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NKOHOMWYECKU AHAAU3 PA3XOA-TTOA3A
MPY EbBPEUHI 1 YEPHOAPOBH
TPAHCIIAAHTALLUN

A. Cnacob

COST-BENEFIT ANALYSIS OF
RENAL AND LIVER TRANSPLANTATION

L. Spassov

Pestome. [lpedcmaesm ce pe3ynmamume OM UKOHOMUYECKU aHWanus U OueHka Ha
ocbuwjecmeeHume 3a nepuoda 2004-2007 200. 6BbpeyHU U YepHOOPOOHU mpaHcnIaHmayuu
e YMBAJ ,floserey”, Cogusa. ManonseaHuam aHanusz pai3xod-nonsa daea eb3MOXHOCM
pesynmamume om mpaxcriaHmayuoHHume deliHocmu Oa 6bOam u3pa3eHU & napuyHuU eduHUyU.
Pesynmamume no y6edumerieH HaquH nokaseam, 4e ¢ nomowma Ha mpaHcnnaHmayuoHHama
weduyuHa Mozam da ce crnecmsam 3HadumenHu uHaHcoeu cpedcmeaa, 0a ce ocuaypu Ka4yecmso
Ha )xueom Ha nauueHmume u da ce peanusupam fMona3u 3a Max u 06wecmesomo.

Knrowoeu dymu: mparcrniaHmayuoHHa MeouyuHa, 6n6peyHa mpaHcnnaHmayus, 4epHoOpobHa
mpawxcraaHmayus, aHanus pasxo0-nos3a, UKOHoMuU4Yecka ehekmugHocm.

Summary: The publication reveals the results from an economic analysis and evaluation of the
kidney and liver transplantations, performed in UMHAT “Lozenetz”, Sofia for the period 2004-2007. The
cost-benefit analysis allows the results from the transplantation activities to be presented as financial
units. The results convincingly prove that transplantation medicine contributes to considerable financial
savings in healthcare as well as to the provision of higher quality of life for the patients and gains for

the society.
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UENTA Ha npoBefeHOTO U3cneaeaHe € Aa
ce n3umcnu uHaHcoBaTa CTOWMHOCT Ha cpeac-
TBaTa, U3pas3xoABaHW 3a pasnuyHuTe BUOOBE
TpaHCNMaHTaunn Ha OpraHn 1 ce apryMmeHTupa
noTpebHOCTTa OT BLBEeX/aHe Ha HOB Noaxop 3a
MEHUAKMBHT Ha TPaHCMNaHTaUWOHHNTE AeiHoC-
TV Ype3 Cb3faBaHe Ha UANOCTHA, NKOHOMUYECKN
1 opraHusalvoHHo obocobeHa opraHusaunsa u
npemMuHaBaHe KbM NporpamHo uHaHcMpaHxe.

MocTaHOBKa Ha U3criefBaHeTo

M3crnenBaHeTo ce nposexaa B YHUBEpPCUTET-
cka BonHuua “flodeHel’”, B KOATO C& OCbLLECTBA-
Ba YepHopapobHa v 6bbpeyHa TpaHcnnaHTaymns.
acnegBaHeTo obxBalwla BCUYKW TpaAHCMIaHTH-
panu ¢ YepHogpobHa, 6bbpeyHa, n cbpaeqHa
TpaHcnnaHTauus (29 nauyueHTyr) 3a neprnoaa
2004-2007 1., KAKTO 1 BKIIOYEHUTE B Nporpamara

3APABEH MEHUAXMBHT, BP. 7, 2007

Ha Yakalu TpaHcnnaHTauus (74 naumeHTw), Ha
HabnogeHue B GonHuuaTa 3a nepruopa.

AHanuabT Ha CTpyKTypaTa n obema Ha TpaHc-
nnaHTaLuuoHHUTEe Npoueaypun 8 YHUBepcuteTcka
G6onHuua ,Jlozerey” 3a nepuoga 2004-2007 1.
(Tabn. 1) nokasea, 4e npeobnajasalyara 4acTt
OT BCWMYKW TpaHCMnaHTauum Ha opraHui ca Tesu
Ha yepeH Apob — 72,41%.

MKOHOMWYECKWU METOLM:

e Ananus pasxoa-nonsa (Cost-Benefit
Analysis — CBA)

Wayucnsea ce pasfinkara Mexay nonsu u
pasxogu no chopmMynaTta:



