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[ Abstract ]

Cost-Effectiveness Analysis of
Cervix Cancer Screening Program In Korea

Sang I1 Lee, Min Woo Jo

Department of Preventive Medicine, College of Medicine, University of Ulsan

There is no evidence-based guiddine based on costeffectvensss analpsis sbout the cepvix cance soeening program in
Korea. A cost-effectiveness analwsis induding two options was done in order o provide the bagic data for deseloping
tmore efficient shyatepy.

We agmumed 400000 women with age of 20 a3 2 hypothetical coheort. We developed o optiors with different ending
ape of Pap smear @0 vears ;d 70 wears) AL cost and effertivencss were estimated from Markew cohort siradation
method. When caleulabing botal cost, social perspective was baken. Costelfectivensss mtios were caleulated by comparing
bwo options with "do nothing' strategy.

Bath cost and effectivensss of the latler option were greater than those of the former option. Cost-effectivensss ratio of
the Ind option & less than that of the Tat option,

Tf society can afford b pay the total amt of sreening program, anmmal screening fov the waomen up to age of 70 vears &
mere efident than that of &0 years in Kowea. We can get more accurate and meliable costeffecliveness analysis resulls it
parameters of Markow model in this study are refined through further research.

(Korean | Health Fromeot Dis Prev 2003 ;3 : 13-28)

' Address for Correspondence @ Min Woo Jo
Depertment of Freventive Medicine, College of Nedicine,
Lniversity of Ulsan

Tel: 82-2-3010-4 258

s Fax  B2-0-4 772808

'E-mzil @ jomirion @zme.seoul. kr

26





