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being collected on both resource use by patients and patients’ utility values, 
The data collection process had to be designed such that direct contact 
between patients and study nurSes is limited (to avoid introducing bias into 
the care of patients) and is therefore dependent on self-administered 
questionnaires. 
The second study is designed to assess the size and scope of the use of 
health care and other services by women with advanced breast cancer. This 
is a longitudinal cohort study and will enrol 130 women at two Ontario 
centres. The study will contribute to the development of an assessment 
instrument to predict the health care needs of patients in an attempt to 
reduce the number of unplanned health care encounters. The economic 
component of the study will assess both the costs of treating women with 
advanced breast cancer and will facilitate modelling the potential economic 
impact of the assessment instrument. The study has been designed to deal 
with the many data collection problems associated with a patient group 
expected to become terminally ill during the course of the study. Potential 
improvements to the quality of data collected by increasing the number of 
patient interviews, have to be weighed against the need to reduce 
respondent burden and minimise missing data. 
Discussion: The NCIC is becoming increasingly interested in the 
application of health economics to studies of cancer control strategies. The 
two studies outlined illustrate the potential variety of study designs and 
questions which may arise as interest in the economics of cancer care 
increases. Specific problems within the design of the studies have had to be 
addressed. The success of these initiatives will assist in the design of future 
studies, particularly involving terminally ill patients and patients cared for 
in the community. The studies will provide information to address the 
fundamental economic questions raised. In addition, they will provide 
original data on both the costs and utility values of women at differing 
stages of breast cancer progression. Such data will be extremely useful for 
further research. 
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Background: We conducted a cost-effectiveness analysis of an innovative 
approach to treating cancer patients with radical radiotherapy. The study 
was conducted alongside a multi-centre randomised controlled trial and 
used patient specific data and stochastic statistical analysis. In addition to 
the results, important issues for future stochastic economic analyses are 
explored. 
Methods: Two multi-centre clinical trials were conducted comparing 
conventional therapy and continuous hyperfractionated accelerated 
radiotherapy (CHART) in patients with head and neck cancer and 
carcinoma of the bronchus. Patient specific resource use data were available 
for 526 head and neck patients (314 CHART and 212 conventional) and 
286 bronchus patients (175 CHART and 109 conventional). We compared 
the total treatment costs for each regimen. In addition, we explored the 
degree of variation in costs between treatment centres and the quality of 
reporting of community service resource use from two alternative sources: 
patients and GPs. 
Results: For head and neck cancer patients, CHART cost E 1092.13 
@<0.0011,95 % CI E 763 to f 1421) more than conventional therapy. For 
bronchus patients: CHART cost f. 697.79 (p<O.OOl, 95 % CI f 392 to f 
1003) more than conventional therapy. No differences between regimens in 
long-term morbidity or quality of life were found. Survival was greater for 
bronchus patients treated by CHART - 30 % at two years compared to 20 % 
(p=O.O06). There was only a small and non-significant improvement in 
disease free survival for head and neck patients, although there was a trend 
for those patients with more advanced disease (T3 and T4) to gain benefit. 
Costs varied significantly within each treatment-disease site sub-group. For 
patients treated by CHART, there was large variation between treatment 

centres. However, for conventionally treated patients variation in costs 
occurred within treatment centres rather than between centres. GPs returned 
significantly fewer community services forms than patients. There was 
statistically significant differences between community resource use as 
reported by the patient and by the GP. GPs reported greater GP-patient 
contacts but fewer contacts with other community services. 
Conclusions: Although more costly, given its survival benefits CHART 
should be a cost-effective therapy for patients with carcinoma of the 
bronchus. In addition, it may be cost-effective for patients with advanced 
head and neck cancer. Variation in costs between centres was only 
significant in the experimental treatment (CHART). The most significant 
factors accounting for the degree of variation related to logistical issues in 
the management of care: provision of hostel facilities, timing of treatment, 
methods of reimbursement for out of hours therapy. Thus, although 
variation between centres occurred it is likely that it may be reduced once 
centres adopt more efficient methods of care. There were differences in both 
the quality of reporting of community resources and the quantities of 
resource use reported. In this case, differences did not effect the study’s 
results. However, in future studies the potential impact of alternative 
sources of resource use may be considered. Study results may be pertinent 
to economic analysis conducted alongside clinical trials. 
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Obiectives: To document the cost implications of a switch to OPAT for 
third party payers and patients in a pediatric oncology department. 
Background: Several trials have described the safe? and clinical efficacy of 
outpatient parenteral antibiotic treatment (OPAT) and the conditions for 
OPAT management of such patients to be successful*. OPAT has also 
potentiel economic advantages by lowering the cost of treatment, 
Methods: In order to document the cost implications to third party payers 
and patients of a switch to OPAT in a pediatric oncology department of a 
teaching hospital, a quasi experimental before-after design was used. 
Patients were divided in to 2 groups: a retrospective control group 
consisting of the cases seen over the last 6 months (N=l 1) and a 
prospective intervention group consisting of all new patients admitted for 
FNE (upo to N=30) after implementation of the new policy starting in june 
1997. 
The cost of inpatients were assessed through their billings, with all 
expenditures allocated on a daily basis including additional patient out-of- 
pocket expenses The chosen once-daily antibiotic treatment for OPAT 
consists of Cefiriaxone@ as single agent or in combination with an 
aminoglucoside or with Teicoplanin@ in case of suspected gram positive 
strain. 
Results. Results from the retrospective control group show a median d 
inpatient length of stay (LOS) of 8 days. The minimum LOS was 5 days and 
the maximum 12 days. The average total per diem cost varied bemeen 
20,929 BF @1622) and 24,441 BF (t2265) with however a slight increase 
observed on day 3 related to swithching to a more expensive antibiotic 
therapy for some patients. 
These cost estimates will be compared with the preliminary cost estimates 
of the prospective OPAT group in which each OPAT patient will serve 
partiaily as his own control (inpatient treatment during the first two days 
versus outpatient treatment during next days). 
Discussion: Although OPAT is in theory a less costly alternative than 
traditional hospitalitzation, potentiel savings for the health sector from a 
switch to OPAT have to take into account complementary costs of 
outpatient management and possible shifts of costs to the patients which 
should be compensated for. 
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