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CanREValue

 The Canadian Real-World Evidence for Value in Cancer
(CanREValue) Collaboration established due to growing
interest in using real world evidence (RWE) to support health

technology assessment.

« CanREValue developed a framework to generate the use of

RWE to inform cancer funding decisions.
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CanREValue framework

« The goal of the framework was to facilitate the use of RWE by

Canadian decision-makers for:
i) The reassessment of cancer drugs

i) The refinement of funding decisions and the negotiation of

drug prices.
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Working Groups

5 working groups formed:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

RWE Planning and Drug Selection working group

RWE Data working group

RWE methods working group

RWE reassessment and update working group

Engagement working group
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capho

*Guidance provided in the table below

Criterion 1: Uncertainties in the clinical benefit Criterion 2: Uncertainties in value for money or

and/or alignment with patient values* feasibility of adoption of the drug*

At least one criterion has to be
met in order to proceed to

| : Criterion 3. i

¢

Criterion 3: The identified uncertainties listed in
Criterion 1 and 2 are not expected to be

resolved by evidence from future planned
studies*

Not suitable for
reassessment review

Criterion 4: Can the question/uncertainties
potentially be answered by available data and
methods?

Not suitable for
reassessment review

Criterion 5: Can the study potentially be
completed in a reasonable timeframe?

Not suitable for
reassessment review

§

Proceed to prioritization process

Not suitable for
reassessment review

Legend

—* No, not suitable for reassessment review
b Yes, suitable for reassessment review
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Figure 3 Phase IlI: Initiating and planning an RWE study. RWE, real-world evidence.
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