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.
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1. 

, 

, 

. 

 100 , 

,  2008-2009 

 16,7  400 ;

2. 

 (30 

.  160  600 . 

).

: .

1. ,  100%

, .  256 ,

 4  2009
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2. « » , 
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 100 , 

,  2008-2009 . 

2009 ,  325,2
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,

, 

, 

.

, , 

, :

;

;

;

.

 2

 " " CEA = DC + IC / Ef

)

CEA = [(DC1+IC1) - (DC2+IC2)]/(Ef1 - Ef2)

 " " CMA = (DC1 + IC1) - (DC2 + IC2)

 "
)"

CUA = [(DC1+IC1) - (DC2+IC2)]/Ut1 - Ut2

 " " COI = DC + IC

: CEA –  " " ( ,
) 

; CMA – ; CUA –  " " ( .
, , ); COI –

 " "; DC – ; IC – ; DC1  IC1
– ,  1- ; DC2

 IC2 – ,  2- ;
Ef –  ( ); Efl  Ef2 – 

 1-  2- ; Ut1  Ut2 – 
, QALY – ),  1-  2-

.

 (CMA — COST-MINIMIZATION

ANALYSIS)

.
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, . 

,

, .

:

 =DC1 – DC2

 = (DC1+ IC1) – (DC2 + IC2),

 — ,
DC1 —  1- , ( )
IC1 —  1- , ( )
DC2  IC2 —  2- . (

)
 3

, 

/3 , . 354.327,7±2500,9 475.809,6±4882*

, . 13.440,2±1008 13.356,1±985

, . 7.807,1±160,5 7.697,8±207,2

, . 375.602,3±1259 489.479,3±5981*

 (  — COST-EFFECTIVENESS

ANALYSIS)

 ( ) 

 (De Long L.K. et al., 2008). , 

, 

/ .

 (%  ,  ,

 III-IV ).

 - , 

, 

. 

, 
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. 

, . 

.

, 

. 

, . 

.

 = DC / Ef,    :
 – ;

DC –  (direct costs);
Ef –  (effectiveness) - 

, , )
.

, ,

.

, , , 

) .

, , 

, , 

 (incremental cost), . 

.

:

CEA  = (DC1 - DC2) / (Ef1 - Ef2),     :

CEA  – ;
DC1 – ; ( )
DC2 - ; ( )
Ef1 – ; ( )
Ef2 - ; ( ).

.
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,   31.12.09.

 (

 Excel) 

.

 (

,

, ,  III-IV ), 

, 

 2,7%  7.789 .

  

3.939,4 .,  – 4.198,7 .

           3 

 35,3%  113.877

. 

5.230,2 .,  – 14.038 .

 4

 ( .,  )  , 
 3 

, 
. ,

% ), 
.

,

%

/ 

277.725,3 70,7 3.939,4
285.513,9 68 4.198,7 7.789 2,7 2.884,8

 3 

375.602,3 71,8 5.230,2
489.479,3 36,5 14.038 113.877 35,3 3.226
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, ,

.

 (CUA — COST-UTILITY ANALYSIS)

, 

 « », 

.

, 

.  ( ,

) . 

 (Quality-Adjusted-Life-Years

— QALY). 

, 

. , 

.

(QALY). , , 

 100 .  QALY, 

. 

,  ( ) 

 QALY.

:

CUA = ((DC1 + IC1) – (DC2 + IC2))/ (Ut1 – Ut2)

CUA = (DC + I )/Ut,

 CUA — , 

» ( . , , 

),

DC1  IC1 —  1- , ( )

DC2  IC2 —  2- , (

)

Ut1  Ut2 —  1-  2- . (

)
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 " " . 

 –  (3,9-0,6)= 3,3 QALY 

 375.602,3 .  "  - " - 113.818,9

./QALY.

 -   -   (3,6  -  0,52)=3,08  QALY 

 489.479,3 .  " " – 158.921,8

./QALY.   1 

,

: , 

, . 

(sensitivity analysis). , 

. 

, 

 ( , ). 

.

:

1)

.

 (

)  (

).

 33,6%  43%

, 6% 

 9% 

 II . 

, .

, .

, , , 

, 
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