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3 Hardy
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Schulman Kavin A. [ .. 1991 "Cost-Effectiveness
of low-Dose Zidovudine Therapy for Asymtomatic Patiens with Human
Immunodeficiency Virus(HIV) Infection. ' hl zidovudine

HIV
2,653 6,553-70,526
Zidovudine

( 2,649-250,546

Cheung T. . .. 1990 "Cost-Effectiveness analysis

of wearly treatment of HIV disease with Zidovudine(AZT)

- Zidovudine HIV
ARC 41,000 HIV 410,000
Zidovudine 262.60 ARC
1,093 Zidovudine
ARC 53.83
HIV 476.13 -
17,293
Zidovudine CD4 500/ 1 13
Zidovudine
Hoover DR .o 1991 "Time to initiation of
Zidovudine (AZT) Therapy:Estimates and issues." CDh4
500 400 300

1.67 2.72 4.16
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Carles M. . .1990

Tolerance of 2 zidovudine doses(900 vs

study. T

Zidovudine

(Efficacy)

, Mechai Viravaidya

"The Economic Impacts of AIDS on Thailand"

200,000-400,000

iwgAIDS Chin/Lwanga
3.4-4.3 !
! 500,000
658-1,015
25
22,000
7,300-8,500 (

2000 HIV 3.5

200 mg/4h (1200 mg/day)
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"Evaluation of Efficacy and

1200mg/d). A Prospective randommized

300 mg/8h(900 mg/day)

300 mg/8h

1992
1991 HIV
1 1
2000 HIV
650,000
!
30-50
!
.1991) !
1991-1992 100
5,100
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Controled. Clinical Trials

1989 Scitovsky "Poster session at the 5kK
International Conference on AIDS"T 2 1
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(Economic Evaluation)

( 2534)

QUESTIONS

CAN a proposed activity or WAS a past or IS a current WHICH among alternate

programme be justified activity or programme activities projects is

Economically justified economically economically the best

ECONOMICS EVALUATION TOOLS

Cost U tility Evaluation (CUE)

Cost Effectiveness Evaluation (CEE)

Cost Benefit Evaluation (CBE)



(lterative process)”

3.
?
2534)
1.
2.
3.
3

(Dynamic)ii
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I Te « (Cutcone Description) «km
(Outcome/utility (CXitcoffie/Per formance Analysis) « «
Evaluation)
«
) £l "
(Effectiveness Evaluation) (Effectiveness Analysis) (Effectiveness (
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aflfurnra
)} - N i - -
(Cost Uttility Evaluation) (Cost-Performance Description)
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(Cost Effectiveness « - (Cost-Outcome Description)
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» - (Cost Utility Analysis) (Cost-Effectiveness Description)
(Cost Benefit Evaluation) « -

(Cost-Benefit Analysis)

T«

(Cost-Hinimization Analysis)
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1. Cost-Performance analysis

T (Performance)

(Coverage)

(RelativeContribute) (Time of Servie)

2. Cost-Effectiveness analysis

Zidovudine !

(Life-year gained) !

3. Cost-benefit analysis
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Cost-benefit

analysis

Cost-benefit analysis

4. Cost-utility analysis

( tility)

0 1
0 -
(Quality of 1life)
(Healthy days)
(Quality adjusted life-years=QUALY)
Scale (0 1)
QUALY QUALY

(M.F.,Drummond Principle of

economic appraisal in health care, Oxford:0xford University Press,1987,

p. 10)
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2.2.2

! (Opportunity Cost)

1 !

(Providers Costs)

(Consumers



Costs)

(Medical

costs)

(Average

(Non-medical

Costs)
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cost)



(Visit)

2)

Ft

(Capital Cost)

(Labour Cost)

(Meterial Cost)

(Total Cost)

(Average Cost)
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3)

(Price

(Marginal Cost)

Index)

(Constant

Price)

(Constant)
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Ch1

Cm1

P1

100

Cco

Cn

Cco

Ch1

= Cmlp1l

Cn/(l+r)1

(Present Value)

100
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4)

(Magnitude)

(Sensitivity Analysis)
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(Componnent)

(Vertical) (Horizontal)
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2.2.2.2
(Effectiveness)
/ 3
/
/
2.2.2.3 -
3
1.
2.

>:3.
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