[bookmark: _GoBack]Figure 1. Economic Model (abbreviated). The decision tree shown for usual care is repeated for the CATCH, CHALICE and PECARN CDRs. ciTBI, clinically important traumatic brain injury; TBI, traumatic brain injury; neurosurgical, ciTBI that requires neurosurgical intervention; non-neurosurgical, ciTBI that does not require neurosurgical intervention; GOS-E Paeds outcome, Glasgow Outcome Scale-Extended Paediatrics score. 
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Figure 2. Probabilistic sensitivity analyses showing 1000 simulations for a) CATCH, CHALICE, PECARN and PECARN high/low compared to usual care b) cost-effectiveness acceptability curve
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Figure 3. Results of one-way sensitivity analyses showing difference in cost per QALY from base case for CATCH, CHALICE and PECARN compared to usual care
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Probability usual care is cost-effective
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