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Cost of Screening for Breast Cancer with Mammography in Thailand

Abstract  Cost of Screening for Breast Cancer with Mammography in Thailand
Weerasak Putthasri, Viroj Tangchar oensathien, Suwanna Mugem, Wongduen Jindawatana.
International Health Policy Program
Journal of Health Science 2004; 13:268-76.

The aim of this study was to explore providers' and users' cost for breast cancer screening
with mammography in Thailand. Providers' cost was assessed during July 2002 to April 2003 at 9
hospitals, namely the National Cancer Institute (NCI), Rachvithi, Ramathibodi, Maharaj Chiangmai,
Lampang, Srinagarind, Khon Kaen, Songkhlanagarind, and Hat Yai. Meanwhile, summary on
users expenses were based on 1,067 returned sets of structured questionnaire.

The cost of mammography in 9 hospitalswas 919.43 baht per case on the average. The optimal
level of this economy of scale was 2,638 cases per year. Users' expense, covering traveling and
mammography, was 1,143.94 baht per case. Mammography fee accounted for 80.76 percent of the
total. Under different insurance schemes, their beneficiaries paid unequal amounts. Non-insured
group bore the highest burden at 1,303.22 baht per case, whereas the 30-baht card holders paid the
least, 580.59 baht per case.
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