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incidence rate: .22 to .6

cost of vaccine: 8 to 16

cost of caregiving: 40 to 60

probability of side effect: 0.01 to 0.1

cost of medical visit: 45 to 85

cost of over the counter medication: 5 to 15
cost of hospitalization: 2500 to 7500

cost of oseltamivir: 30 to 50
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