(o0 &)

HMO 72D AL

——804FALIz

(= bY. » ] el
AKIEHD LG B AT LD T T,
HMO (Health Maintenance Organization (s))
(ZALE D 2B PR INDE D kA2 15 TR
Lo, LifRE R TwE, Zo
HMO i3 PPO 7 &b D B He LA HLAL & & &
W, BEHE— b il oS 2 T A S LT,
Frz, ARV RRARIOBTE S L B aehth L
N2 DR AT 2 T L e LTS T
% 72 (Enthoven{1988], Enthoven and Kronick

ok 1)( lilll
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, o
) a2
o
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]

B 5 K DBHER I ——

ZSUN L T

[19891) . 904:4CIC 351 B KB DBk s 45
WYL, EDRPELLE % NS B LDEHZ L
T3
Wagner [1993]), Z & 9 iz, HMO

(Kronick, Goodman, Wennberg, and

WIS I L 2 b 51275, 128 218,
NBB e L 2SR & L T A 4 % Rand
Health Insurance Experiment (2 35\ T

HMO 2¥z=#i17% FFS (Fee-For-Service) flil] |5
W77 A, R o RTILC, L
LY — L ADEDKETLE -
FEA DA 2 72 (Manning et al.
Ware et al. [1986]) ",

EVvo)
[1984],

TUNTe o,
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1 HMO®MEE¥ (1976~1991%F)

i Iglehart [1992]
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N T, 20k ) % HMO od e pditon
i & 5% 2 T BREE N Ze TS D TR L
£ &, A bDNHMNWTY, ZNBLNIL, 1980
ERIZ B 5 HMO g sl el i b 5,
HMO £ H 319804 790075 A # 5 914512 13
3,90007 A~ & Balaehm &L 72 (M1), &
BIZHRE L Z8E, 1ZEAETRTOENTS
> »¥ utilization review %
it “managed care"?c7c b E ) HKTH D

(Iglehart[1992]), managed care L ¢ &
5 HMOIZ ML T, D3tz Aril LTz
FESEEHE 777 >
BRI DL I, Tk

RUH e FERE b B — & R BT 1
LT, HMO 2 N E &Y 128168 2 & 2
TWTHLH) EFZ LD,

HMO DSz H WY, 2 DBy & = 04
Tdh -T2, %I, %@m@%#—bxm%b
ey & < EREEAYB0FAIC B b 22T 72 =

uiéogﬁﬁ%@ﬁm<&#%%#—ﬁz
DUEAF « A, BRI~ OB % 5
OB EVITL - e ERIY—E 2 i Tl B

BT managed care &

BOMEINC & » TELE I AT FE D, BEREGE
«a@mau&%%mmm«m@% ked A L

W0 fz, F 7z, HFE HMO shikdl, 2
#| PPS 7itf A (834F), RBRVS i A phsz (89
) &, DWIPTIC B 2 ESR RIS O
SEALIE R RIS TIC 0t U C L 2 Bz i 2 5>
aZ &itkode, A&, Z#b HMO ¥4
Hul) o C BURZALIZTEIG 2 Lz, BESPEg
HEL THMO mfE 2 b2y 2 & &
oo 1o /N TTIE, HMO 2 31T 2 BE#EY— & 2
DG A F & uiic, HMO pE 3 R 124
T2 W 5002 5 S TRIRHC,  BEFEERIIBOE
AR &R A5k T 5 2 2 AR & % B

b, RN T

7 HMO jiEsg

HMO®M: ¥ ity %1,

KHGTla, HMO pESED FEHE 1% & oo 55t %
Lt%%ﬂ»EZM%WW%QmuomTMH
5,9 2HiTlx, HMO D WE &R D &Fli 5 4
WY B, 85 3 11 T, HMO o3
;%%ﬁm%wmmvafwh ENDEN L

% HMO O #UEERE S L o) R & I8 L T s
B0 ki T B, FOMNGRE L HHEGKIZ
K4 >+t~ 74 7 (financial mcentives) &

VAN

utilization management ¢4, HMO o EHELY
IR IS B 4 2 A0F9818, # il Rhdhs &
U (b BWIE) Bl oo, iz s n
&I E v, 4119 HMO 0§
T2 o2 1 - B4 % 720 b, HMO pi
DYEREN) 2 O3 AT % L SR IE DB R A S
5, Lo LAmi T, 2ot |, HMO (451
ZALD G B ), EHEN L SR T T &
KDBNZWEZL Z &L Ldn,

EZAT, REIDES D 27 a1 5
HMO iR 5skl, 72 & 213 PPO Ro{z 46 (1
LRHET 7 v EEDEH L DER, b B
ALH ) R AR 3517 B HMO oo it > 1
T EE, 2oL BRZR G BT )Y, N
fiPHEBZ TL E9, £33, fbio HMO jE
HEDFRER, BOEN B LR M ANS T &
DRIPHEL N ETHDH

1 HMO M5 & B & CRETML

BOAFAR ) HMO pisis B0k 2o 6% - ik % £%
B B KRS, THESOBAIENEZEE T, %
DREN L TALEZ T 2 2 Lo -T2, 4 HD
HMO 1%, 70440 (& % i 2 1LLLE ) @ HMO

W, Z ORHENS B & RS o sc B
WT ) B> T b, 251243, FES o
RHEM e R S 2T 2% PPO 7 & Ao |5 3%
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AL AR & DBER L FEHIC LRI % - T
Wi, TD&)BTEEL S L 72 EEE e B
DWW, HMO #inE#ii A F & Zh
» L EIcMn s Z 2L &9,

EY, UG A P OZER & L CERFRI A
T& %, HMO OB IZHi W%, £
197348 HMO T 5, £ L Tl F 2258
HMO (3, #HERfIc & > TR#E-FRI sk
VI o 72, TALIE HE, HMO 29[ 5 # #0fllo»
HikE LTHMTH D EEZ N0 5 TH
5, LA L80HFAUC 7 B &, HMO 2~ D EHF
W 3HES - BBIL 3 N5 —F, SR EECLEE
L CREHBEDEA AT s a7z, F
12 REIEHE — & A DFURTIE, 834 BB Wi
5l PPS (DRGs-based Prospective Payment
System) DEEX894FE7 RBRVS (Resource-
Based Relative Value Scales) i AgksE (91
FEHENE) e L, EEHEEHDGIECR »REARET 12 5R(L
INTwmiz, T 62513, HMO
PERNDEHRBANE TS 2T 57, RIEREM
2B B ERBPIHEGR © & 618 o1&
s

72, HMO M & 5 % BEHR AL o T hinc
FHELAERNE LT, EMgonmsfsisc
2B725H 9, ERIOIINC & - TEAIY— & 2
DPLHEHTEZ 1275, ZDOFIHT B ABGE btk

(Whe) B U~y M EmML 2w, 2L T
ANBZ W I BREEIT WAL T, Lz
8o T, BEBARIREE & DEUEIE 2 H Y,
BRI DBESAIE SIS 58 FE 2 Z L iC e » 72, BES
IR AR & BARER D 1-hiz ), EHEERLE
BEB MR & DAE D E ZIRCKDH B E H 12k
272, bhbA, MHFENFUDE 3 HMO pEE
WTH- T, #%ikd % L5 group T /uh
HIPARTIVE ZDHEHENIRZILIH L B &

W k9T, £ORPIZIE v, 8512 PPO 4 &
DAL T L ER T 5 &, S 5ICHiHN
RO D EIRIEAH S,

77, HMO Wi D8 EA A Nl &9 o BERE
P (3 TR 1 R R DR BRI R R T
bo T2EZUE, REOERTHICBL T2k
SR S G e B BRI T04R3.1%, 804F4. 9%,
90477.1%, F 72 BRBURTFNE 2 4 o> B hEI2 T04F
19.8%, 804:27.3%, 904F61.1%~& F&H-L 72

(Levit and Cowan [1991]), Z 4 5 Zekist
DY & T, KA IR B I~ DB Z e
B &R, RO B A A RN T 5 &
VU RERDEDL R 2 AT atz, ZDES
THh &L, WMEUY ) R 7R b O EBRTA
T, BEHFEAHIBEES S £ 2 HMO ~EE3
MRS Z Xt b,

LLEo & 9 Ze TG A Fiz BT 288 0%
1big, HMO W5 084 289 Z & s » 72 BB
WHARI~ DB L & DIz, BRI & 2Bt
HANDBMLIThA, BN & EHEE - HBI%
321t L Tv»» 7z (Alexander, Morrisey, and
Shortell [1986], Shortell,
Conard[1985]), Z? & 912 L T HMO jE%T
i, EERDE DA BET 2 MR - ko
EIE - 228 hofit & 4L, HMO ks 251k L
720 [EIRf I 3 i T~ 5 & 5 iz, HMO pEEMIc
BTy, 2F EF0RE - Ko B H]
B ATH I B L 912 % » 72 (Langwell

[1990], Morrison and Luft [1990]), 177,
M7 7 i T, fRIBR,  ERTER o B
RRBAST DML EDHICBWT, 2 8F
THlAG b2 L2277 R NS
Z &2 7% » 72 (Feldman, Kralewski, and Dowd

[1989])c Z > & 5 %Mz, HMO, PPO, %
%3 FFS Hillic 267 CARBRIN 2 B 7T >

Morrisey, and
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Filic db > 72, DERDIZN) % Mk 70 b Dz L7z,

T, 41 HMO 2% HMO iz b,
FEE L, HBVIdHEE LS L 5
HHI) Mo ZDL ) W E
HIREA S 5121 2 DRSRIY A & FE - T
LT L, WHHC b & B2 LiLb, 728 218,
BN & BEFREOAR R - MR (HMO %22 10) &

DBGRIESEC 72— 72 A%, ZHUIEERIC & - T M
FARDE S & ), EHRES 2 E oy ]

WTELDTHEL LD, KDk %

DAL S AL b, [EHHE SR~ DRI oy

DRER, I LR AMD IR FE B DTl e,
ZUTFE 72, BRSO FZE 2 e s v 2
ZEIC - LA E M ) & ) W
V= ARSI A v, k. IS O
i, KD & % HMO pESEnMIEE -, Rl Lo
R Bl 2, skBc, R & HMO &
FMTEN L ) LNFEOZ R FN T Wb D
b2, HMO NTED & 9 e BRI O FE- S5
BEIBRHEIN T D00, $RF0sEnt S

ICHE ST 0B Dh, 7 &,

2 HMOC*tD&EEISL T

O ERIE, kD52 £ 2 HMO o
BHLZ A 7V ON BT 5 28 Th b, i
> HMO PN o) RS 19 254602 B U T i3k 8 T B
B S5, £7, HMO D RANY 70 SR % 1k~
T D, JERD LN F A 7 Y %, HMO
RS A 7 OB LRI OV TRINS 2 &S
T 5, KEITZ O HMO 232 & o L 5 7c )i
DHIET B 0 Hkm S L5,

HMO i E##t—E 2D 7 74 F > 2 %479
&R, R — b 2 Z ALER % LT 2
EV ), WhIEREBEY — & 2 L EREY — 2

R b5DT
K< &, HMO 1T

HMOME 0Kt 21t

MRS 21T - 2 HRTH 5, fERDESRT
7> & T, HMO o A 720 R (3
B EBAOBA D20, R DB 7% 5 R
TACHEIC I ) 2 7 2T L v A b
Bo WERBUEIZBG ) 2 7 Sl Y 7 SER
m%%ﬂ*i%’:t:;W’@m ikl
NEN L EE G USERY — & 2 D)
PRAEZ L5, My, HMO 2 —% T4 0L
&f@%«m%ﬁ#—@z*ﬂﬁ?étwim
RS LI BT, LTRSS
M RIRDFIH 5% 245 72 513, %% HMO
MK EH B Lk b, Lieda»T, HMO
61%%&%Wﬁwm:meﬁTﬁ*M’o A
ZDEWHA AN A& LM & L B il 0 751
2%, HMO Iz & » T gk” KEG THEBH &
NL5E ), B TI3ZndIcBYTEF &
ZwhikCEMNORR s L b kS Ic k-
720TH B,

T, PR HMO o0 f sz & k9 7 d
Do i, HMO o BRI & L iz, BEfliH—©
A DFPESTHE & & OB LS R HeD T
KD4DONDZ AT E T 5 (Davis, e
al. [1990] o> 7%, Langwell [1990], Welch,
Hillman, and Pauly [1990] #2:M), staff &
7 ), group €7/, network EF I} LU
[PA (Independent Practice Association) €7
DO HMO ¥bh %, Zh b 4 DDET LAV
WU BT 2Tz, K 1icRs s HMO 4
B & TRIS ARSI LT, & €TI0
BT LD ST XA T D (K1 -A,
#K1-B),

2D HMO €7Vl BT 5k x5y
X, HIATOREL 1 DOBHTH B & F
Zbde LN TIRE S A 7 R s fin
b, ¥, staff ®7 0T, BERiZ HMO
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£1-A HMO ®F LB OEE
A 1t R H % 1t
1985-884 1985-884}:
EFN # o (%) # Wy (%)
Staff 67 10 + 22 3,737,617 12 +39
Group 68 10 +4 7,967,841 26 +23
Network 101 16 -+ 17 6,138,536 20 +21
IPA 412 64 + 128 13,171,431 43 + 183
A0 648 -+ 65 31,015,425 +64
WU Davis, et al. [1990]

£1-B HMO®FLINDEBEE 5%

(1981~1987%)
HMO 1981 1983 1985 1987 4
o H K
Staff 1,137,332 2,145,072 2,685,875 3,707,553
Group 6,702,370 6,286,369 6,488,406 7,672,726
Network 844,795 2,170,579 5,073,011 5,865,832
[PA 1,581,675 1,888,760 4,646,315 12,039,909
o it 10,266,172 12,490,780 18,893,607 29,286,020
75 ¥
Staff 44 59 55 69
Group 88 86 71 70
Network 21 36 86 100
IPA 90 99 181 411
o it 243 280 393 650
Hiir @ Davis, ef «al. [1990]

ERMRK EFEY, GG L & TERT -
DGR AT ), BERFREAEII IS HMO iy
T, MFOBHERLERC LM 3 HMO P fifis
12k o THENCFH S D, B 57—
& LTI N—TBWr T b, HlE LT
Cigna Health Plans of California #°4 5%,

group €7 /LT3, HMO (Z MR T £
TAANAS T LRy 35—, 2%
WD SR L7z 1 DD 7 —7" L 3
F LRSS — & AR AT 5, BRI~ o)
X, HMO & H 1 A7z @il & 7 5 AUHdA
\» (capitation) TH 5, BlE LCTHY 74 1=
TINALHS - Bl Kaiser Foundation Health

Plan »'% %,

network € 7L T3, HMO I3 BHIE RS> #
T HIAL o 7l ERPHEL T NS BB IE
fili 7 —=7"L 2y L, HMO £ HICHE Y — &
AT B, KEM 7 V— 7135 22T B
HMO @ ¥ 6 L T3 n s, %K
fill 02 1d AUEEA Y & % i3 FES il 23R0H 2 #1
b, KAl 7 —712 HMO 43 5 Lk e
L, FFSHln & Thisit— & 2% 4
9. ZOMITstaff €T /L% group €T L& I3
%4 b, $& L T Health Net Plan of Califor-

nian®» s, Wb 3o 7utid, HMO
S HIR IR & AL L, SRR S R %

Bt —E 2D Hh LB H ST,
HMO D Efilin &6 EH T — b 2% % 3 2 &Y
Ta5H, i,
PGPs) & IMHEH T3,

&N IPA €7 0TI, BRI 7 v—7 40 12
U Lo, Z2EOMINGBHEATH EHi#E (solo
practitioners) & ¥ § 5 & = HITHADH B,
BRI B0 A 7 4 2 TS 5 2% 4 4T
7o BRAI~DHMIE FFS iz 250w Tl b
N AHA% MK D) 27 AEH83E L5415,
IPA €703 PGPs I e, 2 DB LHED
BERl & 2 L T B e, IhWHEBHIC I - ¢,
IPA & HIZBHOFEDTHE & % B, Tk, =

Prepaid Group Practices (=
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D [PA & 703, M5 i Hs PGPs (2
MPTELHD L DDHETH-72, DF Y,
i3 3 REA D FFS fillod & & THOZIC 2 #E
ByEAT) N TH »72 DT, fhor HMO
T TINCEHN, & DHRHURIS D7 b - 12, F 72,
S HLUERD LW 2T R - T BERIED
BWEZIT DI LN TE LY, ERRINO 1Y
HiA'd b, £nizeh, oy HMO €704z X
IPA ETVIZRGEICSERR L 72,
uhﬁHMO§y47m$MmLtﬁ@T
H DN, K ATTLERNOWRIME LR
TV XNHAEL TDBZ ELRETH B,
7z & Z4E, Hillman[1987]ic X % &, #dxts
EZ o7 HMO £ Tz >WT, BRIIE N T
W BERIEE 2k o & O A bR L 72, staff
ETIAZDWTIIT9% #4546, group € F L
TUE39% HsAn 4], 359 4% N IEHL v ],  net-
work ETILTIX76% 7 N Wi, IPA €5
L TIE53% %% FES ] T43% A% NTHAL Wil & 7
b ZNLDKIHKEDOMMIT S /2, By bl
BNV A 7 AMEERT L2 &0 5, [EHe
i~ > > T4 TOMRRERT L2 L,
BOFAUC W72 B &, MDZFEFR M A D X
NTHHEZNBZ iz - 72,

3 EmEBOEIDFE

5‘“#"‘??[::1; PEEICL T, HMOMEHL X &
TERRIHER 2 BT 5L Sk -
(Langwe 1[1990], Garrison[1991]% % 2 1),
ZOMTIR, BEFRENRIES O 2 T, Fol

CIZHL VR E S 22, >~ 2 T 4

7" (financial incentives) & Utilization Man-

agement (LLI'F 12 UM &B5$) 2D,
Z b DEFER T, LR

Wik ~N5 L9

HMORE DML 21

BRI A > 4> T 4 7IC R E L. 2 2
LB ST, K HMO 4MH8UC 450 T4y
WIEHEEI N T Lo 72, LIF Tz, HMO
DMK LB L RS BN 2 B FE 2 e h e,
EEREEAINT > Jj e & Z DM 2 W] 5 s L T

W9,

(1) M-S »er547

—fi%ic, HMO ICHF 2 £RiD P — & 2
i3, 4B (TI 4= 5 TEE) il b Tk
ENnd, L L HMO @ H A MO HET — 1 2

VB E 23, T O B A B A JA A
IO A & o T B, D F ) B
& L TIRHE R DAl T 2
AT T B, Lld-T, BEliilctdd 3
WS sh e & ) A TR S b
13, HMO offEkilic Lziar b2 5 = » 13
HEWTE B, BTl HMO 12 & - TR X fL
LI~ DWM AT & LT, 05, AL
WEEFFS (ARSI G) i ot s n
2o THHDIHKHATINZ T, 4 Ho HMO
RIS B o) 2 7 # BRI L T w

o UTTIE, ZOWMKNA LT 47

(financial incentives) (22T HMO D #l§k
LB LRSI HEE L 2SR
%,

7 HMO T, 4 EHh o I & a7 44
Mokl 2 DRECEAER N 2 R L 21, 75 A4
= ) TERRE, B, SEEeA A o
—EARXT 2R ELTHITLND, T T4
2T TICNT 2HBBEDOB2ME, 75
A=) s TEMC S b S, ZoErii—
B RATHEER & LT, HMO D# I 12 A
M&Ens, L HMO ICBBEDLFH L35 &,
EDEEHT T4 =)y TEMICEM (72 & 2

“gatekeeper”
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WWR—F2) &L b, 2, b LRE
it Ed s &, 20 EEH HMO ) ilRFEICH)
Mansd, 2L eEeknyalmfzfmL
Jidg: (LUF T 2 oz sjRAEIE &g 30 o,
HMO B3 TILS ¥R L ThWB, LT, =
DAARMIEE L F 72 W FLH 3 & TRk, WL
Loz oo eBE LicboT, Kl
XYL T—ENITE) & 885, AT HE e %
5o

T, HMO EFilil: & & 5 % WA >~ &
YT ATOLECEPN TN DDIED S b,
Hillman[1987]ic L tus, #aExt% o HMO o
LT, W230T7T > (232777 ) HyEAH]
BEFBELTEY, L s> TEMIBRMO—
2P HMO I HEtE T 5, Rl o2 i 5
A& DRI T 208, SRAEEE O B 3 K
D& B, Wl BA1ZIE 21 9%, AEAL
Wil Ti267%, FFSH) Tix829% & % 5, #fi )
BEDEEMIC L L) 2 7 233 v 2 &
b, T L ERBEIREES K V72 FESHilo) b
ETECBRMEINAHEIIREIN B, 2D
TR B2 0 R R B B & U O3t e 3 5 38
ERITERIBIRICH B 2 Ehvbh b, I DOIARH
BEd F A, BRMIATIHCHSEZ KITL Tw 5

(Hillman Pauly, and Kerstein [1989],
Hemenway et al. [1990]),

HMO D BE#R AR & L CEE L H %
12 v b bd, ZOHEBE L HMO o
ALEE & DBERICH5r e MBS A v & 9
b s, ToOFRELERKE LT, #EHEs
FHA B RGERH SN b Lok~ 722
&, B EUREKD HMO 45T Y A 7 55 ik
RERILIELICC wZ Rk Lo, F ¥,
W L 2 BT 234, 72088 HMO 7 ##%
BORPE L DD, 2113 HMO O kkkE

W& - ERiE HMOfl &icsir21) 2 76
VBB G E D L ) K#ETH b, HIEE
(FlENEE LR »- B RADERIDE R
BEDWCHHI I NT b Z0h, FHE LE
fili 77— 7" 20 & DI B TEHITE L4
b DD ) R T T—=NORRE % HFHAD
BELENC bvidr, 24513 HMO s
L SR ME RS 18 R B L 2 B & 2 B,
i3t 0 HMO o MR 8 & 55 2 5 3 A
Welch, Hillman, and Pauly [1990] & & o
Hillman, Welch, and Pauly [1992] ®#f9eAs*
BUKER, T8 61, BEHITTENC 8 % N33
KA e T4 72EBT WL 5200
STRFERE LR L, 7z HMO 4% % il &
2o /NHEE DBETIE, & IS E Y 2
7 TR EENEE L 2 B, Z i el HY
Bl HMO Ml & o)) 2 7 A4E DB Ik &
(b b, TNsnfied bank, Btk
HMO 4#iic & 5) oo HMO €7 uic Hrx,
& CICIPA =T IVAHIZE W THLBEEEE Eooox
TYXBRECZENBHEEINDL, ZNZ I
[PAE7WVHD HMOIZEWTY, Y A 74904
T VRL 5T EEFEWRL TWd, Ld-
T, 216 HMO 2§k L HIcIPAET L
IR 5 2 SICIZREAR D Z L B,
Wb DBFgRIC £ B & E7z, BEIiZNW—77 &
O EIHEE AT 5 854, HMO Ml & ]
(PALRG & CHS I 2 RS o 3283,
IFAEAS & BRRN & TRUL AL B NS & A
B ENEMINTWE, 2k 2iF ko
HMO 43#iic £ ) IPA £ 70 Tl, IPA A
b HRIBYMLEL O~ D 3T NTHEL W HY % v,
N9 HARG ORI EHIH B v i
FES il CERG 512324 » T 3, L2d =T,




ABHNAE XD IPA £ 700 Th - T L, tilfid
LB LD ) 2 7 AR B 12, BT
BB > T 4 7ICKE hlilertk: L 3, &
VI TR AR S ANAE T B A, SR [ Ml
NDEHHM L AL S KD E ) e T bod,
SHIZED L ) wBIBBIES R EN T30
Pk, Enk i) A7 BHA Y ORI
EHNT LD E W) T EH, WA >+

TATDNRIZE > TEELME & 70 2,

2D &G T,
EVoThH, ENAHMO BN TE X%
Hk - RETHIS N B L Sich» T, L
12%%- T, HMO D #fifhis ok o 7 » ¢, #t
S AL DT KD 2 2 s T SRIBMIEE % b &rod TS
KRN 27 Bk BB T 52 L b5, ZoFf
iz & > TRPBLWETH D,

(2) Utilization Management

EEREEAHIB IR I 13 bk U722 Wiy £ > 2o
T A TORFEDII»IC, Bk, FHHH S U
FEEINB L HI2% »7 UM (Utilization Man-
agement) 7% %, ZDHiEIL “managed care”
X “cost containment” & [EREIC, BB ES
%<, MEENETNICE > TEDFEHRNE
¥7p - T % (Gray and Field [1989] # £:M),
N TIE IR, BEADBEFT — & 23k
Mb, FOH—v ZHLILEEC
HoEME)D, FIEDY—E ZHEREOE
W B YT h B0 R FIT 5 725 O RIE
ZIRTZ L L L 99 LT Tl UM oWs %
WU L, 2" HMO ol & ook 51z
BIRL T2 % ikihd 2,

UM TIRAD L 5 AR B R T
\» % (Gray and Field[1989], Langwell[1990],
Bailit and Sennett [1991]), #B#icFiE 2N

WBWA > T 47

- TCHMIET

HMORE R R 0021

BT — X e WHT 200 L T
o ABE O LLEE & M S B A B AT
(preadmission review), ABiikison 0Bk 4
RESY 5 MBS (concurrent review), FLit]
BEEZ L9 BB 2 H £ (discharge  plan-
ning committee), 4> F-tt=4> (sec-
ond opinion) HIEAH 5, X &0z, BEA7 EHE
V=R BEE T BRI T, B

WCBCIE L e % 8 2 B oo AR T3 2 S il
L, BILZEHY — & 2 DM LA b % Fil -
WL L 9 &334 (high-cost case man-
agement) "% 5,

ZD &) HERY— L R 2 BRI
UAHA, BOFEMICIE - HF LWL Tt 7
¢, 704481z & Medicare @ review organiza-
tions 2 & - T, ABEHRi#HA (preadmission
review) 25T hHIL T b, LA L804EATIE
EHELE DO FI I D v THIBREICEL L T\ ¢
&) AT HMO %2 PPO D 4k &, ¢, {24k
M7 RERBR &, 71— a2
NEDTZ7 GBI IESCERLTn -7z, #
LT, MLl 7zett b By asnsiy, UM
EDBRL FERY B - 72 (K2 2BW).

UM % HMO JE 3 C 801 8% L 72 % 8-
i3, 80zt éﬁﬁiﬁ_ﬁ i~ B Lo 4
L2 &b alish ), BT — 2l Ak
b B CZLIHNE, SEEDERFRNAR 72 L
TEHRDEIE L2 KB T b0p, 512
PNLELMSDHELET 20T U vdh, £ s
TBEER LI ko, EHICEOEA

7= —

&, BEBREROFHR R < — 2B 2 i
W) %R N T Y X DOFAC L - ¢, Wi

ﬂt?%%ﬁclﬂltﬁﬁﬁ777$%ﬁﬁ
FAEEbrSHERI N LS, LTI &
D& D wEFRIREGE (UM % 467) %ﬁ
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