HAAA Y FAA B}
ol A (AATNSn B P

A Bt F MA F5F
- option appraisal --- 54L& 243l7] 93 diad 42 71ed
AHoz FYFAE B3y AT (FH A 718021 TFFAL

ol &
- evaluation --- T8 Fo|AY Ed 5 U AAANA 4 B

2

Ir
PO
9
s
)
o

Za: 7jgol &
1. X237 3252 (comprehensive rationalism)
2. EFFALo] &
3 BFFY o8

II. Evaluation—Accounting For Change

1. Establishment of Realistic Objectives

Comprehensive health policy®] 7o) 8 FHE R FZAA AE RFEY Y, AHHA
Al HA | AR&olt},

2. Type of Evaluation
B7be FAE, Evtd, FUh ode, dA 9 2

22 AL BEHE HHo] flole E7tF
g vt Hrie zZzods B3 oW E o7l #EY. Fds
planning, budgeting, and evaluation®] &4 g9 g 247 Ant. H7te] g4l 3
7HA e #E d9o] AE.

1. Fiscal evaluation: cost accountability] =& &.
2. Process evaluation

(1) Program activitiesE WA 79 Q1383 EX (A,
(2) Program activities&

A5 Bl m AHReE A
organization, staffing, funding®} @#HolA AHEE= A
location, timing®] WHoA A ¥\

(3) Program activities& =
3. Outcome evaluation: T2 H 9] A2 A AZAEH #IE

2

AonE A

B 9P 4AHA A8 G 7] 9
Z2ayge ASAAY} e

Z2a%E o4& Xl GUAACE =17

¥ A9
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Z2a9e FAHE eI

Z2a9Ss TEAACF st 71?2
HW7be A7, A5, AAEAARENA 9olA continuous feedback loopE e A& H
d #AY w Ko AAHo] FH. Routine evaluation reportsys AR MEANA  policy <t
program decisions®l &I E 752l Al E service delivery trends& <Elotdta, E9 4
Ae 8% Ayolle TAE AAsor & HE 29 management decisione factsH. Ut 3

Boll Zlzsted @k ol @ AAo]l AHEA AAsed =5 Fe Aolvh

q7td AEHA 7182 fAsMde #AAA ado|th 1wy health program 7HE

comprehensive assessment process& Zoldti Ut} o] F &=

(1) ZE2 9] BAAstte BAo] 71 FH YA H7tE A9ss +71 & E712 o
4 riskyd. Wy A3} ZEadgo] 24" FE YL,

(2) HFE9 St A 2239 Hrto] {838 datag AAStE HEA2¥o] ZFoX
A Rt dF.

(3) Bt wig FHEEA A 8HI g AANEAAT YAEAA S =57 Astd Hrt
€ o8, Ev e dAEA Y FesE At HhE o8

(4) o479 st 7P A A#rr A EE7F HE HokE AF AFsr v o
2 ¢z}

Ill. Economic Appraisal Techniques

H] 8- 2] 34 (cost-benefit analysis; CBA)# WI-&-RX 3 &4 (cost-effectiveness analysis;
CEA)°l It F 7HA 5% Z2ade ¥ §& a2 WY@} vases F8He Uk
ol CBAE WS 3#=2 CEAE S ZF(outcome)E X &,

EFo A e Bl 7| (&3] discounted cash flow analysis =+ financial analysis® %
A FTFEAAY HI 7P F8% Aol & JHAL Aok WREE Frte olYdE F
of # ’801 Atk FFHEEFL CEEANAE A 7FA] T3 Zolst Utk

< FAHA AL ofyt,
FTREANNE s oo}k gt}

A HE #FHolEy] BHop A FAS| o tig AA

=
P
o

oH Fil‘ O
pais

40
1o
_L4 FDI'
i)
s
e
2
it
2
o

1. Cost Identification Analysis
1) FAHFAHA g=su

e, A, B3 ged T3 22 e EIBAM dsMus AIRAAM TAsE B
 HE. g, AAL 2EH g, AR AREE5S X
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2)

3)

S5 2o v] gadd FHHE ZE §H

AMAA b ogu g

= sulu)
A0 B Sleslae orbed Sold 2R ¥S, el dAAA SEe st
Hold a7HE Age) ulg(d: Aolgwel ug)
Azl od dFe wE uE
o: ARelA FFoly JEh BAYE Teade SUP fE u&: FBoly ¢z
of e AP T2aAd) B o8 LT /0] o2e T e £do] we §E

AN S V| BHog Mg BHFE AH &

BAAA Z2aPo]l gL mA= A(EE FHEA) Ay 7368 B H3y

By S EC] B, Aol & Algol 7Idsted MY ddE AAHA WE

o &3 22 2498 A Z2aP9 B v & ZEAES L{AL
AlZke] 715 n]go] EgEojok & olf AIZHH] &L AL& A7} BAA Y £4olg
= Ao Bgdy] wgiEd

ojubg H|EAMATA APAA Fu & HHH B LS g8 P AR

A

91: Max and Rice®] A7+(1993)= A A Falg AZPefe v&L 3 19909 1|
=9 grlel og Ao dzk 8] 4E& $204 billiono 2 FA.

.o EH|AE $1.4 billion
BT BES Aoy AojZ A8k YA &4 $1.6 billion
L Z7|A g} 7% Ak S $17.4 billion

al2: Weiss, Gergen, and Hodgson® @+(1992) 9 s4H Y ZAAFH vL£e F=4:
1990 w59 Ao g H] L& $6.2 billiono = F74.
CYEeRE $3.6 hillion
. Y& $2.5 billion ©]4
> Ageow siel 7bx 2dd mE €4 $900 million
> AY o2 A 7kx] Red w2 <4 $800 million
> ZRAY Z7|AG) wE APk &4 $800 million
off3: thE vl & A AT AGu| Lo 24
. Emst and Hay(1994)< 1991\d & =3lolme] G| &o 2 33173932‘E =4
. Waitzman, Romano, and Scheffler(1994)+= 187}x} 2] ojAt&4te] dl &S A
w4 sobolu) o) AWH]$S $44500001™ Down’s syndromed $4100002 37
o " EAEATE fEEAA A2 7R dENEHY nAgHg BES
g ATFozA e FA5Th 2ol v o) BE Yuoz a7
gyt stAET oin dxslolmE A R8dted oW Ao M A&
HAAE ol ol Ul AL HAME vg-HY T 8§

=2

pu

=
=

i)
u
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2. Cost—Benefit Analysis

1) v &-AYEH 9 =29 AnY B2 A4
- AAA AR BAlol M AT AL AbEAY sd #Wole] Jd v &S 27

g W 549 49e e Y. o2 PN AR

NB*(X) = B"X) - C'(X) (1)
where NB'(X) = 71d] &« #HY

B(X) = 7]d) #H¢

C'(X) = 7lth vl &
TSS(Q) = TSB(Q) - TSCQ) (2)

where TSB = 4H| 25 E QAHE A4 H
TSC = At &85 E A3 3 B]&
Q = A =& AvF
. TSS9 Szt TSBS TSCSHE #ol& 22U 2 ste AL 9ulax
TSBE 717 AZE&R o] FojF.. SAAYAZY HF d
Bt TSCe F7H7F AFEE o]FoiF .. @AnGAFo HAHol HH
. TSB % TSCH slopee 2t7} o} Zo] ¥
MSB(Q) =ATSB/AQ (3)
MSC(Q) =ATSC/AQ @)
o] 719l A MSC+ positive value’7t MSB¥ negative value’t %
¥ 2 TS TSSw MSBS MSCH| slopeZt B & ol & wfql.
% MSB(Q) = MSC(Q) (5)
F Qo A TSS7F St B
Qoo ¥HRl QoA e MSB7F MSCETH 7] wj&o] A& 5845 TSS7E 23
QoY LEHAAME B dAfo] A
AABC7F TSS7F 4
NMSB(Q) = MSB(Q) - MSC(Q) (6)
if NMSB>0, Q&€ F7HA7l& Aol TSSE AAY
NMSB<0, Q& F7H71& 3] TSSE €9 A3)7} worse-offd

2) AR AR o] u E-AYRA ] T
- A (OF 2 gAEAES Jge AL AF ¢
. QAL AA o] o] FojHof st FA ] H|& Hl
olZof g oY v E&H HY9 F2 —‘?v’f—ol 7&’&3@.?_ *é*.—% Zkal
d: & el heart bypass operations W2 el =
of dig ¢S FANE AL vtE B Azt dig 7| Fuge FAo
2 A7
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A E4A AZee Re ZzaYe HLg v A Y dFel | A
add Zeadd HEg W Aol Avlel AA] opd Aztel ABEFAL
g Agols 713R8E odsts] SAEAIE EAE .. ojeig FATE o
.71]-21}0]

3) 95 A Q 7/1¢Y(medical intervention)®] HJ(HHEM)S A9 4 714 WF
(D the medical costs diverted because an illness is prevented
@ the monetary value of the loss in production diverted because death is
postponed
@ the monetary value of the potential loss in production saved because good
health is restored
@ the monetary value of the loss in satisfaction or utility averted due to a
continuation of life and/or better health
- A AR HJL AAre] &ol.. AFHE AEEA g
T oA A WA el Awoly A ZiQlste Jiele] A5E 7R EEtE
A,
CERAE Bl E s FRAojolA FATE HA Gg.. )AL Aol long lifeth
good healthZ HE dAHE Z2AL9 3H32 7127 2
- 4oz B wE-AYRHAHE %9 A 7 A Al ¥I A ol

AL F AY9 FHAHFA o] H(a lower bound estimate of total benefits)

4) The Value of Life

- BAEY projectEE ALY YL AFATIAL Hel AL FYAINE 5o 4
3 #A9 ol B7] W20l human lifed] 7XE ZA okt st ool U

- Human lifeE =33}
A &= human capital approache] ™

£ %= willingness—-to—-pay approach .

(1) Human capital approach

- This method essentially equates the value of life to the market value of thr output
produced by an individual during his or her expected lifetime.

- ol R Ve & dFely Aoz RY ARt mH A5 IAVA(EA
7t2AE FR8 RY.

- o) Wyo) wjg-BYR NN wjg Belssl wol AEHAT o PUE AHo| B,

EEAE ESAAAE AT o S
U zke] Az S =AY Aol dkd ], adelx AFAHQ A4

L

ol

20| human capital approachelAlE WA o] ¢Hd.
7hele] DB FFE 3 AAHE leisure & 2 non-market returns®] FAH

7} o3 E.
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o] WMo} A wAH AAAe Qe ALEel lifetime values zerool 7}z
A zeroZ} .

(2) The willingness-to—pay approach

- o] W2 probability of dying 4l tis] Evnte =& AET &7 dertEe
g 7E2E 31 U5

- o8¢ FF9 information AbgEC] <t AZ|EA7IE & AAZ? ol R
742 e A HHEEE o AL oy ARV EE
02 ¥& AU 2E Ao 2FE 7 de

- & 59, "oF environmetal quality® A Y 192 dz7 $1008 AE712 F
4, a28la &3e 1000089 19 82 AlgEgo] zadty JHA. o A
the imputed value of the average person’s life = $ 1 million($100/0.000001)

- willingness-to-pay approach’} o197 &&H=71E olsslr] Hsled, ofE Alge] a
potentiallly life-saving medical service® Fujd x| o RE Aol = A+ A=
S04 BI|2 §

- life-saving medical service®] Hel& AtdEg 9 74 (Pr)ol lifetime value(V)E +
g 23 4.
- cost-benefit approach® AFE& o, gkeF B o] PrxV<Ql medical serviceE T uiste
marginal person< H|-& C 7} BAEoorgt & & Aoy,

= Pr+V = C (10)

Hl & “inframarginal” consumerst® &9 ol 3] o 2 7IAE FA37] o
ol g 28 #Hos 58 AY. 28} 37| 4& marginal person©] 714,

olAl 4 (10)& ¥¥Fstd |

V = C/Pr (11)
where C = the cost of life-saving good or service

- o] el A
- AL Q7Ee] A A E job market value?t obd lifed total valueE ZA3lE A

. A714 AZHE imputed value & forgone earnings¥ life’t good healthol| A
2 ¥ nonmarket value® EF YA FAH3 S A o] WYL human capital
approachB. v} 19j9] oz FAE,

G- E AMFEO] A7 AEE AFAIE olgg AMujay FAlo dis] drty WE
7NE dsteAd dd AFHUE AEE I Agude FY. <E 5-2>7F 27}
A A75E A A

- o] ¥ o] human capital approachBtt 93 AL 9. olF= H7|AE marginal
persons 7Hd3l7] wfiol] Azke] AHIRA G ofE) Hof FAHo APELS [Ue

5) Discounting
- g3 HAL & AHolA BF TS Aol ol T4 AU At dAH
olg. <& E9] polio vaccination®] 2§ L o] poliodl ofelEe] HAEX &A &
A

oz2x HaHoln, AR, 5 HA &8 2F 3 walA polio vaccination®] o]
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e & Adel g4 Yo
A NN AAFNE Be nel olw ANAHolH AAHE Welol W €S
ROIAZE 271 AEA AL AA doide AAEE WA daicl 28 9
Qg A 42 S UAsE Ao & Bl BE B5H 4G vLE &)
oMl AAY AN EHY Bart AL,
dAle) 7hAg res) EdsE AFES @AY 10099S 1dFe] 1000UnT B
AEgoe RAY. adA 1dFel 10090 Bad ARE @A AolA 1009DL
TS

iniz}
to

O

B8 4. 23A 230 dFS A7A olxgo] 4% & w 1dZof 104%k
A g A3 1959 104793 @A 1009d T 28 o] 2. F 1d3e 14wy
2 100 o2 AR EAIZ] A, o]F Aoz THEW
F
PV = ————-- (7)
(1 + 1)

where F = a fixed sum of money
= interest rate or discount rate

add Folnt v &L |t ZA ZAE webq dATIAE A @)% 2ol A

Fi F Fs F., :
PV = ——————— TR T C e e e (8)
Q-+  Q+p? 1+ r)3 1+
or PV =3 F/(0 + )" (9)

where Fi = the payment or net benefit, received annually for n years

dstE Yty A& d FUEE A

H & - H A A ) goji} W2 g Frizhel] AAHA LASHy] wio] A&

Adgols wi AFE 7IsioF 3 sfustd v AES deflate A7le Y&

project®] @AZFAS] A FEFS A7) WFYL. 53] Al &l Helo] AA3 vl

ARARA = EASHA &S 9 o 28 ,

o7 dl polio vaccination DrOJECt-/] 39 project® EHE T00AE A &(H T4l 75

A A4, |

L EAE(IAE)E AHORE EA AT A, @I & HYS d F s
project®to] ME = ARE & '

CRr Y] Afele A7 Hg ¥ £ AT project7t AYEHE AHE 2T

g g 4 |

N\

< A7 Ay o vy 4vE discountdtE &
T AE Y A HEEE BGste &o] FHojof dtke A Y.
CAFARE A A= o g JER S e 7HsE olAbg o) U
d)l: the prime business lending rate, the residential mortgage rate, US government
bond and T-bill rate
AR RY dFNAME 3-5%9 BA&E ALE3HAY private financial marketsS #ZE.

)

-218-



6) Ml g-RYe BNsE A A9l B
- Net present value
- The internal rate of return

- Benefit to cost ratio

3. Cost Effective Analysis

- H&- HEAAM Y sAE WA FHo AL As... 53] of EAE A9
Hokoll A 6 Az

- o] FAE Bt Aot B &-FIEA o] AAE.

- McGuigan and Moyer(1986)oll 913l CBAS® CEA9 Aole Hgo FEFoz2Z 7§
Cost-Benefit #4 A= Z2 a8 &3 @ 3tHA 7Mx = dwtoln 2 A
o]¢l & HWAL Hullr}?

Cost-Effective &4 of® FAHQ HHo] GAEHIJEZ? 281 o €A
3l7] Y3 o8 71A gt T2 R Ege] B EEL ofwHI?

- H&-gHENqM e Fojxl 5 HHE @At ddA EA Jigoly Aue #

dH = HES FAT 29L& E4 saved life-years® FAH o2 Fd

- HE-Z AN @4

- saved life-year’} homogeneousdtAl &th= H<. & o™ medical interventione 4
B dFele Z19stAIRE 4o AL AAH 7 A& %
A AA 7193A ey 49 22 A FEANE F A

- & digtoe g Utility Analysis7t 5%

- Utility analysis considers the number of life-years saved from a particular medical

P

intervention along with the quality of life.
- It adjusts the number of life-years gained by an index(a scale between 0 and 1)
that reflects health status, or quality of life.
- EAE utilityE SAE AAF indexE NE3E A,
- Index 7H2g 9% F 7HA di¢to] AAHIL Y.
The first method asks people who have the same health condition to assess the
quality of their lives.
The second describes the condition to a group of people who do not
have the condition and asks them to gauge the quality of life, or utility.
-4t Index7t HAHA saved life-yearsE 7)o #F3}o] quality-adujusted
life-years(QALYs)E ZAA g

4. QALYs
1 718
- QALYs(= Quality Adjusted Life Years)& Bz ZAZeA vi-¢ 71E 2 JeH
Aoolz BABALY WAE WD YL
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- Agoz2 AFF A shythe) George Torrance®t 92} Alan Williams
- BEokY i AEY HAAE 8T AFHQA A2 dnAstE Ao A health
£ 548 mechanisme 24 IA(HG-HEA oA HJo EAY F5)

O] RE BAITEY Azt A FUF RAZAE FESE oM tE Zrads
duld 24 E FtE S
HAGSAAE MEsted doAM o 2 FA7F 923 Holg e AYuEe
A4S WUt  UARE F... BAYse MR FAE 959 ‘best buys'E
AARsed #

2) QALYs9 7id 3 389 &4
- Al 7EA Be] dy A 3. 47e A ‘94 AbE R fHoldte % WL ‘health
state utilities'2 & R¥E + J& © e ]
- Time trade-off method& A& 3}o] A
. time trade-off W H&: FEAAA A&HQN AFEE T3+
CAUg: FAste XAHY AZeE 10dS A AT YAHY AFez 2088 A
=R FAA A= RAE AEFU?

A7l B2 YAEIZE XA vl AR aEe] dodh

LR XAEHE drdAelst st ofd SEAE XA4H 1087 YA 1598 5Ys)
A Az, Ydle ¢dA79 2/3 =& 679 vFeg 7171 HrlE.
a3t SRAZE YAHZE 1088 AEY 2 AFEe QALYsE 6.7°] ¥,
ghop YR ol HAelA XdEHS dAoZ uiyo] 108& HA Holdd, dAZ
QALYs+ 3.3(=10- 6.7) °] H.

- olEF FFH AHFE I AFAGDNA %301% W QALYs 7tEAe 12 A+39Y ¥
o 7FSR7 =y, 49 JFa Zo] $go] HEHo=E 01—?‘0179 od Hy 23
e T3t 100" o] YAER A XAHZ vtAACtH dA"E F QALYsE 3300 H.

- A71dA A7lEE 2 714 issues
AA, A7 A8 MU N5 Aolg FAsHE Ho| &4,
YR HOAA XFEHEY 1098 243 AR ES 58 B5e B A

& S4d3A A FrF XAEHE d5PER, 28ln 9340 olEA BEHE

ISP F3te 7179 WidE JHA o] $UE #E Fodse B

of 1o

oo

AE B3 A
Y. B8 dAz vlwel Bl 9fu)
=4, %ﬁ?ﬂ%‘i FE S oj2E FIF AHAE ZFHste o] #4.

T Aoz RY ogHJUEA 2 o|gAst o] ¢t we LA
e £4o] & Algol Hla] 24 A7t FAHT Y HY. dAdy Zo] gidd
HOEF FY% 4R MFAE Fostey golyaEg e vE AE &
AE 7t 5 A

2otd, A4 Adol mE v agd FEste AR Hex ZE zo)& 3
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Qo] AR RE dAEHE Ao Bod BE4E
2HEE HYL AsA 4
. QALYsE o|#e & AAREA 25

LAY dAEEARS A &

Mol A2 T2 HA ol AL g
gk ol g JFAEE BAT AL

YA, different time periodsoll Z3X AZAH Y A3 EYAHL AAsE BA
AlZroll W& discountE &3t o) quality adjustment®= FAsIE AZAE Y
AZE Holo} R@stA YA AELES AT Y.
ColAL 1097 AdEE 1d3be AHe 10ME Be EAE

—
>
)
Lo
4
o>
o
o
ol\
o
=
)
e
2
Al
=,
e

(o2
=
ofN
11}(e3
—t
rir
A
)

- 9l 7}A issuesv wAZE RS 2Y QALYsE A9 FAH ARE AL
Aol A3A Wt QALYsE H3Hundermind)dte BEE F2 AFEAY &
A54.

% QALYsZt AAlZA st Zlo] AZsiA A== A=71?
283 QALYse AFAoE dWAE JEWed F8&817

- 5 7HA e A8 ¢ EES I EF U}
AA, BABATAE QALYsE o1 g7 E?}%%T‘Z‘Zl FoE skt 3™, =3 QALYs

g AHgetEd e BHH FHE

23 issuese} FHE ojH 9 ;‘éE-‘E FE AZR
A A ol FAEY IS FAH}E A1t

- QALYsE 128 u ‘golden standard @ AM&EE Ao A g 54

ghof oj®W ZWo A 'healthy years equivalent(HYEs)'7F © £& A dxgx
~ golden standarde $1% ‘

. HYEs® @3] #7Zo] T A7 Z@Aolgte 7MAE HstA st9 3 7|79
AR 8 77ty dAe 43 VAo AAse S22 QALYsY EAE A
8l F3|%, HYEsE zt31 #49& & o A7HE o8 QALYsEY 4 &

olf

il

L

A4,

i

0

4) Utility$} QALYs
- QALYs+ utility measure 171?, 28] o]g s WEXF e AAGAE] AFRIE o
=712 .
ColE e e #dste] A dIet #¥dE 848 IITE AvidA
utility-basedzt 2 2 + 9lZ.
A olEE AMJESY HMEE oA AFs EAY AgFxzAdsteA FEE HE
sk A

- QALYsw T & Abgzhel 22 A3EHe] A5 ¥ele 8 &3A ¥
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b HES thE gue) dzs
A S A EE 2 olge) wWag
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ol
2
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gh.

- EPE}H o %lt’”*?l IRt %%E E%iﬂ*ii 27l ¥ AFGHHANA S &
= ¥

5) QALYsY &%
- HAEsA P8 oH & of| &Aool QALYsS A AL
- oAe @ I@'AM AA] BFHolobd duAu2e) o B ABE st

45
°1X1 041 H W # 7 }%HH%A k “é,% AA . 71 7HEskE vhe
(1) QALYsE $-87t &43taxt she = =
(2) dl2kel H 9ol QALY594 Soistolele] =R} «]*P@’“/Ml?ﬂ glehe A
..... A7l M AHAHE §oE Z olighe AtZA ] 4.
- Aate] Abgels RAZoRH e ‘:‘rt okek BAA] £oke F 7R Sl 29
QALYsE #Fa=2 dot RzFors] dite] A= & olf 7z Z2ayzke] HAH9

r2
-
il

HE doE HpFole RE T2 sy fHEo] HjE-F &

oA aee BEE 2E olHe] UL

% o ohe £
2IEH G AU AL AREAD 29 S

rr

6) QALYs9 &4 &4
- Al 7HAY S o] e
(1) the analogue scale
(2) the time trade-off
(3) the standard gamble
- The analogue scale
CRRATGFH Agelgte F UK 39 AE 1% 08 T3, AL HE 2 A1y &
o7 EA.
. dAd ol® Aol broken legol thal 092 ojr1gthd, I ALEE broken leg7t &
A7k 90%°1™, 10%°] 174 &4 FFE v,
- The time tarde-off %
L SEAAA T A A E ] ] A&IA; stE AR Zold Mg a7E.
YL dHdAFeR 10d A&3E AT AEH] 1T &
2088 4 AJNA? AFSA vk 20d
=

o
= @AY 50% 7HNE AUE AL



- The standard gamble H3
. }\qa_ﬂo]] s'ﬂ-ax% Mzﬂ'% Wz @,
Aol XA AG A= pXA] FEHE 103S dot SAHE
At £2 p FEE SGAAAAHE 1042 Aoyt SAHE 2S¢ A5 £ ds.
%

adu o] Abgo] ¥ + X
AZFHE p e B+ Ag
- o= whgel Jbg B woluel tid TaAAY kot BE 2dd 7 W) g
A5E Jerls 397 7] Rel $BAE oA T wol 4K %e
- 7o Ax gE AYE 24eE A 2
. the analogue scale2 T2 F 71x] @y E g2 Ade MEdL TEAINAE= FL.
G2l e T owus e Ase deie A499 it 9

do
o
12

. the standard gamble] Aoe UExsHE fAd8Giskel g glxels ololy
& F83te A 2

CEAReE AE AAE A Sl A 2oy, ARbdl wE AHE we] ol ghrt

=AM & TRk

S 7 el Aolst Qe AL g, o= Aol Y FL AWke HYe gF

Ir

At ke FAS AREAIA AAH O & A
- O3 A= QALYsY 7Fx] A ZE F7 slok stevt 9.

HEEe djdAE X FALE 9 7R (community values)7t QALYsel 7]&E7F | ojof
e A Y.

L 328u o3l JA] QALYsY @47} o gA ALEEojH o} stETtele Aol &A5-H.

C S 987 SRS HASEE HA WHd #AE VATd, g5 e v
At Hdol thdk A so] zte= Zhalol s QALY ol AsAE Aol AT A
()]

Cwbe el mye]l el BAT Aol AFVEe Aol B PAE A
xbs)e] spAlel o)) QALYE Alabste Aol % .

7) QALYs 289 Z 3
- e Zﬂ%i‘_ﬁ‘ﬂl/ﬂ o] ﬁ]i‘%“ﬁol FUAQ g8l AErt B AR gaked
© AL EoIY A& 2 dd 3| g
4224 ﬁ‘ﬁ SEA ste A=V EE A
Aol Me QALYs7F Bt} A3 H. , A
QALYsE QALYH Hl&olgte BN 54 A&E
& wju} 29 & & (operational efficiency)FaolA &3 R 2L,
QALYs #ol tis]l EAHE A2 AYulEe g&old, anpxold 29a & old 7
healtholl 93] AWM EHZA] gFedol Fd&Ho]l AAY health care system¥r2 =LA
£Y S B2 Aozl Yk MY, dd B BEYAolgtE SdoME
QALYs® #8842 & Ao/t U
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8) QALYse d§9A
G Adolgl= .

[(e]
- 949 0E 2399 o§& Bt FIAHIYE AZL QALYsSH: BA 9

ZH A QALYsE A#HpH 43 248 AV 9&
=t F A7 (equality of health)o]dts A ZtolMd 2 A% o,

ok

rir

7hd

5. DALYs(Disability Adjusted Life Years)

1)

AL

WHO7} F8138l= =717ve] 35 A4 Global Burden of Disease Projectdll AFg&¥
M.

A, e A A, Ade) 9% g a
o Axo gid TAA AEE F3sA LS AT FAEHAE AV HF A7AL

Aq4.

Auel 28 DALYS 2 A&7 fd A% 7t5A9% 2gsto] AL
A 7HFAE AgsE QALYS MEAeE Fddte fHEFN AgEY #
23 sty ez yEd g Akl wge] wtg A
TE A& .

GBD d7Z23d st dFdx, A4, XA 448, §4, &F, 44, 28, &
THE, FHLEE, 719 9 107HA 8o HAA 2 FEe] 385%F A

jvics
)
>
t—q
=
w

k-3
=
rir

AY FFT5 WE @9 o

severity level value
1. health 1.00
2. slight problem 0.9999
3. moderate problem 0.99
4. considerable problem 0.92
5. severe problem 0.80
6. very severe problem 0.65
7. completely disabled 0.40
8. dead 0.00

Z+&: Nord, E.,_ Cost-Value Analysis in Health Care; Making Sense out of
QALYs, National Institute of Public Heaith, Oslo, Norway, 1999. p. 119
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- ARFEAFAN ARY FFEA A kA 4

severity weights Indicator conditions
0.00-0.02 g A=, AFdn HFol 2SDS v gt
0.02-0.12 EZE AL A A% E, A 9E
0.12-0.24 82 M2E B, A7, oA A, N F
0.24-0.36 T8ty Ad, Fgo)
0.36-0.50 Ag-A FF, A AANAA, d&FFL
050-0.70 2%, NG, Avha, U ZF
0.70-1.00 g4 FAAAE, v, A AFF, AR vy

Z&: Nord, E., Cost-Value Analysis in Health Care; Making Sense out of QALYs, National
Institute of Public Health, Oslo, Norway, 1999. p. 122

2) §-8 Jvete ndgtel de AR SANHY oD

- 194 nEY #H 2y A4

- 29A  BAY ALY, AWEE E83d 7 Jd¥d REridodys ndY #¥ A
wate) d#, A, AAgdd Feot

- 384 EE7IYody AW (Standard Expected Years of Life Lost: SEYLL)A £&
oj-gsle Z Axy AuTEz ZrAIFoE A% AWEWF(Years of Lofe Lost: YLL)
o) FAE ALt

YLL .=(Number of deaths at age x)*(standard years of life lost at age x)

ok oX o

- 494 EREROE A% Aold wE ARATe M (Years Lived with Disability:
YLD) &
YLD= Incidence of case/ sequelaecxaverage durationxdisability weight
- 584 @ YLL¥ YLDE #8 Z7|At% 2 Fefjo] w& A g i DALYE &4tst
o T ARG A=

DALY .= YLL ;+ YLD,

6. 3A%H Grte A%

- RG] g A W Ao A, Az AH, ¥, A4 S ASY 42
2 eHoz ASHY 9 =Y Ao 53 WHE vetliE Aol U =
e te "ass 9, oled WA sxste] T o)Fe] A R,

- Abgdel g AAH 24 meo] giu® AEW teke Bl TR A 2
&9 e euA 2ahel A9 sl B AL

- aey gREe A% SAAZ FANY Pohe FAHY) 9% AAE Weksnz

) &4F F(2001), DALYE #8% fauvs nd¢ Awid 4, 221334334 110),
89-101.
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Grte AF Aol H83A AFHEES &) JNE BIAE do] F2F

H7te A Aol BHlEHe Fes, AA, A FHAdAY FE&8A ZE B
of #ojsta gl7] WEolw, EA, FolA Hrhel TR ARG v e Ate 288
2 7 HEY. ol BAE F
FH 953 22 671K 9 A#e FE3] nesior & A
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1) 57t o] 475 o BoE =717

@) ARA dUES =2F AU

(3) AHE digtEd dF ZAFL2 FAAIN?

4) AdE e HE 7hed v L A& FAAIN?
(5) B7HE oARA L AU

(6) B7te] Ao o9 T = wiET AATN?
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