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Abstract

ARWETIX, AVAT T 707768 UTOAZ ) —= V7 (Rig)7Tas 5
L DFEAFIEIZ B WT, b3 7 PRGE T K B RGNl O BOELE 7L Ok
HZDWTHELT 5. FARINIZIE, BTV RAY A (prostate cancer)@7\7 V—=v7
IBIABIHET NS VIO 7(3&&1@&%%5521/71 i D, IRREZE ] P 22
M, HERB LR, HERBE B KR Xﬁ%ﬁt%i@ﬁﬁmzomfméﬁb <) a7
ETVIZLDBRAMBINTOERIZOVWTHEmT 2. X7z, BAMAMBNIT L LT
DQALYs(EHFARAEGFIE) L VI 7 ET I, BRHSIESNT & DREKRIZDOVWTIER
5.



1 ECHIC

QOL(A1EDE, Quality of life)lZ DWW T Ik, ERECERIZEE D 5 BARHPRIL 2 ZIK &
T B AGIEDIENIC, AHETOMMEE, HEDEZ PR Y BN DI IZ K
SARELZIEEBMNMINGFMRELEH VO N, LRGBS SRERIC THETE
DE] ZFEZATVWAHLEWVWASL. THEOE] 2ROAEF BEANIEI-THELRLTE
A5 U, D &S I EBINRFENER B TN T VWD EHDIZDWTIE, i H
5 WVITERMOHKRZ1T S BEICEBICBEAAI N 2T — R L DRT (BIRTT —
BNZ&-T, [EEOE] OBMEASINIREN R IMERENBETCEZI L EX 5.
BEALIZ K > T, A DIEFI D B 0 Ji DUWEER, il % DRI T DA ORI & D Lk
HLEA[BRIZMB EEZ HNB.

RIFZETIE, v VI TREETINE L TOERLZRA, M2 E i (screening
planning)iZ x4 9 2 EE, REZIT S 7DD IV I T ETIVOHKEFEDIRFRZER], )k
EZEM, MBI B L ORA I mE AR O OVWTHBIL, v La 7
ETIMZLBBEFNES T OREBIZOWTHRMT 5.

2 Cost-effectiveness analysis

W2 - W - IREETEOREREMILE U T, IROID A Z R TWnL .

Heijnsdijk 512 & B %%([5],[6]) T &, QALYs(Quality-Adjusted Life-Years){Z B389
53 712 F L (Hearth Care Programmes)& & 2l - 16D T EAX VY M H
Sk, RRFREHIT 2 2 — 0 v NIZB I BRI AT 5 T VX LEZED T —
REHPEE UT, MG LEHEENDODW, BROZNETNTDQALYsE M - W -
EEBEEDORIEE COXAHMEMOERIZ & o T, PSA (Prostate-specific antigen
screening) D322 HIME R HTINI BRI AT K B I T O, @RI L2 W D[RRz BN &
LTW5.

Bl 21X, [5] T, EAEH (Life-years) & B i AEAF4E(QALYs) D HBIZHEWT, £
By I 2l — 3 2K 51000472 D DR FAHEEEOREELBIZ S W T, 55»
ST0E THBEDAZ Y ==V 2L > THONSEFEREQALYsE D (5
DR X, MERIBRTO A2 Y — =2 212 K B (1000 A4 72 D D)524E D AR fiy & 414E
DQALYsD HIZEWTEHZER TE S Z o, EHAM TCORFBFHFLAE 7 LI
BWTIE, @R Z B OE G EPSAOBEHMROBAIZE T, 4ERETD A
TV -V T EAMTHEEZEZDLILENTELZE2EHLTVWS. 27201,
ERSPC(European Randomized Study of Screening for Prostate cencer)iZ &1} % 57— &
IZH E DWW EGFE & QALYsORIBE L TH 5 &, QOLIZIZAEFELBIZX L T23%
DANTATAVYNI IDHDEHEMELTED, BINIED A DB W & IGFE DM
IZBWTIE, BEMAEDQOLANDEIEDHEN DR W L EHERINT WS,

oI, BlITBEWTIE, 2 - 2l - WO TN TNICE T 5 B H & HHIRTE,
WEINZMAMBE ZONRPMIZE SV, FHEOEREFMEE T LE LTDOY
A0y Iab—yavilkaomd L0, MPRREMERE, 22 - AZ2H0 a5k
— M EIT> TW5. REZ A ER, MZHBFE LR IZOWT, Y F ) AT &
BONBQALYSIZN U T, iR ORER b2 2 22 12L& - T, B 5N 5 14ERM
DQALYsH 7= ) TOBEMHMED 27> TW\Wob. BB LZ, 2, OB TOMZ D



22, IR D65~T2F DI A TDRZSIDOMK T WEAMRSITICE T 5 RBFEHN
AHEAESNB Z e 2 RLTWS. LR LRSS, XX mEZEHO LR, Boh
TWA T —XEOHIBREOREDER L 2EFRITNE, BRAMEIFIZE TS
BIETIVOREL | GBI X 2 E X, ET IV EZMKT 587 X — X #iE
DFENAFHEERT =Xy bR S5DEDTHB I i RkOON, £7-, HER
DHFIZEWTE SHRARFHIEED S DRV B ETHH I LE, EDETERL.

AR YR T K BB~ L a 7 RED E t’CO)?Lﬁ=/\/1‘§a?’\7 i 75L\0)
VF I AFMOMER D L. HRENTO, BER RZEROZHT — XA, 7
BOEFRR Y % BB~ L a 7&EJIV BII3RBITY A7 %mﬂﬁﬁaéﬁ
* LT, ffﬁj"ﬁaﬁﬁé‘lﬂ%,ﬁﬁ’@maﬁﬁaéﬁﬂf'% ENTOWERZ T 75 ML Y
+ 7?03134445!5 DWTHEEZE U 7=. %@Eﬁnfi‘&bhf’ ¥ AT, 14
DHERBMERITH & U T, KA () ICHERBMERIT AN LT 2 IEEH <)L 3 75
Hob L, BB L ERBIEOTET ) A2 DA AT - TN 5. HE3E XN 2 E R
F'ﬁ(4o;,fzu[f¢)f DEMZZ)N, HE LB ROYF ) AITBEWT—FHTY A2
ZRITFoNbE VW RV REINTVS.

FEEHIFLAT (Economic Evaluation) % ZERIREETIIZEWTITI & EIC i, AH
XN DIRAEZER], o e, MBI TOREMENERINTWVWD WS Z i
EEVBBETHS. KIZ, %O)%Zfﬁjé-r)l/@ﬁ‘ﬁkf"ﬁ_kﬁ‘x_@m FEAE L, BN
Bonh-r LT, % OB X, BEET VNTOREMTHD I L ERNTHEA
50, PSAOD@:’\7D&7L\LBL\T% H Z X [12] D E TV Tk, B EREIFR(RP,
radical prostatectomy) % IREEZI D — DIZE A, HISLIRDIGHGAETEIC S 1T 25 281l
TN TREHRFEDOEEL S ET->TH 0, BEETIVOME L, BWERETOE
fill DS TG 81 & A DAEBIREL, HERR X N B 7% SRR L IC ko TH DR, 53
BRECLZEHD. £72, 12OMEICEVWTEERINTWVWEY, JlOBMEHE
G & U T DOPSAE fﬁﬁg{f(actlve surveillance) 72 & & ¥l ~ )L 2 7 IREE TV
DIERNPEZILRAETH S L IZSVEH L. %M%MOD:’\U?%‘F;W‘TOD ) A 73
fili, FRFIFEMNE, 225 T U BMEMADARHEEMEICBEL T, #Y) (B#) WP WiaE
FHEDREND E D TIH AR WD, AL TOBIE T IV & %@Mﬂﬁ%{fﬂ%’é@ I, v
Rab—vavRRESNTESSCETIVENPAEIZRD, x4 7y Ialb—
Va K BEBEFIORR, A DRAEEDEEATVDS

3 Partially observed Markov decision model

ZDEZEIRE Y AT LOIREZEMSIX, IRD L SITEKT ZeNTES.

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>T)
7(T13+ - G<T7),8(T3+ - G=7),9(T3+ - G>7)
10(death or worst imaginable death)}
={0,1,2,...,10}



272U, T1, T2, T3+HIZEDHETZW L NV E2RL, COBMEI, ERizk 3270V >
AaATEERT. 272, M2 T — XIEE T EE W RICUTER I NS Z 0%
<, 2 ZTIE, BESESZIT = {55,56,--- , 75} COMZ R M@ ELL EOBEE TS
ZEIZTA. . ZDEHICBEL T, A7) —= v JIGMIME 2 24D Bz L THE K
THIENTES. BHL LT, HlXIXOECDD 7 — X BRI HAEE T, M, IR,
B BT 7 cte. DEFET — X E2J/D TN TES([6]). 7z, IREZERERTE
BELUTE, FIAE 12JOETIVTI, PSAMREDZZ OAE, EMRDOZZ O AT, [l
SARDYIROEHDITHEHENZZEZ L. WIAPDET VDI, MZTH T 7 LD
BRMEZ RN T 256121, PSARZOE L AR PSAMB OREEIC X 22
PZPOERIZL2ELFE ECYRY) OBEETIHEITIE, PSARZOZZ#E
DIEEREFIZL 2ZWEELEZ, TNONLEREETTIVCTORICREBIZEET S
deteriorating system& U CRERILT B Z EDFRET D 2 (cf. [7]).

QOL & QALYsIZ B 9 2 % AHEEME D BAR Gl & U T(cf. [5]), B A, % FAE%
LB OIBERBICB I AHEEL LT, 00 0108EE2E X 5. BT Z20, B4
IRHERIRRE 2 1 TR L, FRITH T 58 % 21T - WK T D IX[HIR D H % utility (%)
e bx% flIZIE, A7) —=v7 (M) IT&k->T, LAR(1/52) DM, 2hFAHE
730.99( X M I%0.99-1) 2 FE X T, O & D H7zH DQALYsDOE LA X

1
1-0. — =0.0001
( 099)><52 -0.00019

DR IARE (ETZAE, life years) (2L THRDNTWH I N5, HIZIX, Ek%
12 BEI1TIE, R #EEHEA0.9(0.87-0.94) TdH > T, ELREIX
0.1 x i = 0.00058
S oB2 T

5.

X)L a 7 PREBFEOMBESEZ L LT,

o (fEMRIZ X DX % R IFHEAE)T = {55,56,...,75}

e core process®DIRAEZEM]S = {0,1,2,...,10} = X (set of states of Core Process)

o RFEZEMA = {0(no screening), 1(screening), 2(clinical diagnosis without screening) }

e observation process DI BHPMRIEZZMY = {0(negative), 1(T1 - G < 7),
2(T1-G=7),...,9(T3+ - G > 7) }(set of states of observation process)

AR U7z & 51, IREEMIZOWTIE, AR EUIREZBETIETNVEEZERADL I LN
T & 5. core processDIRFEZE ] % £ £ 12 U 72RO HERE DRI Z X (1)1IT/RT .



no cancer

> Treatments

T3, G<7,=7,>7

Figure 1: core process® £ {REE& D HEFL IR

£ 7z, BUHAPREEZEHYIZ O W T, EINRZEIZE T D EIV IR ARG DPSAL &
RN AICH 2 L D12, R=A T A YPSAL I N52.0ng/ml& F7y b A T KA ¥
~ D4.1ng/mlD1E7A*, 1.0ng/ml, 3.0ng/mlD4D DPSAMEIZ K 55D DRSNS, M
:A,ﬁﬁF'ﬁﬁﬁﬁm@ﬁ%’?i*ﬁﬁﬁ@@i@m%ﬁ T EMBEI N, TNLU f’%ﬁ{ﬁﬂﬁfaﬁ%
MY DB REREITEHITO ZENARETH 5.

ST, WERBHERITHIP,, BIEEEH, I A MEEC,(v,y),r,y € S, BUHANK
H&(obserbation states y € Y )T B3 2 HERE M E 8% q. (y]i, 1) %, WH OB~ L 2
7 P5EE T )V (Partially observable Markov decision model)& U TE#&T 5.

ZDETNTI, KT

Ca(,y) = [Co(2,), Calw,y)]
( {C (z,y),Ca(z } )+ (low and high utility costs))
HEZDIEINTES.

POMDP DL & L T,

/’Lt(]) - (Dat—l(ﬂt—layt)(j)>j € X>t eT

IZD W, policy m = (ag, a1, ...,ar_1)DH &, {u( )}V A TBETH D, IRDE
HARLHSNTWA. ([10],[11))



Theorem 1. fEEDBUR 7 = (ag, a1,...,ar_1) R UT, MERFHEDF] {u(-)},i =
1,2,--- T IZ~¥NVa7i@fee s, $50b, EREOAHIESSI T e P(X)ITHL T

Pr(p; € Tlpo, ag, pias -+ s pre—1, ae—1) = Pr(p; € Tlpizq, ai1)
MWD LD,
ZDLE IRODPARERD KD LD ¢

Val) = m{ W+ SV (@, Qa(uy)} =12....N, (1)

yey

72U, Vo 133 A BT H 5.

HRMIEIZ BT 3 < L3 TREBEBBEDOREAEORERY, S, FEEODPARER
i, EEDFRBIZL 2T, n=126NE CHRMIZDPAREAZ M Z & THEM
nEONS.

Zn = 1,2,...,NIZxX U T, DPA A1) Dminimizerz af_, & &KL, 7 =
(ag,at,....a%_ )& BL.

ZDLE, INSDDPARRDEIZ L > T, MOBKBEBERDEFENRIND.

Theorem 2. DPJifE= (1)D minimizer® Hod i (T@ BURS )1, JoEEDO <)L a3 7 ik
EBEDOREMREFMETH S, TH0D5, V(o) = sup,ey Ve (o) D3 D 32D,

POMDPsDBELE T DFEMNZ DWW TIE, B2 IX[3],[1],[8] 2 B E 172\,

4 cost effectiveness and cost utility analysis

YV ATETIIZET BFHIREBDORME, H B0k, I HAORKILEEZ S &
T, 3 A MBS L ORI HBEBZ B YN EANR, A RIPFEMEIC S W™ TIEEIR
J@&Viof’ﬂﬁ%¢®%tf®mﬁmﬁiiﬁ%%6%< CHHBETH B.
QOLPB L FQALY s Z Al BIEGHI & T2 BRI ET NI TETIVIZENT
fRITAIBE T H 5. BARIIZIE, TEHERIZ & > T2 T 2 QOLIZ B 5 B4 %) F 4l
Z, TNTNOTENERICE > TAE U 2R TcOBEBRME U THHMiid 5 Z & T,
FTEREN OFERIZ X DQALYSH D LIS A [ HE T, [FHIZ & o> TOAE S RIEmMEEHLD
VeDeind. PREREM (ITEZEM) ZHEUNIHET 5 LT, MEI NS EREKE
BizkoT, ¥ OXIIZQALY s DENZEAT 2D H, EfF %2 KLU 72 € T IVIEED
ARETH 5. I FIRIIBEE T V2 H I I N EDTH D, KEiXHEZDE
FRIZEBE5RZ2ETIVORE, HRETOFHFOHREICEEATE S LE X
SND. £z, ETIMLIZEL T, EX EDOT — ZERTERY, BEETILEFDOE D
DNTA—=ZEADEYIMEDFEmD RS Z & if%m\t%zé RZKEEIZIZF
CHLETOEAMEINTH-TH, 4&@%%@%@5, HBEWE, HD—EDH
ETOMHIJIDE & T, IO ERE R LELY f%%vhxt‘o#f%,%ﬁﬁﬁ
@E’“’J\ﬂﬁt iﬁlﬂ*ﬁ?&ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂi‘&t R nwWZeesdhd. TN DERIE, 2%
LEGHE 2 B 1 2 RPFFHI 2B cBI S 2T TH & 0 (of. [2)), ﬂ%tﬁf*)m—



FIZ K DRTEMBIRFEOEBEL ZN O OFERM, H2EELENITELZDDRIC
WD ZBEFZEZTWNWD,

QOL, QALYsOEAEDO KM AIZBI L T, Bl 21X, KRB S 172230 FH #EE A (utility
estimates)Z S = {0,1,..., 101206 U TRIH(cf. [5[6])D3d 1T &b, XEfENT &
U, BEBESHO EREE FREIZ X2 TENEROMIRE, ~ VI 7ETIVIZE
WTEETLHIENTES. FliAEL L TiE, EAZE(cost effectiveness)iZ &
DRI NI2BMEE2E LRIV =V T DEYFIVARARAIY =V TR L
DFBELDQALY S NDEEDHIKEABETH 5. &> F Y A (finite policy 7 =
(70, 15, TN )X U T, 83 A b (net cost DM % QALYsTEl- 72 (E¥ 2
A N)TEHRS 5 Z & T, BRERIF ST (cost utility analysis) S A[RE T H 5. R fEMT
EUTH, MAHEEMOXMERID NRME, ERMEZAWTTERERS M Z 52 L
MTEL. HFondiERE UTE, BHES, BHSASTTOENENT, A
A0y Iab—rarvREIZLLFMRBFEOHMONAAETH L. 52
S A1, ZHWFHEEBK DS L TON LV — b #EEOFEim D HETH D, SHE DS
RED—DTH 5.
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