
523 
 

 

 
 

 
 

QALY ICER

1)  

(1)

1999

NICE(National Institute for Health and Care 

Excellence) 1QALY 2 3

2)

1QALY

1QALY

1QALY

13000 3) NICE

 

(2) Willingness to Pay:WTP

1QALY

1QALY

5 6 4)5)6)



524 
 

 

 

(3) GDP WHO

WHO 1

GDP 1 3 WHO

NICE 2 3 1

GDP 0.8 1.2 3

 

WTP

7)8)  

contingent valuation method

 

(1) (2) (3) (4)

(1)

(2)



525 
 

 

range bias

(3)

starting point bias

 

(4)

National Oceanic and Atomospheric Administration: NOAA

9) CVM

10)

 

7)

strategic bias



526 
 

 

 

8)

 

 

 

 

1) Eichler HG, Kong SX, Gerth WC, Mavros P, Jonsson B. Use of cost -effectiveness analysis 

in health-care resource allocation decision-making: how are cost-effectiveness threshold 

expected to emerge? Value in Health 2004; 7(5): 518-528 

2) National Institute for Health and Care Excellence. Guide to the methods of technology 

appraisal 2013. NICE 2013. 

3) Claxton K, Martin S, Soares M, Rice N, Spackman E, Hinde S, Devlin N, Smith PC, 

Sculpher M. Methods for the estimation of the National Institute for Health and Care 

Excellence cost-effectiveness threshold.  Health Technology Assessment 2015; 19(14): 1 -503. 

4) . QALY .  2003; 13(3): 

121-130. 

5) , . 1QALY .  

2006; 16(2): 157-165. 

6) Shiroiwa T, Sung YK, Fukuda T, Lang HC, Bae SC, Tsutani K.  International survey on 

willingness-to-pay (WTP) for one additional QALY gained: what is the threshold of cost 

effectiveness? Health Economics 2010; 19(4): 422-437. 

7) , , , . . 

 2006; 53(11): 818-830. 

8) Nimdet K, Chaiyakunapruk N, Vichansavakul K, Ngorsuraches S. A systematic review of 

studies eliciting willingness-to-pay per quality-adjusted life year: does it justify CE 

threshold? PLOS ONE 2015; 10(4): e0122760. 



527 
 

 

9) Arrow K, Solow R, Portney PR, Leamer EE, Radner R, Schuman H.  Report of the NOAA 

panel on contingent valuation. 1993. 

10) . CVM . 2009  



528 
 

 

  
 

 

28

 

 

3.1  

3.2

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



529 
 

 

 

 

 

Indication-Specific Pricing ISP  

ICER (Institute 

for Clinical and Economic Review) ISP
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Zaltrap 1mg $250 1mg
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100mg 29.80 25mg 1115.90
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