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BMJ Open publishes all reviews undertaken for accepted manuscripts. Reviewers are asked to 

complete a checklist review form (http://bmjopen.bmj.com/site/about/resources/checklist.pdf) and 

are provided with free text boxes to elaborate on their assessment. These free text comments are 

reproduced below.   
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VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Ines Frederix 
Hasselt University, Belgium 

REVIEW RETURNED 23-May-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The authors describe a well-conducted cost-effectiveness modelling 
of a telehealth application.  
I would suggest to add a cost-effectiveness plane scatter plot for the 
different scenarios. 

 

REVIEWER Trine S Bergmo 
Norwegian Centre for E-health research  
Univeristy Hospital of North Norway 

REVIEW RETURNED 07-Jul-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS This paper describes a cost-effectiveness model that estimate the 
expected costs and QALYs of the Healthlines telehealth intervention 
over the lifetime of the participants. This paper is well written and 
follows recommendation for how to conduct and present decision 
modelling studies. In my opinion, this paper can be published as it is.  
It would have been useful to see the structure of the model 
illustrated in a figure (if it is not too complicated). 

 

REVIEWER Natale Daniele Brunetti 
University of Foggia 

REVIEW RETURNED 11-Aug-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS We read with great interest this cost analysis on telemedicine: The 
analysis is well designed and the study well managed. 

 

VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

REVIEWER 1  

The authors describe a well-conducted cost-effectiveness modelling of a telehealth application.  
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I would suggest to add a cost-effectiveness plane scatter plot for the different scenarios.  

 

RESPONSE  

 

Thank you for your comments.  

 

Following your suggestion, we have added a cost-effectiveness plane scatter plot (see Figure 3 in the 

revised manuscript, and short accompanying commentary on p13  

 

REVIEWER 2  

 

This paper describes a cost-effectiveness model that estimate the expected costs and QALYs of the 

Healthlines telehealth intervention over the lifetime of the participants. This paper is well written and 

follows recommendation for how to conduct and present decision modelling studies. In my opinion, 

this paper can be published as it is.  

 

It would have been useful to see the structure of the model illustrated in a figure (if it is not too 

complicated). Thank you for your comments.  

 

RESPONSE  

 

We did attempt to represent the structure of the model more fully, but our results were indeed 

complicated.  

 

We hope that readers will understand the structure of the model from our description in the text and 

our schematic representation of the model structure in Figure 1, which contains all model states and 

indicates in general terms movements between the event free state, primary states and secondary 

states.  

 

REVIEWER 3  

We read with great interest this cost analysis on telemedicine: The analysis is well designed and the 

study well managed.  

 

RESPONSE  

 

Thank you for your comments. 
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