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Combien doit-on payer ?

e Le prix du marché
* Prix = colits = Union Sovietigue
* Prix= dépense souhaitée/ volume

e Prix= utilité sociale
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Assessment of a new technology compared to

the reference treatment : the C/E plane
Laupacis & al. Can Med Assoc J, 1992
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Are we ready to reduce quality
In order to contain costs ?
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Cost +
\ 3-5 x per capita GDP per QALY

Above 30,000 UKE per QALY
threshold
Acceptable ICER
1x per capita GDP
per QALY
Low ICER
effectiveness
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C/E osteoporosis treatment threshold

Tosteson & al. Osteoporosis Int 2008

e Modélisation C/E du traitement en fonction du
risque de fracture a 10 ans

— Résultat médical= fractures ( femur, vertebres,
poignet, jusqu’a 2 fractures par 0s)

— Qualite de vie = valeurs de base de la population ou
perte de qualité de vie du fait des fractures

— QALYS = espérance de vie x qualite de vie
* 4 populations x sexe
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C/E osteoporosis treatment
threshold, 2

e Traitement bi phosphonate, RRR = 35%
e Parfaite observance
e Coduts traitement, fractures et suivi
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Cost + Above threshold

60 years

/0 years

hite females,

Asian, Hispanic,
Black females,

80,000 €/QALY Acceptable ICER

White females, 65 years

22,000 €/QALY
Asian, Hispanic, Black
females, 75 years

Low ICER Asian, Hispanic, Black

females, 80 years

White females 70 years;
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C/E = $ 60,000 ou £ 30,000 /QALY

* Proba fracture 10 ans (%) =4

— White females 70 yrs
— Black, Hispanic, Asian females 80 yrs

» Proba fracture 10 ans (%) > 4
— All females 75 years
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Case finding for the management of
osteoporosis with FRAX ® — assessment

and intervention thresholds for the UK
J. A. Kanis & al.Osteoporos Int (2008) 19:1395-1408

 C/E threshold £30,000/QALY
» Dépistage ciblé
e Généraliste + densité osseuse

e Traitement alendronate (utilisant les
résultats d’'un modele précedent)
e Qualité de vie
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C/E alendronate
(Bone 42 (2008) 4-15)

Cost (£000)/QALY gained Proportion cost effective (%)
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Ratio C/utilité en fonction du risque

fracturaire

Cost/QALY gained (£000)

FRAX®—assessment
and intervention

thresholds for the UK o
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Osteoporos Int (2008) 19 : 1395-1408
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FRAX® — assessment and intervention

thresholds for the UK
En supposant un ratio C/Utilité de £30,000 par QALY

Osteoporos Int (2008) 19 : 1395-1408
10 year fracture probability (%)
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Conclusion

Négociation

 Transparence
 |dentification des parties prenantes
 Formation a la rationalité economique et

aux autres rationalités
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