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Japan' s Health Expenditure and its Macro-economic Efficiency
in the International Context
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T 1. g=9| IniogH|et F9]2H|(Total Health Expenditure)

olo| 8 Zo|2H|(THE g
A& (fillionlYenl) (biIIIionléen)) HEE A0
1970 2496 3,339 25%
1975 6,478 8,378 23%
1980 11,981 15,657 23%
1985 16,016 21,607 26%
1990 20,607 26,113 21%
1995 26,958 34,820 23%
1998 29,825 | 37.800037,121)" 21%
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235 9k $x= OECD Health Data 2001914 23 ¥ 19983 THEY.
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I 2. sUFIHGDP) tiBl $2=8](1970~1998)

(EH1 - %)

ol = 1970 1980 1990 1998
Australia 5.1 7.0 7.9 8.6
Austria 5.8 7.6 el 8.0
Belgium 4.0 6.4 7.4 8.6
Canada 7:0 74 9.0 9.3
Czech Republic n.a. 3.8 5.0 7.1
Denmark 8.0 9.1 8.5 8.3
Finland 5.6 6.4 7.9 6.9
France ST 7.4 8.6 9.4
Germany 6.3 8.8 8.7 10.3
Greece 5.6 6.5 TS 8.4
Hungary n.a. n.a. n.a. 6.8
Iceland 49 6.1 7.9 8.4
Ireland 5.1 8.4 6.7 6.8
Italy 54 7.0 8.1 8.2
Japan” 4.6 6.5 6.1 7.6(7.4)
Korea n.a. n.a. 4.8 5.1
Luxembourg 3.5 59 6.1 6.0
Mexico n.a. n.a. 4.4 5.3
Netherlands 7.2 8.0 8.5 8.7
New Zealand 5.2 6.0 7.0 8.1
Norway 4.4 7il0) 7.8 8.6
Poland n.a. n.a. 53 6.4
Portugal 2.7 5.6 6.2 1.7
Spain 3.6 5.4 6.6 7.0
Sweden 6.9 9.1 8.5 7.9
Switzerland 54 7.8 8.3 10.4
Turkey 2.4 3.8 3.6 4.8
United Kingdom 4.5 5.6 6.0 6.8
United States 6.9 4.7 11.9 12.9
G—7 average 55 7l 7.8 9.5
20—country average? 5.3 6.9 7.6 8.3
29—country average” n.a. n.a. 7.2 7.9

Z:1) YE9 ( )9+ FXE= OECD Health Data 20019 49,
2) 1970~1998 Atole] FAFA 7} A FAPHA S @™o 9iE 207 F7te) HaFd
3) £2u}7)0kE A% 297 OECD =7+ FF4.
A48: OECD, OECD Health Data 2001, 2001,
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13 A4=2 5o=h| vz vy

(S - %)

= 1970 1980 1990 1998
Australia 62.8 62.8 67.4 70.0
Austria 63.0 68.8 135 7.8
Belgium n.a. n.a. n.a. 7.2
Canada 69.9 75.6 74.6 70.1
Czech Republic 96.6 96.8 96.2 91.9
Denmark 83.7 87.8 82.7 81.9
Finland 73.8 79.0 80.9 ‘ 76.3
France 74.7 78.8 , 78.2 ol
Germany 72.8 78.7 76.2 75.8
Greece 42.6 55.6 62.7 56.3
Hungary n.a. n.a. n.a. 76.5
Iceland 81.7 88.2 86.6 83.9
Ireland 81.7 81.6 7.7 76.8
ltaly 86.9 80.5 78.1 67.3
Japan 69.8 713 77.6 78.5
Korea n.a. n.a. 36.6 46.2
Luxembourg 88.9 92.8 93.1 92.4
Mexico n.a. n.a. 40.8 48.0
Netherlands 61.0 69.2 67.7 68.6
New Zealand 80.3 88.0 82.4 77.0
Norway 91.6 85.1 82.8 =
Poland n.a. n.a. 1.7 65.4
Portugal 59.0 64.3 5.5 66.9
Spain 65.4 79.9 78.7 76.4
Sweden 86.0 92.5 89.9 83.8
Turkey 373 2053 61.0 7.9
United Kingdom 87.0 89.4 84.3 83.3
United States 36.3 41.5 39.6 448
21-country average? 71.8 75.4 75.8 75.2

F:1) 282 FFdsHd g ZY7t g2t A
2) 1970~1998 Atolol FAFAI7L Sl 2170 =7t HEY.
A}8: OECD, OECD Health Data 2001, 2001,

HAAE

£,
1t

HYFAE A3 A&0] A HEL, = E3 HEFAE T34 80.3% 9]

94 HHEAIH (2002. 2.)




IHHRE T 2 Y29 A=Y W ANBHY 1%

73 3. =R=H]9] 1j(1960~1998)

100%

80% 11

60% 1

40%

20% 11

0% +

T T T T T T T T T Y T T e e T T T T T Y T T T T T T T = T T T T T T T — v = —

AK. BISE 53 A 5T vlgo] FolA
2 ek o] IR gH]| 529%< AE 1
s, Il EH](1998d 29 8MYdl)
274%9 AF3= 2 B F 98EY 39
AZ| 34%@B% 2797t g5 g
AR ANY e 27 HZFE 58 2997 9
= ¢ F 8

Iy FA= oldg Hoigt FRo A9
T ETey 9B ERY AM AL 2 @
7t A& A ARFAE HolX Yths Ao
o (& HolA BE vl 7o) $29] A XY
R = FUALRHL 19994
ol AFERE FAEY 1.8%, T2719 &

=111

J
i

2) YHA 197%% AL 149%5 AT 49%F AERITH & ogrz

< 33%9 HAE Uit 538 HFxHY
olE@ 2 A I ABT-Eel
ERRAER 75 Y=

& AR =o] AqxH

HIE S8 A2=E d 7193

al
=

g =

) dE & 22y of=H| HIE

A SgHoAM Aok A9 2 Y 74
&S B 199899] ¢ 4] 37.6%, 9
7 32.8%01905), 7Mool Slale]
3 LgEE Au)7} £3H 9] L ¢

5 29 3RV ARTIF Q.

3) A F)AolAM LR YR Fogn|e FAL 1998d 9 41.0%, 9 41.4% A 6.7%°)1Q=H), o3

29k OECD $:%|9ke] ato]= A

23} upo} 7bo] AB Fulo|F 7} OECDIAY A 88| (THE) Bt £do)
Atk A 9o, o]9} 2] OECD FAME &) oA} ZFete FAS 8 AZo] ) AEEA EFHA

o)
5

BIMIEIN 95




B 4, U= QR B} 0|
(S billion Yen, %)
NETE s A xE 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999
22(A) 5,771 6,049 6,217 6,294 6,685
207293 7EI?(B) 5,880 6,164 6,247 6,396 6,805
X XHA-B) =109 =il =29 =102 =21
EAPRTE -1.9 -1.9 -0.5 -1.6 -1.8
2(A) 6,608 6,751 6,926 6,981 6,909
H§EHEY X|Z(B) 6,887 7370 7,021 6,977 7,225
HYEH X XHA-B) —-278 -419 -9 3 =316
ENPRTE] -4.0 -5.8 -1.4 0.3 -4.4
2 (A) 5,506 5,626 5,925 5,958 5,874
ES=lfL g XZ(B) 5.629 5,823 5,927 5,918 6,078
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1980 1990 1998 1980 1990 1998
Australia 51.0 45.9 43.3 22.3 21.9 22.0
Belgium 33.1 32.8 34.6 39.2 39.8 34.0
Canada 53.8 49.0 43 .1 25.1 26.0 26.5
Denmark 61.6 56.7 54.3 22.3 22.2 23.8
Finland 46.3 44,7 411 25.0 31.4 30.6
France 48.2 46.0 44 6 25.2 23.6 23.0
Germany 38.2 34.7 34.0 33.4 30.4 28.9
Iceland 59.1 54.9 55.1 16.9 22.9 22.9
Italy 46.7 45.3 445 27.5 29.1 20
Japan? 30.9 33.0 37.6(29.8) 44.6 43.9 32.8(39.6)
Luxembourg 31.8 26.4 30.7 49.5 49.3 49.9
Netherlands 55.5 50.5 52.8 21.4 24 .4 20.2
Switzerland 39.9 49.5 50.3 42.6 39.5 401
United States 49.6 44.9 41.3 271.2 311 32.5
Average 45.7 43.9 43.8 30.2 31.1 29.4

F11) 4% 371 AE 4 929 7P 7Pk 7 HOlEE AR

2) ()ete] A& 199739 FAZ o] 19989 FA 7t =&

ZAMA) BEA Pol wek oA Axske) T
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