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Abstract

Background: Taiwan Centers for Disease Control (CDC) and Bureau of National
Health Insurance (BNHI) implemented the tuberculosis (TB) pay-for-performance
(P4P) program in 2001 to improve health care qualities and case management, and
which program was broadly adopted in 2004. A nationwide campaign “Directly

Observed Treatment, Short-course” (DOTS) was then introduced in 2006.

Objectives: The objective of the study was to evaluate the efficacy of TB P4P
program, and to explore treatment outcomes and health care utilizations. The other

purpose was cost-effectiveness analysis of P4P and DOTS programs.

Methods: This study recruited 15,557 TB cases who were reported to the Taiwan
CDC in 2004, and then linked with health care utilization claimed data from BNHI.
To improve the comparability of the two groups, we used Propensity Score Matching
to compare the performance between cases with and without P4P program, and also
used multinomial logistic regression model to investigate the efficacy of P4P. In the
other part of the study, the study recruited 10,766 cases diagnosed in 2006-2007 and
eligible for DOTS stage | (sputum smear positive cases). Data linking to BNHI was to
analyze the medical utilization (direct costs). To explore social productivity loss of
patients and family members, we used data from Directorate-General of Budget,
Accounting and Statistics survey of human resources database to explore the indirect

costs, and the study represented societal perspective costs.



Results: The results showed that no significant difference in case characteristics
between two groups with and without P4P program. The study revealed that P4P
group had a higher Outpatient Department (OPD) utilization rate of 14% (P<0.001),
but no significance in hospital admission or emergency utilization. Total medical costs
in P4P group were 4.6% lower (NTD. 6,450; USD. $215) than non-P4P group. Odds
Ratio of treatment success was 1.56 times higher than non-P4P group. (OR: 1.38-1.76,
P<0.001). Death rate in the P4P group was 3.9% lower than non-P4P group.
Comparing group with P4P and DOTS, group with P4P only, group with DOTS only,
and group without P4P or DOTS, P4P and DOTS group had inferior medical
conditions, but had the highest treatment success rate (83.1%), group without P4P or
DOTS had the lowest treatment success rates of 24.2%. Regarding to the direct costs,
average cost of group without P4P or DOTS were the lowest (NTD. 66,707; USD.
$2223.6), while of PAP and DOTS group were the highest (NTD. 93,331; USD.
$3111.0). As for societal perspective costs, including loss of social productivity of
patients and family member companions, group without P4P or DOTS had the lowest
average costs of NTD. 83,767 (USD. $2,792.3), whereas P4P and DOTS group had
the highest of NTD. 109,266 (USD. $3,642.2). As for Average Cost-effectiveness
Ratio (ACER), P4P group was NT121,335 (USD. $4,044.5), DOTS group as
NT171,226 (USD. $5,707.5), P4P and DOTS group as NT131,530 (USD. $4,384.3),
and conventional TB treatment was NT346,187 (USD. $11,539.6) . Overall, P4P
group had the lowest expenditures of per treatment success case. Comparing with
multiple programs, we adopted Incremental Cost-Effectiveness Ratio (ICER), the P4P
was the most cost-effective program. According to WHO-CHOICE (CHOosing
Interventions that are Cost-Effective), adopting ACER to evaluate programs, P4P and

DOTS programs were all highly cost-effective interventions.

Vi



Conclusion: The TB P4P program can improve health care outcomes, and save the
health care expenditure. Secondly, patients enrolled both in P4P and DOTS programs,
had the best treatment outcomes. Considering direct and indirect costs in societal
perspective, PAP program costs the lowest with average. P4P and DOTS programs are
both highly cost-effective intervention programs according to the World Health
Organization standard (WHO-CHOICE, CHOosing Interventions that are

Cost-Effective).

Keywords: Tuberculosis, Pay for Performance (P4P), Directly Observed Treatment,

Short-course (DOTS), Cost-Effectiveness Analysis, Health Care Utilization.
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g F  FE R ERE Bhdp 31 AT | R A LS
P [T IR | 7 F e B RR | 2oRE B
S 2R Koo TR

Br RN G

jomF ey

AP G ER T %4 g Glickman SW, Peterson ED. Innovative health reform

models: pay-for-performance initiatives. Am J Manag Care 2009;15:S300-5.
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— B AM$F 22 F 42000 1 2011 4 0a 4 ch )k s review (R ) @ & HF]

S HE L R P Ak TR Ao A G TG Ak R A

L R 2 A AR AT ek g g\*zl—ﬁ CF SRR A
REHERF LG ek (4 F CEOFLED NSRRI kT U p
ﬂ—,ﬁ:é‘_%%‘fzv:.gi'g st (NI E AR ) e PEL B IR A é‘r,’%frgJ-glﬂ’
BRAR@1E R A ek € S5 A 2 @ (social economic groups) TR A | R T

LR R S T o AT Atk T H W A TERRT e Vb B g TS B
REREFP- g3+ g “TH2 hE»E (spill over effect)» » i&{;m‘iﬁ fo 72
P HBFE T IR Y 2 LD 6 Ak 5 4 FE Aol o A gk TR A
WA R AR S FRAD wock b0 PR AT UEI PR

A & e 5 7 22 o (Eijkenaar, Emmert, Scheppach, & Schoffski, 2013)

FOARMAL S RE THMIBEFE, & THRE ) 8 FFHT RS K
75 ¥~ 7 % (Randomized Controlled Trial, RCT ) » #kB~3% & -1 % B~ 7 19 2%
A0 E ek FRREM 352 cDudley 384 & TN ST AHE
w PBEE ek 2 % | (Strategies To Support Quality-based Purchasing ) ##&i P A8
T* RCTE R amhe - 40§ 6 BALHR: FR&TORE H M7
SRR st B F Mk (Dudley etal, 2004) o R a AT S dg L E IR R
PRI L E AR RE (3 REMAAT]) HHRE 18k P W
BE e o d FHERG AP Y AR V- BAT RIS (T
i) AR T W R B A AT e B AR B o ok g
& PR B o FeE MR AEROE NI PR EXT A AR o B8 T
P IR RESET Y s ARG TR < gy SS9
% @ 54 (moderate at best) - Town % § /j}i ek ML ERLE AT AT

FpEr > B8 B A PR RIY WL BATRET NG e R % - (Town,
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pa

Kane, Johnson, & Butler, 2005) - # 3 —‘ﬁ%ﬁ oo fe— dH L s BE sk chv }I%a
W R R Bl § o (B AGED RREIRAEOR )0 % F kA
fdg ey Bk O RAF R BRI T LRI iR Y SR A
ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ$’ﬁ?uﬁﬂ%ﬁ“%ﬁﬁﬁ@%mﬁo Flt o 2 E AR
NEFRIAEAMFETEINNSG MBS TR R L TR Y > X L H -
Flida BEEF o Tk R R NRTIp o e T PJ‘??? DES ¥ia ;{;«jé
BFRIES - 633 FRRBET RS | 2 8% VR RF L 5oy L
o FlA B wrE S > SHTE- RenBHh o @2 RG LI gT &

M B47334 Fleog »od o (Rosenthal & Frank, 2006; Schatz, 2008b)

hok BB LEH ARG Y o F IR RIIMABRA T KRR ST
PR S D ERPF LRI AT S TR 2 TR AR
FOLG P ARBARR O 6 B LAY SRR RER R P EF LR o
(Christianson, Leatherman, & Sutherland, 2008) - Schantz % ¥ bl E oty o» (B3
Mg H  aF RIS EFATEFR 7 1057 2o hE%s 4 FEF T RENR
B & i 5% o (Schatz, 2008a) - %—g{ Van Herck & {7 { > w 7= )gk% B #FRa

UL Fm 5 ¢ 3 30 BT 4 I TP S g 0 6 » ~ 41T &

3

- B RIZEF L e %307 o (Van Hercketal,, 2010) © 3%47 § & il ih ¢ R
T RAEFAIFIFTERT ALK T RBRIHT I ERT AR
5% AR 2 B AR FREREY mTVPEY SRS TR T
* B o

WEGTERLT S ERe A BFLRAT FHRTFPEOR BRI
National Health Services /< 2004 & f 43 » &4+ 5 J % o R 36 ( General Practioners,

GP) B s34 7 % 24559 QOF (Quality and Outcomes Framework ) 3+ % - #.:7 130
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B sty o ek AR %E‘V’ MEIRAR TP g T Mg H 30
Hetrie ~ o WA T o AL FIFH B RFL Y &I A ARRLH Fom s &
(2004-2005) } ~ RACehS F#A > 2 5 S & (2005-2008) & ¥4 > F o
TR SRR P R BRG0P KRR S R AR B goma T o

FERFE 45 A e iR > AN E R TRD D) SR o £
WRRE F a3 0w R g R L R RS RS i o 2 AT
’Mﬁ%ﬂ%*%§%?%%i£¢f)iﬁ%¢%ﬁ(%%%%&%

I
F v & F B &= &) (Steel & Willems, 2010) -

EMHEFP > 2L F B E Ak r 3 ka3 ?i{Emmert hE R
p 2000 3 2010 # A cnd fe P dpdl 0 A BT RIIT RS RS m%ﬁ
T RIS o e A F g3 mpﬁl%%i-’* cEt Y RE-BEG TR
B = Atk el o e E RS © 2 P& o (Emmert, Eijkenaar, Kemter,
Esslinger, & Schoffski, 2012) - ;%% F e (7§ RpF > » A7 A 5 T 2o ft, & T30
o enie A= (full evaluations and partial evaluations ) » 2> & 4 enig/AeEiG &
FRERERT 0 NE RFTEEESE T Gl b (bldet B S hon ko
cost-effectiveness ratio ) » % # 3+ ¥ % 4 e 5 B FE 5 304 G AGTER B A A Y 2

Arn R PE o dodk AR T I R RR T & R e 0 31 B cost-effectiveness pF

PIG IR E (T3 5 G SR aT R RIS TRER o # f 0
R Y SRR RE T B R S LR R P

F# Emmert 33 23 B 26 L@z P > 9T S L PRERET
?uﬁﬂ’afﬁ%jwzﬁmﬁﬁﬁ:ﬁ@mﬁ:,nfﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%?ﬁ’

0w 50R Lheis R B 5 0 per QALY gained ¥ 3] 13,000-30,000 # =~ - § *
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Van Herck » #% 5| » &L - BEHAFFE T TPy o AL RATRG
FELG A honk g RARRIZVEFLRPFEELAL FFORT VIR
3 3 o 4 LR PE B0 e T A ¥ 028 3] 2% (Van Herck et al., 2010) - #7
PURCE G eI 4T 2 RRAVIE T U IR e R 2 G R ENER o W T

S AT ARG L SEM AT URE T A Ak o

“$1u%ﬁaimkhkaLf4’¥“?”€”*W”N?LW*%%ﬂ%
FEP Aok F o FHOF T2 B3 27 GFF ¥ Eijkenar ¥ A g m
BTz R KB T IRIET 5L (accesstocare) £ T 4 F R g % (treatment
outcomes) =k T3 E P 0 A X AT LE K 3,000 £ &> iAot ¢ F

A

L E;ﬁ]q_

o
B

v E FEehend AU FrE o Y Y i3 2 ¥ 5% =+ Medicaid ¥ R4

L XA
Ste

b

—

FALRA T A R Fl At ded ch * (Eijkenaar et al., 2013) o &

4 Steel % A F R LERMFH TP (QOF) “ % - 479§ 12 B FH%
B4 A Ak TG BEARIIC AT LD G h S ARG

_3,

FOART S FP Aok BEEG S Ak > VARG ERS PR 0 §E R

LIF» dntth 4 7 1218 PP e % (Steel & Willems, 2010) -

RHBE I RALER A S RPF L EFRERGT P 5 TS

Pk o L BLL G RSRRIRS angdp v ek L o B VanHerck #3) 0 A F RS A

~

02 30 0 WML EEFLIHTIEAL G Tk 0 L BT AN Y
ﬁfljﬁgm%'}l’)@;z—g\—kr ) ng.ﬁ] %Eﬁ]?;b{&maii Vg e e By
ARG F e o BB U] 2 PN PR B E R RGP
TR Mt mat A S R TR B Y AL E A A2 B
Bl AL ARG R T A R B et S R 2 ey T

AR AT 7 IR anaeiiak oo
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FHBEFPT R a2 L8 (kB L) a3 o %ﬁ Harrison % «
&%t = W National Health Service 4&#+ <53 QOF = % » # 7 % 1998-1999 1 2
2010-2011 & & 1 & & 2 @ » &4 P 5 BT 4p (¥ #F ¢ 2 )(ambulatory care
sensitive contiditions ) en& P G 7 B o A7 % HER W et T
w P (1998-1999) (& #4117 QOF * k2 %0 )» ¥ 2 {5 kK & 2004 & & 4o » 3 T3+
Prevfeer o vb Az 2R e~ 3 RENFE R Bt o R0 0 3T 279060 # A ke (95
9% Cl=1.6t03.8); QOF *5 {7 2_ {s eh& X (2010-2011) > ¥ @ & A feif 7] 8.0%

(95% CI=6.9109.1) /% » B> A FHE K> 28% (95% Cl=2.0to
36) mEFL ir 0 2 18 2010-2011 # QOF - H 7 % #s » B o E&Z Atap £
Z3]7 10.9% (95% CI=10.1t011.7)» %A T REmh T3> 2 E > el
NGRS R R AR RHERREST G AR VA RRE
FRus ] ¢FREDGEE > PRy LFRMFHLAHIRT & HRER « DirF

(Harrison et al., 2014) -

VO RmET o AT g sl @ BT > § 5 Eijkenarr ¥ 4 jF 154
RohmPPPRAET R EROTAFFH RS ) 245 0 b '%iEH (risk selection ) ~
*biE s (spill over effect) ~ £ & = 2 (gaming behavior ) B PRI B

#+ 18 c 5X (effects on providers’ intrinsic motivation ) # ¥ B "% 4% (7 5 X AALR

B e e ¢ i TapaE ) (adverse selection) {7 5 > i & FR IR R F T A
E® RGBT p o ST ARBRE BRI ) DB R e r
ReVEFFRAER BINAHTYPC RLY 0 RO EEDR R § AR K
EHRE (Aot - RERBVRESFTARE ) FPRFANRS G EY PR - 2 F
Fwm i ko ki A G %« A # (performance based program) -4
AR AREERV RGO > RIS GRS I T REDBE > AT A

S AR AR 5 4 PR = 1 % (Eijkenaar et al., 2013) -
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I HL AR ORI Randed o T G FRF R IRIME B
1T RILFOMIFE T A ERERRGEKRZBR O FRL FISRETRER
Rt g@lﬁfwimgx’ - ko )F E NRE DR RERER
i,éﬁ%:};&:ﬁf;é—*ﬁ? it ﬂzzﬁ#‘«&é‘?@iﬁ;}%ﬁéﬁﬂ:fgﬁ 4 (cherry picking) 4c » * Z IR % - 7
PR FIR R R 0 BT R RS BRSNS ~ S EER S R A T L b
RE O FEAFERP BT RO Aot T G R F R RIS T
I o> 32 FTEFRM Fre A RERTIPHAL %EFFE RS
T Fla R R A RE A GRS A X H R et - KRR SRR LeF
B EF R &2 YlhFREE > SLEF L LEFRR DI - (Chang, Lin,
& Aron, 2012; Greene & Nash, 2009; Hood, 2007; Kang et al., 2010; Li, Su, et al., 2010;
Qiu, Wang, Luo, et al., 2011; Qiu, Wang, Zhang, et al., 2011; Shan et al., 2011; D. Wang

etal., 2011)

AB B 2000 E R REFERTIPAIRLE G E Y SHEHAT &
HRARATR N L YR REBTIPRLLR SR TR FAR
AR e TRk 2 n 4 51 (clinical treatment guidelines) hi# 4 /& > d 18 & @

CEROFRAST o Saint-Lary ¥ £ 517 BRBM P L ML arEE L A
oo LG AR PRA R FE T - BRI A e 2 KRG e 4T i
RPFRPHEAFL R E TR Foa g NIRAIE #R (conflicts of
interests ) R AL > Gldv i A F TR DR FEFL £ TR ERFEEE AR L
HIE R o ke 2 i TP IR 0 RS § R AL R R E R
TIPN »%,‘raﬁjum?sﬁﬁueﬁifpﬁ PR L RARGERT A EF A o FL b r D
FEPGRG 22 B TR PRI TR e PR I 2 5 0 S Dt R IR
Bk A g TR LA N ARE T A NIE CE Y TR RE R G A

% ™ o (Saint-Lary, Plu, & Naiditch, 2012)
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PEAERI R A R AT E R > T B B TR g o B Wen

e BIwm TR F 2008 & E R E Ak R P I 2o 4L 7 18 2y (18

1

B0 e F TG MR M G 2 ] A TR ET R R Y Aok o BT K
Kristensen % 4+ %A 4 47 8 a5 ¥ 1825518 A K fifr o X2 1230 p %Ffbp\ Fe =
Fg Fdptk o R £ B¢ end & (difference in difference) # 3 3 i > R e 7
w18 B (R A HFE 24 B (RPBE) 7§ HES
TEDRERF  F 5h > denFro 70 FRHEFTE o R LA B Ao

%.’rx”:&"q‘ﬁﬁﬁf’.%}‘%t‘ vw IR = F TR aEA; (0.7%;95% ClI=03t01.2) 0 #

iT%@&%*?$£%§%o&&$§ﬂ%9ﬁ%mﬁﬁ’ﬁ%%%??W%

0.3)« JCEH FIE W B PR » R A HRT ¢ B gk LRAR TP
X2 {8 %y lﬂ"’%@f‘%?«‘ F x g™ s (1.296;95% Cl=0.4 to 2.0)0?2“%‘5&
BERBART CHEARARTIPTESAR S AAREIATEELE

= DI wm et E o (Kristensen et al., 2014) -

F% VanHerck ¥ £+ #IMFAT T % HBRG ¢ Z kT %
ﬁj:ﬁ:}rﬁ%;‘gﬂ A TR FGREFBHTIPE A RFHIEE o TR R
25 b g%??ﬁuvg;&?ﬂ & _PSE?Fgf 2 E&F’“ﬁi?}}ﬁzﬁ_ga,,f’:fﬁ%ﬁ’k}if’%
AE O RIERBEFEAEHDES > SEFHBDEF PRARA AT A
FHRBHT TR ROA R 4 - HRF IR R R S0 R e ok
HEIFFLHER b e rdnp s Lo A8 3 am e ki
AP RFERETHTI 500 B AHERF T 10.99% 055 & % (Van Herck et al.,
2010) - Kf DA e dhig & b BT B Campbell R F B R s R R 18
B A TR A S G S PR AP A ok G p 20 4R 2 (self-report) & 3 4

%‘”Lﬁ”’mf%ﬂﬁz&ﬁ'*j"“‘?ﬁle‘:'k]%'j‘fﬁi‘#%ffmfﬁ I
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i F R FAA 0 5 F A NIRen | e fh g 2% (Campbell, Reeves, Kontopantelis,

Sibbald, & Roland, 2009)

Bt B e o & 7 5 (gaming behavior ) - » #£ % push-out behavior > ~

REE R R z‘v’ﬂf[\%%e#é%“éf Bt B 2P o 3 BT R et ?—*f Petersen

%

FALFRF AP IH LR FLERTEREZ FO Mo 2 {7 RickkE
Rochip ko B L REERN o gl 4 g TS R (miraculously) B 4R i

3% - (Petersen, Woodard, Urech, Daw, & Sookanan, 2006) » i if* ¢ & F < ® Gz
IR 2 2 e Bk LRk R FHEAY L - F L ERG
Fipis kB4 FRBT LY RIEFFPEIRTL To]had 47

(exception reporting) | & > # B QOF ] & /o3 % — SUA K F B7 -3 &8 2 F7 &,
fed cup 4o JEE R R Pl R T E R Bl T s R R g

g oo WA AR AR 0 T R K FFF enio (Van Herck et al., 2010) -

S FREIRI D BRTVMC EREOE - &2 NRT o T h AR ) gt
G g v is  e ape R S RIERITF S IAHEY 2 L F R
Wk PG EG ERRPL LG T G N R 04§ - B
FLHER O RAMAE L FLE I F L A% - B2 B P F R G
MBI B R LAFIF DB R ALK R LNTRR R A 3 k] 3

¥ = szend ;82 ¢ (Eijkenaar et al., 2013) -

INHFPPT A N FRIRIHEEF N AR PO F S I ik i
( perceived pfofessionalism) @ 3 » # % # BT ({ %5)%‘ PRI B ﬁ%&'?r%r),%f N L
BAERE TR L AL REe o REGRT R R DT § V55 FRIRIE
HidR &GRS 5 D R ELFOTY LG EF AERINEFY
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BFRHTFP AT R §REFHIRBREE AL T RATHRG PR Ep L

#oo» TR %Jﬁfﬂiﬁﬁf#—ﬁ% FHRRA ey FIR o A FE L R E
Frps rommd e EFE > Vi R IEFEAD2ARE R AMPER ~ 22
W RenRE PR Y 5 a ¥ oA Rt Rk 1+ o (Christianson et al., 2008;

Steel & Willems, 2010)
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»
i

& cARRTVVIRI DR AL EFR

%8 2001 & 10 ? A4 ¥ TR 0 11 P AR AN H R - R R B
R~ A T FPRmE-RIAAR R FREH L RREIRE R
IR O R R B DA A g LR & B H AR AR F
B g R eand 2 55 R A Rk ( Effectiveness ) 2 »z & ( Efficiency)
FR P EFARFZPRM REF EFTIRBND - ERTIHE A AR FDRF]
BEFEFAT I HITERAF LN THYLE S Hiog o PRAREFER
BRSO Bl d A BT R I 0§ MBS PRSIk RIEF E & F R R
Feieg TRAmioh  RBISRET ) L D IR ME F o LER A

e T oy mRE | (kA 2002)

EEMFRERY 4 TR BRI PT 6 FoR BTy fuin ] AR

l

Sl

FEPRP O ERFFIRBETORAL G TR0 E A PR Tl o g

=

R T RBFRRBET 0 A EEEAREE  LF RS R EEY
R FL A T AR BT RIS L S R o g iR T
P ERIFREIEENSTE BREHPE R ThTE, % 92

SIS ERE NS

RN AR TR T R G TS FRL N FLFRREL ST

- R R AR T LR %§L%£f@wmm@m’wwg sug
LR IRCR I B AN ) rﬂg’-%}‘mJ (4 » $F ) (hospital shopping) s g Mg
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FE (doctor shopping) » i #% % rﬁ%ﬁ iR E o F AT AR RE FE R
PrORFMEGEERG T T UEEERFRE LD P EH LR KR
B LG oRE e Rt b Es D g 0 2010 E 4 K- S R A A A B >
C A > 2011 & Plde B T 5B S - pr FREH L 2 5 o (BRAH,2012)T £
2-3 PR FR P BN T3 A2 REEA) > gtk B %t g (Chang et al,

2012; Chen, Chung, Lin, & Lai, 2011; Cheng, Lee, & Chen, 2012; Kuo, Chung, & Lai,

2011; T. T. Lee, Cheng, Chen, & Lai, 2010)

Rp OB s § EHBPORIRTIP FieFeh (T2 2-3) 25 %
BIES L REFEGE LITF A BT 0 LR GNEE S 2 LS AH T
P EE TR S R R TR R F R (M2 RRFRFRE
3 ) 4§ B 45 5 (proxy indicator) & 7325 0 JE iR TR TR e S
SRR P RO RF 0 e PRI T RS SR A T
B (R PAP# o a5 4 46.996 0 TIDISR R 256.24 % 3 L PAP 1 ia
639 » T32in A B 249.74 % o {7 PAP Fha o bl S 68.19 0 itk B 249.13 %
# PAP ¥ ol % 424960 ia B SRTLR o) BAF A MIABERAGHF
TGS A TS ($407 PAP ® > 4 555 155696 > #4715 11.379% o F 4c » P4P
.’rﬁ%}‘%i %% 10.67 0 2 4e » e112.79% < 4 fﬁgﬁgggﬁﬁjgr% 5% % 10,49 > 2
BRI OFIRA T 1268% )0 B KA B F FEHRD B PORK TS

i+ @ = *x(Lli, Tsai, et al., 2010; Tsai et al., 2010) -

L |~" ?—ﬂll%f’mﬁl ‘hj‘P‘}\:m \:"}%)?‘_Jm/p—g‘—»iﬂ , ?'-E; H‘;ﬁ E’ﬁ‘?;ﬁfi’,é R E'J
4R v 2R UendOT B e FHE k BT A 2k BT R R ERB T PT
" ’Pﬁfﬁ""‘?"' AABIF»E > BT RICFESF 469% 0 SPPEPmmm-f s ¥ 5

F 10% > e EF K ARF ORBFREFE CEFI R T AE TR R
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g h W 0 AP AT b ?w%f‘%“ I S E XL ] > B R %:«;}i;ﬁ ) e pd Bk
CFRTE AN BBtk E B L B AR N AR

Mg SRR Gt Pl ok o (Fids4b, 2010)
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22-3 o BB T FRE AR

O $E% | WRA | ARG %%
e AR |4 E MR | BiRF | BRORIPHRE | 3 FHORES
s | RAggo > Sk ER‘Y | ForEPF e
(= % & 2005 & ¥ SR~ FoR | BB RFEH
#)(2012) » 20934 % > l* FA5eE | Batt o hr e
7 Eif 4 ~ T 2.2 £ 3 (net
TREET difference ) &b
9694 i+ e
PAP $tid 4 4¢ »
2 LB 7 AT
o Feso
SRR | 1999~2005 | BRI | 4o~ Bl k| ME AR 0 PAP 3
P £y RIEE for bl | PO 4 PAP
GEhus | # RAERRE R | FLREST
#)(2012) e B (Ao | $Y K e xR
ToR® 90 | EFew e
BorE R | A PO AR
%) FEm (& F o PRAx
#ig) HRPE
gk B A (cherry
picking ) R %
o AW op | 2007 £ | RRF | BRORERE R | 8RR R
[ R = BT eARP | B FHEE
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gk 5 H i A & AR3q 5
(7 % ¥ % | 146481 « e PAP - E | RIRRAF N RE
P 3c2)(2011) |~ BE AR BALEE G RE AR
PAP ; 11 % PAP -4 2 ¢ o
737971 &
‘v » PAP X
oA RH T | 2002~2003 | g | 4o~ PAP R | dpdlE & A
P (NG | &8 o= EIl A R AR L <
Kuo, ¥ £ | jiih % = FESF CRE | PAP 3 ik
¥c42) (2011) (4528 Z i i ) Rl P
B3] 2008 FAEE RS
ERTRCTE 3 i
AR |t #2002 | R T 3o p -2 e
e PopicR | 2005 # R L OAREY & PAP & » i 5 &

B BR O (E -
R (%%

% FE I

1T

$2,2010)

PAP % (54 &

4‘:)\%5}*;5

2002 = 2003

£ X 25754 i

46.99 » T ¥2i5 R
P 25624 % ;345
PAP 15 - i5k % 63
% 0 TIPinR B

249.74 % - PAP ¥
e il 5 68.1

9 > ieR P 249.13
%o @& PAP 5§ g
% 4249 0 i

p 53.71 % -
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b
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£ rOEMMAE TR M RF FMFRIRBET e v a5 0 iEiEF P 2001
£ 10 M A EFRE S FHEHE IR R CBRF AR EI S RRFRS
fecd 3 ko RAFHZA S R P2 X HFE T R F R R g
AP FRMAT - A H 2 SRP R A - RFRIRBR T RA A2
Ffﬁ%g%Vwﬁ ZhREB X2 %ﬁWﬁ’éwﬁiﬁ;%ﬁﬁﬁﬁi§&&
o RREE - BT OFRRAL R RO RLFREE - R A
YA FEAREETE & o & F RIES T d ek (effectiveness) * s

(efficacy ) » ™ # & 2 A2z (kB (% &, 2002) -

Fhedad > dREFFHTHABFER > #HRDFRRFIL 7L R
Ziph P T RRFR ST EHEL A GRE RN A F Y
FRRAEG ~ RS EHG L o NBPpa bl REATMEFERER - B3
FRF 2SR R EMRRET] RFRREFREL P DFIRT TR R
&ﬁﬁgﬂ%ﬁ’&ﬁﬂﬁ%%?%%ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁyﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi”’iﬂﬁ

¥ % %ﬁ%%ﬁ’ﬁééﬁuiﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁi’%@§@%§&%?;%%?rﬁ

E

R FRRESF LA AR PPM (Public Private Mix) =
FREOMERPERPRD A o

AR FRE g %ﬁi”&%??ﬁ’ﬁ A AR - EATOFE R R

A EFEL o HA R R E L BAGPRIAE K E %Eﬁv’ﬂzﬂ?ﬁ” v @ {:t&—%?}%r‘;

FeFhmiremms  Spad fd R g FRmkas o 2y ks

PRAFRRBET S e SENELAFRY T oS R g
SR R IR B e S AL F R AR > £ 0 F R & (medical care

quality) * i % % (healthoutcome) & % i 3 * chikdg o (4o £ 2-4)
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T HFIROEE AFWMA L BEF L EE A RS I G T
B ALK S DFRR2 E FA R L R G A BRI ks B -
R fjﬁ%ﬁ«“ﬁ’?%?ﬁﬁﬁifﬂfﬁ FEASEERGEFRG - BPRH TP
#IR B 2001 & B yais > 2004 & o B H1F 4 S PHL > b E 58 F 33T 60
% REREFEHNFHESPORP OB N2 AR E DL R Y AR
D 26 MARER e B TR R TR Y PR AR 10 5 2215 B 2006
EH Fiil@ﬂ‘ﬁ'ﬁé?% (DOTS) $ * dhpc e V2 & ko 3 2 R T
RHFRFTREL S LR BRESLRFNT LA ERFIRE Ry FAY

R PE i S DL

£ 122010 & FALE T AT FHRFR AT ELFE b~ BPFETA
M3 kel d 468 Fo(4rT A 2-5)0 P M R Frag 3L R (FH
g e der ) pera T RS BREAF L O R oA HRE P F G RS DY
Febedtde r > Rp A Bl BE o @ BRAREFFLFES G o FEUAY BR
BEBEFREHER D ARF B FFRERY36 4 A o F 112 R4
(PREHCA156 * ) F A% 86 7dpty (PREH 2997 % ) & - =@ g fF T30f j7
AHE) 56 4 H B RV RMP Y FL T RSN BEEFREEAS i
REF RLRREWOL G KT o

Q%ﬁ%ﬁ%%iﬁ“ﬁ%§ﬁ”iﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁmquﬁmgm&&
Kuo, 2011)3 3. > 2004 & (4h~ F 5 ¥ mb T p ™ 25 &) chSPpstag 2 6
%4 16784 (& L g A4 x74), 2006 #3754 k53 15378 (# L §
Avgpd 67) gt 84%  ApE #1F P 2006 E 40 AzF 43 7 2 B
BHFRie o ART R 2RISR T > 2008 £ Bk #c' i11 14265 4 o

Ap 3t 2004 & *f hgiE 15.09 o
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1994 & WHO § & % & FEbrg LS P M M ERISR 4 pe s s g
Popn 7 2 2aplbag oy ARSI B A R RTI RET L 0 HR
B fedi d R % (Directly Observed Treatment, Shortcourse, DOTS) (‘2422
BiphiZ ) TPRATZRE S HRARSEALLE DL TP 72 - > PRE Rfi iR
fed b 75 vk (WHO, 1994b) - 4295 2 4511258 3 B 15 S P brin 1 (65 p
AL CBREFT R AR RISR S N HRE TSR MR
i (TBDOTSobserver) (% ¥ d 7 E) e FE RER IR T EFD| L JRE
rU o F R A e d NP HEFHAREDIF AL (ZPFR69B ) sk
ALY 4 T NIMA T o s BREFAFEPAL 4 TN B R BALE
o fopa et o dodk FURT N E e MR Bz b TR o RS F R R
REFERE T O f‘g@%%ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁzwi(adherence)i MR S XA

R b R R PR A -

WHO 3z 2 Fﬂ,rviii fesg R H i ® 2 TF 2 R A AB A G P B RERE
o (R B BB AR (AR Tp i 59 o) pd ke x
Fenhf s 2 BRER 0 WHO 2 77 = # m?ﬁ,m*g FIRELFUSREE R e
FRERTE (22 R A TR F2 1) 207 &F REawAag A
AL P E R (R P R RE REE A DERDIFEF R 2 EERI( 5

Poiod ol g &R ~ ISTC W% % Jﬁa,p@vﬁﬂ} (international standard for

tuberculosis care )PPM = 2 fof+ = 30 F® 4p 55 & » 2 4~ g & (public and private mix )~
PAL 9 3%t B ch§ "4 % (practical approach to lung health) ~ A2 % 5 + 422 % ] 4.
4o R R R (R BT @SR BRI 2R EF AL
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global Green Light Committee (QGLC) (%% £ R € > &4 5 £ BB S K 2 e

LR 6 e in M R E 2 B s R end $8) 5.F Rl 4 B0 R BB

-

=2 (. *%T},%mrl%“* FRESEEL - 2P L - By B R

FARAoE S St &~ WHO 7 B E D HirERIEIE %) (WHO, 2008) -

Wipst R OPL B4t 1950 # & o P B B AR > § R 0 i
Fedl o d F&EAR ERBRIRE > A p e A RED 5 AR T RBRRS
% (Directly Observed Treatment, DOT ) ¥ i #= 3] 4 & 1950 & % » § pFen % i
Biadiopd caFRIFF B > F% 6 T PE BBRBSR T %5;55( e

AR RECBLRIRE 2 SRS p (TIRE 165 B * (Moodie, 1967 )- & T 1970

£ R R % Rifampin £ E 5 LR S 5 F LA IREERS 2 AR
PR R AL o Flet 2 WA EFF ¢ (American Thoracic Society) ** 3% i &

TP e b PR kP18 020 1080 £ R B 1 0 TR PR e iedp sl
( Guidelines for short-course tuberculosis chemotherapy ) p 1981 & 4= » =3k £ K®/>
%‘éfjl%mgﬁ EFoo VR GBrE he ek 6 B Y e Ep 5 (Iseman et al., 1980) o = 45
EREREZ RN %5;% AR BLRJRZ > 11 % agd) (short-corse) o (6 B2
1% N ) B AR L e Ny A5 L AT S 3 & _'rh;rs-;;;?% ( Directly Observed

Treatment, Short-course ) #-3% o

AL
“%W?ﬁ§?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%$&%%i%T’j%%ﬂmg&%
R AREA RHAFRS ST A PP E TR AR L URE (4

Yo 2 Fo AT %%%}Hﬁ%rii‘ii%‘b@%ﬁ?ﬁ E éi&?;’%é%%ﬁ'a']ﬁ'?&éﬁﬁéi#” ’
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PERPEROFLAES RS 2 DR P Oecg o 23 20 ¥k AW PR
FHO-SPHEBFFSHV SRR AE R a2 A WBRIELRT A
EEMEPRE cE REATL Y P R PR 0 &R F R B AR
Byiok  TEZRIEHAER o Bl g it \:},;a&z’fﬂgf%(ézigza;%ﬁ
s ) U Z BRI X G R A enL R R e K R R M Rl a
BLFipRz (Pt d) 2 2P MR AP it 22 B EMHG 20 &

FFEE %%Pf‘)éa‘fﬁ,ﬁ%(é#@frﬂ B4 Z Z i, 2008) -

FRE208 Ao FHENRPORSHEEEFL Fat A F A FPERIATH
BEIEFNLABLRBE 252328 (reservoirs) > 3= H @ % Jenig 4 >
LA PR POR S i 2R GRAL e bV B A LA TN - B
%ﬁfiﬁf%'ﬁ_fﬁ;%? WMERSF 3 e hrBEx o H B %#&%‘}éf}%’ﬁ » {7 #1750
%t € MBI R (activecase) s » T i FRAC SR> I HFFAAED F 2
FfpaBip(Smalletal, 1994) - = 5]t - 2 WA g 1Y < (CDC) & = X fFd
.féé—%*z:}fﬁ:};qéli IR A 1966-19963%?‘%57¢[§%L§?P2§E% v A 1998 & X
# 4 £ 3B (consensus statement) o 7 % —‘ﬁ FmER S RAT T MR L R
2REABARDFALE EEATRAR S NEFERERS > TR e
B o REFEFL R CRABPEEREEFTFEIN DRk S T Ea‘ﬂ
T R FRASE LG D RBERIRE E%’“Pﬂ‘?‘f}?ﬁ‘ﬁ‘?“ﬁ%ﬁ‘

e R 'Bi"?ﬂ”; ERD /ri}ﬁﬁlmﬁ“\i °

Ez;ﬁ.ﬁ—ﬁ—? Fq:),,m;::rw "{‘Pq‘ﬁazé;"‘%fj’%“#ﬁrﬁ}?ﬁ/‘mm/ 7# %]’E’% ,;}g
#0p (7/R%F (Nonsupervised therapy ) % i3 @ i+ 61.49% > ¥ 1 #ins &
(Modified DOT) %53 ¢ =% 80.6% > - ﬁk‘ﬁ“ié?‘% (DOT) eh=zisd v =

#c 85.79% » 4r i 7 ?5'3'}{4%% (Enhanced DOT) = s 5 ¢ i=#cv iE 90.290 ° %47
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iﬁ?i@ﬁDCﬁmm0%+4ﬁ%ﬁ@$?%’ruﬁkﬁﬂinféﬂ%
£ #& ¥ (incentive or enabler) i@ * » 300k & k¥ 5 T b s H @
NS R RvE o Bldop (TPRE A Z 1 ) ﬁ?&;;y%gﬁ s A R R R R R
R F 2 FHr e S BRI D FIRE > R ,F L2t ”1‘7:%”' )Lﬁ
FREWAY RGO AR FHETR R Pn R AR g FIREL &

® Ak o e Aok T g R A 5 (Chaulk & Kazandjian, 1998)

AR R S AR ARy R AT B Burman vt R AR RS
PR o % T a3t F & p (FRE (self administered therapy, SAT) 2 = & &
Prdk c FERE BB RIEKLE iR AR R RAS R IoR 2 BR AR
iE o MR EREFLS RS AL A AR 3 g A he 2 FRESPE
et i m/plj%%’«” oo Ui g %‘/p%%#ﬁ%&“%ﬂ%m% ¥ ki T AdE s (cost
estimation) ¥ *F 3 * RI¥ B 5% T EFRR BE  (CHRER B R ) T BT
¢ IEA K in Ty & Py ¥ oﬁﬂi‘éﬁ%ﬁi&ﬁ # 7 * (directcost) #m 2 f (DOT -
SAT) st giengd B3 & ($1,206 vs $1,221) » 4k Hps 4 chpfF & & e » > DOT 1
Fend AME (B oK kP RV g THEINE o R Tk 4 pe
% H e r gt RS > DOT PR & A F @ LI s dok BF B
($1,405vs $2,314)> & £ g ik * ($2,785vs $10,529) 7 4% K4 43+ PP 5
A AR A GnER] 5 ($3,999vs $12,167 ) A L H IR D W A dep * S B
A3 % EEBRBHELEVREFR DOT 4 L5 F = A2ak e > FIE 7
FRBASRASAS L FP AR TR R, AAL TESRE ) D
R S I SR USRS - S LR o o219 S AP S TCN (VNS

Burman, C. B. Dalton, D. L. Cohn, J. R. Butler, & R. R. Reves, 1997)

19 WHO 1135 2007 # EPR B ESFET R T F L2005 # 0 2R e
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7187 B R fEd gehg § R o 2RI JRisk Rk E 27k 89964

v o0 2004 £ kF FRisdhs o = 34 5 (treatment success rate ) i 8496 o 4 i 0 ¥3¢
TR L R A e R 2 ARG o LT R 2V B POR . IRR
B F o Brewer iui 4 S AR P BEORPRBED I 0 @
B R o R SR OB R (7 3 B4) WHO il - 2 % gridy 30
e LA FRBEIRS PR FARE  TARAT L E o PAFRD

AR BREI R AR BB S ERER S EAR

P2

G- IE*EF””}]"’K/& +% (DOTS-Plus)> e 8+ W5 4 2 a BBk o &k

7

HIV 7R 72 ? > iR 77 DOTS 3 » B 2R - Jf‘r"%‘ﬁ?{‘%@*‘r
MEREFA D EN T RAT AN E R RATE R Y BRI
DOTS & DOTS-Plus % # 3% » $30 5 s e (05 304 chh 58> 4 Tt lin B
el A RS T TR L B R R 5 B T B R HB PR

e R F G ek o G 7 UTHE 4o P R o (Brewer & Heymann, 2004)

G 74k 9 DOTS-Plus (23l $8int 4 ) o @2 S HRER B R Rizhr

AARTIRRA B E HE TR e A FRBESSMARE R AL 7
PR E DOTS 3+ &ApMe g > — HRAFE T 4 57 e ) sk 54 Jip 4
RNy RS F'“«&pw]* PETBREILE BRAEFRELBE AR MR

3 o 4#}%113% R EREIAEE 0w (F TEED L SPRE AT v 24

o

2R AY T L AREA R AMIRA PMIRT o T RERMIRE - EF A IE
A4 AR JRER (FF o ¥ 4‘;1“?;&,?? FuE#ES N, 2 DOTS -4 4p ,’,u:]gm
Ld oM S ED 70 MR RLIRE 4 LM FTep L ERits
REHE LA TSR IR s B MR 2 MAURE - T g g

xe:rbﬂ']*vz-;g;?gmé P EFICIT A NEIIOARREAMIR O REFBEARDIR

FoorREB IR
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FE RIS Poppics 52 DOTS (v > ¥ F 2 E @ F oo
iﬁ%@ ERT e 4 E P12 3R (case detection) F ik » #-F iy € MRS SALE IR

P EPROB R FIARFDOTS R R FRipH g > L¥ 3 ipih?ind o F]

RIFEEAT? FHL B RS REMB RED7 i 2 (China

IS

Tuberculosis Control, 2004) - ¢t » WHO « &2 € s chin (74 (R R %
(latent tuberculosis infection ) %f:/ﬁa#&fﬁ L b E BN L R i
% (DOTS-Plus) = i 18 kB fcss o gt B 4 end) ;rsg LR EI%?“'}C«‘%

kTR 2 Ak (FFEM B4 2 % gcE, 2008)

cAFST RO MAT Y 0 B RAR Y RBR T S ocanEh 0 2004 £ G &
Wgﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ@&i*ﬁpf’”ﬁé%%%aﬁ+iéﬁﬁﬁﬁ$?%

PRz E& S ikdy o A ARG BB B RR N 44T 0 oA LR g P

N

54 ('sputum smear positive) 2§ 7 JRA|PRZE > S E k40 » FK/;*L%% ) 23
PRI EEFTA S 38 e~ 427 7= o S5 PM 2004 &£ 7 0 3 2005
E127 EPREG B LREREZFTERCHEY TH204 A3 4 Tn
EH L 632K c SR ESEGE T2 AR R B EF522% B § 11

AR RHBREE A ) AL A (R BB LA ) TioEge s 617 A o

\\\Xr

i E 2 bR HREF L 833% RAEBEFL S F 2 ARE UL
F2BR > BRipFEA55% A FBREI% - 2L AT R T o F 540

7~

iéé*%i?,ﬁéﬁfffﬁ BRpEILE G P A2 F %o (FRAFE, 2007)

FHrE e 4 22008 £ 4 & o #ptis (DOTS) RIFESHKE = 2cd~4F » 3%
£-41 2006 £ AR FE st B et 15378 A& {7447 0 1t gif 4o~ DOTS
F 0 M E Ao r DOTS 3+ H 2 122k o 4ok 2w A Hhp BOLE P HBILB

e 3B MaES > DOTS BXxE#ESF 47% 0 % Y non-DOTS B % 33% »
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FRFrEFAR oLt » DOTS £ &4~ DOTS FbﬁF’*ﬁ i~ 12 7 R B
e E% o FI DOTS Biiok =~ F 75.1%% ¥ % > non-DOTS B %= 51.6%
(P<0.001) - DOTS fﬁ%ﬁvi;%} F 50.0%% = = 2% 5 25.1%35% >t non-DOTS
BE sl 207%3 = d s K 21.8%; # S 2 0 be 2 DOTS & uilfy % 2k
F g2t A4~ DOTS —‘ﬁ o 7v = Z ¥R A > non-DOTS B % e = # X 7 DOTS &
%1 15 & > non-DOTS B %57~ & 37.7%% ¥ 3> DOTS B % 13.6%
(P<0.001); % jz %4 »» % 3R non-DOTS B %04 jT % 5.0% & % % *> DOTS
% 35% (P<0.001); # 3 2. » 4 »~ DOTS ’ﬁlﬁﬁﬁk@ﬁi" WRA A FAE R A
A e A Ryt g k4~ DOTS eh4 pef F 3t A4 » DOTS» e - H R * &

RPVEFAR B RS 58 G 2006 5 7 DOTS (449 #5415 % 2. 2005
EREERFAARTG ARG LS O BA SBFRFIC § - b ART

PR RS kB RN R R BouEHGRE R BE 2 5k, 2008)

S TRE B WIVES SRY S S Et e R S O R
BB E R SR POR T AT MR s R honk o g L5
o 2 AT AR E H R BB TR 44 2005 L FE e R R B
Aooar k2006 E FgrRint R At g A EHRA2 B0 o FEFE ok o 3%
FpiE - { fe 47 (decision tree analysis ) ;K;‘é?%%ﬂf‘; PR XN Ak
A1 5T A& (Markov) - RHEEE 4 & %5 003t % $ - #5000 ¢ 40 3 44
PR A B EE R (G2 L E)HPE T g Ik § BT TR ER

3% T T BEFIR LR 2005 £ F % Fﬂmp 5 *%’){3\‘34 » 11 % 2006

~m

£ %&E%FK/PFJ‘émH# ‘L?Pfﬁ& ”?IFL?Z\L;’- e %pma# 'Uf+7f5 7 ORE s
% (80.26% Vs 69.27%) 11 % ik = & (14.58% VS 26.44%) ¢ AT G & A
S AT B BRI E R E A A AR ¥ onk g o Aokt G 111,991

PREIRAY LG R %@%’K;ggig g A skt 143,349 & o 2 40 1 44 A 15000
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i
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P - ET &4 472466255 1 o VA ARHEG RPN E HE PR EH
ﬁjngég’ AthltE - LtEzz-La, '?\-‘]“—‘VK,‘_,.‘z F g s ’,‘é}$ﬂ\‘]§'““ﬁci'§’

L & FOETE E R R A SR LR RS A RS & JELIRE S
F REFPIRT R SR FAEF A B e o BPRS S DAk EF e R S8 S A

BN TG ST ST R BRE Y AR PR LR

IR e RT UEF R A mﬁ%“%fi v TR R R SRR
Fop s BREMBROFL Eoxr 2 0h > ¥ R F 4 Wang ¥ 4 & Lancet
HF LGP B F ot FARS A 45 (1% 1990-2010 £ i T2 WA A ) ¢ R
A Ef 1990 # B 4adeds DOTS % » $pFF 4 BE - Lens o > 3 1 2000 &
2ATIS T AR Y AT 2 A0 #1990+ 2000~ ¥ 2010 # g (7 5 T
HvY 2010 & A 176 BéFte B> £ 47 252940 £ 15,k tenip k> H @ Gk gk
o AT R RSl BAR ALY o A BB AR T e 1 i R0
WX ke d > 29 4ok g B ¥ i s #0083 kT Ry > g4
R ameanB i o BPopd T Ed WX &~ bk Y d (smear) M2 B &
(culture)#z & 7 %> 3 * 1990 & £2 2000 & cHF AL P A& 274 45 - * k{r 2010 &

A AT R T BRI K 1990 3 2010 & > Rk P B SESE LG A
r 170 4 (95% CI=166-174) = "% 3] 59 + (959 Cl=49-72) - P?}jiﬁ’»f}ﬁw & 1990
ERS RBFEIEESG T R T & DOTS 75y A 5 %2000 £ 1248 o
25428 DOTS 4 > B adrg g A4 2o 0T " o 3k P 75
T % > %A 2000 # 2 75 10 # 0 F >t 2000 & 2w 10 # (57% vs 19%; p<0.0001) - &
2000 & 1218 » gk 5 (sputumsmear) =g 4 iE 7 #-17 709 » (78 of 111 cases per

100,000 population) » #iz2 ¢ 68 + (87%)4_& B X > » i};{r‘ig’% 2 ¢ %*w il
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FRAFML OB R - e i - d 2528 sk (41* DOTS
#ux ) A 2000 & 159 (15%) | 2010 & 179 (66%) - + |AE R erisg & 5% 5
43967 5 3] 2296 0 B s B R 4 1 84% 0 T F] 319 5 @ —‘ﬁéﬁp<0.0001) o
EREFEFRFZNG T DOTS 4 > Frach SPopBrdT- 2 a2

FZRFNED B F R S frakiFdi Y v (RFDOTS ) M

PR EEFR 7 L AREP R F SR 2 % bl & R Fl R DOTS
BB AFRABRRERRLY  LIBERABPRIL F ISR AAL A 2
ek A S B F B FE AL R AL REwE TR
R AR Y v E 2 3 A5 1T g v 59 DOTS 3+
B R GEA P S RS o BB ARk T A pied o SRR R
+E F 5 7 DOTS /& ¥l ;1990 # & > DOTS ek t ¥ F 4 p&P-i# #5558 > ¥ 2000
o K BRELHRACHFEET REL S8 A v (L. Wang etal., 2014) o f£_F AT 7 A

FRo ST R EENBE AR R R B G Sk IR R PR B
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315
3

REF 2001 E e d B PR T 0 0 P R TR IR AR PR
Fiep B LRI EFE R ngg)%‘J’m“rKﬁ EFEH B AW e fa
ST 54 Fo REA TG - F 5 A (% 5,2003) 5 = p 2004 &4 0 EEH X

% 4

F_k

FHRESHAREHF OB PORERE L 500 FRw Fer1 > L
ﬁ%ﬁmiT’*@ﬁ%j%%%%%%%ﬁ’gﬁﬁh%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁw
FHRAIAA B F|2007# e r BE G ENL 2008 E 10 1 pdcd B F
Rl L R L HEF >0 2§ FHE L 3F(C-Y. Lee, 2010) » i F-F b -4

TREPER R R 2AREBEFGFRL Y AL HREE 0 TR IR

Bapwid oTepp, » Lol - AR F% 2 d
%ﬁ%ﬁ%’mmﬁéﬁ%*$4$—§%4ﬁ%’§%%%ﬁﬁwﬁ%?sé
LR RPETERRRRELRTLL TRETVP ) MEZ R 2 7
MEGFFEFRIRTRFREST B RAEF] 2R SR EAR > UE
FRBHFE LTI in R -

BEH PP OEE S REF ORI DM T R T B R
P2 RES > &a B FRIFETFRIRIE - L T2 S0k 1 > 0
BABLIFR IFAREOFLCTRF > o BT RIR A ~ 18 FR A
FERE Bl 3 ENRATFHRF K SH T M PR

BHRELAR ~BRPRITEFIBMLIBLIRTAL TR

PR P ) ¢ Pmﬁz;& X i’l’Si’: PRAEBEA &S _,J%BF%EV {7‘,}_‘&%&:}%%
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PAREF A S LRGSR BETRA L% TP 3 R
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5 P SR SRR RAFIRR G 0 A SR 4 A N F R R A
A B 3 SRR R ARG PEIRI RS 2 PR BB P
» - fE". ﬂ‘g,{ﬁr?‘ I__E"“ﬁapu B ]P?, EY é&m’/‘ %ﬁ‘—hl-ﬁul—ﬂ-% 5{,}__,«%{,?%5 o~ 4, /5.,

Wi R AR ER L > S EAHPET FUHBREHOR S D
PBEEN (Gldrz S inh ~ 7= 2 F - AFERE ) k2T Aok
oY I 5 A2 0 B @ I 4 & 3t (estimation) 7 5t 4 f
A 22 FrREPppeReR T Y RERR > X LT R Fiop P ES

FEFROR Y kel > FEAREFTHELFTEFRITR L

IR

ki
{

4 Ak

Jo

#
S1H AL g B S AR R BT 4 S RN F A
BRI #L RRA LR AR S AR T A L i T

TARGLPRER TR b EARBPORP IS £ & K0k AR L A
Bed R BRI PoR e R 0 B E 0 2006 # 15 £ R AR

TREP RS AR IR A BT R ERE L BPRD ST b R

59



k - \':
$zd Hp-
AELTRAD S BTRE AR RN A B E AT TE R
BCEPR) BRTRE T RUERRGTRL ) RSP  E R

FLEFEL AT T EHTR AR FLHE F I F LR A

1 e 7 A T4 i

£- & TR R

BERTRLRD

SLES TR VR T LR BALED sk F R (it
RN AR TR S SR S ERNEE s SR E

oop 1984 E Rl TR p A B R PR LRGP FEE X AKE
S RRMTEAL > 1994 & SHE S0 R B AAE L SRR R
BPim R eE Rk S e fode 47 A & 4U* client-server % i SLeniT R S 50 B

;’;;5@-;%?— g_iggag;; s {gfb = o X é?__’g_l N j&@%m;}gf&g ’?%},’i’-ﬁ'ﬁ:}‘r/fﬁ o 1
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Ea = T3 p= Ravek > Ep=3hins &> vk

S A L MR GRS chd Ahs 70 FE A T8 ¢ 2 & (opportunity
cost) HEA s FRAIT R A A EPHTRR A TH BB S i A4
& = f1 £ (Drummond et al., 2005) » AF7 7 K I FTHBE > At 2 S AW g

+4 T8 &4 A (direct costs) & #Lﬁ’f%*"?%}%“*”’* NS TR Ucal Kl e = 7]
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SR RpP R AR IR ® o s TR S A (indirect costs) (4% &

%
e

%ﬁ%%%%ﬁﬁﬁ%i’ﬁﬂéiﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ’@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ~%$ﬁ§

ROE b FAPRT AL At B4 S A K

IZQ%T'%W‘J;‘L.% s dodk B ICER B A A 0 RIT A A A Fe S

PR R A R A ARG I A A R L F Ao

7~

(dominant) (4c T F %2 %'Ai=% ); FEALA 2|3 F 5 PR LA 3% A A

7

% e 2% ﬁ@i’ﬁé%i{*ﬁ’#ﬂﬁ%(amww)($:ﬁﬂ =% ) 3t
ENKRGICER 22 B P A F 2R F A NT RV HER X ARRTIES AR

e A oc%k » gidd (costeffetive) (% — %' E )5 F 4+ 42 3030 E o A
AREATRES R AT O AR T £k S L (questionable) (% =
LY ) BHSIER Eﬁﬂ;‘iﬁécj‘z A LT dh i P B E A Ak 2 B %

(Phillips, 2009)
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FIGURE 1: COMPARING ALTERNATIVES TO
A GIVEN HEALTH INTERVENTION (X)

A

Costs More

Alternative is
worse in both

respects

More Effective

Less Effective

Alternative is
better in both
respects

Y Costs Less

B ¥ 51 * (Dean T Jamison, 2006):. “Cost-Effectiveness Analysis for Priority Setting,” in Disease Control

Priorities in Developing Countries, 2nd edition, ed. D.T. Jamison et al: 276.
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yr® F1E%

3
|
il
K
q‘{:

HPop P BRI

2004 & 5 ;"’éf‘*’,f‘:‘%f’?fffia%fr%ﬁxé 16,784 ~ » A 5= z“#i”ff'—’ﬁ A LB
R SRR 2R R TREY R H B R 2% B R
1227 4 o et dp ~ AFTE AT R £ 3 16,557 4 o gt B B R A 82 374 R

Fre (B R FRy ko) 2 377 RBTRL IR -

FHUZERFROSPORFL R T o Mk REAG S o BB PIRE L SN
AR rsbB  BALBEF FAINUMARLIEMA NERYD T > BRaOES
ARG5S K (F) M A5 bR BRI ENI8I% > B T EF ERH 4 o B4 F
AREESAH A P o F A Fh e 0-14 fREdeE L a3 0§ e
B (FH)aghL i, T2 222 P8k T4 H, BixoEsl &
MBS AR (ZI)MFE o FA FgFEEaien A F A FEMRARHRL 0-14
hE# R R e & B (sputum smear or culture positive) B % @ 7 0 R H AT
FHcibory ATk - X o RBETEREF L FF A8 2 A RN

R BEE (F) PEFES I A H e T ARUE5A (F) UL 550

-

PRSP FE A SO ALEIRBE R 20 T L RS PR 2 5 M
dedm B2y ARy 65}%(5)ML7»’?4::P§,‘$ ,|4014;§4ﬁi¢t9i§§i§¢&fi,

PERBTHALCE S F 4 EREF A LR s ) D b
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2004 & LH*},% % F# (N=15557) &7 245 > 5 ;'%*&Wﬁéﬁ.é%ﬁf)ﬁafﬁ %
B §HE A (1E69.3%) A AAZhliy e ®w i F (919%) P 2R AR %FE
(93.5%) - I P* 48.3%:hiE % 5 65 fk (7 ) M 2 Fd#bF o 4ok LB FA 5
56.4% 1 %kt A H 2 > » 58.5% % % 2. CCl 45 % (Charlson comorbidity index ) i
1(F) o f g2 #ic 7 %50.6%2 B H i &0 22 Fopest (§
a9 X é—%"ffﬁ w0 R K 58%z2 i % é_%g A SNER T %5 Fe o 42%z2_ 3
R R FRALITRL I RE VAT 2 AL S BPORR TR R
PR R e B Popeh S R B R A fo 3t e 4 dipe $E (propensity
score match ) i& Ffedf2 w0 » Rbe » BPpHm TR R > SE S L L EE A
PARGIE S RAAHL BRI GG AT2 4 (T6%) B4 r BPipm TP BE G

541 %+ (58%) @ ¥ EF 3t 2 ¥ LR -
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BohLder kb BPORB TP S22 BEHT (o A st 60 5

I8 e o B 2 M A Bcfie ¥t 2 (8
Non-P4P P4P patients P-value Non-P4P P4P patients P-value
N % N % N % N %
R 6175 397 9382 60-3 - 6009 50 6009 50 -
[ ¥ g e
7 4247 688 6537  69-7 0-241 4147 690 4168 694 0-678
Ed (AT E 65 ) 3006 48-7 4511  48-1 0-471 2927  48-7 2936 489 0-870
Y IEREN 472 76 541 5-8 <0-001 421 70 399 6-6 0-426
B G feadi s 3R 712 115 554 59 <0-001 546 9-1 516 8-6 0-335
o
Tte & 3116 505 5662 60-3 <0-001 3108 517 3160 52-6 0-352
CCI>=1 3557 576 5542  59-1 0-070 3484 58-0 3548  59-0 0-243
BPopFRRER S F #K
a: FRia ot 2926 474 4765 508  <0-001 2800 46.6 2886  48.0 0.120
7? Yo FE % @ 3185 516 5832 622 <0-001 3163 52.6 3203 619 0-465

NoNn-P4P: K ‘v » Spbipmsm Fai =™ k2 B % > PAP t 4o » B mes T3 p* > % 2 B % » CCI, Charlson comorbidity index

# oA FRREGEHFEEYE A AR o A2 FREGEGES o AT L p 2 o (RBIRTEA )
(@fﬁawﬁzﬁﬁ%’ﬁﬁ@%@ﬁ%zff%@ﬁ#@fﬁ%%gﬂzﬂﬁﬁjﬂ’#mmz;zéﬂﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁzﬁﬁ%
BB fﬁfﬁfff Vo R IR A o T E R F IR P
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Bo e o FeRRer R 2 LB B R 2 R A BPREm TR 712
A (115%) » & 4e » Bpipsh 3 ik 5 554 £ (5.9%) 0 & KA § st
ZHFLR AR RBFMTIA A BPRG TP B R A RAB L 3,116
4 (50.5) > g1 4 » Bk B R S 5,662 4 (60.3%) B R At
IHFLRFEUFRREREFET AT A D2 A2 e
o AN BPRH T ML BE £ 2926 t2 BPRBE (474%) 0 4
BPORHTPPRERG ATES p 1 Rt 2 Fohmer (32T BT ER
ek oA FREF AP ZFLR T el FRRATR B S R
PR B Rt F 3,185 4 (51.6%)0 e » Bk TR Bk £ § 5,832
(622%) * &FF? w2 FEBFlREpRRE > A FFL R 2 HF

ARF e S L 180 B3 12018 FEPm B R R AL 4T 0 b
FILE R BPompwm BB R £ 6,009 4 o F oL kA (R E &
Bl A B LR L FRE]) R R (ke AL CCL & B pdp et 2h & %30
D)y 2 Bpop FRBAREF B (D2 FRMRA&T 12 FE A TR TR
BLioh) 20 »&8F A1 &% TV 2B T 2B 303 2 F v
Wl TR AN F2Z AR o

T A2 ERGDGGPORBER > REBI R BAALF o TR DF R T
B HEPRARM LRI AES () &IPS ()~ Deflr
(Z) F - APFERG e rBPRm PR R AP g (4 v
B) A4 r @ F3h B k144 % (Incidence Rate Ratio, IRR:1.14, 95%C.1.
1.10-1.18, P<0.001) > # & & &L A% 5 (Z ) wreflr i (%) 5 %5

2 Rl I EL A

;‘_%
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NP pELs FIR o F & g2 B % (Charlson comorbidity index, CCI >=1)
BREZAHF (FL 30 ) Li4r BT3B 20117 8 (IRR:L17,
95%C.1.:1.13-1.22, P<0.001) » £ # 1 * #p % (#F 4 F v iE) 5 227 & (IRR:2.27,
95%C.1.:2.03-2.54, P<0.001 ) » firefl* #EF (34 F v ) 5 222 & (IRR:2.22,
95%C.1.:2.09-2.35, P<0.001); 65 & (7 ) Mt 2 % > BB * 455 (54 F
8 ) Bt 65 A2 s pip B % 0088 & (IRR:0.88, 95%C.1.:0.84-0.91,
P<0.001) £ * 45 (g4 3L &) 4 1.21 & (IRR:1.21, 95%C.1.:1.10-1.34,
P<0.001) > ffafl* 455 (g4 Ft &) 4 1.39 & (IRR:1.39, 95%C.1.:1.32-1.47,
P<0.001); & F &Y wHRHFRELGPHFABLEDBE VLS FFR
Bdarm T o BERZPLfITES (F4 FviE) £.1.15 8 (IRR:1.15,
95%C.1.:1.11-1.20, P<0.001) » &2 fI* #g 5 (& 4 F 0 ) B 5 ik s F %
BerPRE B %2 1.25 & (IRR:1.25, 95%C.1.:1.13-1.39, P<0.001) » x| * 47

(4 FviE) Bls 1.07 8 (IRR:1.07, 95%C.1.:01-1.13, P=0.016 ) -

BH B REL Y oo Fop T (BRSBTS g ey oz
[E3:A

L

F ) R EE S R EmA ot (RERIRIEY ) BRIk B

-l
+‘§T

‘%

S

LA (4 50 E) £.093 % (IRR:0.93, 95%C.1.:0.90-0.97,
P<0.001)» 2 = FRrFesr2 PLF RN " P B S ELH T 0 Riwa
Bk flraps (F2 500 @) Lk AkEB%2 145 % (IRR:L45,
95%C.1.:1.32-1.60, P<0.001) » ¥ # B &2 fI* 45 (F4 Fr @) L4 HB%
2. 1.46 & (IRR:1.46, 95%C.1.:1.31-1.64, P<0.001) » i 2 & fir H W £ f 732
FEi RO BRI (43 fE) E2R A BRx2 1518

(IRR:1.51, 95%C.1.:1.27-1.79, P<0.001 ) » H 4% P& st BF L & o
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dorl Al kn T RBABME BRI AEES (FAFVE) LK E
et %2 1.09 & (IRR:1.09, 95%C.1.:1.04-1.15, P<0.001) » § 141 % 2 4] * #F
F(pAFg) £4HB%x2 1.14 2 (IRR:1.14, 95%C.1.:1.08-1.21, P<0.001) »

AL ETA R RPN RAR BRI S (FA 300 E) B
7

BEFRELSPREFRRENR R Az R FREL T 5 B L]

RS (g4 S E) €110 8 (IRR:1.10, 95%C.1.:1.01-1.13, P=0.001) -
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FA2HEC RHET RN FRN T LREA N (RS B ASULR L HAL - el

/

AN

g P F A= & T g =

IRR 95% CI P value IRR 95% ClI P value IRR 95% ClI P value

or BPURE TR
% (refi & 4c )
CClI>=1 (ref: CCI=0) 117 113 1-22 <0.001 227 203 254 <0-001 222 209 2-35 <0-001
E# (AR R65

114 110 1-18 <0.001 108 098 1-18 0-123 100 095 1-05 0-981

0-88 0-84 091 <0.001 121 110 1-34 <0-001 139 132 147 <0-001
#) (ref: 65 k1 T)
R BB (refi 2 4) 097 093 101 0.100 145 132 160 <0-001 109 104 1-15 0-001
g4 (ref: 4 2) 102 098 107 0.271 146 131 164 <0-001 114 108 121 <0-001
REs (efztR @)  1.05 097 1-13 0.203 151 127 179 <0-001 139 125 154 <0-001
ax ? B B (ref:

093 090 097 <0.001 101 091 111 0.897 1-10 104 1-16 0-001
2L 3 5 R )
FEPARBFR

115 1411 120 <0.001 125 113 1-39 <0-001 107 101 113 0-016

(refis % F 12 2 #7)@

IRR, Incidence Rate Ratio; CCI, Charlson comorbidity index
az /'zg/?ﬂ%”’f'%%%fﬂ BB 2 2 R Az FRIEEG  NAFT L itz g ot (R IRTEY )
@ Fﬁgj@a o Epﬁpﬁ/fm P A REREEEL T2 A ERR é.j/gﬁ.zé/—* i LA R Ly P s 302004 F F £ B R EEL f'rfé’igff/ﬁ/’;%
S ELE ff;fgﬁf’r’ o gl :éfé;f/%ﬁ;&z o § ARG A »*ﬁpf/’m 1 & 25 AT o
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TR A3 A AANERDLEPRB R REBUARERY T TR Y 5
FREB > cHBPRPMLPZFRN (3 ) EZFHY (R )4
e R A (F* ) 2 BFHA (F*) FFH - % 4-3 LR L %A
% et s RIS R pvalue F R 0 a A 4-4 BT FTEs i py R § okt
i@ (Cost Ratio, exponenciated coefficient ) > #% {7 28 35> A 4|2 @ 4p B H 78 2 15 >
»}g SIS § et }]%o» »Lﬁwm.g% H «/\f 2 -%,‘3 * ol g FK 4 )\gﬁ?{f%gm
%1133 % (B=0.28 > Cost Ratio, CR:1.33, 95%C.1.:1.29-1.37, P<0.001) ; 7 *
rEPREw TR BELHF TR LR E A A R TP E R
£11.20 & (B=0.19 > CR:1.20, 95%C.1.:1.10-1.32, P<0.001 ) ; 7 “#r » 5+ ff,iiééﬁ o
pleng ko Boffl* TR g iE o A m TR RH090 7
(p=-0.10 » CR:0.90, 95%C.1.:0.86-0.95, P<0.001) ; F *r » %% ff,iiéé‘q Tt enip

FoRBPORMMATATY ERLR @ LAk BT B 0.95

%

(B=-0.05 > CR:0.95, 95%C.1.:0.91-0.99, P=0.011) » 4v » 3& B "2 B % &%

v‘)%f?f g 1 o

FEERELZBER (CCl>=1) B[ * g2 g ¥ v ig» 225 &EE
% 143 & (B=0.36 > Cost Ratio, CR:1.29, 95%C.1.:1.16-1.43, P<0.001) ; 7 & &
B2 BE AT TRy B £ S EBEH129 8 (B=0.25

H

CR:1.29,95%C.1.:1.16-1.43,P<0.001); 7 & Hp2 B % » H afefl* =§F 2

o

g Bt G & # g %9130 8 (B=0.26 » CR:1.30, 95%C.1.:1.23-1.37,
P<0.001); F & Wz B% > HSPRAMAF R Tf2Fr @ L
& p B%n188 & (B=0.63 CR:1.88, 95%C.1.:1.81-1.96, P<0.001) -  # % 65
(g2 ig P mgaprtid o A 65 kB %086 B
(B=-0.15 » Cost Ratio, CR:0.86, 95%C.1.:0.83-0.89, P<0.001) ; ##+ % 65 % (7 )
M2 B E R AL TR £ 65 K B % 121 3 (B=0.19 -
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CR:1.21, 95%C.1.:1.10-1.33, P<0.001 ) ; # 4 4 65 & (5 ) Mt 2 £% » H i
FU¥ e g g £ 2 65 & B %164 % (B=0.50 » CR:1.64,
95%6C.1.:11.56-1.73, P<0.001) : # & £ 65 & (7 ) "t 2 £ > H 2 Popin bl
FRAIT g @ L 65 Kk B E182 % (B=0.63 > CRiLE2,
95%C.1.:1.74-1.90, P<0.001) » At G H M2 B % > HMZ A 2 52 @
LAt B2 B % 1.03 & (B=0.03 » Cost Ratio, CR:1.03, 95%C.1.:1.00-1.06, P
=0.035); #RaB P2 BE  BEZJIH g2 g iE AR AEE2
%111 & (B=0.11> CR:1.11, 95%C.1.:1.01-1.23, P=0.025) ; 7 & & 1% {+2 &
Fod ARPlr ER LR o ARk A2 B %142 3(B=0.35-CR:1.42,
9506C.1.:1.35-1.50, P<0.001) ; stk & H 1tz B % > H B ppin M AR R {I» 4
2%t s Rtk B A2 B % 9143 & (B=0.36 CR:1.43, 95%C.1.:1.37-1.49,

P<0.001) -

P I RRER PR MRAF R FR A AR RS
112 % (p=0.12 > CR:1.12,95%C.1.:1.08-1.17, P<0.001) ; % ¥ {1 % > H %10
PHAFRP TR g iE s LA BBRHLI2E (B=0.12° CRLI12,

95%C.1.:1.08-1.17, P<0.001) » fe 2 * F b s (BB 2 2 S pefrgy - &
= FRAEEY ) AR L TR R (BRI <) BXINR
iﬁﬁ’ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ%%§%ﬂ¥ﬁ%i%¥”E’{E L F R BT B
%:11.06 % (B=0.06 » CR:1.06, 95%C.1.:1.02-1.11, P=0.008) ; & ¥ & ¥ <2 %
guﬁ;fv@g%%Em@% HEPopmMaFRflr Tpapr @
¥R F LY TR B 550083 & ($=-0.18 - CR:0.83, 95%C.1.:0.80-0.87,

P<0.001) > i & 2 FR B TRL IR HRFRT ¥ IR
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LASHIERC AHEPRRN PRI LBEA (FRTT) - A ARR & H0Y-gamma e

i %ﬁf%? %%ﬁ%%? EREN- G BFERRT
B SE P value B SE  Pvalue B SE  Pvalue B SE  Pvalue

e » B E ),%‘%46 Fitp® & (ef: 028 001 <0-001 0-19 0-05 <0-001 -0-10 0-03 <0-001 -0-05 0-02 0.011
A e 2)
CCI>=1 (ref: CCI=0) 0-36  0-02 <0-001 0-25 0-05 <0-001 026 0-03 <0-001 0-63 002 <0-001

E# (XAARA65K) (ref: 65 -0-15  0-02 <0-001 019 0-05 <0-001 0-50 0-03 <0-001 0-60 0-02 <0-001

firt)

Ttk A B (refis ) 0-03 001 0-035 0-11 0-05 0-025 0-35 0-03 <0-001 0-36 0-02 <0-001

7 (refi= ) 0-09 0-02 <0-001 0-08 0-06 0-162 0-04 0-03 0-141 0-12 002 <0-001

RaR (ref:2bhm i) -0-10  0-03 0-001 -0-04 0-09 0-606 -0-23 0-05 <0-001 0-03 004 0417

axFR #7 (ref: -0.14  0.02 <0-001 0.15 0.05 0.004 0.16 0.03 0-200 0.06 0.02 0-008
b F R )

% Fvougd ?vﬁ*? B (refi= % 020  0.02 <0-001 0.04 0.05 0.437 -0.37 0.03 <0-001 -0-18 0.02 <0-001

F 1z 2 4)0

CCI, Charlson comorbidity index
“*%%ﬁwﬂﬁgfwf%ﬂf%ﬂﬁj“’*21T%zﬁgf:ﬁgm#%qﬁwﬁ7%4w(+ﬁ%ﬁﬂu)
@ FFEICAFHFR Gl REREFL T2 VRRFGFRBEIEAE RGP 2008 F AR BEGIELAEL FRI T S
W}%ﬁ?ﬂwﬁﬁﬁg%ﬁﬁiﬁ:fﬁé%ﬁf%u;gﬁo
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+ 4-4 5

(Exponentiated Coefficient) (4 )

G S HB PRI M F R

7
~

;/_églg/ﬂ\ 7]:5' - }%{ %’:ﬁ’]‘i‘;kb

#-4]-gamma ETF

Variables Fe ;’)ﬁh%& 7o & F"i} f ENER- S g%‘é‘}% 7o

CR 95% ClI P value CR 95% ClI P value CR 95% ClI P value CR 95% ClI P value
v » B )ﬁ%ﬁ B+ 133 129 1-37 <0.001 120 1-10 1-32 <0.001 0-90 0-86 0-95 <0-001 095 091 0-99 0.011
(ref: & 4c )
CCI>=1 (ref: cCI=0) 143 1-39 1-48 <0.001 129 1-16 1-43 <0-001 130 1-23 1-37 <0-001 188 1-81 196 <0-001
E# (k3 ¥65 086 0-83 0-89 <0.001 121 1-10 1-33 <0-001 164 156 1-73 <0-001 182 1-74 190 <0-001
) (ref: 65 f ™)
T Bt (refiis 1) 1.03 100 106 0.035 111 101 1-23 0-025 142 1-35 1-50 <0-001 143 1-37 149 <0-001
7 (refix ) 110 106 1-13 <0.001 108 097 1-20 0-162 104 099 1-10 0-141 112 108 1-17 <0-001
RO (refizt R i) 091 0-86 0-96 0.001 096 0-81 1-13 0-602 0-79 0-72 0-87 <0-001 103 095 1-12 0-417
ot ? R leer (ref:2- 0-87 0-84 0-89 <0.001 117 105 1-29 0.004 103 098 1-09 0-200 106 1-02 1-11 0-008
N %g }%‘ F’\; HT)
? LR ? = 1-23 119 1-26 <0.001 104 094 1-16 0-437 069 066 0-73 <0-001 0-83 0-80 0-87 <0-001

(ref:s % F e, )@

CR, Cost Ratio (Exponentiated Coefficient); CCI, Charlson comorbidity index

#oazZ PRI R P 2 2 AR
FRBEF o B RRREEEL (2 ARFEFYFRR LM Z
B FLRELZ o DR R F IR G

@ FE< s
R R FE

‘.\1‘ Lf/i;u_z"’f"w
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dONFRF Y RLTHIRE RL L RARE ek R THE RiEFEA
Fva g PR BB R RTEBFRR Y AL ke Bl stip i
R & J M A0 7~ 47 (Generalized Linear Model regression with gamma
distribution and logarithmic link ) :& 7 & S ervt o 2r 3t o & 4-5 P § R I 7H 2
TRIEE T RA F RN 2 TIHEE Y e APF IR ok U E R KT
BERAT AT o e rm TP FLMZAY o ApEA A e » 2 R S 012
686 % ~ - ( 5% 27360:20580)° & F,PEI%H} |t 5 1601132 £ ~ > (5 %4800 :
3960) - G.FegF R fI* - 5 5765 : 6381 £ ~ (5% 172950 - 191430) > L F R §
* b L 4674 4889 F# (5 140220 : 146670) 0 dod 2 P ndm 3 0 A 2
T k2 PEflr o p$t s~ 2 5 ¥ 5 8781657 % & ([ 26340
19710) > %F,Pfiéw} v % 1610133 F ~ (5 %4830 :3990) 0 i Pmpg}%ﬂ}
= 5291 :5796 % ~ (&' 158730 : 173880) » L3  * +* & 4266 : 4500 %

Z (5% 127980 : 135000)

S BPRH TR RLRFR TR AR B TR T
b 215 F & (5 R 6450) 0 ¢ fded g RIALS T 234 2 A (5 7020) ¢
BALPZOFAIT HELF RN RS o R 2 R F A
Pl o
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FASHTPRC RS TR M FR T — 1T R ER

1R & fed]-gamma i b & - 2 SRR EE 7 A 4T

*3oE ($7) P4P non-P4P P4P/non-P4P
f® ¥ -Mean Predicted 912 686 1.33
% 2 -Mean Predicted 160 132 1.21
i f-Mean Predicted 5765 6381 0.90
g%ﬁ J 7 * -Mean Predicted 4674 4889 0.96
Pl (37) P4P non-P4P P4P/non-P4P
f® ¥ -Mean Predicted 878 657 1.34
% 2 -Mean Predicted 161 133 1.21
i f-Mean Predicted 5291 5796 0.91
t%‘ J% 7 * -Mean Predicted 4266 4500 0.95

P4P, pay for performance
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Yk LB PR RS R A T (AT & 4-6) 0 R a A ee
12018 Z B % » 9265 A jof a7 (== m)%‘lm}ﬁ‘) 1628 ~ 5= » 1125 % i7 A&

el s AL A A (AR R SR

ﬁ»+#%¢ PR A s S B Hch 4833 (80.4%) 0 AT A 4~
_:55 F] 5 4432 (738%>v 4¢ )\%%*)J%E{rﬁ?ﬁ?ﬂﬁm_s -’_/%__L}"'—c TB%-Q'KGQG A

(11.6%) > vh A= K 4e » 3 B3> %Jﬁ 510932 4 (155%) %k EH s %

A BPRRTEP S A A2 EERE (PR BPREPIEL 1 R
F2 %) 2 %5 480 (8.0%) A4 » % H 645 4 (10.7%) o # 3+

FLEHUSR Y L I Rk o

FrLerg = Bk (1628 4 ) & {7 iF ~ A 470 T3.7%CCH ;o %+ 30 1
81.9%:n B % 3 65 % () 1M 2 K ¥ 733%2 Bk mEAB LB SF > 73.9%
B35 7 MR 083%5 2R A > T55% &2 2 Fhlait (W B> ==

BFEY o A a2 Fredrgy o A PR Fd bt it or (BRI

w) BEIR o 2N EFHY c AREFRELZPHFRRE -
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L AGH TR S HBEPREHUSR RS

b r 3 &

N

2B A7 -

27 P4P non-P4P ALL
S/ A 3 4833 4432 9265
(%) 80.4 73.8 771
F= Rk 696 932 1628
(%) 11.6 15.5 13.5
HuE*p ik 480 645 1125
(%) 8.0 10.7 9.4
3t 6009 6009 12018

P4P, pay for performance

xHE EEedE MANET ~ 44 g EHLD ok 2T

96



FHUSR SRS A RN SR AF v R B B (2R A
F? A2 HB AR AR) N Rl AR TR APRE S Al
e 03] (Multinomial logistic regression ) i& 7 4 47 o fig {74 425 o A
" 4 3. McFadden(1973) = Amemiya(1981)# |4 3 & i * & ~ BB Lrie jF H-7

P R A A AR B N iE 2 B (1A, independence of irrelevative) e 3% B

Ko TR AT (EHIeREE ) B fpulz g FL s F 7 g
FIH @ g ul e o Flt A A b 2 g T o H ¥ FF Hausman 14 2

McFadden (1984) #1# !} e Hausman’s spefification test on the IIA = 3% » i& {7 3K

BE o B REREELPE NAZHRER -

24T LA G A BEATR FRCAE R TR RS POREBUAR B
52 B0 o APFR AP E e R E oDy - FiEAR e L HE
P MREE S R BRRE NI A eniEA) > At T1.656 (odds
ratio [OR]:1.56, 95%CI: 1.38-1.76, P<0.001) « & i % chip & I s & 7 2% §
o atdezb R R 2 B (OR:3.12, 95%Cl: 2.13-4.77, P<0.001 ) - ,i% Fd o g

BFRELSPORFRBRER o 2 gLt e e R Fladr e X
m)%‘—}%‘ % % (OR:5.14,95%Cl: 4.45-5.94, P<0.001) > #Am & CCl = »* & B3+ 1
3 & EgE2 % > (OR:0.60, 95%Cl: 0.52-0.68, P<0.001) > 65 & (7 ) Mt 2 &
—‘ﬁ (OR:0.23, 95%ClI: 0.20-0.26, P<0.001 )’ % ¥& & & % 5 I+ ]“i—%" (OR:0.42, 95%CI:
0.37-0.48,P<0.001) > ™ % 2> = ¥ bt (RSB 22 A geppgy » &2

FBRAFEY ) A PR L B TR A ot (REIRIEY ) e

(OR:0.36, 95%Cl: 0.31-0.41, P<0.001)> Rl# % & H1 35 = ehffaj o fenlm 2

Bipf MBS gt > PlEit P2 BELE -

97



Fivmr= St > 74 B% (OR:1.31, 95%Cl: 1.09-1.56, P=

0.005) > J % (OR:6.67, 95%Cl: 4.33-10.26, P<0.001) » 11 % {3 5 ¢ o g1 5 &
FrAL SPp FREEL o 7 0 A Bl FRAS ARG
# % (OR:4.85,95%Cl: 4.03-5.84, P<0.001) i3 % ;A # %% o ¥ ¢, & CCl
AR 1 4 £ Hp2 B% 0 (OR0.78, 95%Cl: 0.66-0.93, P=0.006) » 65
(%) r12 2 £% (OR:0.18,95%Cl: 0.15-0.21, P<0.001) » 4 & % % 5 F 124
(OR:0.47, 95%Cl: 0.39-0.55, P<0.001) » 1 % fe 2 = F et ({2 sl Bt 2 =
BFREY A a2 FRAEY ) & LR FE R TR L o (BB IRIE
) £ is% (OR:0.44,95%Cl: 0.37-0.52, P<0.001) » 475 B % 4 3 NI

)’;9—; L_/f‘]:rg—l']j o
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FATHTFP S 2 HEPREBPS R B PN - § BB [

I8 e Vs, e H@ Rk fg*vs, &=
OR 95% ClI P value OR 95% ClI P value

v B )ﬁ;ﬁ g i (ref k4 ) 1.56 1.38 1.76 <0-001 1.06 0.90 1.25 0-501
CClI>=1 (ref: CCI=0) 0.60 0.52 0.68 <0-001 0.78 0.66 0.93 0-006
EH (KATREAT 65 B) (ref: 65 g uT) 0.23 0.20 0.26 <0-001 0.18 0.15 0.21 <0-001
R BB (refi 12 4) 0.42 0.37 0.48 <0-001 0.47 0.39 0.55 <0-001
7 (ref % 14) 0.97 0.85 1.11 0-652 131 1.09 1.56 0-005
R (ref:2bh G x) 3.12 2.13 4.77 <0-001 6.67 4.33 10.26 <0-001

o %‘ B Be ot (ref: 0.36 0.31 041 <0-001 0.44 0.37 0.52 <0-001

Fhor 2 F oy B )

? L AN E % o (ref: % ?5 [EIR 0 5.14 4.45 5.94 <0-001 4.85 4.03 5.84 <0-001
1)@

OR, Odds Ratio ; CCI, Charlson comorbidity index
*ﬁﬂ#ﬁ%ﬁﬂiﬁfé%ﬂ‘ﬁ44éfh, AR R E
;’f/?/’mh’%%#, o B+ 22 RS N FRE G AR T prr B S T (BB RTEY )
@ /-,fé‘*r’ o &f*/-,f/;u ' DRy R H'-"-% 2 ARG ]/pi/g‘/’;u”?’ A Z kg P 222004 F FE R LG IE S FELF R
S EYE ’fﬁgfﬂ o ,;;,ﬁpf/r,u,_ff, hos FAE M ;;,Pf/f,,;uz AT o

£v
» BV
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3
1y

# ERSPRHTY S RAPaP i S Ak

7

IR LI SR e *rs,‘;;Lg DOTS ( Directly Observed
Treatment, Short-course ) 2. = & »c% A 47 o d ¢ S i 2 $Rin - § 403t 2006
£ A XRFMEE R o DRI E R 7 22006 2 W TR 2RISR
BRI R BRERERLF P MR TEERE S RE T v A

2R FFRRER R P EFR LT EFTAPES e kR
Hoo e BEFHOTULRFEMBAE R RROT R PLEEREY
B~ R Fun g w B E AR R A L3 B R F Ik
Foob P EABTO SIS PETE SHERE > AL R R F2 BT 2
Ttk o L% 2006 £ 2 W FF AT E 0 R PR A LR

BORAAG WS R R BRI H A 2RRL R TS

ﬂ&iﬁiiﬂi%%%ﬁﬁﬁulikﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁéﬁé Fcks

2006 = 2007 - & > I ®

=t
N

-~
=
F_*
e
N
-h_‘x
W
St
i
\+ )B'
%

FE 0 P S Y B

(sputum smear positive) 2. % » 5 % - FFE R o2 1 & P {R%H o

FrE RS S S  E AR TR 0 R

a\/
P
3
v

c
SHe
=
W
g\%&
|
4y
=1

TR RPORATEANARF LSRG AL B A

Feooom oo ESES T 0 FS FEF 5 60 A k5% 0 ¥ AL

“%iﬁéiﬂiﬁﬁouﬁw%%"% S S PURATR RORE B AT
FoIMBFAFLAED2BB P ARZI P AE ERRF L 5L I EY



Btem PH o AP AGFRAERN R RE TR A FHE PR BRI

M A Ap o

MrriE P2 BROGBRRAE I Ru S G AKER GRS BT
MR FRIGE R K 7863 4 (73.0%) 0 W4 M3 R & 1553 1 (14.4%) 0
for Pt R 883 4 (82%) 0 1 E A FFF T A » WX Y RIS F 467 4

(4.3%)° 4k 4-83h 3= 28 s B R A2 BT8R HEM o

v ElE S FERB R T IS TT56 A o ikt BRL B G 72% 0 1 B
Y EEELL > SR ‘%’f&/é L‘i—%‘ 5643 + (71.8%) > i 4e ~
w34 1096 4 (70.6%) 5 4 /\ﬂ};rs-;;;giﬁ 661 ~ (74.9%)> 1 % & Jﬂzgi
FE A e~ W3R Y RIS 356 4 (76.2%)5 L EEEE T 0 AT e r 2 B R
65 % (7 ) M2 B%3 5399 4+ (50.1% ) H = 5 45-64 #& 3111 + (28.9%)
25-44 (1721 (16.0%) > 12 % 0-24 ph % % 535 + (5.0% ) > EHAEH & > Wi
P TR FAREAR £ > S TRt 2 Pa A F R 65 R/ (3) 2B
LB %2 %L 3836 4 (488%) WA rHm A H 65Kk (7))
2 Bk A s 2 %k £ 779 4 (502%) W r st E 0 B 65K (7))
b2 kG B s 2 kL 500 4 (56.6%) & A K E E A e~ R K RS

1,%“[5‘ P HB5k (7)) M2 BEkmaEd 2% £ 284 4 (60.8%)-

FREAE FA T BRASIRAE TPA R § 2 4R M RS
AR RE R T (CLMEIRAL) MR RBME F RGBSR 1P 2 8

7

Pom B EEMA T 0 A A-REMER RS 5 £ 8850 4 (822%)° %
—6‘3?‘;4-‘0%7’—‘:;J-ﬁj)ﬂ]~11 ;f;r;”; 21 4 ;%]z ."1/1 th é,_— S g4 ’%’Kg% F ;‘% 5 + 6496 £
(82.6%)’@:4\2)‘?4‘6? LRt g o A A ’L‘L—ﬁki‘ﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁ’? » 2 1361 *

101



(87.6%) > W4 »FMin3t 2 Bk AL L2 MER F L F 0 & 648 4
(73.4%) - fe 2 G (R Wid FRELE £ 126 ¢ (14.3%) # A& #hif #R4LF & 109
L (123%)0 R A FPE A r R K RIS RF B R A A 2 R
BORT RS 2% £ 345 4 (73.9%) H f A PR ik ARELE £ 60 4
(12.8%)> & L t® & WEFREH - 53 62 4 (133%)> A F %5 3 blk

ER f—t_?k,_‘%'ﬁ g PR oo

BRI R R NP RRAEREAIF N REFTRIL SRR
TR BRI B S w2993 4 (27.8%) 55 % 0 B B 2440 * (22.7%)
Fzoo ¥ %1837 4 (17.0%) £ =2 > R4k P s e diF o A4 T
2117 ~ (269%) =5 % > B B % 1692 + (215%) =x 2. » ¥ % 1398 + (17.8%)
Bz WA /P E o 54w 544 4 (35.0%) R 0 B B 388
A (25.0%) stz 0 ¥ F 297 4 (19.1%) F Sz o e /\%’Riééii—g v fea 4k

ZEEER R G AR U F BT 227 4 (25.7%) 5 B 5 0 o4 % 205(23.2%)
K20 A% 145 4 (164%) £ =2 0 B —ﬁ?%?%éc » R #fﬁ/p%ﬁ » R
B BT 133 4 (285%) h B F o SR 127(27.2% ) K 2o 0 A ® 68 4 (14.6%)
£ =2 e »;&;;%gif@;—;&h s 1L E B —%’zgl; R A TR #fg,w@—ﬁ |

SRR AR 0

ek B R B BFHAGEF A SRR B REMA T > B CCI=0RG £
Bop ikt bl5 G 4100 4 (381%) Sk PR s o B A
FEBEET 2724 4 (346%) THEHTIPAY  REHEREL T 668
L (43.0%) WHe it E K o R EHEBE LG 406 4 (46.0%) 0 A K3
FE AN TRIFRiohF EREFERRFRT 302 4 (64.7%) % ¥ R

e mE > B B Hgp ot IR AT BB o
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dNERI AL BE R ARETBRIBE R RBE LB R
MArR BRI RATAAHRIEL LT LRRE TR PRBRE L L8
itk o M2 BARRAB LG 0026 4 (83.8%)  Fteim [atpiit 2 gRingt
T RBABEEG 6770 £ (86.1%) 0 Eh kT &4 0 R ABE
£ 5 1209 & (77.8%) iizjcﬁ‘,é’fi;‘é?%—*ﬁ B AEBEE G 712 4 (80.6%)
FEFET A MR YRR F RS EBEL T 335 4 (TL1%) &2 ¥

B2 FORBARB L BIEIR G T B o

SRR Y S T TR L R UR R AR R AR I SR
SR REEERSL EF R T EEER G REELBR
o BPE B RE NI > R AT RS B R G T o
B2 BB F A kL peE X 10383 ¢ (96.5%)0 Fdedh AL 2 A
ePEE o MRBF A DR L REEE G 7642 1 (97.2%) 0 W hteh Fp
E O MREF SR LAY 1447 4 (82%) 0 WRAe i E S o
848 4 (96.0% )7 @ ¥ -4 W K4 » WHEE F ISR
“ﬁiﬁiﬁﬁﬁ#44%<(%m@ Kﬁmg&muaﬂé&%

R
’Eﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁiﬁi@&ﬁi BIFER S 975 BN B R o

FEIHBERTR BREMD T AT F RS FEE s

EREL RN T RERE TSI T Y SRR E S E OB #- T RE
B F 0 AR HIRS e
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% A-BHTV %

stk BEL A AR T B REAO R

BIE ¥RIsR P4P DOTS P4P ¢ DOTS "“‘f"ﬁ %
B & #(iE"m5 B E%) N=467 (4.3) N=1553 (14.4%) N=883 (8.2%) N=7863 (73.0) N=10766
P
gl = 111(23.8) 457(29.4) 222(25.1) 2220(28.2) 3010(28.0)
Vi ea 356(76.2) 1096(70.6) 661(74.9) 5643(71.8) 7756(72.0)
£k
0-24 8(1.7) 77(5.0) 31(3.5) 419(5.3) 535(5.0)
25-44 65(13.9) 268(17.3) 140(15.9) 1248(15.9) 1721(16.0)
45-64 110(23.6) 429(27.6) 212(24.0) 2360(30.0) 3111(28.9)
65+ 284(60.8) 779(50.2) 500(56.6) 3836(48.8) 5399(50.1)
B Ak %
- g ‘F" € % SR 345(73.9) 1361(87.6) 648(73.4) 6496(82.6) 8850(82.2)
MR ik PR 60(12.8) 143(9.2) 126(14.3) 905(11.5) 1234(11.5)
B R IR PREE 62(13.3) 49(3.2) 109(12.3) 462(5.9) 682(6.3)
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R
LR
* %

v

A e B
oo
gl

Charlson comorbidity index

0
1-2
3+
R A X el
Negative(-)
Positive (+)
R LE Y-
Normal
Abnormal
Cavitation
No result

127(27.2)
68(14.6)
39(8.4)
50(10.7)
133(28.5)
50(10.7)

(& %)
302(64.7)

89(19.1)
76(16.3)

132(28.3)
335(71.1)

10(2.1)
337(72.2)
109(23.3)
11(2.4)

544(35.0)
125(8.0)
297(19.1)
173(11.1)
388(25.0)
26(1.7)

668(43.0)
497(32.0)
388(25.0)

344(22.2)
1209(77.8)

44(2.8)
946(60.9)
501(32.3)
62(4.0)

205(23.2)
145(16.4)
103(11.7)
132(14.9)
227(25.7)
71(8.0)

406(46.0)
276(31.3)
201(22.8)

171(19.4)
712(80.6)

17(1.9)
636(72.0)
212(24.0)
18(2.0)

2117(26.9)
919(11.7)
1398(17.8)
1288(16.4)
1692(21.5)
449(5.7)

2724(34.6)
2951(37.5)
2188(27.8)

1093(13.9)
6770(86.1)

119(1.5)
5129(65.2)
2513(32.0)
102(1.3)

2993(27.8)
1257(11.7)
1837(17.1)
1643(15.3)
2440(22.7)
596(5.5)

4100(38.1)
3813(35.4)
2853(26.5)

1740(16.2)
9026(83.8)

190(1.8)
7048(65.5)
3335(31.0)
193(1.8)

TB, tuberculosis; P4P, pay-for performance; DOTS, Directly Observed Treatment, Short-course
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LB o o0 ¥ nF R TR > H02 ICD-9-CM 4 %525 & 010-018 2 [ » # 425

PORARM 2 P ZAY S ()3 r A S

N
7N\
A
>
N
ra
P
“3
ra
\.u?
o
=
o3
=

SHCOMNUELE-SE R S L A UL T s 1

Al & rﬂfgr/é-}%"‘é—’f*jﬁa R p LR -{:a% IR A A o

o AL R AT G M S TR R e A R (AL g R
PRIAUZFRIANGIREG I A p? AETRALET Y v H A
Pl A G FRAL A FRATEEAE (AR AL RE P
(P07 %5Li 0 2013-000180) ¢ Al pEY B E &L T L EdR A S

Bheow BBl bl fs ) NPT UEDT AN AR S G

Price= 1 iv L3278 x ¥ 4825 x (-2 %5)>
Quantity = # = #r§ 1 2 ik X /T} A - o

Total =P x Q

I;%EH:}%F\—}I‘)J— —’4\,],, J"ff‘-"%\49‘*’]f’“f}i§-&*\.§¢’ﬂ‘%l] ?“f"""rg‘%:ﬁjg‘\
AEFUZF RS S RGERA AT L ER BN B ETEETRE T

PEEd e TihEs | EYe Ao

KARBRERF O L HL S5 T (8 T GRISFFEPRLL S
AR FERAY  FAARTIARE R AR E 0 2003 &) B
BEREFHEF g BRFE (ZH 52 -+ 0 ‘;‘,ngjég#;,géé}%g%%ﬁ)‘
EX VA AEFF TR BEREAEETA T UL LE P LT OET A
A y?P4E€L£:’(Qi%\;j\xiié’rm;/;:fﬁi’ MR K ﬂ wu'ff’i}g =3 'F' [Fe 3
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*,m}t

G\'d\}tj’llﬁoa%*%]J%%’%G‘F;\Lg\j\’x’ff}% v ?7} Bl § ook Sy

FHIT AP MR GEED Tiad 34414

AERVES A BRI FRRE(FE)RFRTR - 66,707.0 2 (AT
SRR BRSBTS R AFATE 5 680361 1 0 e
VEH 3»%5)‘?‘ R 5656072 Ao e e A TR RIS EE 0 8
FRI-F 5 742404 ~ o WHEFLT OB R A FRITF 5 5ot ifayp
BRLIAIHFAD T S P2 e R FO AR 41542 p (5]
SHFA B A% 5 00041 R ) @Rk Y 0 THIEED i
1706 p (Flififedgd2 2 24454 100613 &) @gsegmintd 4 » T30
Gpp 42462 0 (Pl fifenigd2d A4 4% 5 145199 2) 0 4 £ 4 ¥
Ao r W E K RISRF 0 TIOUED 2297 p (FG kA g dLd A4
%5 135468 &) M EE I E S A S ARG

7

FEBFFLREBPpIR TSP A A EE S AR

ek

=~ ) Y

E b ) FPE S AR RARENFFLELTHR 2
FEEFRY A EPE T AL BRIV RS E BT A AL 13610 ~
L LR AL 12663 0 WK T R T A AL 23130 &
LA EERA A S 21519 A0 WH e i FF o PR A A S 18600 &0 2l

F k5 17389 Aol A M [0 E ARG E R S A 2 2,650.3
;wtg@_n;iasgﬁalgwx; 24658 ~od WM EL KB P A 2 RE L EF

SISEE EU EE LSS FE X

ﬂ”’ﬂﬁ#%Eﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%%’%%%ﬁaﬁﬁﬁiﬁiEJﬁi,
*Q%allt+f}}%?# x %< "’ F'ﬁz‘r»ii’;’:-ﬁ:’zrg:}?iﬁ}%&gtg 042 « > B3 %
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R FVRE TR BB TR A AL LT2AT A ERRT
Pihg LA A 515052 % Wkt s a0 2 A A 12163
oo B »L%»b;\ﬁ»x?&k#%,r@i v 4 A4 JF4 5 8857 & Ay M

BRH e hdn A ARG o

B RFE AN ETE TR AL S ARRI AL AT A

rER W IR 0 BRI S 17,0598 &0 W R Aeim TP R H 0 RAEA S
16,0314 % » % 4e Siash E ¥ 0 WAF 2 3 19,3440 A o o P~ T2

‘Fﬁié?%ﬁ v BAp4 5 159349 ~ o

js,%?ggi}ﬁfé’ﬁ?:-%r}ﬁf‘iii‘ié_"ﬁi S et T0E - BR

Vi 1\4?

Foa Al 6—423“-3“#\4‘:)\@#%.%#%;;:%—% » Tiak B k2B F G

T~ Wi "=

)

83766.8 & » W A4k [T K 0 TIHELBELRF Y L 840675 &
SAeghinr R E o TEE EB R4 L 1041315 A o fe e x5 A

2Ryt h g 0 TR B AL GF " 5 109,265.5 & ¢
AELHER D A GRE TR (FERSALTRSA) A HFEY

Ao r TRIFRIOFF B TOF LBRLAF T S A PR

M”£ﬁ$?%%,ig£&@$i%%ygiﬁgo

108



BA-QRP AL FRE R E LS F SRR E R

E RN 2 BPopBEes  SREEE ¥4 S 2 E T N
% (o %) % % (-] PE)
0-14 0.4 - - - -
15-19 2.0 17,265 9.77 10.31 9.12
20-24 2.7 24,313 52.61 10.10 69.30
25-29 3.0 30,046 84.53 5.92 144.01
30-34 3.3 34,304 84.08 3.80 167.22
35-39 3.9 36,619 82.86 2.86 177.64
40-44 5.7 38,536 80.51 2.40 182.50
45-49 7.2 39,383 75.20 2.31 174.37
50-54 7.9 37,998 64.85 2.50 144.80
55-59 7.9 42,488 48.15 2.25 120.52
60-64 5.9 36,391 31.60 1.60 68.20
65+ 50.1 30,184 7.58 0.28 13.75

REBPL AR P A RR AL 2006 # TR A A2 BRI UL A £ F D 5 5% e X R
SR o 2 5\:71 e & & 2 3 J"f’*}?}lﬂ;%wrllhkb GIEFIFL s o d4 A AR I 2 X B IF-#:Li’J—Li- ToAri X Fde gk X

(l A EX) FNEESELINFELITp TG TIEHEpEE P FESHI 2 Ao
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2410w RERoT R B R Frilr oy AN A e B R
T SUINE Y

R ¥ RioR P4P DOTS P4P ® DOTS
B % Bc(ik 13 B % %) N=467 (4.3) N=1553 (14.4%) N=883 (8.2%) N=7863 (73.0)
FPomF#41* , average (per case)

#pF (=% 6.95 11.81 9.54 13.55

7o 8,179.0 14,577.5 10,866.1 17,382.5
FPm&#£11* , average (per case)

#pF (=% 0.07 0.12 0.10 0.12

7o 192.0 623.4 277.6 552.2
S kel * , average (per case)

Hp e (=) 0.42 0.48 0.50 0.47

7o 58,335.9 47,204.2 54,553.6 51,349.9
PAP =+ % % * , average (per case)

7o - 5,631.0 - 4,956.0
ErmERFR I, average (per case)

(A)F * 66,707.0 68,036.1 65,697.2 74,240.4
DOTS = % & * , average (per case)

(B) % * - - 19,090.2 19,090.2
-3+ (medical costs & DOTS) , average (per case)
(A+B)% * 66,707.0 68,036.1 84,787.4 93,330.6
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155 ke P ¥k, average (per case)
o (% #K) 22.97 17.06 24.62 15.42
ik F242 2444 (C)

13,546.8 10,061.3 14,519.9 9,094.1
BPopBRichI A H4
Hix (P8 &y <) 7.02 11.93 9.64 13.67
PR~ (D) 1,361.0 2,313.0 1,869.0 2,650.3
L EEE S~ (E) 1,266.3 2,151.9 1,738.9 2,465.8
BRERBLAS 4
RS A (F) 885.7 1,505.2 1,216.3 1,724.7
LEFAARL A FA
17,059.8 16,031.4 19,344.1 15,934.9
(C+D+E+F)
TR LRI BT
(¢FR UL -~2F4F2) 83,766.8 84,067.5 104,131.5 109,265.5

\\\Xr

AFETARAFERIES 2006 & (7 FeB i A A2 BN TR A X H B B R kR S 51 Y G R

WEREEEA > TR zk&w@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%%%wwiﬁégﬁﬁ:mfiﬂwﬁﬁ’iﬁﬁ:$#@®4w“%4$

A iz §=73.72 ~(F /) p%) Tk pgm B RY B4 3 A B E=114.22(5 ) mm%ﬁuiu =5 174 pF o PEREF 0.89 o)

PoRERGE CRPRB RS AP L TIORPR A A 263 ) (LA 4 19388 ) EAF LR BT A K042 % BE RS2

A A4 126,17 ~ 5 2 i 22iF ds = £=180.38 ~ (= :’z)o;rs,r#% SR e R fc@«‘,grs,;;gg e ’i’-ﬁ*;fé_? A A FE TG E o
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24U LEPRETPP S FE WP E BRI R R RE S Aok
kgt a g (e o AdRe bR ARE ) FHA T 0 & 10,766 L4 ~
st d > X g 8258 4 (T6.7%) Sink s B > FE U A4
e 2 i i o ¥ A #6532 4 (83.1%) 0 WAk [T
P e R R A B 1076 4 (69.3%) 0 S gtintE F i A 4k
537 % (60.8%) - % A tv » WL ¥ Ao F o ioR A A B 113 4 (242%)

Fbr ?ﬁ—‘iﬁwuﬁ:"rs,é;;—‘-%}bpé?xﬁ e R F bR E o

Yok IS R AT 0 2IRE G 2208 4 (205%) A= v FE L E
B B FRROLE s 0 22 A B 1169 4 (14.8%) 0 K@
PRTERE 0 T A 438 4 (282%) 0 W Steghin R 0 v A HR3IT A
(35.9%) 7 & ¥3-% % At r WaE F RiSHF o~ A 4248 « (60.8%) ¢
BPRT AN TRIFRioFF » S L HERF I RFE DR BRI (§
KR B R

AR TR HFEEE (F REREISLEARE)REIRE (5

SR RN R E L S P R S N RL - DR ¥ %
G2 fHEARC) ) B A S B R T 3023 % 0 5 10B Y 5 FR
PR RGBSR SR TR R e R TG R 3072 % 0
%

Sk TR TR PR 2746 1 > WA mia E 0 T H

i
TWRERF 2728 % » A 2hF W Ko » WX #*ﬁ,m}%‘ﬁ L3 iy TpE I 368.6

X ’15&1'*(? @ Hp B gk
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LA LR ES FR e E B R LRk R

®I7 ¥ Rk P4P DOTS P4P ® DOTS 4 B %
BHE(iE9r B%%) N=467 (4.3) N=1,553 (14.4%) N=883(8.2%)  N=7,863(73.0) N=10,766
R OSED SR

e R 113(24.2) 1,076(69.3) 537(60.8) 6,532(83.1) 8,258(76.7)

B 284(60.8) 438(28.2) 317(35.9) 1,169(14.8) 2,208(20.5)

F R L LT 55(11.8) 15(1.0) 11(1.2) 30(0.4) 111(1.0)

ik 0(0) 0(0) 1(0.1) 2(0) 3(0)

2R hinfr 2 @ 15(3.2) 24(1.5) 17(1.9) 130(1.7) 186(1.7)
TR EEFT (PREREILLTEFET)
(% #&) 368.6 274.6 272.8 307.2 302.3
Tiatifet &
(% #) 23.0 17.1 24.6 15.4 16.7




% 4-12 %R L % " -:fsb%i'rs,; L BRz A A F A
AEETITREEEAG AT RS AEFRS AR L RBER) 2
FALEL AT LA FFF Y A BRI YRR Y R ARE S
39,119,005.6 = (AT - > TR ) Whhh T E RA AR E L
130,556,827.5 = » W e fRinr HF 0 WA AR B L 1 91,9481145 ~ > Sdein

Fipird 2 j‘a'riié?%‘ﬁ c Mo A fp B 5 1 859,154,626.5 ~ o

4% 11T 3ok k3% v (ACER, average cost-effectiveness ratio) @ = » ACER
Gl E g ARAHA FHFES XY B it B A BREGIRT
G ko AFT AR LR R Ao TP 2 k2 3 ok g AT AT
FR e AR PIARE B A Akt 2 2 k0 AE RS AEF RS AR (A
ERBLLIL) & 4TI Ak A AT LA P T A e R R
F o F A Tod hokdot L 13461867 Sk YA 0 F A TaaR ko
500 121,335.3 0 W e dRistEE 0 K A TiE Aocdot 1712255 5 B e
WP R 0 F 4 T Aonkor § 131530.1 ¢ 4ok 12 ACER v

7

ﬁ;*, Ju rlﬁkﬁiﬁzpm%‘r ﬁuj-ﬂs-}_ ,,q-&.ljﬁl;\.ﬂx {%LL&IR’Fﬁ\@ A

etz i & oo

# 4-13 975 5 1% ¥ & & *»c% v (ICER, incremental cost-effectiveness
ratio) 3+ 5 et g% > ICER #3585 1172 F #3835 2 FF > ApiE § 34— Box
FoTRER R R ARG § 0 o gt AP L* Cost Difference (7 * £ £ )
2 %2 Qutcome Difference (&% £ R ) :2F 8 F A4 > 4ok A 22 F % A de 2 1F
BEFRGRE S FARREL PO B F 0 F AR A Aok
5 124597 0 WA AP R o F AR S Aokt 5 04,951 0 e R i
WP R s R o F AR S Ak 5 127,751 -
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% PRk B 5 A8 32 2 Understanding Cost-Effectiveness, Open Course

Warehouse, Bloomberg School of Public Health, Johns Hopkins University #v3.p? 2

ICER3 58 i fitd? » ZHLER- BREx A2tz 3%, 3

- EARHE Y R AP R AR T R R G E S
PR SNV
B RRELY RS gk Ak r RS RIS R S AR

M TR R RRE Y B BAFRY R R 5 AHES A

Y
&

PRk 5 124507 WRAeTR TR 0 K A B A ARk 5 040510 A 3

P
Fapr TR EE 0 F A 2 ICER ERF 0 FEGET R B

[
S
Jin
=
w
%
=
-
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E%&%E;{T‘D%‘F;J—ﬁmiﬁ 00 & A jg—f&_g\. Arg gt 5 94951 »

% R FICER R 732 0 & AR B A Aok it i 5 Bod & hokkt 2
*



2 4-12% 03 F 2 Is R B R L F Aotk o (T8 Aotk ACER)

B ¥Rk P4P DOTS P4P ¥ DOTS
B3 (iErF B % %) N=467 (4.3) N=1553 (14.4%) N=883 (8.2%) N=7863 (73.0)
ERSAATRSIAL (F2A43FL)

A A 39,119,095.6 130,556,827.5 01,948,114.5 859,154,626.5
F A T A 83,766.8 84,067.5 104,131.5 109,265.5

B ipk =7 X & (%) 113(24.2) 1,076(69.3) 537(60.8) 6,532(83.1)
Tk LinkAH BROATHEE S A

T A 2c4 1t (ACER* ) = A/B 346,186.7 121,335.3 171,225.5 131,530.1

* ACER: average cost-effectiveness ratio
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% 4-13 % et g;g:a%*a;;%% Bxz +*A2cdk it (HEF 4225 ICER)

Bk V] e kAR By Fr iR ICER
83,766.8*467= - -

¥ ARoek (A) 0 113 -
39,119,096
104,131.5*883=  91,948,115-39,119,096=

DOTS (B) 537 537-113=424 124,597(BA)
91,948,115 52,829,019
84,067.5%1,553=  130,556,828-39,119,096=

P4P (C) 1,076 1,076-113=963 94,951(CA)
130,556,828 91,437,732
109,265.5*7,863=  859,154,627-39,119,096=

P4P+DOTS (D) 6,532 6,532-113=6,419 127,751(DA)
859,154,627 820,035,531

ICER: Incremental Cost-Effectiveness Ratio, P4P: Pay for performance. DOTS: Directly Observed Treatment, Short-course.

*2+ 5 848 : Understanding Cost-Effectiveness, Open Course Warehouse, Bloomberg School of Public Health, Johns Hopkins University,

http://ocw.jhsph.edu/courses/understandingcosteffectiveness/PDFs/Lecture3.pdf
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»IF

3
!
>

R B PR R SR

WA FFIRRE SRR ERE E AR IR TR e R
HEESEETFT I RO SRR A F RGBTV L AE IR ALK D
Horoo SEEFMEAN G AT UL e B SR AFLHER &
BB PRER TV YR fRIEPUH T L0l £ 2 FRAF DT L T
o 4:%/»,;—;—,%‘3 # E‘Jﬁ%ﬁ

LTI - 54

FRA LG 0 m TR PR R FHWA T 6 R
BRegRp® dfAHE 2z FUAY (ML &2 L) Az 4o
HPPS A E L (46% 2215 A SR 6450) 0 AR BRI AR
FUF DML ip Bk BT LR S PRAR M NG F R R o4 T LRI
B BUR R Y SRR R G F AT o B ORoRR T Rk

tp#g 2 o (Chengetal., 2012)

TR EIRRE RAR G AR RIR T F e RER b A4
FRREHE PRI ERR U E RER 0ET FHFRIRIEETT 1y &
BRlE 2 S E A P R P AREE R AR TR L FE - A
FR AT E R s 3156 B3 £ (Rosenthal, Fernandopulle, Song, &
Landon, 2004); ¥ ¢t 3k A 3o ent 1 4] & ¢ - B3 (Rosenthal, Landon, Normand,
Frank, & Epstein, 2006) % * % f 4 1+ HMO ( Health Maintenance Organization,
Bkl ) iphird ‘fi BSBYF RS Ao ip> k2t
~ & ¥ (Pink, Brown, Studer, Reiter, & Leatt, 2006) ¥ % 4~ 473 3+ fU 4] & 4o i@ J

* AR L A8k 3 RS (Doran etal., 2006) ¥ 3% B e R i F (R A& i
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(T3t o /®Ws 3§ (Campbell etal, 2010)34 35 & § # 6 (7 ha K F i

?W?EO

B EHETP ARGERT I B LA AR B H A RS

FEDLRERL  emEVPAAHART  FRIRBEREH ¢ ERE -4

3

E\‘F?h?‘ﬁwﬁﬁk )

Cfer AR Fl A RAP S FRIRIAF R L S OF R AL EE LS
mFg)g;‘ H ’Fm%‘r—u—]ﬁmg ’%ﬂfr’ﬁL R RE e E 0 %frgl-ﬁjw;%‘é BiE %%537 F%)g‘:‘]‘,b
TR TR T A B M R B R A 2 R & Rk (Detsky,

g?”i’rwlg—’é}‘(ial’“ﬁ'k%’r}’ﬁ “‘LJFg}?ﬁ?{

Wodchis, & Ross, 2007)

ER¥bh TS R EHUAR B R PR AP T F R » R T
TRE o s G AR deor Fin s s i (OR, odds ratio) &
156 (236 + livessaved) #7753 chit %o HiB4 LR PoRE T
A 3R A L 4 % 4p 02 o (L, Tsai, etal., 2010; Tsai et al., 2010) - # 7 % Li #& 31 -

EREFSPORwm TP e g AR TR DL S F TR
FeeiE o ?“‘ﬁ Tsai » 3% 7] » B Sk BE PR R oo 5% o

é*ﬁ%P?iﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@% E5 PR ER TR F AR B R

T RESPRBEEUOBEFESEPR > (LHGERYE) B2 0 2R
PR SHE e pE AR R BRI RRF R A LA B R
;@;&T;{;igm‘lﬂ;?g’m@aﬂﬁ%%‘ﬁﬂ%?ifﬁﬁ EEL (R) EFFH £
ﬁ#%?ﬂio

GERES LIRS Eia S A S LB TS R CRE

%@ﬁﬁ%,ﬂ;@&@ﬁ&%iﬁw%m%’xﬂ&?uéﬁéﬁ%%%g’
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to g FIRIRS T e d 3 AR EEC) > IRl € RIS AT R
AP EFARAETE L IETEAMBROFRREY R LA P ]
PR E TR EHEERAFRIRBEETER AR AL FRIR S
FAR I EBRIDVAREEAAPLAA KDL P F kB3 &2 MY
Medicare %5 FoRIR & B iE 7 3 (Hospital Quality Incentive Demonstration,
HQID) s+ 4157 1 &7 > vt 2 252 |G 4c » = Qm?ﬂ* 30 % = ZFiE 12.33% >
Ader 3 FenFRL30 X v F1240% 0 AERF I HFLLE  FREHA
Fren30 = m- FEETHEIEFILRGE D —‘*‘Fﬁl‘*T " 5 4p 12 (0.0495 % 0.04
%) HF6EDHQIDFF 218 > 3 4o » P ankuirr = 55 11.82% 0 A4r

~K 5 1LTA% 0 T AEAF L HELE

PR AR MR T % W HQID 3 chfFred o & X 5
ROATE ROtk D Rk R RAH AR LT R B F G 4
» HQID et 3 » & X«ﬁ%mﬁ,% = % ’g‘%ﬂ;z ’T:}ﬁ 4 :;*,{f%%ﬂ%éiﬁvHQngl
FoORMEYT UHCHREE LR A /NS0 X A S5 R LS

TR FRZE FIETE o (Jha, Joynt, Orav, & Epstein, 2012)

porbom PR A L F R LT DAL Rk R
B R AR b bk g Y A HRER G R S R R R g A
T o PR AR AR 0 B S frecd 2R 0 @R D 7 Y
FRFAL FAH K2V Fatfidpik 17 §ERAF L 22 &7 FlGERT

er3 % (Rosenthal et al., 2005; Werner & Dudley, 2009) -

FR-ER SHFLFE S FR A ONR TR Fehdid o T ERF
FePRisfe e 5 1 FRL R PMBAF] A ERRSEREB R FF- FIGRE
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ﬁi%%ﬁ@%ﬁ@%%iﬁi?i&#&*ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%&m’%ﬁ
FhR#EET R NMPER AR L T LD AR BT i RS £
Befes ~ GREE S CRAF A r 2 RY AT FERP BT R
ﬁx%&ﬁ?ﬁ@%&%ﬁﬁéii%ﬂ?ﬁ°E%E$P26’1 Ly BET

BRI AR B AN A 0 R 7 e A B 2 B TR
S rHEP EORE B RRAB LI BB 10% F & Hp gt L
BTGP ATRIIA B ARG L BRI G AR R PRI R e

TR G ARG EFOFR

T SR R SR A REED T AR RLIEEF R
POORERE YRR R RRET R R o A R

”W$$§ﬁﬁ,%g¢w%$ﬁ$nﬁlwmﬁﬁgﬁﬂw;sm@3wm
A R TR L B SR B R ik s E AR ST
?m%’ﬁfﬁ%%%?“ﬂ%%Aﬂ%’éﬁﬁ%ﬁj?ﬁ{ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁw

wg,@g@gﬂugygzﬁgﬁ@wwﬁﬁfﬂ’kﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ
MeBRaPrdhE™ « REFHORESERELF @F DFRITF

DR IR R o

THAP ST G LFR B DL EE S R R TP PREG R
PAERTRFL R E R A TG A XFPT G A PR At - RRT
i N R AR FR/EF R > @S HDFRHES > 2 LEFRRFDONAL o
(Chang et al., 2012; Greene & Nash, 2009; Hood, 2007; Kang et al., 2010; Li, Su, et
al., 2010; Qiu, Wang, Luo, et al., 2011; Qiu, Wang, Zhang, et al., 2011; Shan et al.,

2011; D. Wang et al., 2011)
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AR ABEHFF OB PREILER R S 2 RT I 0
HoRPFrHSPEBREHRFEETI APN DT &7 20 Hha it 7
ARER G R EFE TR AT o AT R W e 4 Bt 13
(propensity score matching ) » #-5 4c » @ F 3> R E A4 22 B R0 (7 1
1o kpeft  + P URF AP FRKRF ORERR - PP AP TERR
PR &Y AR ZAFRF T L4400 LBLFL Y TARE

HIRR A o

A FRoBPRWT I R G I REEBRRES LA SRR L5

_*'J

ot R FREEEART S BB AT Y R PR

%

HTAR %®4T?A“¢%“%FJSF’%@2#%i £ H i R

—

FLAU B REFIF ] SES A %RE FPHFCR Y GRABLEFPULE

—

LN

PTG o b W R RF e R GRS R R RS

o
—_—
-

g é%?%;ﬁﬂ e RIIT CEHGEAR CRAS R P B BT UGR
SRELS A FRAED AFAS TR PELERFTTH R OTAL
FLooRFRRGREE U 2 FERREEE TR B RO s
B T F 42 E & 4 (electronic health records ) #:i& 7 B4 3434 %1/ A2 B H50

2% TR A FRIRIEE L L &4 o (Bardachetal,, 2013)

- HEFH2EFERL BRF(ER BN AR S

B~ E X SR PE) L2 BHFH T4 (1998~2008 E ) i

75 R Ty R AR @:ﬁ]wif;ﬁq//\%ﬁ’a,l_ﬁmﬂ%?—ﬁ HAp iz oo
EEAFEER PN GFG P FREFALE ] BlAe B MRS Fleak it oo & f s

N
%
KX
3K
A
3#
*ﬁ
34
B
1_\:9
s
i
3
B
=1

PEAHHERDET SRR G ek

LN
B 3 (T LS Ao ag Bl S oo T R ARGTHIR



o B Rt L MR B IRRF2ZFE oV azEI R AR

F_&
b
Tk

=

HAGer @ @ BRI B BET 5 - > 3 LR R (I F R R
# &% 73 § 07 5 (undesired provider behavior) » & 3% b e SE % 0 Flt 4R
CEalEE SR AR G IS SEAE L1 I R Lk o e L S U O
o b gk o X AR FIRF R TR T LEE A Y 2o chE TaRT L X
Ser AR TR A S FL T G I A AR AR £ 0 D G RERET Y
OB ARBELAH SRR B2 FRF A A IR A F
LiEBpePFEL  FL P FL §W@ﬁzé%$% PRI 2w
FPRREPE X FEL Tp L S E e 0 A A F R EE  E L
dHR o FREE AR Fﬂ%‘ﬁ@im"‘ YOI L o B 0 dok B L EGH T S o
FeiZEHREDIRA 2 R e > dopt 7 W7 0 B s AT BT
M2 E R - HREFER > MR EBSFHARKT Y 2 £ 8 4 (Eijkenaar,

2012) -
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FoF FRERBRTVC FEFSTEL S RS

7

AR AR 2006-2007 # g pin Bk T o BEAR S R B h - B g
%@’@i@ﬁ»%@?w’ua%?¢Wﬁﬁa?%a%$w%«»@$’é

AREEF B R - B FEIE "&,;ﬁtt;zécﬂﬁx,mz T BEE L

*m\k-

FHRicRBE > PG T 22 - BRI AAME BBRMEIZ B R KRN
4 o WP AP EAARTRNE R E A F SR RES R LR FR
BiR# F o F RREE B FRRAT % PR B Al S (LR ) P R
B L F M- PP T YR TT S B % Rty &
- AR R BIRIEOT TN Ba g REATF L RRE RFE O AEBRR P FF
ERARG XA PEy FRRR T RZ2EY E

¢
G H R & o 4 RPET AP E LT R R E A -

g Aot ’:@iﬁﬂff%ﬁ“$i B g 2 0h s 1B & g )?5;}3‘”9&;, e TS A
AEEHERE ST R OIS TR A BRI R F RS
BHREBRE @ RE A r 2 RETRIFRioFLmw > g & E g bR
TR B ERR o d NERTI AT BR T IRE BRI B kAR R

A RIE A B R AR B L L R ER SRR A

Lo

“

~=\

Wi

A LR gtk B W R 2 2Bl B R AL BIFR ik
SRR Y S RIS T h R R S T AR SRR SELLELE
ALV BREEARSZEF R 2 N ERRF CRERLELB
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E

2 mf‘:é—%*i:}?:,f]}fﬁ%j{ Fl;"""/ﬁ?’ﬂ * 1 H fﬁ/‘{'ﬁiﬁgii ’”?E%;ﬁ’if;]f;t"
FAhm TP TR R R BEF S TR R 2 BR S ATT

ShF o RE R HH - TR SEI T N 7 F o AR PR

F_&

PRy s A e R o F T Rl F e R B AR SR o BB
rm[j;mlkl?\ fl\f\’{‘r’%f’};}l‘ﬂh"l}» 9#“'3}?3)4331"# :hlm:x-/ﬂ" IR‘?’ bﬁif—i
Bed > Pl HGE BRI R T A H B R E B b B AR F S R F R R

# 4131 cherry picking 3R % -

i1 (TR EFRS FERRME (IUATLD) %4 3B E & dfuigfrpm
% tRifampin > & &% T 7§ &%= F g FRET 0 i Rifampin g
3z E ey B 1L R (Enarson, 1994)0R RIAR S & o FR5 & G & e de 2 3T
FAREA PN BRBERR R ERARE LA E A S
AR DR 7T RE IR SO RE S U T
PREFTIRE N ERIR AL FETOEF SR 2 REL L Tk
o PREIVREFRF B S s (WHO,2008) - (37228 %4 2 % 5ci, 2008)
AETHFR > ek R ENEED T (GoR 3 # A B ARG AT ) S0k

?)Lﬁmuzz;fgrs,gfgk,gggxﬁ PRS- SN L BlEBE 5 E L B

3
o}
\*Xr

o~

[}

,/\ ?ﬁ'—u—ﬁujuﬂ 'FK/P;L%—%Z sy Fv = L l/)’ljﬁxl‘ﬂ y ]¥K4CPW?)LﬁJﬂ)Li%Zii , @_._2;&4‘:
FK”‘"F %ﬂﬂ:’(i,%_ﬁ% ébbé‘é‘f)"#‘ﬁ?x#%/p}%‘ R AR - S o o=

®
B et o ? b Gl RF o PR T g R (f BER %3
SRERPFF)REFRR  (TIHOYEGERRTARERG  FL 32 B Pp
DEGI B R PR AL AR ) B T BRI RS
T30 g PR 307.2 2 0 WELH T Y 0 THERGE REF e B4
SRt SRR S e R HEES il i R SR R
LY RiohF > THOERFIFFAZE- £ > EHRFIHFEL -
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NPTy FIREE L ST Y AP eI % 0 1966 3 1996 & WHO 2> &
FEFie R TP ant 5 P TEP DR RN RF R A PR AN G
Bho AT R FIRER LS P 2 #61.490 0 4 e RS (Enhanced DOT ) 1%
e =¥ 2 91.09%(Chaulk & Kazandjian, 1998) > * & # % i& B 7 iR
T Ly PR 40§ 2+ 2z(Chaulk & Kazandjian, 1998; Chowdhury,
Chowdhury, Islam, Islam, & Vaughan, 1997; Crowe, 1997; Frieden, Fujiwara,

Washko, & Hamburg, 1995; Weis et al., 1994) -

AdFAEE PR @ T0E Bh g A

?\_
H
ke
\2
\_.
-
)L;_
oy
}’
i
A

X¥ERiphF o THFEBRLER " 5837668~ (Frofit Tk E i
WP Ry THEERRLAF Y 5 84,0675 & fi’}‘vﬁfiié?%dﬁ "
oA R AT 5 1041315 A R mTP L s K
FBR2BT* 5 1092655 & o AR AHFIRATT HE Y A » WL Y RIS
BBRTIBET* R T 2B 5B g TR A2 > 95 2
FE AN BTGB R AP FR T o L G s AR TR
oo Tt R E T UApl s e £ WS HG kbR 4p £ W 300
Az oA ek s 2R B BRI R YV el e Ap B e
FF s TG AR Flo B F o BT g R R B R e Rinde B i A R
BooRBHOTREZ T RE G ROk B FIRES AR H A
»x & 77 i (WL J. Burman, C. B. Dalton, D. L. Cohn, J. R. G. Butler, & R. R. Reves,
1997) » H 8 3 % %7 3 FEP FRs2 F A F (Murray etal., 1991) » 175 Fl A &
5 WHO {84 4 5 ehfp i Kog o & Bt e B 2 5k 2009 & i3 47 5

T #32007 E Gk 2 e G 180 B A GFL mBeng AR 0 2R
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B K/pfv Tk F 94%:n 4 ¢ 5 2006 F Fx H *Kmmﬁ ek = 74 % (treatment

success rate ) ~» £ 37 85% -

BT AaEER 3 e 0 2004 E A AP EH TR P gRie: + 3 A spEm
ToMIEL RARRBF S 2 o BRI RAPF L LR S Ry o T XL

PR BER N AT A LA O Rk F B4 (sputum smear) £ F 7 SR

A

PRE > SR e g4 2N F X AT RO RS E R A R 3R R~ % R
F Fl 7L / v

~2

+

o= o R FIM 2004 & 7 0 3 2005 % 12 7 £ RRE G 23 LB %

‘W
"Sb
B \

Yy
FEoHP T2 4 A3 A TIaEE L 632 A o S HL RS E 12
Afpdber il FX522% 829 FH 11 A (REFPHBEEIA ) L1 L (R
fEHEEL A ) TmEE L 6LT Ro S Ringt F 2 BRH Ris 5L 83.3%:
RAFBEFL F 20 AREILFELBE A R0 A55% 0 2 TR
B9.1% 2L AT EHA 0 R IITENR PR BRI § P AL
oo (FRAE,2007) EASRFE LB AR S 4 A LA A LA R HIFRE AL

PR R R A

Vo A R SR R TR R 2 R A 17 0 E P 2005 &
2 2006 £ FE L AE Y BPAERIRE TR A g B2 dA u s
2005 i 4 5 %7% 5,756 4 »2006 # 5564 % »2007 & 12 7 2 FA AT F
Z BN e R E O RER R A ERR R FTAI B AL
2AB %ﬁéz%“,!f. o Bois o~ A 4520 A fieA W) % 2005 £ 5537 < 5 2006 & 5,478
Ao EREEE 325 96-98% 0 § M E &Y @65 Kk 0 P S 63 & o fEAY
PG PRHY R RGO R 2000 & FAcFRis R 2L RE F BB R

e = # & (treatment success) ~ = i * 2_ kA #% 3 (sputum conversion) ~ % 7%
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F (default) 354 &% £ 8 > 2006 # 2 FHlez § 54055 2 2005 # B % if B

FARIT AR S & 0 BT S BRI - ek

FUPFATWNTRER T B R LR wE S R RS DOTS #
R % 8 % 35 % (sputum smear and culture ) 3= % B 14 2,966 + (82%) %
FE>r2EDOTS B4 1441 4 (74% ) VG REFHEEB IR AIB 2 P
S (FRie H £ GrE4pi%)  DOTS BRIEH S 47% 022 DOTS & %

33% % 43t BEE L B ok DOTS B2 eh= 3 0 IA4 % % % »2 2 DOTS ¢

gt » DOTS #2744 » DOTS & B % 12 7 EHUsR %% 0 #50
DOTS B %5k = 5 & 75.1%%4F % % »+2- DOTS % % 51.6% (P<0.001) - DOTS
B % eip F 50.0%2 % A ip F 25.1%35% 0 22 DOTS B % thipfy F 29.7%32
AR 21.8% 5 43 2 0 4 » DOTS & ehipfy % 5chf ¥ B3 A 4 » DOTS

¥ oz K ERA 2 DOTS B % ch7 = #4 % DOTS B %15 &2 DOTS

,A«

f
B %= 5 37.7%% ¥ % > DOTS i % 13.6% (P<0.001); % & s > » TR

¥

EDOTS B %4 25 50% > ¥ % >4~ DOTS B % 3.5% (P<0.001) - #
Y B 0 b DOTS H i Biifze A 382 7> 2 2 1) « 4 gk
ML R4 ~ DOTS &% prF 3 >t A 4 » DOTS » & = ﬁfé"i"fﬂ g

o (FiE BA T E ¥, 2008)
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