuNUAIIN BN TTaABNHBATS
AMgIMaRYIATULSS wnuai 50,781 48,473 Fudeya .
N3AALIDVDIDILILLNA wnagdn 9 2 31A19984
nsAnenmaaudaaey wnuai 53,681 42,330 FrudeYa TN,
AMeAlaTa WL 63,727 49,569 Fudaya .
MSAALVUYNYINAY wnusl 166,210 327,576 Futoya .
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A5199 22 LanedLUsNEAAT1IEAlULUUINaY (619)

ANWULNT L . y
o e . . ANREY | AAAIALARADY LONET
fawUsnlaiasgiluwuudnass N32AYA7 . -
(Mean) | u103g1u (SE) 9149894
(Distribution)

IUNUAISNEINGIUIAINUNAIDY (UInsial)

AUNUANTN Y INGIUIAINUNAGIBY WAL 1,122 4,060 ARET- PRI
1% P~ | [ 4

MRS laingafunIsuIng (Umn)
suyulunisusulsegendeviote WAL 5,527 11,296 ASEUN1WE]
gunsallunisgneanuasaInua
HUae (Fanigasausn)
ANAUNIVBI IR wnusl 347 708 nsdunwal
15anenuIa (MaAs9)
ANAUYINUDIYIAIATLILTINGIUD N1 79 114 NSAUATY
(oA39)
A191M15095UI8LIANNLTINE VA W 134 292 nsdunTeel
(famA39)
ADIYIVOIEYIALIAITLTINEIUNA N1 49 87 nSEUNTWal
(oA39)
AndslonialunisinaueesgIan WAL 319 275 NSAUATY
WEheulsmeIua
suulunisieaua W 5,106 1,322 nsdunTwel
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3.10 F8M1TIATIEdeYA

3.10.1 M3AATIERAUNUUTEENSHE

HANTIATIzvkansluUSnTdIuAUUUSEAVENAdIWAY (Incremental cost-effectiveness

ratio, ICER) ImEJ"3meﬁmé’unuﬁLﬁﬁuﬁiaﬂqﬁum’az (cost per quality-adjusted life year gained)

a o

voamadenlunisldenngy SGLT-2 inhibitors iWewssuiisuiumadenitlden Favunefaldini

sonusumeaAassauselowy (utility)

ICER = (Cs-Co) / (Es-Ec)
Cs = AUNUTBINTININILEINGN SGLT-2 inhibitors
Cc = AUYUYRINITINYINEY Control treatment
Es = Useavanavessnwinieen SGLT-2 inhibitors
E. = Us¥anSnavean1ssnwieigen Control treatment

3.10.2 N159LA51MAA sl nUuaY

&

miﬁﬂmﬁ%mswzﬁmmwLLu'uauﬁuaqﬁaLLUmﬂﬁ’;LLUiﬁ”’a 335 fip N1TILATIZRANLIILUUNIS
\Ae7 (One-way sensitivity analysis) n1531a512%A18laLuueIdenuu1azidu (Probabilistic
sensitivity analysis) kazN153LATIZWRITAITA (Threshold sensitivity analysis) Ingn1531AS 1%
aslnuumaien azfinnsawansdsuuladasldrgegauazingnvosusiaziuys waziiaue
n15AN®I928 Tornado diagram wavdmsunisitasigiaulinuvetdeaiuiiazidu avldis
Monte Carlo simulation Tnglalusunsa Microsoft Office Excel 2010 (Microsoft Corp. Redmond,
wA) Tagfinsimundnvauznmanszanefvesvesiuysililuwuudiass msdrassillnenisdu
AenAveuiasfulsunvieiianun 1,000 ASe Fanansiiensiazuanaduaadovesiuny
NAENINI9EUAMN LarSmsIduuuUsEABHadILiY uazuanmalugUresnT U LUTAVSNHA
duiiy uidinneinnuduiusserinenadiladiede 1 Yauanzivamnuhazduiimaden
Tun1s¥nuntiug AdlauduA Lazlanaraluguues Acceptability curve M5IATIEYIIndAnld

MvuesIAImaientus asiiauaue 19lusunsy Microsoft Office Excel 2010

3.10.3 N1534A3121N152UUTEUU
Aaszilaglddeyagiinisaiuaraiuynvesthelsaiuivnuniaudsdunisiialsala
wazvaenienInasussunsiseialse Usednt w2558 wagldtayadiuiuuseunsineidl

918171 50 VUl T wa. 2561 Fasldruauwiniu 19,425,435 au

[

INTBYATIINUANUATAFVAIN W.A.2559 NuAHYNLIAuIvIIL Tuusesnseny 15 YYu
TWlunmsunssemengn 8.9%

lnganasusenunisihsedalsausednd 2558 nuiangudeyaiUislsalifindesesand

o I

SUUSNITAINANUNEIUIAYST dTeuvuTglnl 393,887 51 AndugURnisal (Incidence)

<9

602.03 siaUs¥y1nT 100,000 AU IaeninuengUAnisalnisiiauenaiueiy s1ee1uingiiinisalves
a4z



[

nsifialsAluImvg 818 50-59 U winiu 1,376 sieusey1ns 100,000 au wazlue1gannnit 60 U =
1,726 siaUsganns 100,000 AU Sty
" gUfin1salvenIsiinlsalumINg 018unndT 50 U iy 303,132 ausied
Mnfeyadndruvosfirsumiuiiinnsunsndeufosar 1064 warlusuuiidugvae
wwuiiianzunsndeumanasaidendesas 12.62 wazidufithoivmndisinnzunsndeunans
ogadasay 12.62 Muteyafituinseinanssnudiusuuszana Ao
= guRmsniftheildsunsinudeen 8,141 aused

" auyngUleilasumsinwmee 46,429 Au

4. Nan1sAny
4.1 M3AATziiuyuessauselavil (Cost-utility analysis)

ToUAIINNANITILATIEN average probabilistic model WUTIHANITILATIEVAUN Y

assausgloviluguuemsdnuvesUisiuminueiind 2 nianudssdunisiinlsavasndentiala

U ¥

onldUayalun1msinveangy SGLT-2 inhibitors 91nA15ANEY RCT WUIIMIUE0NYBINTINYI02E
g1NaY SGLT-2 inhibitors AUYUN15SNYIAADATIALYINAU 514,000 U FedA1EINIIAUNUVDI

MadeniunssnumieeInasn (298,000 Um) kA ININTNTTINRATAUN1IE NI4FENVBINIT

Snwisngenguil Wladawindu 14.32 wazlavnzuindu 11.88 FallAganintiiauazUavnnied
laanmadenlunissneniseivasn (13.83 wag 11.46 ANAIHU) MINAAITUMENLARETIAYN

! 2 9] . . Ay A |29 YAy Aa = W
WUIMNE0NY0N15LT81 Empasgliflozin Hdunusingian winliliiauwaslavnnizgeaniguiu
M1UL193881 Canagliflozin kazen Dapagliflozin fawanteyalunisned 8

dmsunanisanetilaltdoua Real world WUIMIBEDNYBINISITENNADNTAUNUAABATIN

Y 9
=

YaaUaewiniy 208,000 U 1UFI0 14.45 uazlauandz 12.23 TuvaeiinsShwinivenlungy

= =

SGLT-2 inhibitors fiaunuitgendn Ae 454,000 um walivavn1izuarlTinnaaindnguiu W8n =

15.88 wazladin 13.52)

M13199 23 UaneRuUTINeaendnvesrUle Y3insin (U) warlaunrizsiuvesmadonsdies lu

nmsinwgUlgiumvueiiai 2 Alanglsavasndentiale

d Y 3 Yan Ugun1azsau
madentunissh AUNUI (UN)*
(LYs) (QALYs)
2NN15ANYI RCT
g1vaon (Placebo) 298,000 13.83 11.46

a3



Uain Ygun1zsau
na@anlun1ssnen Aunus (Um)* )
! (LYs) (QALYs)

91nNN15ANEN RCT

ﬂE‘le SGLT-2 inhibitors 514,000 14.32 11.88
g1 Canagliflozin 513,000 14.24 11.87
&1 Dapagliflozin 505,000 14.05 11.65
81 Empagliflozin 532,000 14.92 12.33
91NN15ANET Real world

g1viaen (Placebo) 208,000 14.45 12.23
ﬂE‘le SGLT-2 inhibitors 454,000 15.88 13.52

*fuyuisiunswaduavesdunulul w.a.2561 uazianadufuarduufiuvemeiuum

nMyiAseiaunueTsaUseleviveinisidenngu SGLT-2 inhibitors lun1ssnwguieiuiminy
vilafl 2 Afinnglsanasaideniila gninauelusuvesdnsdruvesiunulszaniuadiuiia
(Incremental Cost-Effectiveness Ratio, ICER) 1USgutigufun1slge1vann %ﬂLLﬁ@ﬂNa&LugﬂﬂJ@d
FunurodTinfifindu (ms1efl 9) uazdunusedauaniefiiuiu (Medl 10) nuddnsiduves
FunuUszdvsradiuiislumadenvyesnsinudes) Empaglifiozin Sendiiga awinfu 214,000
UmeadiIn uag 259,000 umdalgunniz A1uaee Canagliflozin (517,000 umsaiinway
485,000 UmsaUgun13e) wazen Dapagliflozin (930,000 umsaUdinLay 921,000 umseUay
n1g) wnfinsanlasldtayalun1nsiuvessingy SGLT-2 inhibitors Wud1dns1dIuveIAUNY
UszanSuadiuiinwiiu 436,000 umeedinuay 475,000 UsaUgun1iy éﬁ’ummoﬁ’qgﬂﬁ 6 WAy
8 dwunisinsieilasldtaya Real world wuitmiadenvesnisldenngy SGLT-2 inhibitors
é’mwﬁauﬁuaqﬁunuﬂisﬁw%waﬁ’mﬁmwhﬁ’u 172,000 umsiaUaInuag 190,000 UMAaUgun1Ie 9
uaAnafaguR 7 wag 9

ntoyanugiionisussidiumalulagiuguamdmsvussmalng (95) wuinainnsfine
99 suninsiuaganiy (99) dvinsdrnalutszainslnelul wa. 2555 wuin audslagnsves
desllnesondguanzdmivimsnsildlunsinuidlediugunmdinlaglilddassoznainst
FAmdlerdszanas 156,000 v1m anseiuelaiuAsulUuazdoyannsinudnsdu inasiam A
wAT oA uesaitlafiardedusulsemalnelud 2556 FepnsiianUsEana 160,000 U
WinUszunu 1.2 wvessglauszesnfneiiuszyins (Per capita Gross National Income, GNI)

nssnwEUleiumueiied 2 Alanudsslunsiialsailasasvasndenlasldeingy SGLT-2
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inhibitors Yn#7 8198tldiAuAuAmIsATYgAansluusunvesUsenalng Ninslddeyainn

A15ANY1 RCT way Real world

A1519% 24 UaRINIEILYRIRUYLUTEENSHadIULY (CER/LYS) vean1sinwstheiumnuyilad
2 nanglsavaenideniiale fage1ngu SGLT-2 inhibitors WelUSeuiieuiun1ssnw
MLgImaeN (BnTIaIUAUYUABUTIN)

L o ANTEIUAUNU
- N AUANAUNUY AU .
madantunisine mm UITaANINaa ULy
(v )* Uain -
(UmATIn)
1NN15AN®Y RCT
ngw SGLT-2 inhibitors 216,000 0.49 436,000
&1 Canagliflozin 215,000 0.42 517,000
&1 Dapagliflozin 207,000 0.22 930,000
&1 Empagliflozin 233,000 1.09 214,000
21NN15ANY Real world
&y SGLT-2 inhibitors 246,000 1.43 172,000

*fuyuisiunswaduavesdunulul w.a.2561 wazuanududuardunufuvesmieiuum
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JUqelsalumiueiiadl 2 flinnazlsavasnaianiala (Yayavin RCT)

250,000
ox - Canagliflozin
200,000 u
= - Dapagliflozin
é 150,000
= _
s Empagliflozin
=
24 100,000
S
z =>4=SGLT-2 inhibitors
E=Y
= 50,000 group
©
0
-1.00 -0.50 0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00
-50,000
daudnsvastTin @)
JUN 6 NIMluanadnsdInvesuuUsEavENadIuL (ICER/LYS) vaimssnwdiisunninuile

1 2 Mnglspraenianiiala AleeIngu SGLT-2 inhibitors wlaiUSautiguiun1ssne

Aggmaen (BnsrauauuselUTIn) annsAnw RCT
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Y a o ] o o
JUqelsalumiueiiadl 2 flianaslsavaaaiieniala
(Yayaan Real world)

300,000

— 250,000 X
=
[y
=)
~ 200,000
=
.
a;
> 150,000 —>4=SGLT-2 inhibitors group
@
F
Z
< 100,000
=
&
©
50,000
0
-1.00 -0.50 0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00

-50,000
drun19el3ddIn @)

CaN

=
~

NI MLERISNIIdILYRIRUYLUSYENSHadIULTY (ICER/LYS) veemssnwgUlsiuminuvile
1 2 #nglsaraeniianiala AlgeIngu SGLT-2 inhibitors waiUSautiguiun1ssne

mggmaen (nsaiunuuseUin) 31nnsAnwl Real world
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M1519% 25 uandnsadIuvesRuyuUsYaNSHaduLia (ICER/QALYS) vaemsinwgUisiuviny
wiiai 2 Nlnglsavaendeniila AgeINgu SGLT-2 inhibitors Wallssuliteuriu

nsSnwegevaen (§nsduaunuialaunie)

L o dnsausumu
- o AUANNAUNY AUANN o
MM9LaDNIUNS5 NN - UszananagdIuny
(Um)* Ugunae
(UmAgun32)
1NN15ANET RCT
ngw SGLT-2 inhibitors 216,000 0.45 475,000
81 Canagliflozin 215,000 0.44 485,000
81 Dapagliflozin 207,000 0.22 921,000
81 Empagliflozin 233,000 0.90 259,000
91nN13ANET Real world
&y SGLT-2 inhibitors 246,000 1.29 190,000

*fuyunsunswaduavesdunulul w.a.2561 wazuanududuardunufuvesmieiuum
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JUqelsalumnuiinil 2 ilianislsavasaiieniiala (Yayaann RCT)
250,000
s ¥

200,000 —4— Canagliflozin
B o
é 150,000 —f—Dapagliflozin
=
= o
aé Empagliflozin
4 100,000
S
pa =>é=SGLT-2 inhibitors
=Y
= 50,000 group
@

0
-1.00 -0.50 0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00
-50,000
dausnsvastguniie @)
JUN 8 NIMLARSNIEINYeIAUUUSYANSNAEIULAY (ICER/QALYS) 983nsinwgUleiuininu

¥iladl 2 NilalsAvasaieniala MmeeIngy SGLT-2 inhibitors LiaUTeuLiuiunis

Snwdgemaen (Sandiuiuurelauni1az) 31nnsanw RCT
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300,000

Y a o ] - @
JUqelsalumiuiiadl 2 flianaslsavaaaiteniala

(Yayavn Real world)

-50,000

— 250,000 X
=
[y
=)
~ 200,000
=
.
a;
> 150,000 —>4=SGLT-2 inhibitors group
@
F
Z
< 100,000
=
&
©
50,000
0
-1.00 -0.50 0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00

dausnsvaslgunnne @)

JUN 9 nvluansdndiuvesunuUsEanNSHadIuiy (ICER/QALYS) Y09nsSnedUeiuImiy

¥iladl 2 NialsAvasaieniala MmeeIngy SGLT-2 inhibitors tiaUFeuLiguiunis

SNYIPILEaD

n @nsdusunuseUguang) :NMsAnw Real world
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4.2 mMsaaszviaulainuusuy (Uncertainty analysis)

4.2.1 M153A189IANL L UUNIGLAEL (One-way sensitivity analysis)

msinwiashuuumadeadunisfionsawanisidsuuladtagldagsgauazsiign
vousazAwlsluniadonvesnssnwimesingu SGLT-2 inhibitors kagtdnauenisAnuieme
Tornado diagram fauansluguil 10 (feyaainisinun RCT) Ineideniameiudsiiddny leun
P2saudosiufifenas 95 (95% Confidence interval) vesiudsarmtiazdulunisivasy
A0UT ATLULANNNTIN uazduLsneY TEsnsUiuaniidosar 0 ua 6

wudnvinsiUasurveausasdaUs fulsifinayilisnsduduyuussansuadiu
WsimsAsuuasnniian 5 Siduusnie 1) Shsmsuivandiunadng 2) Sasmsuivandiu
funu 3) rahazduresmsideTinvesangthelsaumuildevasn 4) ammaziduves
madedinvesangiaelsaumnuiildoingy SGLT-2 inhibitors uag 5) fuyurienngy SGLT-2

inhibitors
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saruandiunaing (sl

Sniutuardaimu (del)
roitastuvasnaduedisnnlmumniy Tunguevaen
arudsureinadufiinanlsannminy Tunduen SGLT2 inh.
.E‘..'}‘EL‘E"P‘."[.".I‘.i!‘lI SGLT2 inh,

s isnnduiinenlsandmtoflony Tunguuemiaon

savsbslomivesihuurwruiiilssuwndou
manestutsmaduTindenmsilane Tunguuvasn

fupdunsingnieilang (OPD)

mrmnsiiu

::‘.'lmqmrm'mr:':|"i1‘.".:|ﬁzm\"'|~:uu‘n 'I.‘..mjnr;" SGLT2 inh,

firlsmvaemenmun Tunguun SGLTZ ink.

I'I'.'"‘IJ'J"]\]::'IT]‘-J'.I'I'.-1
arusntuessmsBeiiaenlsmaemonsues Tungueaen
mesiuvesnisdsTisnlsandnntemlony Tungue S6LT2 inh.
fplunrsimnamsiilane (PD) W Max

fulunsinwlsemasnBonauss (OPD) Min

-60% -0

Fovnyvadn ICER ABruudadiy WanBeufeuty ICER vesrwafouAnedhuys (CER whiudse Bs1umdeTqunms)

35U 10 n319 Tornado uane3eeazUedIA1dnIIdILAUNUUTEAVSHAadIUALYRINTIN YR8 INGY
SGLT-2 inhibitors TungugUasiuininu illawTeuiiisudunissnuisiveivasn 7

WasuwUasly Wedsuudasadudsnuiiivun (Jeyaannisdny) RCT)

4.2.2 M5AsziinuhnuuadeauU1azy (Probabilistic sensitivity analysis)

mMylasginuhiuuedeninuiasdudienisvic Monte Carlo simulation 91nn134y
1,000 A%Y NudndIuAavesAunULArdIUA19Ye U TEANSNAYRINITINYIRIBE NG SGLT-2
inhibitors W3gueguiunsdenvenIssnwsgemaeniunssnuUleuIniu uanwalay

19 Cost-effectiveness acceptability curve flawanslugun 11 (Teyadann RCT wonusazyingn)

[

JUT 12 (Toyaann RCT lunmsauvengu) uasgud 13 (Jayadain Real world) Fadunsini

[y 1

v o J I a Ao <3 a 1 a N [
wansmNFITUSSEIyaA RN auRalanag e iseausiee (Willingness to pay) fiulenia

=

finaluladduazdanuduen lnsmnfiansunuvidsdediionisussidumaluloddugunin
dwFudsemalng JadvualFiunamianudurvesanandiladnedmiulssmalned 2556 ans
fAUszann 1.2 wiwesnelaussvefseniussying nisussuia 160,000 vnselguniiy
wnuinsldemasnazilenafiazdudaniiaaioviesay 100 selunsdnuillédeya RCT
wag Real world nn#Wansaunsidenlungu SGLT-2 inhibitors 31nUeya RCT Y838 uAaz a7

'
a

J 4 a 1 I ¥ ! PN ey = A o
‘Wmmwﬂ%maan%ummm%Lﬂums@umqwqmagmaﬂaz 94 uzin1aaenlun1ssnwl
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fwe Empagliflozin Jsfimnuasiiufivedueegniosas 4.7 uaz Canagliflozin dA11ui1e
Wunduategisesas 1.1 usniniiuaiuinladnegavuiies s nindenveanislden
. . P ' & Ay X 4 P ! @ Ay 1 a v
Empagliflozin agdanuiiaziduniduaiguses lngazinnuinasiduiiquaniuesas 50
Wiepuinlagned 280,000 um usmnfinnsanlaeldtoya RCT Tunmsiuvengu SGLT-2
inhibitors wudiAuAnlage?l Empagliflozin azliauduaniiusesas 50 og# 480,000 U

waz 190,000 UM dnsuteyaann1siny) RCT uag Real world mua1siy

1 Cost-effectiveness Acceptability Curve
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AaNuteulaan

07 = 160,000 1M

—o—81%1800
0.6 -
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UNTAMUANAIVBINIWADN
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03 —>=Empagliflozin

£
@

0.2

0.1

A2141U1

Y G G G G Gy’
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12000 0000 000 60000 0000 10000 14000 00

anuhnlagedalaguanng (um)

UM 11 n319 cost-effectiveness acceptability curve wanslanannisshwiseniudonsdias lu
AUrsuIUIEiiauANATnagiauneladedeUguanziieg (wonvinelunguuas

\Judeyasinmsfine RCT)
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4.2.3 M153A51831A0 Lk UUMTRane (Threshold analysis)

1#1n151A3729% Threshold analysis tilafnw151A181&N SGLT-2 inhibitors #il4lun1s
SnwngtnsummliiinnudualuuiunvessemalneAednandrudunuuss Ansnadiuiy
Wiy 160,000 umsaUgun1ir wuins1A1en Empagliflozin A3siA1iifu 10,219 uimsiad
(AI5AAI1AT89UT Fewag 38) &1 Canagliflozin A35HIA1LYINAY 5,975 umsiad (AITAATIANALNN
Jovaz 64) wazyl Dapagliflozin AITHANYINAU 3,372 UIABU (AITAATIATAINNTOYAE 79)
dmsutoyalunnsinveangy SGLT-2 inhibitors AIsHAYINGU 6,139 UseT (AITANTIANAINY

Souay 63)

4.3 NM5IATITHNANTZTNUNIAIUSUUSZUN (Budget impact analysis)

AaTzvnansenuauUsznalagldnanisfineainteya RCT Tunmsinvengs SGLT-2
inhibitors A1NNaN1TIATIENTRYAlUN1TIATIENLUY deterministic model WUIeUUTEINMYBINTT
$nwEUaElUIMIN Al 991187NEH SGLT-2 inhibitors AfAuANAY Tumadenyesnssnuisesn
vaenagiliuyszanasin 5 U wiidu 5,720 v (el 1,144 Suumeed) Faagdinimaden
vaan1stdenlungy SGLT-2 inhibitors wnfiansaunluen Empagliflozin %"’uﬁumﬁﬁmmﬁuﬁmm
ﬁqﬁﬂ,uﬁmmﬁ:ﬁmmﬁmmudﬁﬁqwizmmw 59 Wiy 8,390 &uun (0Ae 1,678 a1uumee
U Faluaswenuysyanasin 5 Uiy 2,676 duum (ade 535 d1uuimded) Wewieuiue
Naen NINHAITUIENAINYTLLANVDIAUNUNUIININEDNVBIN15bE87 Empagliflozin ¢l
JUUSEINATIN 5 Jlamzdnsumeniniu 3,040 &1uuv (@ae 608 auumsed) wazidusnu
TsAuaznzunsndeusieg fildsaueien Empagliflozin Wi 5,350 druun Fwnnivmadonues
nstdemasn 363 auumly 5 U dwwanstoyasigazidenvessulssinuudazl soudalayareasen

fiadue Tumsen 11
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M99 26 LARINANTENUATUIUYTEUNUYRINTT UL ateudunislallden (Yoya o

Aa [
i']ﬂ']ﬂ'ﬁ’mﬂ'ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂq)

UszLan madenvasmsdnen | i1 Uiz Uiz Via Vs s L?ajj
nal
suuszunae | emaen (Placebo) 974 1,070 1,150 1,230 1,290 5720 1,144
VINT mmju SGLT-2 inhibitors 1,180 1,310 1,430 1,540 1,630 7,100 1,420
$nen &1 Canagliflozin 1,160 1,300 1420 1,520 1,620 7,020 1,404
(§uum) | g1 Dapaglifiozin 1,060 1,180 1,280 15370 1,450 6340 1,268
g1 Empagliflozin 1,390 1,550 1,690 1,820 1,940 8390 1,678
NANI$NU | 91Inqu SGLT-2 inhibitors | 206 240 280 310 340 1376 275
14 81 Canagliflozin 186 230 270 290 330 1306 261
quuszanaidi | g1 Dapagliflozin 86 110 130 140 160 626 125
divdude | o Empagliflozin 416 480 540 590 650 2,676 535
WBuUAUN1S
Tdorvasn
GRITRD)
qudszana | 81ngu SGLT-2 inhibitors | 307 343 376 405 431 1,860 372
WWILAN8Y | 81 Canagliflozin 309 345 378 408 434 1870 374
g SGLT-2 | &1 Dapagliflozin 168 187 205 221 235 1,020 204
inhibitors | g1 Empagliflozin 499 559 614 664 708 3,040 608
(&uum)
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M99 27 LARINANTENUAIUIUUTZUNYRIN TSN IUInIL eleudunislallden (Yeya o

Aa ¥ ! J
31ANYIMAAINALAT) (91D)

a o ] ] oy o oy A LQaEJ

Uszian N9LRBINVBINTTINGN nl Unz2 Un3 Ynd Uns5 5w o
nay

udszanae | gviaen (Placebo) 974 1,070 1,150 1,230 1,290 5720 1,144

duq enidu | engu SGLT-2 inhibitors | 874 970 1,060 1,130 1,200 5230 1,046

GRERNGH HARUUTEINN 100 -100 90  -100 90  -480  -96
SGLT-2 81 Canagliflozin 855 951 1,040 1,120 1,180 5,140 1,028
inhibitors NAaR1NUUSEU Y -119 -119  -110  -110 -110 -568 -114
@MW) | g Dapagliflozin 895 990 1,080 1,150 1,220 5330 1,066
NARIIUUIENN -79 80  -70  -80 -70 -379 76

g1 Empagliflozin 891 990 1,080 1,160 1,230 5,350 1,070
NARN19UUTEL -83 -80 -70 -70 -60 -363 -13

5. agUuazaiusnenanisAne
HAN1SIATIETeanuunlaann1sanerl tdun1ssiunisAnerauialne (Major

publication) w8481 Empagliflozin (17) 81 Canagliflozin (16) waze1 Dapaglifiozin (73) a2 @99
AUN5EN Y ILANI AU INANITANTATINITHANNIIZUNINGOUNITLUUIN LALAT A DAL A DALAL AR
M55 ETINLA LIBNATUIDINANISANWINEANUIT LLBNINUINTTESTIN nanuLilerilanie

Beunay wazn1eialanng wudneIngy SGLT-2 inhibitors anunsaannisiinbiegneived Ayl

[y

AMLLANG19RE 19Tl ARy winSIinlsAvRBnLaenaNas 81ngu SGLT-2 inhibitors Wiguwifiuen

(%
)=

“aen Lazliloa1a09 Heterogeneity M111u13LATIZ9RANNINUIN NSANYINUINIIATIZAEUL
heterogeneity #1 lnanwudndian 2 unwigalaun n153As1gsin1sinlsAnaonienaued Gy 6
wALilaNa158u189 publication bias Wu3184d publication bias ¥ein15AnwINLTIUNSILATIZY

aﬁj’]ﬂliﬁGlﬂuﬂﬂﬂwaﬂﬁiﬁﬂwﬂﬂ’miﬂ’;‘lm\iLaEJ’JWU’j'W{;]J’J wUsAfinanual ICER Tulkuudnae9a1nnis

aa

a ¢ a d' = a v ] = ! i
'3Lﬂi']Sﬁa.ﬂll']iull']ﬂﬂqmﬂaﬂqslﬁﬂﬂnﬂm@ﬂwﬂ?ﬂL‘UTVT'J']ULL@%I?V‘WLLW?ﬂ%@u‘?NW‘U'J"IEJ']ﬂQ@J SGLT-2

Y

[

inhibitors @1u1saansnsIn19ide laegeiitodfny & heterogeneity @ wazlifl publication bias
(A1ANWINT 1)

mﬂﬁmsmﬁ@mmﬁmﬁ’u hemoglobin A1C (HbA1C) maﬂﬁﬂwﬁgdﬂduﬁlé’%’u SGLT-2
inhibitor LLauﬂaiJ‘VllﬂiUEJ’]‘Viaaﬂ 31nYoya baseline charactenshcs maqwﬂ’mmaamam LLammaua
HbALC Tuusiaz miﬁﬂmmmmm meta-analysis dlagdnsinaiinnngiimasiiviinfiguuss &
wanslunsadl 12 nanwandl 3 awduingUieeaesnguiien HbALC Aliumndnstuagiedifoddny
y3adR Kafuarnuan1sin meta-analysis vaamsiRnnztmamiisuusdliunnedanvnanszdu
HbA1C snsfurasfiaetaaasngy uderaina1nnisfiunndausnufueriugiu (baseline
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treatment) Wanunsamuauszdutmaludeavesiinsudareldluszninenisinnm Faduen
fluguvesfthiiaeanguanafiniuuandsiuld ilinisinnneieadiiisuusdunguiioed
1¢$uennda SGLT-2 inhibitors Susninnguilésuemasnls
ToUANANTITANYIAIUANAIVBIBINGHN SGLT-2 inhibitors Iaglddayaannnisiinisiasiey
\BeeAunudanann 9nnsAnwn RCT nuinfsusiinguaeldsusingy SGLT-2 inhibitors 9:dU33m
wazlaunie (14.32 V33, 11.88 Ygunme) fdusnnifiheildiuevasn (13.83 Tdin, 11.46 T
aun19) uiluuiunvessemelveslungy SGLT-2 inhibitors yndadslaifianuduaiisninnisly

Uoua RCT uag Real world lngdnsdiuvesnunuiszdnsuadiuiiulunaienveinissnwaigen

'
a1 o

Empagliflozin fifneniian (259,000 Unselaun1ay) museen Canagliflozin (485,000 Uwsidge
A17%) wazen Dapagliflozin (921,000 umseUguniie) mnfiarsanlaglddeyalunimsinvesengy
SGLT-2 inhibitors Wuidnsiduvesiuulsyansuadiuiianintu 475,000 umsedaunioy
dmfunaannisanwilidona real world Ssanunsnanamidsdlunisidedinldunnia
N15An®1910 RCT wns1zo19iidadeniuiilaiainisadaléd (unmeasured confounding factor)

UMY LU FIusVaATEgRakazdeAY (socioeconomic status) vasUaelasuenltungu SGLT-2

a1 =

inhibitors enafinmLAnIRINEUInguAIuAN desaliiAnnadnsnisaddndidngt Juilelidoya
Real world #1%111153LA518MAINUANAT WUT181NGU SGLT-2 inhibitors AASAI1dIUAUN Y
UsgAnSuadiuiiaiiinndt damneddinnuduannnniinisliteyaanmsinw RCT iilesanlid
TinuazUauniiziigeniy (Shsauduyulssaviuawiiu 190,000 vmdelauniig)
nansiaTgiaailiniueuesfuUsiuumMafisafiagiiuil uenmileandnsnisuiu
anfAuvULazNadnswad faudsauinasdurenisdedinvesangUaslsnuiniu wazduyuan
B1n§1 SGLT-2 inhibitors \uudsiifinadonisivasunlasdndiusunuusansaadiudiumn
figm Fadumnsranenga SGLT-2 inhibitors Wasuulasiuenaiinadenisfinuild Tnensiased
mibuuumIndfniiednumsaeinga SGLT-2 inhibitors Aldlunsdnwitierumuliiianna
AueluusunvesUssmalngAesnadruiunuUszansuadiufiasiiiu 160,000 vindelguniig
WU3151A187 Empagliflozin A258ALMITU 10,219 Umsel (A198A51A1A9N1 Sa8az 38) 81
Canagliflozin A38AYINAU 5,975 Unsiol (ATansIANauNTosas 64) wazel Dapaglifiozin AIFdl
ANiniY 3,372 vandal (AITanTIAIRINITegay 79) dmSudeyaluninsiuveangy SGLT-2
inhibitors AsiiAWNAY 6,139 umsied (AIsaRTIANAINTRYAY 63)
dewisuifisunanisdnwidudunasinnis@nuinuueifeninainagidu (Probabilistic
sensitivity analysis) fuNan15ANYIINN15ANY deterministic lagdnsndruAuyuUssansuadiy
fiuRInn15ANYY deterministic Vo487 Canagliflozin (480,000 U’Wl@i@ﬂ?j‘dm’w) 81 Dapagliflozin
(913000 UmsaUgun1Iz) waze Empagliflozin (257,000 umsieUavn1ie) lnalAgaiunanisane

211 Probabilistic azuiuIndinUsiinunususiuliuinin wazilafiansandeainuiiasdud vy
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AUANAIYDINITHIBINAN SGLT2- inhibitor finyudnlagne 160,000 vmsialguntiy wuiinasld

8Ny SGLT-2 inhibitor falifianuduAndewseuiisuivenrasn (N135nw1annsg)

MnwantsAnmEnuinsyansuaainmadenilasueilundy SGLT-2 inhitors Tlaunnie
WINN118111800 (N155AVIUINTFIN) BE5¥1iNe 0.22-0.90 Uguaiae (?Jqéumwﬁﬁw‘ﬁyuéumm
Canagliflozin 81 Dapaglifiozin ware1 Empagliflozin 1nAU 0.44 0.22 wag 0.90 audsu) e
Wisufugmaen Fawanisanwdeudlndifsaieinaisuisuiunisinuaindassme
mudeyalunisef 4 fuanananisAnuAuALAMALATYEAER Y838 INGL SGLT-2 inhibitors Tu
feuszna danuiilaunneiidutuvesslunguil 9851119 0.011-0.590 Ugun1ie dmiuaiy
AuriudulngudinsdnulusassmatienudualuuTunvesUsemaiiy Tasutsnsinywuna
cost-saving 8neae (25, 31, 32) ?zj"'aLmﬂ@hﬂmnms%mﬁé’alajﬁmmﬁmﬂw%umawismwﬂ,m

IgvhmshnsgieAutunuuiaietne (Network meta-analysis) Ingldlusunsu Stata 14 uiie
Qwa%aﬂmﬁmswﬁmu indirect comparison \fieanAILLANGY (heterogeneous) %@ﬂﬂﬁjumﬁ%
gIaentulAaznN1sAnE laglaszrnaansueslsed@nsnaannnissnerAea Odds ratio (OR) Ues
9MIINTLEBTIN WUIIA1 OR U898 Canagliflozin iy 0.87 (0.75, 1.00) &1 Dapagliflozin U
0.93(0.83, 1.04) wazy1 Empagliflozin VAU 0.69(0.58, 0.82) AIUAIAU Fonunilalnaidsaiuna
Fganmsiesedenuuildannsenei

5.1 9931NAVDINITANYA

5.1.1 gideldvihnsmumunssunssuvesteyadunuanmsinuilulsemalng wideyad
lefireudrsinin lifideyadimunzauferiualdaeilflunmsunuatlunuudasdd
vaa lnguindeyaiiddey fe dunuvesiUisdifinizunsndeusiiag 1 e
wivmuiiillsandsdealanis Slsandundevlavaidondsunduria unstable
angina fin1eilane viselsavaenifenauessiuig §idedalalideyarldaneves
nsiinnnzunsndeuvesiasluannisiiudeyasinlsanerviadssny wazlddeya
AldIngveenisiinn1isunsndeuresUisusniannnisAnwives ves Chatterjee S.
wazAg (98) fuiinsdndsdoyansinulsaunsndeuvesiinevedsameiuiaiiielss
psouAguUIUssTmaiudululdenn iesanniBnafudeya madhdsdoyadilal
FoulesduiasUszina uaginatlunisdndunis shlddanusidudedddoyann
Tsanewiaien deduluounanmninisdnudoyaduyuaesdtasiumuiiilse
unsndeuupnsaty envdmwalinamsfnyiunnidlufunanisinudld

5.1.2 YeyaguAnisaiveanisialsauimuililunisdnw udeyaiildanaguseny
maihsgislsa Wuteyavesnszmssansisaguiifimsnenuuiusasgiudiou 43
uily BefiTermgiinnadiuin deyailédsinumniianuduais Anfumniideya

¥

NagvieudwiugUrenluasunnnitil suussnaildenaliyasianiiil
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5.1.3 lifieyasunlunssnwenmsindevese o dadunathafssiidrdyaens
Terlunguil 9nnsfnuilldlidoyaaindren Clotimazole sUwvumus LA 6
din Aldlunisinsnisindesimadesnaen Semidersaliaruduitais
14la

5.2 nMswSsuiisuiunisAnendu

5.2.1 NASNTIATIZRTN0ALIUL NUIHANTAAAMIZUNINGoUNNTTUUIlauazasn
Feaitldannsanunil dnandrefunisaneues Tang H U 2016 (100) uay Saad M
U 2017 (101) Tapmniasualun1sandnsIn1sdedin (All cause death) A5Ane
284 Tang HU 2016 wWu1181 Empagliflozin (OR 111U 0.67) @11150an8031017
Lﬁﬂ%ﬁ@lﬁmnﬁqm AINP887 Canagliflozin (OR 17U 0.85) Laze1 Dapagliflozin
(OR Wiy 1.12) Wuienfiun1sAnuves Saad M U 2017 #ifl OR wirffu 0.66, 0.82
wag 1.37 @usuen Empacliflozin 81 Canagliflozin ey Dapagliflozin aua1au 1ay
nansAneiilamnuuanseiunisanuneunthile nsdnwives Wu JH T 2016
(19) finanalififiuiinisansnsinisnieaedsn Dapasliflozin LMfU 0.88 waed
Fodrdyneadn feililosnnlunmsieseivesfidoaded n1sAnulnaidafi
diafin 3 13N (52, 68, 69) NE1INNITANYIVET Wu JH T 2016 TiwanInanis
FeTinvesithefildiuen Dapaglifiozin snnninemaen

5.2.2 dwduranisdnuinisdudmnaasgaans nsAnuilinanisinwiiielungs

SGLT-2 inhibitors §laifinnuduerluuiunuesssmealng Fso1asaainnsdnelu
sUssmaionguiiinruduarluuionvessematug fuansdayaluasd 4
uimnfiansandaunaneiivldiieeuiunmsinwunasguanmsinwdug deh
Aounlndidssunansnunild Tnsmnfiansanluns@nuiviinmslsudioudu
911105517 TU Metformin $aufugIngy Sulfonyl urea WU3181ng SGLT-2
inhibitors fananafiuTaun1iglduseun 0.467 M. Charokopou T 2015 (23) uax
nsAnw1e4 Sabale U T 2015 (24) annaufisdguanzlsvszana 0.27 1udu 3
nMsfnwvenselidaunneininnindntesfouszana 0.45 Yauane ool
mseldinssmnsfnufiuanaiseloviveansléenguilluvssiiuvesnisan

Snsnadedinvesdinesnnty

5.3 nthwansAneluuszgndldlusauiiou

nsimaniseneidluldluunvesdsemasug awnsavinld urenadesdinisiiansanly
Usziiiusunulumsinwlsaummiulasnmzunsndeunnag $ause esanerafianuunndidly

SeavewiuuLazAun T InveUeld
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5.4 ¥99119v099AANNSLAzZUITE luBUAN

= 4

5.4.1 fawdinnisfAnwdazldteyadunuuazaunndinvesiUiglulssmalng uideya

U

surulunssnelsrunsndeusastayanmunindinvesrenliiinnzunsndeudu
Y = A & = ¢ ~ ¢ )
Payadnnn1sfnuiltulsmeruiamdulsaseuwnmd nndinsfinwidunuuazaunn
Pinvosfurslulsmeruiaaudvselsaimeiviagusy oalinanisfinunasioudu
ANSIUVRWIUsEWAlNeUINAING

5.4.2 wniinslddeyasunulunisshwlsawnsndeunisssuuiilakas vaenienusazyiing

Aoy =

AU uLAnseiueIRi linan1sAnwasiauiuauaswInty e nudavlse
gnaslnseanldanenliviniy wudielsavasaidenaustenaderdslunisguanson

maguasgsliidumenisgandngUiengudug

6. Uatauauuideulauny

6.1 msldemnilungu SGLT-2 inhibitors Tums3nwgtheruvusied 2 Afanudsdums
Aalsaviaenidesiilalusmentagtu fehdalifinudueaieiouiunisldemasn win
Mnasianufiuladnedl 160,000 vmreTaunne mindesmsfimnsaneusasialunduien
Empagliflozin xdlenuduannniian (259,000 Umselauniay)

6.2 mndesnisliengy SGLT-2 inhibitors T6lunsinwiftiedifinudsdunisiinlsanaen
Gdemlafimnudualuuunvesszmalne fnnudulasny 160,000 umselauniae
51A8INGH SGLT-2 inhibitors A35aRTIAEMNTeERE 63 Lazniniansanlulsiazsignisen
iﬁmmmiamaqmﬁqﬁ 81 Empaglifiozin A1sansiAasniosas 38 81 Canagliflozin msan
JIManIeay 64 uaren Dapagliflozin msansimanieeay 79

7. 918208 U IUIUVNININY

nEY.Wsa Aowding uay ngy.Antiumi udlgeu WuumwIsIanssy asuuudiaes e
Joya waziliousneanive se.ng.amanval asuuissasy Wudvumwissanssy wagbidefnuiiu
Aenfusudsuaznanisane WamuSnwuasdeiausuuzunnuide
8. nauszlevunudou
AsTeivinluuiuretnmzunneAEnsASIITNETUIe W Ine deuiing feudelad

nausylovuugou
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9. 1lANEAN591994

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

Ay ANaINT LazAue. ﬂWiﬁﬁiﬁ]z‘ﬁmﬂwﬂiwﬂﬂulﬂﬂiﬂEJﬂ?iﬁ]i?ﬁ]f%‘]ﬂ?ﬂﬂ%ﬂﬁ 5. §11IN9U
d13rgunindsyvulng, 2sso.

wImayUURdmulsalumITg W.A.25602560.

013 2lnyad. MenudunuinesguitensUssdumeluladfiugunm: Tasansusediy
wialuladuazulouigamuaunn (HITAP); 2554 1 funaw 2554,

King P, Peacock I, Donnelly R. The UK prospective diabetes study (UKPDS): clinical and
therapeutic implications for type 2 diabetes. Br J Clin Pharmacol. 1999;48(5):643-8.
Troelsgaard A, Pitcher A, Binder R, Stetka R, Ondrusova M, Lovato E, et al. Health
Economic Evaluation of Canagliflozin In The Treatment of Type 2 Diabetes Mellitus In
Slovakia. Value in Health.17(7):A345.

Aguiar-lbanez R, Palencia R, Kandaswamy P, Li L. Cost-Effectiveness of Empasgliflozin
(Jardiance(R)) 10 Mg And 25 Mg Administered As An Add-on To Metformin Compared
To Other Sodium-Glucose Co-Transporter 2 Inhibitors (Sglt2is) for Patients With Type 2
Diabetes Mellitus (T2dm) In The UK. Value Health. 2014;17(7):A350-1.
msUsziiulenmaidsselsaiilauazvasnidesluguasiumuuazanudladings: d1in
Lsalaifinse nsuAIUANLIA; 2558.

Clar C, Gill JA, Court R, Waugh N. Systematic review of SGLT2 receptor inhibitors in dual
or triple therapy in type 2 diabetes. BMJ Open. 2012;2(5):e001007.

Musso G, Gambino R, Cassader M, Pagano G. A novel approach to control
hyperglycemia in type 2 diabetes: sodium glucose co-transport (SGLT) inhibitors:
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AMARNUIN

AMAKNUINT 1 Heterogeneity YaIWan1ANeNATIZRANNEINGN SGLT-2 inhibitors

1.1 Forrest plot ‘Uaﬂmﬂa;:u SGLT-2 inhibitors Tun15tAn all cause mortality

Experimental Control 0Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
1.1.1 Canaglifiozin VS Placebo
Bode 2015 2 477 1} 237 0.1% 2500012, 56223
Devineni 2012 o 20 o 9 Mot estimable
Ji1 2014 o 450 o 228 Mot estimable
MNeal 2017 366 5746 315 4347 29.3% 086[0.74,1.01] bl
Mobuya 2013 a 76 1) 70 Mat estimable
Mobuya 2016 a 308 1) 75 Mat estimable
Radbard1 2018 o 107 o 108 Mot estimable
Rong Qiu 2014 1 93 0 93 01% 303012 759.40]
Rosenstock 2012 1} 287 0 65 Mot estimable
Rosenstock 2016 1} 949 0 237 Mot estimable
Stenlo” 2013 1 392 1 192 0.1% 0.49[0.03, 7.85]
Takashi 2017 7 70 0 68 0.1% 1.36[0.08, 24.13]
Wiilding 2013 1} 313 0 1486 Mot estimable
Yalel 2014 4 179 2 a0 0.2% 1.01[0.18, 5.60] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 10177 5971  29.8% 0.87 [0.74,1.01] +
Total events 38

Heterogeneity: Tau™= 0.00; Chi*=1.34, df= 5 (P =0.83), F=0%
Testfor overall effect: Z=1.79 (F = 0.07)

1.1.2 Dapagliflozin VS Placebo

Araki 2016 1} 123 0 &0 Mot estimable

Bailey 2012 1} (<] 0 [<t:] Mot estimable

Bailey 2013 1} 272 1 137 01% 017[0.01,413] +

Bailey 2014 1 134 0 7 01% 1.70[0.07, 42.17]

Bolinder 2014 1 Ell 0 a 0.1% 303012 75.44]

Cefalu 2015 7 460 2 462 0.3% 355073, 17.200 =
Heerspink 2013 1} 24 0 25 Mot estimable

Henr-1 2012 1 397 0 20 0.1% 1.52[0.06, 37.59]

Henry-2 2012 1} 430 1 208 01% 016001, 3.96] +

Jabhour 2014 1} 225 1 228 01% 0.33[0.01,8.23]

Kaku 2013 1} 110 0 54 Mot estimable

Kaku 2014 1} 174 0 ar Mot estimable

Kohan 2014 5 168 5 84 0.4% 0.48[0.14,1.72] e
Leiter 2014 5 483 4 482 0.4% 1.251[0.33, 4.68] T
List2009 1} 164 0 54 Mot estimable

Manfield 2016 1} 50 0 50 Mot estimable

Manthieu 2016 1 160 0 160 0.1% 3.02[0.12 74.66]

Matthael 2015 1} 108 0 108 Mot estimable

Petrykiv 2017 1} 33 0 a3 Mot estimable

Rosenstock 2011 1 28 0 139 01% 1.49[0.06, 36.96]

Rosenstock 2015 0 174 a 176 Mot estimahle

Schumm-Draege 2015 a 209 0 101 Mot estimahble

Strojek 2014 1 293 0 145 01% 1.49[0.06, 36.96]

Wiilding 2009 a 48 0 23 Mot estimahble

Wiilding 2014 3 407 0 193 01% 3.35[017, 65.15]

Wiiviott 2018 529 8582 570 8578 47.7% 0.92[0.82,1.04] ]
Yang 2016 a 209 0 145 Mot estimahble

Yang 2018 a 139 0 133 Mot estimahble

Subtotal (95% CI) 14201 12298  49.5% 0.93[0.82,1.05] 4
Total events 5588 584

Heterogeneity: Tau?=0.00; Chi*=5.80,df=13 (P =0.79); F= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.20 (P = 0.23)

1.1.3 Empaglifiozin VS Placebo

Barnett 2014 1 419 3 M9 0% 0.25[0.03, 2.43] .
DeFronzo 2015 2 545 0 128 01% 1.18[0.06, 24.73]
Ferrannini 2012 0 244 a a1 Mot estimahle
Hadjadj 2016 o 10149 0 341 Mot estimable
Haring HU 2013 1 441 0 225 01% 1.54 [0.06, 37.88]
Kadowaki 2014 0 38 a 109 Mot estimahle
Lewin 20148 4 642 1} 135 0.1% 2261012 42.37]
Ridderstrale 2014 I} THS i} T8O 0.5% 1.02[0.29, 3.54] .
Roden 2013 1} 448 1 218 0.1% 017001, 417] +
Rosenstock 2013 o 212 o Il Mot estimable
Rosenstock 2014 1 ara 1} 188 0.1% 1.51 [0.06, 37.24]
Rosenstockz015 1} 324 1 170 0.1% 017001, 430 +
Ross 2015 o 876 o 107 Mot estimable
S.Kovacs 2014 2 333 1 165 0.1% 0.89[0.09,11.01]
Softeland 2016 o 222 o 110 Mot estimable
Tikkanen 2015 1 A62 1} el 0.1% 1.48 [0.06, 36.37]
Zinman 2015 264 4687 194 2333 19.4% 067 [0.55,0.81] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 12333 5762 20.6% 0.68 [0.56, 0.82] *
Total events 286 205
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 4.16, df=10 (F = 0.94); F= 0%
Testfor overall effect: 7= 4.08 (P < 0.0001)
Total {95% CI) 36711 24031 100.0% 0.285[0.78,0.93] ]
Total events 1222 mor
- 2 _ - iz — = = = — } } } |
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 22.08, df= 30 {F = 0.858), F= 0% oo 0 10 o0

Testfor averall effect: 7= 3.68 (F = 0.0002)

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
Testfor subgroup differences: Chi*= 779, df=2 (P=002). F=743%

35U 14 uana Forrest plot v 1sidedin vesUredlasueingu SGLT-2 inhibitors

Y

1.2 Funnel plot Guaﬂmﬂzjm SGLT-2 inhibitors Tun1siAn all cause mortality
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sUf 1

v

Experimental
Study or Subgroup Events  Total

Control
Events

Odds Ratio

Total Weight M-H, Random, 85% CI

2.1 Forrest plot ¥8481ng3 SGLT-2 inhibitors Tun1sifia MI

Odds Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% Cl

2.1.1 Canagliflozin V§ Placebo

BEode 2015 1} 477
Devineni 2012 o 20
Ji1 2015 o 450
Meal 2017 199 4796
Mobuya 2013 1} 76
Mobuya 2016 1] 308
Rodbard1 2016 1} 107
Fong Giu 2014 1] 93
Rosenstack 2012 0 257
Rosenstack 2018 1] 949
Stenlo” 2013 o 382
Takashi 2017 1} T80
Willding 2013 1} 313
Yalel 2014 1} 179
Subtotal {95% Cl} 10177
Total events 199

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect Z=1.487 (F=012)

2.1.2 Dapagliflozin VS Placebo

Araki 2016 1} 123
Eailey 2012 1} 68
Bailey 2013 1] 72
Bailey 2014 1] 134
Eolinder 2014 1} g1
Cefalu 20145 2 460
Heerspink 2013 o 24
Henry-1 2012 o 387
Henry-2 2012 1} 430
Jabbour 2014 1} 228
Kaku 2013 1} 110
Kaku 2014 1} 174
Kohan 2014 2 168
Leiter 2014 1} 483
List 2008 1} 164
Manfield 2016 o 50
Manthieu 2016 1} 160
Matthaei 20145 1} 108
Petrykiv 2017 1} 33
Rosenstock 2011 0 281
Rosenstock 2015 0 179
Schumm-Draege 2015 1] 289
Strojek 2014 1} 293
Wilding 2009 o 48
Wilding 2014 1 407
Wilviott 2018 393 8682
Yang 2016 1} 209
Yang 2018 1} 138
Subtotal {95% Cl} 14201
Total events 398

0 237
] ]
] 226
G 4347
0 70
0 T4
0 106
0 93
0
1]
]
0
0
0

ot

65

237

192

Jat:]

156

a0

5971

175

B0
<]
137
T4
91
462
25
201
208
226
54
ar
a4
482
54
a0
160
108
k]
139
176
101
145
23
193
8578
145
133
12298

.
=
—oSCoo0oCoCoCoOoOoCQ0OoO=—S000=S00Ro0000

449

24.4%

24.4%

0.4%

0.1%

0.2%
0.1%

0.1%
53.7%

0.1%
54.7%

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 236, df =6 (P = 0.88); F= 0%

Testfor overall effect Z=1.86 (P = 0.06)

2.1.3 Empagliflozin VS Placebo

Earnett 2014 1} 419
DeFronzo 2015 1} 646
Ferrannini 2013 2 244
Hadjadj 2016 o 1018
Haring HU 2013 1 441
Kadowaki 2014 1} 328
Lewin 2015 o 542
Ridderstrale 2014 o 784
Roden 2013 1} 448
Rosenstock 2013 1} 212
Rosenstock 2014 0 arh
Rosenstock20148 0 324
Ross 2015 1} 876
S.Kovacs 2014 0 333
Softeland 2016 1} 232
Tikkanen 2015 o 452
Zinman 2014 223 4687
Subtotal (95% CI) 12333
Total events 226

39
128
a2
I
215
109
135
780
228
71
188
170
107
165
110
271
2333
5762

Hooooooooo0o0o0O0OoOOO

12

126

0.1%

0.1%

207%
21.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.30, df= 2 (F = 0.86);, F= 0%

Testfor overall effect Z=1.12 (P = 0.26)

Total (95% CI) 36711
Total events 823

24031 100.0%

a0

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 2.74, df=10 (P = 0.99), F= 0%

Testfor overall effect: Z= 266 (P = 0.008)

Testfor suboroup differences: Chi= 0,09, df= 2 (P=0.98), F=0%

inhibitors
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Mot estimahle
Mot estimable
Mot estimable
0.85 [0.69,1.04]
Mot estimatle
Mot estimahle
Mot estimahle
Mot estimahle
Mot estimahle
Mot estimable
Mot estimable
Mot estimable
Mot estimatle
Mot estimatle
0.85[0.69, 1.04]

Mot estimatle
Mot estimatle
Mot estimahle
Mot estimahle
Mot estimahle
0.50 [0.09, 2.74]
Mot estimable
Mot estimable
0.16 [0.01, 3.96]
Mot estimatle
Mot estimatile
Mot estimahle
1.00 [0.08, 11.19]
0.33[0.01, 8.17]
Mot estimable
Mot estimable
Mot estimable
Mot estimatle
Mot estimatle
Mot estimahle
Mot estimahle
Mot estimahle
Mot estimahle
Mot estimable
1.43 [0.06, 35.27]
0.89[0.77,1.02]
Mot estimatle
0.32[0.01,7.84]
0.88 [0.76,1.01]

Mot estimatle
Mot estimatle
1.70[0.08, 35.80
Mot estimahle
1.54 [0.08, 37.85]
Mot estimahle
Mot estimable
Mot estimable
Mot estimatle
Mot estimatle
Mot estimahle
Mot estimahle
Mot estimahle
Mot estimahle
Mot estimable
Mot estimable
0.8 [0.7o,1.10]
0.88[0.70,1.10]

0.87 [0.79, 0.96]

» 4

0.01 01

Favours [experimental]

10
Favours [control]
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3.1 Forrest plot ¥8481ndx SGLT-2 inhibitors Tunsiin CHF

Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
4.1.1 Canagliflozin VS Placebo
Eode 2015 0 477 0 237 Mot estimahle
Devineni 2012 o 20 o 9 Mot estimable
Ji1 2015 o 450 o 226 Mot estimable
Meal 2017 114 4796 128 4347 25.4% 0.67 [0.52, 0.86] -
Mobuya 2013 1} 76 1} 7o Mot estimatle
Mobuya 2016 1] 308 1] 78 Mot estimable
Rodbard1 2016 1} 107 1} 106 Mot estimahble
Fong Giu 2014 1] 93 1] 93 Mot estimable
Rosenstack 2012 0 257 0 65 Mot estimahle
Rosenstack 2018 1] 949 1] 237 Mot estimable
Stenlo” 2013 o 382 o 192 Mot estimable
Takashi 2017 1} T80 1} 68 Mot estimatle
Willding 2013 1} 313 1} 166 Mot estimatle
Yalel 2014 1} 179 1} a0 Mot estimatle
Subtotal {95% Cl} 10177 5971  25.4% 0.67 [0.52, 0.86] ’
Total events 15 128

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor averall effect: 2= 311 (P = 0.002)

4.1.2 Dapagliflozin VS Placebo

Araki 2016 1} 123 1} 60 Mot estimatle

Eailey 2012 1} 68 1} 68 Mot estimatle

Bailey 2013 1] 72 1] 137 Mot estimable

Bailey 2014 1] 134 1] 78 Mot estimable

Eolinder 2014 0 91 0 91 Mot estimahle

Cefalu 20145 3 460 i 462 0.8% 0.60[0.14, 2.53] e
Heerspink 2013 o 24 o 25 Mot estimable

Henry-1 2012 o 387 o 20! Mot estimable

Henry-2 2012 1} 430 1} 208 Mot estimatle

Jabbour 2014 1} 228 1} 226 Mot estimatle

Kaku 2013 1} 110 1} G4 Mot estimatile

Kaku 2014 0 174 0 ar Mot estimahle

Kohan 2014 1 168 1 a4 0.2% 0.50 [0.03, 8.048]

Leiter 2014 0 483 0 482 Mot estimahle

List 2009 1] 164 1] 54 Mot estimable

Manfield 2016 o 50 o a0 Mot estimable

Manthieu 2016 1} 160 1} 160 Mot estimatle

Matthaei 20145 1} 108 1} 108 Mot estimatle

Petrykiv 2017 1} 33 1} a3 Mot estimatle

Rosenstock 2011 1} 281 2 139 0.2% 010 [0.00, 2.0 *

Rosenstock 2015 0 179 0 176 Mot estimahle

Schumm-Draege 2015 1] 289 1] 101 Mot estimable

Strojek 2014 1] 283 1] 145 Mot estimable

Wilding 2009 o 48 o 23 Mot estimable

Wilding 2014 o 407 o 193 Mot estimable

Wilviott 2018 212 8482 286 BATE  G0.9% 0.73 [0.61, 0.88] L
Yang 2016 1} 209 1} 145 Mot estimatle

Yang 2018 1] 138 1] 133 Mot estimable

Subtotal {95% Cl} 14201 12298 52.1% 0.73 [0.61, 0.87] +
Total events 216 204

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 182, df=3 (P = 0.61); F= 0%
Testfor overall effect 2= 353 (P =0.0004)

4.1.3 Empagliflozin VS Placebo

Earnett 2014 1} 419 1} 319 Mot estimatle

DeFronzo 2015 1} 646 1} 128 Mot estimatle

Ferrannini 2013 0 244 0 a2 Mot estimahle

Hadjadj 2016 o 1018 1} a1 Mot estimahble

Haring HU 2013 1] 441 1] 225 Mot estimable

Kadowaki 2014 0 328 0 109 Mot estimahle

Lewin 2015 o 542 o 135 Mot estimable

Ridderstrale 2014 o 784 o a0 Mot estimable

Roden 2013 1} 448 1} 228 Mot estimatle

Rosenstock 2013 1} 212 1} 71 Mot estimatle

Rosenstock 2014 0 arh 0 188 Mot estimahle

Rosenstock20148 0 324 0 170 Mot estimahle

Ross 2015 0 o476 0 107 Mot estimahle

S.Kovacs 2014 0 333 0 165 Mot estimahle

Softeland 2016 1] 222 1] 110 Mot estimable

Tikkanen 2015 o 452 o el Mot estimable

Zinman 2014 126 4687 95 2333 224% 0.65 [0.50, 0.84] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 12333 5762 22.5% 0.65[0.50, 0.85] L
Total events 126 95

Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle

Testfor averall effect: 2= 311 (P = 0.002)

Total (95% CI) 36711 24031 100.0% 0.69 [0.61,0.79] +
Total events 457 a17

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 2.37, df=5 (P = 0.80); F= 0% oo o e 100

Testfor overall effect: Z= 589 (F = 0.00001)

’ ) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
Testfor subgroun differences: Chi®= 0,55, df= 2 (P= 0.76). F= 0%
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3.2 Funnel plot ¥8481ng3 SGLT-2 inhibitors Tun1sifia CHF
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4.1 Forrest plot ¥9481ngx SGLT-2 inhibitors Tun1sifia Stroke

Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
5.1.1 Canagliflozin VS Placebo
BEode 2015 1 477 1} 237 0.2% 1.50 [0.06, 36.84]
Devineni 2012 o 20 o 9 Mot estimable
Ji1 2015 o 450 o 226 Mot estimable
Meal 2017 149 4706 125 4347 28.8% 0.89[0.70,1.13] -
Mobuya 2013 1} 76 1} 7o Mot estimatle
Mobuya 2016 1] 308 1] 78 Mot estimable
Rodbard1 2016 1} 107 1} 106 Mot estimahble
Fong Giu 2014 1] 93 1] 93 Mot estimable
Rosenstack 2012 0 257 0 65 Mot estimahle
Rosenstack 2018 1] 949 1] 237 Mot estimable
Stenlo” 2013 o 382 2 192 0.2% 010 [0.00,2.03 *
Takashi 2017 1} T80 1} 68 Mot estimatle
Willding 2013 1} 313 1} 166 Mot estimatle
Yalel 2014 1} 179 1} a0 Mot estimatle
Subtotal {95% Cl} 10177 5971 29.1% 0.83 [0.46,1.53] "
Total events 1560 127

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.09; Chi*= 214, df=2 (P = 0.34); F= 6%
Testfor overall effect 2= 059 (P = 0.56)

5.1.2 Dapagliflozin VS Placebo

Araki 2016 1} 123 1} 60 Mot estimatle
Eailey 2012 1} 68 1} 68 Mot estimatle
Bailey 2013 1] 72 1] 137 Mot estimable
Bailey 2014 1] 134 1] 78 Mot estimable
Eolinder 2014 0 91 0 91 Mot estimahle
Cefalu 20145 1} 460 1 462 0.2% 0.33[0.01,8.22]
Heerspink 2013 o 24 o 25 Mot estimable
Henry-1 2012 o 387 o 20! Mot estimable
Henry-2 2012 1} 430 1} 208 Mot estimatle
Jabbour 2014 1} 228 1} 226 Mot estimatle
Kaku 2013 1} 110 1 G4 0.2% D.16[0.01,4.03 +
Kaku 2014 0 174 0 ar Mot estimahle
Kohan 2014 1 168 1} a4 0.2% 1.51 [0.086, 37.54]
Leiter 2014 0 483 0 482 Mot estimahle
List 2009 1] 164 1] 54 Mot estimable
Manfield 2016 o 50 o a0 Mot estimable
Manthieu 2016 1} 160 1} 160 Mot estimatle
Matthaei 20145 1} 108 1} 108 Mot estimatle
Petrykiv 2017 1} 33 1} a3 Mot estimatle
Rosenstock 2011 0 281 0 139 Mot estimahle
Rosenstock 2015 0 179 0 176 Mot estimahle
Schumm-Draege 2015 1] 289 1] 101 Mot estimable
Strojek 2014 1 293 1} 145 0.2% 1.49 [0.06, 36.86]
Wilding 2009 o 48 o 23 Mot estimable
Wilding 2014 o 407 o 193 Mot estimable
Wilviott 2018 235 8682 231 BATE  40.4% 1.02[0.85,1.22] »
Yang 2016 1} 209 1} 145 Mot estimatle
Yang 2018 1} 138 1 133 0.2% 0.32[0.01,7.84]
Subtotal {95% Cl} 14201 12298  50.2% 1.01[0.84,1.21] L 3
Total events 237 234

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 2,33, df =4 (P = 0.80); F= 0%
Testfor overall effect 2= 0.07 (P = 0.95)

5.1.3 Empagliflozin VS Placebo

Earnett 2014 1} 419 1} 319 Mot estimatle

DeFronzo 2015 1} 646 1} 128 Mot estimatle

Ferrannini 2013 0 244 0 a2 Mot estimahle

Hadjadj 2016 o 1018 1} a1 Mot estimahble

Haring HU 2013 1] 441 1] 225 Mot estimable

Kadowaki 2014 0 328 0 109 Mot estimahle

Lewin 2015 1 542 o 135 0.2% 0.74[0.03,18.53]

Ridderstrale 2014 o 784 o a0 Mot estimable

Roden 2013 1} 448 1} 228 Mot estimatle

Rosenstock 2013 1} 212 1} 71 Mot estimatle

Rosenstock 2014 0 arh 0 188 Mot estimahle

Rosenstock20148 0 324 0 170 Mot estimahle

Ross 2015 0 o476 0 107 Mot estimahle

S.Kovacs 2014 0 333 0 165 Mot estimahle

Softeland 2016 1] 222 1] 110 Mot estimable

Tikkanen 2015 o 452 o el Mot estimable

Zinman 2014 164 4687 B9 2333 2048% 1.19 [0.89, 1.58] ™
Subtotal (95% CI) 12333 5762 20.7% 1.19[0.89, 1.58] >
Total events 1658 69

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.08, df=1 (P = 0.78), F=0%

Testfor overall effect Z=1.17 (F = 0.24)

Total (95% CI) 36711 24031 100.0% 1.00 [0.88, 1.14] 4
Total events 452 430

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 698, df=10(P=0.73); F= 0% oo o e 100

Testfor overall effect: 2= 0.02 (P = 0.88)

’ ) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
Testfor subgroun differences: Chi®= 1.45, df= 2 (P = 0.48). F= 0%
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3.2 Funnel plot 8381083 SGLT-2 inhibitors Tun1sifia Storke
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A1ANUNT 2 Model validiation

91nM5¥1 model validiation 1W3suiflsudniinssendinvesitheoruvnuilldsusmaen
(M3¥nwuInggu) waglasuengu SGLT-2 ihibitors LUSsuWieuiugnsN1350nTinueuseyIng
Iy Buduiteny 50 U sasnissenTisvesiielunuudiassnitdnsnissentinvesszvinsine

Wesnngtheluiuuiasasinlsaunndounasilonmadidaniusauninvesnisidedinla

BNIINIITONTIN
1 —

0.9 - Gen pop
= = std treatment

=—SGLT2 inh.

0.8 -
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4 -
0.3
0.2 -

0.1

O rrrrrrr 1111 rrr 1111 1 1111 1 1 1T 1T 111 1 1T 11T @1t

5UN 22 uanagninissentinvesiielusuuiasadisuiisuiuteyaussunsing

uaNaNUSsdin1i1 model validation vaanssentinvesiielunuusasauisuiitouiiy
Sarmssendinvesithowmmuluvsamealng Wuna 4 U Tnegiieilengade 52.9 (42.9-62.9) T
WUI1ERI1NNT50ATINULUUTIRBIURENITNTINTTEATINVREUIBlUmMIUTRIU SEWAlNY 9193
anvmnengteyathglunsfinuiifiongius 42 T feinsnsdedindosniieuduilily
WUUIIaDS

80



9M1NN5500TIN (Seuay)
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AMarwInd 3 %’ayja%faﬂa: Glyceted hemoglobin (HbA1C)
9ndeya baseline characteristics ¥8§Ungulésu SGLT-2 inhibitor uaznaudlaiuen
yaon wanstoya HoAIC Tuudasmsfinyifiiiunvh meta-analysis iogsnsniaifinnmgman
yinfiguuss Fauanslunisned 12 andiuidieisassnguiien HoAIC Alsiunnsafusgredidoddny
aNGAl
A13199 12 wansdoyafonas HbAIC a1ndoya baseline characteristics 1035UBnaNTLA3Y
SGLT-2 inhibitor uaznguitlsiusvasn

n3Anen nepilASusIng SGLT-2 nquitldSugmaen
inhibitors )

81 Canagliflozin
Bode 2015 7.8+0.8 7.8+0.8
Ji1 2015 8.0+0.9 7.9+0.9
Takashi 2017 8.1+0.9 7.9+0.8
Wilding 2013 8.1+0.9 8.1+0.9

81 Dapagliflozin
Jabbour 2014 8.0+0.8 7.9+0.8
Kohan 2014 8.2+1.0 8.5+1.3
Wilding 2014 8.6+0.8 8.5+0.8
Wiviott 2018 8.3+1.2 8.3+1.2

81 Empagliflozin
Barnett 2014 8.0+0.8 8.1+0.8
Rosenstock 2014 8.39+0.05 8.3+£0.05
Rosenstock2015 8.3+0.1 8.1+0.1
Softeland 2016 7.9+0.8 7.8+0.8
Zinman 2015 8.1+0.8 8.1+0.8
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