


Table S1
Results of sensitivity analysis 1

	Table S1. Cost-effectiveness of alcohol interventions for the Danish population aged 16+ (population in 2009: 4.5 million), assuming the risk profile of former drinkers for all abstainers.

	Intervention
	DALYs preventeda
	Cost offsets (€ million)
	Intervention cost (€ million)
	Net cost (€ million)
	ICERb (€/DALY)

	 
	 
	Mean
	CI95% low
	CI95% high
	Mean
	CI95% low
	CI95% high
	Mean
	CI95% low
	CI95% high
	Mean
	CI95% low
	CI95% high
	Meanc
	CI95% low
	CI95% high

	1.
	30% taxation
	1,895
	1,521
	2,277
	-9.7
	-12.8
	-7.3
	-
	-
	-
	-9.7
	-12.8
	-7.3
	Dominant
	Dominant
	Dominant

	2.
	Minimum legal drinking age
	115
	87
	145
	0.01
	0.01
	0.01
	0.6
	0.6
	0.7
	0.7
	0.6
	0.7
	5,665
	5,142
	6,482

	3.
	Advertising bans
	2,819
	2,264
	3,339
	-16.9
	-21.6
	-12.7
	0.4
	0.3
	0.4
	-16.5
	-21.2
	-12.3
	Dominant
	Dominant
	Dominant

	4.
	Reduced retail opening hours
	2,146
	1,725
	2,571
	-12.7
	-16.2
	-9.7
	0.6
	0.6
	0.7
	-12.0
	-15.6
	-9.0
	Dominant
	Dominant
	Dominant

	5.
	Brief intervention
	382
	236
	544
	-2.3
	-3.5
	-1.4
	2.2
	1.8
	2.7
	-0.1
	-1.3
	1.0
	Dominant
	Dominant
	1,776

	6.
	Longer intervention
	128
	76
	181
	-0.8
	-1.2
	-0.5
	8.9
	7.3
	10.8
	8.1
	6.4
	10.0
	63,587
	55,502
	83,832

	a DALY = disability-adjusted life year. bICER = incremental cost-effectiveness ratio. cCalculated as ‘ratio of means‘[1]
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