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Abstract

KT TIE, ~NVAT T TR ITLE LUTCODAZ ) —= VT (i) Ins o
LOFHTFIEZ BT, b3 7 PR BFNT & 2 RIS 0O B E 7L Ok
FIZDOWTHLT 5. LURWIZIE, G RDS A (prostate cancer) DAY ) — =V &
B ITDZBEET IV S <)L a 7 EmR 2 R U 72854 0, IR, P se
M, HERS VR, HER B X O X e o SRR W TiE L, ~Lva 7
EFMZ LB BAMRAFTORRBICOVCHMT 5. £, MMM L LT
DQALYs(BLA#EEAZAE) £ TV AT E T, AR L OBIURIZ DN THRA
5.



1 EL&HIC

QOL(AIEDE, Quality of life)lZ DWW T I, EHFPEIRIZED 5 BRIEPRIT 2 EH &
T 25 G EDIELIC, AEETOmMBEE, HEDEZ R WAR Y EA O FEHiFE#EIZ K
SLAHELEZZIEEBMMINZFMREL AV o, ZRREBIAD» oREWIC THE
DE] ZBEATVWDHEWVWAS, [HEEOHE] 2ROAEF, HANCL--TERERSTE
25 U, i D X 512 IR GHIE A BT N T WS HDIZDWTIE, g b
LWV EFMBEO IR AT S G E BB BE SN T — R EDRT (ZRTT —
ANZ&oT, THFEDOE | OBUEA S NIRAENZMEENBRETEI L EZ 5.
BAEAGIZ & o T, AN DIGEID & 0 J5 DBGEX, il % OARIL T DAL D R & D ELfE
HAEEIZRBEEZ OGNS,

AR T, v IVaT7REET IV E L TOERLZRAA, M7 FE (screening
planning) IZ X5 F LK REEITI -HOD TN I 7 ET IV ORERKLER DRFEZERM, R
TEZEM, R BB L ORA XEF e mE AR OVWTHBIL, v a7
ETIZLDBEAMBANORHZIZOVTHRT 5.

2 Cost-effectiveness analysis

W2 - W - IBEETE QRS REME L LT, IROMY Az ATV .

Heijnsdijk & 12 & 2855 ([5],6]) Tl, QALYs(Quality-Adjusted Life-Years)Z BE# 3
55 712 5 L (Hearth Care Programmes)$H K VW - IGED T AA VY M H
IME, RRBEFIEEM 2 3 — 0y NIZ BT B AR AT B TV X LML D T —
R EEHEE LT, Wi LS~ DZEL BROZTN TN TDQALYsE R - W -
EEBEEOKIEE CORMAMEEMDERIZ X > T, PSA (Prostate-specific antigen
screening) D322 IR AT AR AN K B IE DA, R 7232 W D [alkE % H 1) &
LTWw5.

Bl ZAE, [5] T, EAFA (Life-years) & B #E 4L {24 (QALYs) DHLIKIZBWT,
Y Ialb—>3a iz B1000 Y72 0 O H#EEEOBEE IR IZ B W T, 55 h
ST E THBEDAY ) —= v JIZ ko THRONDEFERLQALYsE DI ()
D) X, MEMETO A2 Y — =2 702 & (1000 A2 72 b 0)524E D AR iy & 414F
DQALYSDHIZPWTEERTEZ 2 e h o, BB TORFNIEME FILIZ
BWTI, @R 22 W DR EPSAOE AR OB RIZHWT, MEFETO R
V==V T EAMTHEEZEZRLIENTERI L 2EHLTWS. 727201,
ERSPC(European Randomized Study of Screening for Prostate cencer)iZ 51} % 7 — X
IZH EDWIEGFFEEEQALYsORBEILTH 5 &, QOLIZIZAEFHELUZX L T23%
DAHT 4 TAYNRT IDHBEEMELTE D, BINIRB A DZW & IBE O EE
IZEWT I, BEABEDOQOLNDEEDHEN DR BN L ERINT NS,

I oI, BIITBWTI, M2 - 2l - IO ZENZNITE T D E & HERIREE,
WEINAMEE TOXMRPMIZEINT, FAEOBEBEFHHET VELTDY
470y Ialb—yavilkdoms L0, RZREERE, %22 - RO 3K
— M % 1T > TV 5. Bt ER, MZPMARERE IOV T, ¥ F I AT
BFONBQALYSIZH LT, Ml DRER L2 L5 LICLk- T, FoNS1EM
DQALYsH 7= b TOBEHIENH 247> T W5, BB LZ, 2, FEDOMETOMHRZ D
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T, BB DES~T2F DA TOMBSINOMK T BWEAMESITIC BT 2R5FH
FHEAF S ND Z e EZRLTWS. UL LENS, HIZIE BEZE O iR, Fo 0
TW3 T — XEOHISFFE DR EDF R L2 FZE TN, BRMES TSI
BT TOVOREE L | FEMBIENIC X 2IEE M, ET VAT /87 A — X i€
DFEPAFARELRT XLy b6 DEDTHE I REDRRD SN, £7-, FER
DA BEWTH LR o DRV BETH DI LIF, 2 FTHRL.

A, PR (9 & DA B~V A TPRFED S L TOADRAMRZ T 17 5 LD
F ) AFMOMGENH S, HARENTO, BER MBHEROSHET — X, ZW
BOEFRRE % WA~V 3 7 REBRFRIZE T2 BEET Y X 7 % GEH £
L UT, mEhkicRzgs2liz, BENTOHERS 70 I LD Y
TV A DEANMEIZDWTHGEEE Lz, ZTOETRONI->F V) A7 Tk, 1455
DHERBMERITHI & U T, KNG IZHERBMERITHI N LA T 2 IEER v )L a 7l
HOE &, ML IERZEOIET ) A2 DHREFT> TW5, R X N5 EiHTY
[ (405% AR%) TOEIAZ 20, FE L 72 BT RO Y F ) A B W T—HIFET Y A
RPN LV ERINRINTNS.

EFHIFEAM (Economic Evaluation) % ZBREETIMIHWTITS & EiTiE, M
XN BIRAEZE, P, HEIEHIN T O FHR S Tnwd e WnwS Z ki
FEVPVETHS. RIZ, ZOEFE TN OREREICRERITEIE L, FoliEh
Bonze LT, TOREMRIE, BORET VATORER THL Z L2 EN TR
S5V, PSADMZ 707 T MZBEWTH, HIAIX[12]DE TIVTIE, i IRUIBR(RP,
radical prostatectomy) % JREEZELD — DIZE A, BISLARDIRFFEIZ B 1T 5 5843 B
T T REBEDOEE L DT> TH 0, BHEFILORE I, BEEETOE
(il DR 5 6t & BH OEAPRDL, HER X NZ B R IckoTE DN ST %
BRELRZ L HD. £72, 12OMBIZEVTEERINTVED, JlOBWEHE
G & U T OPSAEE U % (active surveillance) 72 & & ¥R < LV 3 7 5EE TV
DFEENEZELBRARETH D L IXEVEH V. TNENOBWERFEETDO Y A7
fili, FEFFRVFEA 1L, 272 5T U BMEMADOARMEEMICBEL T, #Y) (F#) RE2WiGE
FHHAVRE N D E D TIZRWAS, AL TORILE TV & Z DM T1E 2 MEIL, &
Rab—varvRREAMMESSOETIVEIPTEICZRD, 178 Ialb—
¥ a N KBEBIEHIOFRRE, DI DLENREZHDEFZEAIAT VDS,

3 Partially observed Markov decision model

ZDLEBRRTEY AT LDIREZEMSIX, RO X SIZRT I ENTE S,

S = {0 no prostate cancer),
1(T1 - G<7),2(T1 - G=7),3(T1 - G>7)
4(T2 - G<7),5(T2 - G=7),6(T2 - G>7)
7(T13+ - G<7),8(T3+ - G=7),9(T3+ - G>7)
10(death or worst imaginable death)}
={0,1,2,...,10}



7272U, T1, T2, T3+IXEDETBW L V2K L, GOBUEIX, ARz L3277 ) Vv
237 i%#T. T, BT — XTI BEREDA & KGRI LT A 0B Z 2 5%
{, 22T, BEREEZIT = {55,56,- -, 75} COMZIIEFEA1E EOBEE RS
:aa?é.:®;5KB<:tf<xau~ /&ﬁWWM%%ﬂAt bf%m
THIENTES. BAL LT, FIZIEOECDD T — X M FIHATHET, M2, BF
B, AT T ete DEFET — X &R D 2 afai‘f% %([6]). %7z, Wes e & KT
Be LT, #izR [12}@:&7»1 ¥, PSAMRTE D325 DA HE, EMRDZ5 DA HE, i
RO GIROEEOFIEREE X 5. []OD%T)I/OJJ:O R AN
AR ré%%énﬂ“éi%é}c: 1%, PSAMGES D fE & R, PSA@%OJ*@J# & % E AR
PEVOERIZ L 2EEE BT YAY) OBFEREITOIBHEITIE, PSARZ DOZH#%
@Fﬁszﬁﬁ#cwk DHWHEEE, TN O N BIREE —rwf@ﬂ&m%ﬁ‘ IZEES S
deteriorating system & U TEAMLT 2 Z EDBWHETH 5 (cf. [7]).

QOL & QALYsIZ B 9 2 % FHHEEME D BARGI & U T (cf. [5]), HIAIK, %) FEZ
LEMOIERBICB I IMAEL LT, 015 108EE2E R 2. FETHR%0, B2
IR IE A1 TR L, FRICK T 28 2 213 M T O K Mg D & 5 utility (%h
e e 625 FlIZIX, A2 —=Vv7 (B#) 12Xk - T, LAR(1/52)DM, &AM
730.99( X [HfiE 13.0.99- 1)a%xf V&b dHizH DQALYsD KA IX

1
(1-0.99) x — = 0.00019

52
:Fi/jfd? ﬁﬁ?'ﬁ(ﬁiﬁﬁ life years) 2L TRbNTWB &I NS, HIZIX, £z
12 BE120, R AHEEHMED0.9(0.87-0.94)TH - T, HEfHEIX

0.1 x 5% = 0.00058
AN
RV ATREBEOEREZ L LT,
o (FFHRIC X B % RITWRIES)T = {55,56,...,75}
e core processDARFEZE[H]S = {0,1,2,...,10} = X (set of states of Core Process)
o WIEZEMA = {0(no screening), 1(screening), 2(clinical diagnosis without screening) }

e observation process D% § BAMREEZEH]Y = {0(negative), 1(T1 - G < 7),
2(T1- G =7),...,9(T3+ - G > 7) }(set of states of observation process)

AR U 7z & 50, REZERICOWTIE, ERE YR ZET D ET LV HEER LI 2N
T& 5. core processDIRFEZE ] 2 b & 12 U 72 REDHERE DR % X (11T T
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Figure 1: core process® £ IRAED HER R

7z, BUAMREZEHY I DWW T, ENFRIC 51 5 BILIRD ARG OPSA & #
FHENR AN D D K 512, R=A T4 YPSAL N 52.0ng/ml& 1w b A TKRA v
k D4.1ng/mlDIEH*, 1.0ng/ml, 3.0ng/m10)4’)0)PSAfL L B5DDIREHEN S, B
:bﬁﬂF'EJFﬁ'ﬁ[‘m@fﬁ’@i*ﬁx"\@ﬁgm’f‘:ﬁ 5 T EMEEI N, Zhn U BHRIREZE
MY DR REE ST ZEVARETH 5.

S5, HRMERITIIR,, BREESH, 2 A NEEC,(x,y),z,y € S, BLHANK
HE(obserbation states y € Y)IZ B9 2 #HERS Mt tq. (yli, §) %, 0 O E 2 BL < )L 2
7 YP5EE T )V (Partially observable Markov decision model)& U TE&HT 5.

ZDETFILTI, KR

Col,y) = [C,(7,y),
(=1{Cu(z.y),

BEZDIENTES.
POMDP D & U T,

Cal,y)]
), Ca(z,y)} (low and high utility costs))

() = Pay_ (-1, 9)(J), j € X, t €T

IZ2WTC, policy 7 = (ag, ay,...,ap_1)DH &, {u()}A3~ VA TWETH D, IRDTE
HARLHSNTWS. ([10],]11])



Theorem 1. fEEDBUR 7 = (ag,a1,...,ar1) XU T, HERDHEDF] {p()},i =
L2, TWExNa7i@fte s, bbb AROTHESSI T e P(X)ITHLT

Pr(p; € Tlpo, o, pias - - - pe—1, a—1) = Pr(pt; € T|pi—1, ai—1)
N ARVASN
ZDEE IRODPAERDELD LD ¢

Va(p) = mm{ (1) + > Va1 (Palp,y) Qa(/t;y)},n—1727..-,N7 (1)

yey

72720, Vo iZIma A NEBTH B,

ARMFEIZE 2~ a 7 REBRRDREMMTEDKE R S, LiLODPHER
X, REMOFRBEIZE > T, n =12 5NE THRMWIZDPARERZ M < 2 & TR
"ELND.

ZMn = 1,2,... NIZH LU T, DP/j A (1) Dminimizer% a} , &KL, 7 =
(ag,af,...,ay )& BL.

ZDrE, INSDODPAHRBRRDOMIZE - T, IROREBERDFHENPRING.

Theorem 2. DPJiFER (1)D minimizer® 5ol fif (B BURY] )L, JTEED <L a 73k
EEBEORERE L FETH D, TH8DE, V(o) = supren Vv (10) B3 D 32D,

POMDPsO#HLE T OFEMIZ DWW T, B2 1X[3],[1],[8] % B IR X v7z .

4 cost effectiveness and cost utility analysis

<V TETIMIE T B MR O &ML, ?)614\ &, I OmRIbEE 25 &
2%, 3 A MBS L 0% HEIBCE BN RN, A R R B TIEEI
EHr@zﬁmtof FEAM S AED £ arwmﬂfhﬁ'ﬁi%ﬁhﬁm R ZENHEETH S.
QOLB X QALY s % flifEBI G & T 2B MBS HE IV I TETNIZENT
fRITATRE T H 5. BARMIZIX, TENEINIZ X > TEALT 2QOLIZ B $ 2 HARE) il
Z, ZTNTNOTENBRICE > THEU 2RI cOBEEME UTEIHEis 5 Z & T,
TTENENOFEHIZ X B2 QALYSH D LA A RE T, FIZ L > TOH MG S D
VeDeind, P (frE)zE) ’Eﬁtﬂt"’“ié‘é LT, BIES N DRI K
BIZEk->T, ¥DXHIZQALY s DIENZEALT B Dh, EIE %)iﬁyiwcse%vwf%‘é@bi‘
AEETH L. FHETIEIIBHEET VAR I INE LD TH D, ERiICHEIEEDE
MRIZEBES5RZ2ETIVOUR, HRMTOTESHZLICHEATES EE X
5Nb. £z, EFIIZEL T, E?L@r‘ RIFRT LR, FEET L ZDH D
DINTA—=REDEYMEDHRE R ZLIZTERVWEEZ . RBEENITIER
LHEETOEAMEIITH-TH, HADEEDEZSH, HH VI, H5—EDHK
ETOMMIIDE & T, IGEBEOL2ERZ R LLY ’Cf)%ﬁfﬂt“)#’c% %ﬂ%
DER/MEEZ I D RERTENEIR 3o W2l v H 5. T o DFEmiL, *ﬁ—%
LG B 1) 2RI BT 2 fETH H 0 (cf [2]), yﬁ%a77n—
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FIZ &k BREBRFIEDOHE L TN 6 OmD, H2EFE L ENITEL-DODRRIC
WHDABEEATWS.

QOL, QALYsOHBUHEDFIFHIZBIL T, #il 2 1F, KHZRE X 7= 20 A EAE (atility
estimates) %S = {0,1,..., 10T U CTHRIH(cL. [5],[6)2d F 61 5. KIEfET &
LT, BESHAO EFRMEE FRAEIZ LB TEHEROBIRE, ~ VI TJ7ETNICE
WTEETHIENTES. i Ak U T, BHRIE (cost effectiveness)iZ &
DHEIMEND2BUHAE B LICAT Y ==V I DEYFIVAPATY ==V 7L
DEGEHEELDQALY s NOEE DKL ARE T H 5. & ¥ F Y F(finite policy 7 =
(70, 71, -, TN )R U T, 83 & b (net cost DIENN45) % QALYs TEl - 72 L (SE¥ o
A MTHIERS 2 Z & T, BERAZIAZHT (cost utility analysis) 3 FJHE T H 5. B fRT
ELTH, WHHEEMHED XFRBO FIRME, EREZHAWTITEERS T2 T5 &
MTEL. FoNDHEHRE LTk, BHMESN, BHSHASITOZNZNT, FIZIE
RA7BYIalb—Ya v Il L5FMARBEOH RSN RETH L. 51T
SAX, ZEHWFMBEE DS L TONL — MO ERE THETH O, SO
D DO THS.
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