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Dear Nancy Devlin, 

        I have just come across your paper with Ken Buckingham in Health Economics Letters on a theoretical framework for TTO.  Congratulations, it is excellent.  Has it been published yet, and if so, what is the correct citation?   

        I assume (and I hope) that you will move forward with this work.  It is an excellent foundation on which to build a coherent theory for TTO and possibly even QALYs.  One idea that struck me as I read the paper is that 1(a) and 1(c) pertain to TTO measurements taken on patients, while 1(b) and 1(d) pertain to TTO measurements taken on the general public, at least more or less.  1(a) is the conventional approach to TTO with patients; 1(d) is the conventional approach to TTO with the general public.  To be more specific, most of the general public are more or less healthy when being interviewed so they are at point b in 1(d).  In the TTO they are offered two choices, go to c or go to a, and they are asked to adjust a(t) to get onto the same indifference curve as c(t).   Patients, on the other hand, start with the reduced health state, point c in 1(a) and are asked to find a(t) that is on the same indifference curve.  This insight may help you explore the differences one gets between asking the general public and asking patients.  It might also lead to some recommendations about who to ask.  That would be helpful. 

        Once again, congratulations, 
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