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Measuring Healthcare Quality and Productivity
Changes — An Application on TQIP

Shyr Juh Chang” Hsing Chin Hsiao™
Mei Hui Chen”~  Shih Fong Wang~

Abstract: Taiwan Quality Indicator Project (TQIP) is a project of
measuring and monitoring the medical quality by medical outcome and
clinical index. This study examines the efficiency of hospitals joined in
TQIP for two parts. By using the Data Envelopment Analysis Model
(DEA), we measure the effect of hospitals joined in TQIP whether
restricting the quality. Then we use the Malmquist Productivity Index to
measure the quality and productivity changes of hospitals after joining in
TQIP and analyze the causes of efficiency changing.

Our results include: (1) It’s robust method of measuring efficiency
and slack variable of hospitals to introduce quality index. (2) The
improvement of input resources are lessen after introduce quality index. (3)
The hospitals that joined TQIP improve the quality and productivity after
joining TQIP on the third year. (4) After joining TQIP, private hospitals
improved the quality and productivity better than public hospitals.
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FREFHAIAS B2 70— 15
voe B F R s TR (TQIP) & 6l
21 £ - ANAP 2 k4
“r3 F e (n=155) Tiog  HREL K E Bk
FrATEP L
FEridm (1) 191.24 76.60 54 424
A (1) 351.12 154.68 87 864
FrcA B (L) 268.46 147.12 47 829
i ke () 565.42 15822 232 1,060
FTERBRAE () 432 2.36 1 10
A d13gp o
P (&)= (4% 545,364.08 229,396.76 56,020 1,254,892
LaFA = (A=) 9,025.05 4,613.58 1,421 24,250
afeip (AP) 121,447.55 44,729.94 40,528 231,971
FERERY L (A=) 9,693.24 851641 561 42,838
= 52 5k (%) 1.19 1.09 31 6.13

S S RMA

PrZ2ANER 24P Gk 2od AP P B A NN

Hcz ApRE RBID S T 0 4 DEA 2 e p3E > ¥ i (7 DEA A 47

o

22 Er~ANBP22APMAAT
Pearson #p B ?E’W4$c EIE AR (FreA ik :ﬁf‘ab}& FERR
(&) 24 BLO***  gDSEKR  4ODRKR  GDQREE  G)SHA
(.000) (.000) (.000) (.000) (.000)
£ pFA X T3 HE* JT82¥** .608*** (631 ¥** 694 **
(.000) (.000) (.000) (.000) (.000)
Afe A p J799%H** B19F** .648%** 820%** 129 *
(.000) (.000) (.000) (.000) (.000)
FERER* A X J102%** J128F** S582%** LO62%** B36H**
(.000) (.000) (.000) (.000) (.000)
AfEs = F2 ik .013 .133* 306%** 101 217%**
(.877) (.099) (.000) (210) (.007)

1 p<0.1 > ** 1 p<0.05 » *** : p<0.01



EFRETHLYRFLBF 204 +F R
(- )EW»F Erdr

i%"ﬁﬂ\%]‘%i BRI eF B s HpeF 2 AFreF B8 S 4rd
3o A% Favo b r BB 52 B DMUF 5 1o
it >R A 33.55% @ “”ﬁr‘%ﬁﬁ?#ﬁﬂ—fé '3 58 i DMU <5 & 5 1>
bR AT3742% 0 RABEFaSFEE R P 6B DMU &
Wﬁﬁ?#ﬂﬁl\—w AR F R T H %éﬁﬂ'}i s H i At 6B
DMU &% jg&F Fl& & Sy ad i d » &5 FF b » §1F2
PF ARG w2 o

4\3)\

(2 )RS A

A4 r BHRET 0 3 73 B DMU »cF &5 10 i 2304k 4
47.10% > @ 4c » FF4p (s 0BG 78 i DMU »c % iﬁ_‘% 1o b 2304
*50.32% > A GEIE N FTRY NG ER F o 2P 5B DMU 4
RS X S ARE R E o B E R ARG HIE O TR
@ RN o RAAAI S TR K AR SRR SRR

%3 Jz:grsﬁd\gr,m;:»f: # &% (n=155)

Ko e s A
(CCR Model) (BCC Model) (CCR/BCC Model)
FE DMU FA® DMU  FAY DMU  FAw
WA # (%) # 45 (%) Bl (%)
EEN TR TS
ES AN 52 33.55% 73 47.10% 54 34.84%
0.9-1.0 45 29.03% 41 26.45% 92 59.35%
0.8-0.9 40 25.80% 30 19.35% 6 3.87%
0.7-0.8 9 5.81% 9 5.81% 2 1.29%
0.6-0.7 9 5.81% 2 1.29% 1 0.65%
B3 155 100.00% 155 100.00% 155 100.00%
FETh e
3] 58 37.42% 78 50.32% 61 39.35%
0.9-1.0 43 27.74% 39 25.16% &7 56.13%
0.8-0.9 37 23.87% 27 17.42% 5 3.22%
0.7-0.8 10 6.45% 9 5.81% 1 0.65%
0.6-0.7 7 4.52% 2 1.29% 1 0.65%
E e 155 100.00% 155 100.00% 155 100.00%




FREFELAS P20~ 17
HERRRETREE (TQIP) 3 6

(2 )R 18 A 37

R A 2 H‘f TAZ&EFREE 9 B DMU s F @) 3 0.9 ik 2
TR A 581% > & 4o » FF R B T B DMU »2 5 @/ * 0.9 5 ik 238
thd 4.52% 5 RS feii gL F > H A DMU »F B F § ¢ 2 0.9~1
2 ¥ 0 A7 4 304 DMU shdlficfeif © d sk i o

CILEES Y R4

FARKEF £~ BT i%"‘fiﬂ‘%ﬂ%i*iﬁ"iﬂ*ﬁ’i’ “f
2 Wilcoxon & TR ~ Firz Rfiose s £ B ¢F > 2 DEA jbrig szt
W RRESTREAT § R EHEMICF B R BT b~ B R HES
LoxX IOl FHRE Y ¥ P45 Wilcoxon 2 DEA it s3* £ 16 %
B R E R B HL A

- SENTETREETE RFORE ST R FE
;me;%r% PV L - BERF NER oD éf%ﬁf%@fﬁ*d
TGP AT Y 0 B Jrfl‘mabu\? ANEEALA A

ﬂ%ﬁu»ﬁ’&%%%wﬁﬂ'
AT RN F RS TR 0 L f% %%%?iﬂi?%’
FREF R IFREF AT BRST R #&éaw»\ﬁ.;e;-%ﬁvmgo

24 F R4 SFRELRFLERT 2IEAFR (0=155)
R s P P
(CCR Model) (BCC Model) (CCR/BCC Model)
5 Ty HEE Tk BB E Tk fEEL
7 TR 0.9200 0.0931  0.9467 0.0783 0.9715 0.0490
7R 0.9257  0.0921  0.9489 0.0779 0.9752 0.0451
Wilcoxon rank sum 5.646%** 4.286%** 4.610%**
DEA-Texp # % - 1.17* -
DEA-Tun # - 1.25* -
* 1 p<0.1 > ** 1 p<0.05 > *¥** : p<0.01 -

CFRET Y 2

%5 4 u

HRES

\\\.

xR

2F

%o tf 11 Wilcoxon 1 TR #;ﬁ:r; sk £ 8 4 o & 1 DEA #f



AR T RIS T R ELT § B PR o Wilcoxon H %
B & I % 3,_;_&&)\&;5;1?% & 3a &E%iﬁ*“*#\{fﬁ’?#ﬂ’f—r
R MU &R AT B BF O FH St a3
DEA/f'r e TEEF R F 2 Pl r ST REHRT B WF R
,\fﬁlxm ;ﬂ/z#pa ﬁﬂ,g\‘:;b,‘f!r"ﬁﬁé ?\r"’-é’?r%‘l?’ﬂ?’i:—?"l’ﬁ

o s s \ e

?ofi gl VE’WF\ =y (‘?E
2 ITEEZ

» 1998 ;

‘:‘ » 1996 ; &E%Jﬁ ~EwE e
~ 4% 0 1998, 2004 ; Chang, Cheng, and Das,

L5 JREEFRELAFLERT 2 P2PR
o R P AP
(CCR Model) (BCC Model) (CCR/BCC Model)
R Tiofg HEz Tk REZL Tk HERZ
o %T% (n=75)
7R 0.9067 0.1019 0.9338 0.0869 0.9709 0.0562
7R 09132 0.1014 0.9352  0.0870  0.9760 0.0499
Wilcoxon rank sum 3.5170%** 2.6680%** 3.2880%**
DEA-Tgxp # % - 0.98 -
DEA-Tyn #& T - 1.206 -
2 Fre (n=80)

o % 0.9325 0.0828 0.9587 0.0676 0.9721 0.0414
7R 0.9375 0.0812 0.9616  0.0663  0.9744 0.0405
Wilcoxon rank sum 4.4570%** 3.4080%** 3.3400%**
DEA-Texp t& % - 1.3307** -
DEA-Tyn #& 2 - 1.3582% -

* 1 p<0.1 > ** : p<0.05 > *** : p<0.01 -

CE TR LR RELS T

265 R BT R ZIEREL LR AT LAEPE LG
% #ceh Wilcoxon e % A1 0 4o » & B R i > ?5 Fudh » FiRerec d b
B BRE L SR o A7 5 AESFRE S § B U g
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de N r’gﬁ‘%g(aufb,vbljryﬂtzxkgt;%i :
booa f?ﬁf*ﬁﬂ YR b BT IIAT LT RELS
J N ?J\_g-"“rlﬁ;}}\)\7 ‘/)510

26 FR*STRELLFRE AL -20FR
hoor BERE b BT RE

n=155 % HAE % A Wilcoxon # <_
%EW A #c 7.23 4 6.75 3 -2.540%*%  (.011)
5 SLESS 7.54 3 6.54 4 -3.601*** (.000)
7 A # 12.37 1 11.04 1 -2.725%%% (.006)
T B B 6.13 5 5.85 5 -3.785%** (.000)
ﬁ iR EX Y K 11.73 2 10.63 2 -3.844*** (,000)

S p<0.1 > **:p<0.05 > **#* : p<0.01 -
LA REE PR (X)) EREANE TR REE O (INX) LB o

PR LR RES AT T # L AR ER > D
i%]‘%uﬁg‘jfi%? A 1i0i % N §F;Dﬁjr5 B ok
ERERA S $F A T Lo MRINE G RF F AT
ﬁ?ﬂ%mﬁé»@ﬁﬁ%%ﬁi%ﬁ,%ﬁgﬂﬁém,ﬁg§$

H =

Jz4$:mw:a-+ﬁ)§i§x< ’ &;'—r fTJJ:&ﬁ:Wé i ﬁ miﬂ,%k o
Wilcoxon # = % % » ¥ = f}‘m MBI RE A O %F%
W%ﬁﬁ‘%ﬁﬁﬁ4%f’E%$%ﬁbé@%$$°@ﬁfi§
R IORE A o s 2 FIRP A LTRSS RS &
ok t’L’rTgr)F*Je @ 2 FIREE Y 2 FEAKE TR A o i
WERFRERFORERI PR THEAGDEEF T EHSTORE
B pE



20 F g

27 FRY>SFTRELAPRE A2 -2 P2 Fr
;\ﬁ)\r‘;‘{%‘ﬁ; 4\:)\%?%§(

n=155 % R % A Wilcoxon # Z_
o %ﬁl‘% (n=75)
%3 BF A i 9.73 3 8.95 3 -1.165 (.244)
EZLES 9.06 4 8.08 4 -2.272%%  (.023)
7 rc A #ic 14.76 2 13.98 2 -0.738 (.460)
i B 7.67 5 7.42 5 -1.915* (.055)
PERERA &K 16.54 1 15.41 1 -2.040**  (.041)
2 Fgl‘?l (n=80)
‘—ff BF A Hc 4.90 4 4.69 4 -2.557**%  (.011)
EZLES 6.13 3 5.09 3 -2.857*** (.004)
75 A #e 10.13 1 8.30 1 -3.010***  (.003)
i 4.68 5 4.39 5 -3.411*%**  (.001)
FEREXA &K 7.23 2 6.15 2 -3.408***  (.001)

* 1 p<0.1 > #* 1 p<0.05 5 *** 1 p<0.01 -
CUAEREIFER > (X)) ZRTANETEPEEHR N (IAX) FeHL R o

AP SLES REHEAH

P4 A REREA LD G ANEEE Fre ks~ TQIP
TREFLAS 2 SRS T A e~ SR 42 DEA
WAl F &AL A4 Fhdgds i o

(-)2MFri g R0 4

EBRMIIEAFIRL RS RP it E R o 2 AFR
Bde ~ TQIP 4 > - B & AR (1999-2000 ~ 2000-2001 & ¥ ) 2
FR SR Fp A3t 1 (QC=1.0388 » 1.0427) » & F i9H pkin » & &
2001-2002 & @ » 55 A & 3miedh (QC=0.9759 ) & 4v » TQIP 5 >
R FR ST R T ey o F B REORRER L P ERFD
B S e teh Flepde » TQIP {6 1 il S I S Y #12
CE(THEZEAF R INE - CZERR BFHRIRNGE
L~ TQIP# - &2 4 & B2 5 FRMR 0 BRH3 A% o
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58 REFRLATRBHES A

TFPC QC TC EC PEC SEC

2F (n=31)
1998-1999  0.9536*  0.9711*  0.9914*  0.9843*  0.9924*  0.9909%
1999-2000 10101 ~ 1.0388  09787* 09992  0.9871*  1.014]
20002001 11710 1.0427 11460 10167 10157  1.0001
20012002 0.9721*  0.9759%*  1.O11  09857*  0.9856*  0.9989*
*1 ko7 Bb < | 5 oAF A 2 fER

{&F 2 A4 HE(TFPC)H7 » & B+ X4 > & 2000-2001

EF R %ié_ff dh g g (TFPC=1.1710) % Flg s> (TC)
4ty %12 (TC=1.1460) & = > Biom ot & & T docdg w b b mP%f,D
ad A A RFIRG 2001 &5 ag 'gjg;su@g b F)E 2
@ f2001-2002 # 7 > 2 & 4 BFH KB (TFPC=0.9721) > :r;sr,t,
FR&EFavcd  FRERAZAS 4 TQM % 7~ L # HI
2 BGR o

TQIP 2z ## 4% & dg& B E Rl4p L T A F RiE pecd & Fep
0 BH T A N A~ F R o det 4 g s s ?ﬁ‘»‘i&%ﬁv@
22 EFORFRASTE LA Ly e d hF e g
FEMFEIE > FTRZER S HRAFTE L A4 o

FI* 43 2 24 dRipdns 3 T - HEFEHR %ié
SenenR T o B 1 2 2001-2002 & LG AR E R4 A4
( TFPC=0.9721) #% % & F e 4 (QC=0.9759 ) % $ jiF»c ¥ i& 4
(EC=0.9857)) #73% ; wmmmgaﬁ (PEC=0.9856) % iz
# 58 (SEC=0.9989) B 5 i *»xf i ¥ T WP H A E
WFE 2 ehin (TC=1.0111) -

V!L
F



REF2 A B
(TFPC)
0.9721
| |
s s sk g il
(QC) (EC) (TC)
0.9759 0.9857 1.0111

A g

(PEC)
0.9856

L

(SEC)
0.9989

W1 230 Fr2001-2002 #F § <2 24 $d s 7 H
)2~ F2Fri i g0

29 i ~F2 Fgl‘%ié_f‘ st od A7 waf 2 Fia

-‘-_Hx

fde » TQIP 0 (6 8 F > 2 38 > F 19 % A= R & chfFiw - 2000-2001
N2 ¥l REkF 2 24 139% (TFPC=1.3395) 1 & i Fl P/ ¢

%19 (TC=1.2593) #r3k » Bgom BIFIR & 1B & ¢y il » 2%
Gl FRaFRL o P o2 FRIPPRR CPHE AP ZFER
(TC=1.0397) -

29 2 ~prFrLLARFHESTE

TFPC QC TC EC PEC SEC
2z ¥k (n=15)
1998-1999  0.9226*  0.9542*  0.9775*  0.9780*  0.9939*  0.9840*
1999-2000  0.9463*  1.0833  0.9030*  0.9755*  0.9775*  0.9977*
2000-2001  1.3395  0.9939* 12593  1.0617 10418  1.0182
2001-2002  1.0256  1.0109  1.0507  0.9676*  0.9682*  0.9970*
F 2 ¥ (n=16)
1998-1999  0.9827*  0.9870*  1.0045  0.9901*  0.9910*  0.9973*
1999-2000  1.0699  0.9970*  1.0497  1.0213  0.9961*  1.0294
2000-2001  1.0131 1.0885  1.0397  0.9745%  0.9912*  0.9832%*
2001-2002  0.9219*  0.9430%  0.9740*  1.0027  1.0018  1.0007

g R B< |0 5 oeT 2 e
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ﬁﬁ$%4ﬁ4%%*@&%£’?*§% LR HPLE 4R
Az R+ o m = ?Pm | R IRApHIE T TR O s = ?}’%4\2 > TQIP
miﬁwﬁ HA2  p2FRifoerInadmgfriad n
%P* AR R o HEATHI R SRR REE 0 F 0 TQIP
Rk g PRI -
%10§?fi§ﬁﬁﬂ~ﬂHP@(%MQMB)&?ﬁ4§
Z :'ﬂﬁi"?\*'% 4 » TQIP t& » 2001-2002 # & & &2
ﬁaﬁvi%}ﬁﬁfﬂ *# (QC=1.0109 » TFPC=1.0256) - &7+ & f& 3 § it
e o RHRERN 2 f]” Ff@;rr?‘”t"“ﬁ% 4 A4 w:agimw:%
(QC=0.9430 > TFPC=0.9219 ) « 5 3t = = Pﬁ Fe4c » TQIP {&
(2001-2002) ZFe4 g4 a8 Ay T 282
Wilcoxon rank sum 23+ & » A Bl 2§ 2 %5]!;—‘5;1' IEES - EW BN
P2 LB HRPOEIAFHTRE (B2 RO HrfiFr
ber TQIP (> H B3 A4 e L IFRR S 2 Flat o &gl He
EELE

£ 10 4 TQIP & (2001-2002) Sf2r2 24 $62 £ B2 —
2z FR

4

ﬂH \m ﬁéﬁi

5B &% (QC) 444 %8 (TFC)
o %5 = (n=75) 1.0109 1.0256

= %3 I (n=80) 0.9430 0.9219
T-test 2.39%** 1.95%*
(p-value) (0.01) (0.03)
Wilcoxon rank sum 1.54% 1.60**
(p-value) (0.06) (0.05)

1. £ ¥ 7

2% 1 p<0.1 > ** 1 p<0.05 > **% 1 p<0.01 -
[FRRI E T

FR&F 2 FRBIS S0 5 TQP & 5 FR R E
%%%?Eii?"'é » TQIP =3l :E » %Jf%gl‘"} s ‘H‘ YK & %5:}%“%?515;
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PHA S TR g4 (DEA) 2 § 13 34 fl #FRL G
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(CHHHFL L g BN R
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