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Figure A1. Cost Effectiveness Acceptability Curve. Notes: Cost-Effectiveness
Acceptability Curve compares standard curriculum with theMe & You intervention
curriculum, based on a simulation of 1000 joint draws of uncertain parameters from
their assumed distributions. Curve does not asymptote to 1, because approximately
1% of simulated draws resulted in ICERs that were not effective, that is, had negative
averted events.

Journal of Interpersonal Violence 38(3-4)


