e

YTEIONOMIKH ZXOAH
AGHNQON 1929-1994

H enidpaon TnC TexvoAoyiac orn
(PAPHAKEUTIKN danavn

KapapnAn EAeubepia
Topeac Oikovopikwv TG Yyeiag
EBvikn Zx0An Anuoaoiag Yyeiag



H av&non TnG pappakeuTIknG danavng diaxpovika eivar JeyaAuTepn ano
Tnv avénon Tng danavng uvyeiac kai Tou AEN.

Fpapnua 1: IXeTIKN HETABOAN PAPHAKEUTIKAG danavng, danavng uyeiag (NAnv TG PAapHAKEUTIKAG)

kai AEN o€ 15 xwpeg Tou OOZA, 1980-2005
1980=100

= Pharmacsutical = = = Toial haalth ezpenditura = =ewesemeee GOF

40

B0 -

|] 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1980 1485 19480 18495 2000 2005

Note: Indexess were caloulated using national currsney units at 2000 SDP prices. Fharmaceutical expenditure 1s

excluded from total health expenditure.
Source: OECD Health Data 20807,

OECD (2008) Pharmaceutical Pricing Policies in a Global Market. OECD publishing. ISBN: 978-92-64044142



H papuakeuTikn danavn

- To uwo¢ TnG gapuakeuTikng danavng (E) eivar anoteheopa
TOU YIVOUEVOU TNG OUVOAIKNG NoooTnTac Twv pappakwv (Q)
(N TNG noooTnTac €ni Tou peyebouc Tou nAnBucopou) nou
katavaAwvovTal €ni TNV TIn Toug (p).

E=p-Q=p-q'n

« H au&non Tnc papuakeuTIKNG danavnc UMopel va o@eiAeTal
€iITE OTn WPETABOAN TWV TIJWV, E&TE OTN MeETABOAN TNG
noooTNTac, €iTe o€ ouvduaouo Kal Twv OUo.



Figure 1
The U.S. Prescription Pharmaceutical Market Total Annual Sales Growth and its

Sources
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Sowrce: IMS Health, Retail and Provider Perspective™, 2001.

Berndt ER. Pharmaceuticals in U.S. health care: determinants of quantity and price. J Econ Perspect. 2002 Fall;16(4):45-66.



NMapayovTteg nou ennpealouv TNV €EEAIEN TNG
(PAPHAKEUTIKNG danavng

[lapayovTec nou oxeTidovTal JE TIUN TWV PAPHAKWV:

— MeTaPoAec oTnV TIUN TWV GAPPAKWV PETA TNV €i0000 TOUC OTNV
ayopa

— AUEnon diaxpovika Tnc TIMNG EI0000U TWV PAPUAKWY OTNV ayopa

— MeTtapolec oTa nepiBwplia KEpOOUC, POPOUC, AUOIBEC NOu
eniBapuvouVv TNV TEAIKN TINN TV GAPHAKWY

— NIaBeoIPOTNTA YEVOCT|HWV

— MANBwpPICHOC

Canadian Institute for Health Information (2010) Drug Expenditure in Canada 1985 to 2009



NMapayovTteg nou ennpealouv TNV €EEAIEN TNG
(PAPHAKEUTIKNG danavng

[lapayovTec nou oxeTi(ovTal JE TOV OYKO KAaTavaAwonc:
— [MAnBuopocg, dnuoypapia, eninedo uyesiac Tou NANBucuoU
(eppavion vewv aoBeveiwy, ENdNUIWY, aANayeC oTov ENINOAACHO
Kal TN BapuTnTa non unapxouowv acOeveiwy),
KOIVWVIKOOIKOVOUIKOI NapAayoOVTEC

« AUEnon Tou NANBUCHOU Nou KaTavaAwvel papuaka
« AUEnon TNC NOCOTNTAC TWV PAPHAKWY MOU KaTavalwvovTal

*AN\OI NApAYOVTEC
— MeTappubuiceic 0TO cUOTNHA Uyeiac, ac@aAioTIKn KaAuywn Tou
nAnBuopou, NeTaBOAEC OTIC NApoxXeC NepiBaAwnc (papuaka nou
KaAUunTovTal aopalioTIKd, NPoUNoBE0EIC, GUV-NANPWHEC)
— @apuakeuTIKN Blopnxavia oo
— SUVTayoyPa®IKEC NPAKTIKEC KAl GUHMEPIPOPA KATAVAAWTE l

Canadian Institute for Health Information (2010) Drug Expenditure in Canada 1985 to 2009
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Figure 1. Time-Series Analysis of Monthly Drug Spending.

Zhang Y, Donohue JM, Lave JR, O'Donnell G, Newhouse JP. The effect of Medicare Part D on drug andp.. EONIY
medical spending. N Engl J Med. 2009 2;361(1):52-61 {'i :




H nidpaon TnC papHaAKEUTIKNG TEXVOAoyiag
OTO oUOTNHA UYEIAC

YnokartaoTtaon naAaiwv Pe vea papuaka (treatment substitution
effect)

— H Tipn/povada pnopei va auinBei N va PeIwBEi

— MakponpoBeopa To GUVOAIKO KOOTOC MEIWVETAl OTAV N VEQ
Bepaneia €ival Mo anoTeEAEOUATIKN

AUEnon TNG kaTavaAwonc TWV VEWV papPakwy, kabwc Ta vea
(pAapuaka pnopouv va xopnynbouv os acBeveic ol onoiol Oev

unopoucav va Aapouv unapyouoec Bepaneieg (treatment expansion
effect)

— MakponpoBeopa unopei va avtioTabuiocel Tn YEIwon Tou
KOOTOUC ano TnVv urnokaraoraon

’

Cutler D. and McClellan M. 2001. Is Technological Change in Medicine Worth It? Health Aff (Millwood). 2001 Sep—Oct;20(5):11—29.[

Serra-Sastre V., McGuire A. 2009. Diffusion of health technologies: evidence from the pharmaceutical sector. In Costa-Font J., Courbage C. McGuire
A. (eds)The Economics of New Health Technologies: Incentives, Organization and Financing. Oxford University Press



NMapayovTteg nou ennpealouv TNV €EEAIEN TNC
(PAPHAKEUTIKNG danavnc

H aA\ayn Tn¢ ouvrayoypagpiknG OCUUNEPIPOPAC ano Tnv
£10ayWyN TNC (APUAKEUTIKNG TexvoAoyiaC OupBAAAel o€
onuavTiko Babuo otnv avénon Tng danavnc kal ekppaleTal P
VA UMNOAEIMHATIKO napayovra r o onoio¢ ek@palel Tov

puBbuo Kai TNV enifapuvon TnG PApPAKeUTIKNG danavnc.

E=p-(q.n) r

\ ON
¥ LT
o~

Mnyn: Gerdtham et al (1998) “The effect of changes in treatment patterns on Drug Expenditure”.” Pharmacoeconomics 13(1 Pt 2):127-34.



Table IV, Indices of real (inflaion-adjusted) drug expenditure, relative drug prices, quaniity of drugs consumed and the residual during the pened 1990 to 1995 (relative to 1990
values). Values for the aggregate real drug expenditure (TOT) and for 12 Anatomical Therapeutic Chemical (ATC) groups are given (see Appendix for explanation of groups)

ear TOT ATC group
A B C D G H J M M P R 5

Real drug expenditure?

1950 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1991 107 1.06 1.12 1.02 1.03 1.06 1.28 1.05 1.00 1.06 1.04 1.07 1.01
1992 1.19 118 1.24 1.09 1.23 1.20 1.52 1.23 1.02 122 1.09 1.19 1.10
1993 125 1.33 1.41 1.03 1.41 1.59 155 1.35 1.02 142 1.06 1.29 1.13
1994 137 158 155 147 1.62 218 167 1.40 1.20 1.72 1.16 1.39 120

149495 175 1.75 1.25 1.62 253 1.81 1.44 142 213 1.23 1.56 132
Relative prices of drugs?

1990 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1991 098 097 0.54 087 0.949 099 0.97 0.97 0.97 1.00 1.00 0.98 0.99
1992 096 0.93 0.85 091 1.03 1.01 0.81 097 0.89 1.03 1.04 0.96 1.04
1993 0.1 0.89 0.8z 0.83 1.02 1.05 0.79 0.90 .82 1.00 1.03 0.90 0.98
1994 09 0.86 0.80 0.81 0.95 1.05 0.79 0.87 0.79 0.98 1.01 0.89 0.54
1995 0.86 0.80 0.82 0.95 1.07 0.78 0.87 0.80 0.ar 1.03 0.90 0.95
Cluantity in DDDs®

1990 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1991 103 1.02 123 1.01 1.07 1.08 1.06 1.04 1.02 0.99 1.00 1.05 0.99
1992 110 1.05 1.55 1.06 1.24 1.2 1.13 1.15 1.08 1.02 1.02 1.10 1.00
1993 1.15 1.09 182 1.05 135 1.28 1.16 1.15 1.13 1.06 099 1.16 0.99
1954 1.2 140 233 1143 1.62 1.41 1.24 1.14 1.22 1.10 1.03 1.13 0.98
1995 @ 11 2.0 1.15 1.71 146 133 1.07 1.23 1.18 1.02 147 0.98
Residual?

1990 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1991 105 1.07 0.55 1.04 0.96 099 125 1.04 1.01 1.08 1.04 1.04 1.02
1992 112 1.21 0.92 113 097 0.98 1.65 1.10 1.05 1.15 1.03 1.12 1.06
1993 1.19 137 0.90 118 1.02 1.19 1.69 1.28 1.10 1.4 1.03 1.23 1.7
1954 124 1.66 0.83 1.28 1.02 147 1.7 1.42 1.35 1.60 1.12 1.39 1.30

1995 1.54 0.81 1.33 097 1.63 1.74 1.53 144 1.86 117 1.48 141

MNominal drug expenditure divided by consumer net price index (VAT excluded, standardised to 1990 = 100).
Retail price index (VAT excluded) divided by consumer net price index, standardized to 1990 = 100.

Dirug index measured in terms of defined daily doses (DDDs) [standardized to 1990 = 100].

100 = real drug expenditure index/{relative price x quantity).

=T - T = S < |

Mnyn: Gerdtham et al (1998) “The effect of changes in treatment patterns on Drug Expenditure”.” Pharmacoeconomics 13(1 Pt 2):127-34.



MapayovTec av&nonc TNC PAPHAKEUTIKNG
danavnc: ePneipika dsdopEvVa

Table 3 Index of NHI pharmaceutical expenditures in 2001 (base year 1997 =1)

Mumber of

Decomposition of increased spending

Classification of drugs items Total spending Price Quantity Mix
All drugs 13,295 < 1.56 > < 0.82 > < |.2D> < |.59>
By anatomical therapeutic chemical
Alimentary tract and metabolism 2,108 1.39 0.81 1.33 1.29
Blocd and bleed forming organs 637 .71 0.82 .13 1.84
Cardiovascular system 1,454 |.88 0.80 117 2.00
Dermatoclogicals 48 209 0.76 1.85 1.49
Genito urinary system and sex hormones 618 l.66 0.90 .56 1.18
Systemic hormonal preparations, excl. sex hormenes and insulins 653 1.83 0.92 .27 1.57
Antiinfectives for systemic use 2,540 1.25 0.81 0.7% 1.96
Antineoplastic and immunomodulating agents 120 2.39 0.88 1.3% 1.96
Muscule-skeletal system 1,424 1.39 0.77 .22 1.47
MNervous system 1,795 .76 0.85 1.34 1.55
Antiparasitic products, insecticides and repellents 198 l.42 0.48 1% 2.50
Respiratery system 1,568 l.34 0.86 1.03 1.51
Sensory organs 98 1.6l 0.99 0.98 .66
Warious 34 il0 0.56 4.83 1.15
By drug vintage
Old 13,068 1.38 0.82 L17 1.44
New* 227 @G22 0.91 0.09

*Mew drugs indicate those included in the NHI formulary after 1996,
MNHI, Mational Health Insurance.

Hsieh CR, Sloan FA. Adoption of pharmaceutical innovation and the growth of drug expenditure in Taiwan: is it cost effective? Value Health. 2008 Mar-

Apr;11(2):334-44.



MapayovTec av&nonc TNG PAPHAKEUTIKNG
danavng: epneIpika dsdopEva

« O1 Gerdtham ka1 Lundin (2004) s€ctacav Tnv €€€NIEn TNC
danavnc yia ¢appaka otn Zoundia (oupnepieAaBav
wWOTOCO Kal Tn danavn yia ¢appaka nou katavalwénkav
OTA VOOOKOMEIa kal Ta MHZY®A) Tn dekaeTia 1990-2000
akoAouBwvTac Tnv idia peBodoAoyia kai diakpivovTag
ENINPOOBETWC PETAEU TWV NapayovTwy nou ennpealouv
TOV OYKO KaTavaAwonc:

— kaTtavaAwon papuakwv (DDDs)/acBevn,
— MOCO0O0TO TOU NANBUCKoU nou AauBavel papUakeUTIKN aywyn Kai
— HETABOAEC O0TO pEYEBOC Tou NANBuUCUOoU

Gerdtham UG, Lundin D. Why did drug spending increase during the 1990s? A decomposition based on Swedish data. Pharmacoeconomics.
2004;22(1):29-42.




Table I. Indices of real (inflation-adjusted) drug spending, real drug prices, quantity of drugs consumed and the residual during the period 1990-2000 (relative to 1990 valuas).
Values for the aggregate real dug spending (TOT) and for 14 anatomical therapeutic chemical groups (A-V) are given

Year TOT A B C D G H J L M N P R S vV
Real spending®
1980 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

1885 1.46 1.51 1.38 118 1.46 2.25 1.68 1.28 1.78 1.26 1.82 1.18 1.37 1.21 1.08

2000 215 200 185 178 214 182 (A4 O I3 H 280 181 14T 154 128

Real prices?
1890 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

1995 080 0.89 0.83 0.80 097 1.04 0.79 0.85 0.81 0.81 1.02 106 04 0.94 0.85

2000 0.88 0.87 0.83 0.7 1.08 0.81 0.2 0.82 0.84 1.05 117 082 1.04 0.86

Quantity {in DDDs)*
1590 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

1995 1.27 m 2.64 117 1.7 1.54 1.35 1.08 1.68 1.24 1.18 1.20 117 0.98 4.56

200[)1.05 1.45 190 176 151 1.[)2 155 140 079 143 085 547

Residual

1980 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

1985 127 1.53 0.62 1.28 0.68 1.4 1.57 137 1.31 1.25 1.50 0.85 1.29 1.32 0.28

2000 m‘m 0.61 1.61 0.87 1.89 1.76 1.61 241 1.96 1.4 1.41 1.73 0.27



Mapayovteg au&Enong TnG PAPHAKEUTIKNG danavng:
gUNEIpIka Oedoueva

« Gerdtham kai Lundin (2004)

— 1 N00OTNTA TWV (PAPHAKWY NMou Xopnynodnkav auénbnke kata 41%, ol
(anonAnBwpPICUEVEC) TIMEC TWV PAPHAKWY HEIWBNKav kKata 7% kai o
UMOAEINUATIKOC napayovtacg auénbnke kata 67%

— O1 JeTABOAEC QUTEC BIEPEPAV CNUAVTIKA HETAEU TwV OepaneuTIKWV
KaTnyopIwv

— [a Ta ouvTayoypagpoUpeva papuaka Jovo:

e JUVOAIKA, N NOCOTNTA TWV (PAPUAKWY MOU Xopnynodnkav au€nenke To
dlaotnua 1990-2000 kata 64%

« To heyaAUTEPO NOOOOTO TNG AUENONC AUTNC OPEIAETAl OTN CUVTAyoypagpnon
NEPIOOOTEPWV (PAPUAKWYV YIA TO HEdo aoBevr) (au&non 49%) kal AiyOTepo
oTnVv av&énon Tou apibuol Twv acBevwyv nou AapBavouv ¢papuaka (6%
METABOAN)

« H au&non Tou ouvoAikoU nAnBuapou nNTav POAIC 3% yia To uno €EETaon
diaoTnua.

Mnyn: Gerdtham UG, Lundin D. Why did drug spending increase during the 1990s? A decomposition based on Swedish data. Pharmacoeconomics.
2004;22(1):29-42.



MapayovTtec nou ennpealouv To puOUO au&nonc Tng
(PAPHAKEUTIKNG danavng: EPNEIPIKa OeOopEVQA

Total Statins Antithrombotics Antidepressants bl biphosphonates
oral drugs
Per capita spending in 1998 $324,000 $22,30 $3,00 $22,80 $4,80 $2,20
Per capita spending in 2007 $578,000 $57,70 $9,80 $35,30 $17,10 $10,30
Annual rate of change 6,0% 10,0% 12,6% 4,5% 13,6% 16,9%
rate of change due to
population aging 09% 1,3% 1,1% 0,7% 1,2% 1,2%
age-standardised rate of
change 5,1%| 8,7% 11,5% 3,8% 12,4% 15,7%
prescription volume 4,0%| 10,0% 8,8% 5,2% 5,8% 18,0%
prescription size -0,7%| -0,9% -0,2% -0,4% -0,3% -0,2%
volume effects 3,3% 9,0% 8,6% 4,7% 5,5% 17,8%
therapeutic mix 1,4%| 0,0% 4,1% 1,6% 6,2% -0,1%
drug mix 0,7%| 1,3% 1,2% -1,0% 0,8% -0,3%
therapeutic choice effects 2,0%| 1,3% 5,4% 0,6% 7,0% -0,4%
prices paid 0,4%| -0,2% -1,0% 0,4% 0,4% 0,1%
generic use -0,6%| -1,4% -1,5% -2,0% -0,5% -1,8%
|price effects -0,3%| -1,6% -2,5% -1,6% -0,1% -1,7%

b ESOSH
B e

Mnyn: Morgan S., Raymond C., Mooney D., Martin D., (2008) The Canadian Rx Atlas. 2nd edition. University of British Columbia Centre for Health Services and Health Policy Research,

Vancouver, BC, Canada




ZUHBOAN TNGC PAPHAKEUTIKNG danavng oTo
eninedo uyeiac

e MEAETEC PYE TN XPION OIKOVOUETPIKWV HOVTEAWV EXOUV
OUOYXETIOEI OETIKA TN (PAPHAKEUTIKN danavn He
— Au&non Tou nNpoadokihou {wNG o€ HEYAAUTEPEC NAIKIEC
— Meiwon TnG npowpncg BvnoINoTNTAC O€ OPICKEVA VOOTUATA
— BeAtiwon Tng noiotnTac {wng

— Meiwon ouvoAikoU KOOTOUC Bepansiac JEow TNG MEIWONG TwV
danavwv yia aAAeC HopPeC nepiBaAywng

* [lepiopiopoi:

— H anoTignon TN PEPOVWPEVNC ENIdPAcNC TNS TEXVOAoyiac
uyeiac oTo €ninedo uyeiac kabioTatal dUoKoAn AOYyw TNG
uwnANC aAANAOCUOXETIONC TwV NPOadIOPICTIKWY napay{)wr;v



H ocupBoAn TNC KAIvOTOMIAG OTO
eninedo uyeiag ornv EAAada

e O1 7 NIO ONUAVTIKEC PAPHAKEUTIKEC KAIVOTOMIEC

a-MEA ka1 avTaywvioTég Ty unodoxéwv TG ayyeoracing 11 | 5.0

Eionveoueva oTepoeidn Kal B2-JlEYEPTEC | 67,4

zrarivec [N 64,6

AvaoToA€ic TNG avTAIAC NPWTOVIV Kal avTaywvIoTEC Twv H2

UNOdOXEWV /54,3
NedTepa avTBIOTKA | 48,3
AvTika @apuaka yia T byeveic nnatirdes B kai C [ 45,0
AnokAeiloTEG dlaUAwV aoBeoTiou | 33,6




2UVvOeon OEOOUEVWV NPWTOYEVOUGC EPEUVAG
Kal NWANCEWV

« Ol ONUAVTIKOTEPEC (PAPUAKEUTIKEC KAIVOTOMIEC TAUTOXPOVA
napouaialouv dIaxpovika UPNAEC NWANOEIC

— avaoTOAEIC Tou PETaTPenTIKOU evlUpou TN ayyeloTaoivng (a-MEA)

— EIONVEONEVA OTEPOEION Kal B2-OIEYEPTEC

— OTATIVEG

— @vaoTOoAE&IC TNG avTAiaC NPpWTOVIWV KAl avTaywvioTeG Twv H2-
UNodOXEWV

— anokA&IoTEC dlaUAwV acBeaTiou



H diaxuon TNC KAivoToHiac
Aanavn yia avTifloTIKa pAPHAKA YIAa EEW-VOTOKOHEIAKOUG
aocOeveic ornv EAAada (1990-1999)

« H (anonAnBwpiopevn) danavn yia avTifloTika ¢appaka (ATC J01)
au&énbnke kata 24% oTo uno PeAETN dlGoTNUA

« O AT® yia Ta avTIBIOTIKG GAPUAKA NOU NPAYHATOMNOINCAV NWANCEIG
O€ ONA Ta £TN MEIWONKE ONUAVTIKA

« H auv&non Tnc danavng opeieTal o
— Au€non Tng kaTavaAwonc NaAaioTEPWV avTIBIOTIKWV (PpaAPHAKWV
— 2NV €i00d0 VEWV PpapPakwyv oTnv ayopd

\ :
L ol
Mk

Mnyn: Zintzaras E, Toannidis JP. Modelling of escalating outpatient antibiotic expenditures. J Antimicrob Chemother. 2003 Dec;52(6):1001-4. Epub 2003 Oct 29.




H di1axuon TnG KaivoToHiac
Aanavn yia avTiBIioTIKG PAPHAKA YIa EEW-VOOOKOHEIOKOUG aoBevVEiIG oTnVv
EAAGOa (1990-1999)

To 1999 34,9% Tnc danavnc avTioToIXOUOE OTA (pApUAKa Mou €ixav

gloaxOei peTa To 1990 otnVv ayopa

« 90% TNC 6anavng yia vea pAapuaka avrioToXoUoE O 3 OPACTIKEC

OUOIEC

« H katavaAwon naAaioTepwv avTiBIOTIKWV NAPOUCIACE £NIONC

auénTikn TAaon

- Ta vea papuaka ocuveBalav onuavTika oTnv auénon Twv danavwy,

dNUIoUPYWVTAC HIa vea ayopa { ‘, |

Mnyn: Zintzaras E, Toannidis JP. Modelling of escalating outpatient antibiotic expenditures. J Antimicrob Chemother. 2003 Dec;52(6):1001-4. Epub 2003 Oct 29.



ENINTOOEIC YIa TN PAPHAKEUTIKN
NOAITIKN

"EAEYXOCG TNG
(PAPHAKEUTIKNAG
danavng

e

BeATi)on TOU
enNINESOU uyeiag




Pharmaceutical Forum

e 2TOXOI TNC PAPUAKEUTIKNG NOAITIKNG oTa KpaTtn-MeAn tnc
E.E.
— BEATIOTN ¥pnon Twv NOpwV yia £va PIwoIHo cUCTNHA UYEIAq
— MpooPaon Twv acBevwv o Gpapuaka

— EmBpaBeucn TnG kaivoTopiac (NpOoBETO OPENOC OE OXEON WE
UNapxouaoeC Bepaneiec)

 KaivoTopia:
— NPOO0BETO BepaneuTIKO/KAIVIKO OPENOC,
— BeATiwon TNg noldTnTac {wng,
— MPOCHETO KOIVWVIKOOIKOVOUIKO OPENOC

Pharmaceutical Forum-Pricing and Reimbursement Working Group. Characterisation of the Value of Innovative Medicines. Document available at
http://ec.europa.eu/pharmaforum/docs/pricing_innovative en.pdf



http://ec.europa.eu/pharmaforum/docs/pricing_innovative_en.pdf

Pharmaceutical Forum

« TigoAoynon / anolnuiwaon Kai kaivoTopia os Xwpec tTnc E.E.
— TigyoAoynon: 2 NPOCEYYIOEIC
« Y& kanolec XwpeC (SE, UK, GE) ol TipEC opifovTal anod Tn (PpapuakeUTIKN
eTaipeia. H Tiyn anoTeA&i NApAPeTPO OTNV (PAPHAKOOIKOVOUIKN agloAoynon
nou akoAouBei (value-based pricing)
« Y& aMec nepintwoelc (FR, BE, NL), n a&loAdynon Tou (BepaneguTikou
KUPIWC) opeAOUC anoTeAel Tn Baon yia TNV TIHOAOYNON TWV PpAPHAKWV N
TOV KaBopIoKO aVWTATWV TIHWV
— 'Onou 10 BepPaneuTIKO/KAIVIKO OPENOC BEWPEITAI GNUAVTIKO, TO NPOiOV
Aappavel upnAoTepN TIUN O OXEON UE OUYKpPICINa papuaka
— 00dnyiec oTouC ouvVTayoypagpouc yiaTpouc Kal NEPIOPICUOI OTN
Xpnoigonoinon Twv papuakwy npoBAEnovTal yia Ta ¢papuaka autd
— 2€ ApPKETEC NePINTWOEIC O1adIKaoieC TAXEIAC EYKPIONC YIa KAIVOTOUIKA
papuaka
— Yno opouc¢ anolnuiwon nou ouvOEETal UE NEPAITEPW TEKU plﬂon
(coverage with evidence development) 432

Pharmaceutical Forum-Pricing and Reimbursement Working Group. From assessing innovative value of pharmaceuticals to pricing and reimbursement
decisions. Document available at http://ec.europa.eu/pharmaforum/docs/pricing_assessing_en.pdf



http://ec.europa.eu/pharmaforum/docs/pricing_assessing_en.pdf

MapayovTtec au&nonc TnG PApHAKEUTIKNG danavng:
gUNEIpIKa dedoueva

- H unokataoTtaon naiaiwv PE vea papuaka kai n
LEYAAUTEPN KATAvaAwon €ival ol KUPIOTEPEC AITIEC
au&nonc TNS pApUakeUTIKNG danavng

« O1 yeTaBoAec auTec napaTtnpouvTal KUpIwe o€ papuUaka
nou XpnoiyonolouvTtal oTn Bepansia xpoviwv VoonuaTwy

« H enidpaon Twv dUO AUTWV NAPAyovTwv dlapePEl HETAEU
XWPWV, YEWYPAPIKWV NEPIOXWV, XPOVIKWV MEPIOOWV,
DepaneuTIKWV KATNYOPIWV PapHAKWV



ZUHNEPAOCHATIKA

« H Texvoloyia ouvdeETal Kal PUE TOUC OUO NAPAYOVTEC

« H papuakeuTikn TEXVOAOYIa CUVOEETAI PUE PEIWON TWV
danavwv UYEIAc YId OUYKEKPIPEVEC VOOOUC

« O1 eMOPACEIC aUTEC anoTEAOUV NPOKANCN Yyia TN
(PAPHAKEUTIKN NOAITIKN: 100pponia HETAEU oUYKPATNONCG
NG danavnc (BpaxunpoBeoua) kai BeEATIwWONG Tou
eninedou uyeiac (pakponpoBeoua)

o



ZUHNEPAOCHATIKA

 H oikovopikn a&ioAoynon, n npowbnon TNG TEKUNPIWHEVNC
ouvTayoypapnone kai n uloBernon KiviTpwv woTe N {NTnon
VA OTPEPETAl OE ANOTEAECUATIKEG Kal anodOTIKEC Bepaneiec
gival n Taon o€ NOANEC XWPEG

« 21nv EAAGda n enidpacn Tng TEXVOAOYIAg Kal TNG
KaTavaAwonc paiveral OTl €ival ol onNUAvTIKOTEPOI NAPAYOVTEC
augnaong Tng danavng,

e H Unapén a&ioniotwv dedopevwy o€ OAO TO PACHA TOU
UYEIOVOUIKOU OUCTNHATOC EMOPEVWC Kal OO0V agopa Kal To
(pAPUAKo €ival Kpioiun yia Tnv napakoAoudnon kai a&lohoynon
TWV NAPanave TAoEWV T



