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1.1.1. Life expectancy at birth, 1970 and 2011 (or nearest year)
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iource: OECD Health Statistics 2013, http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en; World Bank for non-OECD countries.
StatLink o™ http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/888932916002

1.1.2. Life expectancy at birth and GDP per capita, 2011 1.1.3. Life expectancy at birth and health spending
(or nearest year) per capita, 2011 (or nearest year)
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8.1.1. Share of the population aged over 65 and 80 years, 2010 and 2050

»: OECD Historical Population Data and Projections Database, 2013.

N 2010 2050
Population aged 65 years and over
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China 26 Denmark
Sweden ; 25 Norway
Belgium i 25 Iceland
nited Kingdom 6 24 Luxembourg
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Vekove slozZzeni obyvatelstva k 1.7.
Population by age to 1.7.
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Vyvoj demografickych ukazatelu

na 1 000 obyvatel

per 1 000 inhabitants

Trend of demographic indices
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Variation in life expectancy by sex
Number of years, 2013 or latest available year
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Gap in life expectancy at age 30 by sex and educational level
Gap in years, 2012 or latest year
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SVK
EST
CZE
POL
HUN
SVN
I  OECD (16)
GRC
ISR
DNK
FIN
MEX
PRT
NOR

ITA
SWE

8 10 12 14
1 2 http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/888933335925

(E\’oébd)

Biomedical Data Processing G r o u p

=
[y
3]
E
=]
[=7]
.
3]
o
=]
[y
.
(3]



82

80

78

76

74

72

70

68

66

62

60

Vyvoj stredni délky zivota pri narozeni
Trend of life expectancy at birth

) R T S R
- ]

I
|
I
I I
I I
I I
P I R
I 1 I
I I
I
I
I
I

zeny

A0 1 ™

1955 1960 1965 1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015



Vyvoj uhrnné plodnosti a prumérného véku matek pri narozeni ditéte I
Trend of total fertility rate and mean age of mothers at childbirth
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Mortalita - ICHS

1.3.1. Ischemic heart disease mortality, 2011 and change between 1990 and 2011 (or nearest year)
2011 Change 1990-2011

39 Japan -32

42 Korea 60

48 ; France -47

52 g Portugal 5%

58 Netherlands -69

81 Spain 41

63 Luxembourg -54

70 Chile 5%

72 Denmark a7

75 Belgium .38

80 Israel 84

84 Greece -35

85 1taly 38

89 Switzerland 45

2 Norway 66

4 Slovenia -a7

95 Australia -64
103 Canada -54

113 United Kingdom 62

15 German -48
122 0ECD3 42

123 . Sweden -35

127 United States -50

123 Poland 43

133 Iceland -48

136 Ireland -59

142 Austria -37

147 Mexico 18
148 > New Zealand -49

172 -49
260 ech R 41
285 stonia -59
309 A Hungary -6

0 Slovak ch 4 3 1 g 9 L i J

500 400 300 200 100 0 -100 75 -50 25 0 25 50 75
Age-standardised rates per 100 000 population Change in % over the period
Source: OECD Health Statistics 2013, http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en.
Statlink dm http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/888932916097
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Mortalita rakovina

Age-standardised rates per 100 000 population
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wurce: OECD Health Statistics 2013, http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en.
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1.4.1. All cancer mortality rates, total and by gender, 2011 (or nearest year)
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1.4.2. Change in all cancer mortality rates, 1990-2011 (or nearest year)
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Hlasené novotvary (C00-D09) na 100 000 muzu
(prumeér za obdobi 2010-2014)
Notified neoplasms (C00-D09) per 100 000 males
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Standardizovana umrtnost muzu
Standardized mortality rate in males
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1.7.1. Infant mortality rates, 2011 (or nearest year)

B Neonatal B8 Post-neonatal
Deaths per 1 000 live births
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Three-year average (2009-11).
»urce; OECD Health Statistics 2013, http//dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en; World Bank for non-OECD countries.
— Statlink o™ hitp//dx.doiorg/10.1787/88893291624
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Umrtnost kojencut podle véku ve dnech
Infant mortality rate by age in days
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Infant mortality rates
Deaths per 1 000 live births, 2013 or latest available year
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Vyvoj novorozenecké, kojenecké a perinatalni umrtnosti
Trend of neonatal, infant and perinatal mortality
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Trend in infant mortality in selected OECD countries
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3.1.1. Practising doctors per 1 000 population, 2000 and 2011 (or nearest year)

€ 2000 2011

Per 1 000 population
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1. Datainclude not only doctors providing direct care to patients, but also those working in the health sector as managers, educators, researchers, etc.
(adding another 5-10% of doctors).

2. Data refer to all doctors licensed to practice (resulting in a large over-estimation of the number of practising doctors in Portugal).

Source: OECD Health Statistics 2013, http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en.

— Statlink =zwérm http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/888932916800
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Practising physicians
Per 1 000 inhabitants

I 2014 or latest available year # 2000 or first available year
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Categories of physicians
As a percentage of total physicians, 2013 or latest available year

Bl Generalists B Specialists B Medical doctors not further defined
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Medical graduates
Per 100 000 inhabitants

I 2014 or latest available year 2000 or first available year
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logists and obstetricians per 100 000 women, 2011 and change between 2000 and 2011
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3.3.2. Midwives per 100 000 women, 2011 and change between 2000 and 2011

2011 (or noarest year)

100 50

o

iceland

oland
New Zeatand
Belgium

United Kingdom
N

orw
Irelan

Czech Republic
Chile

Finland
Luxembourg

0ECD32
Sm‘;k Republic

rance
Switzerland
Denmark
Estonia
Italy
Greece

¥
Netheriands
Austriat
Slovenia
Canada
Korea

of midwives only includes those working in hospital.

Source: OECD Health Statistics 2013, http//dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en.
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3.6.1. Remuneration of doctors, ratio to average wage, 2011 (or nearest year)

Specialists General practitioners (GPs)
B Salaried Self-employed B Salaried Self-employed
43 Australia’ 3 17
42 Austria 27
/62 , Belgium’ 23
47 Canada ; 3.0
23 ® (zech Rep.! na
26 ! Denmark " 26 27
21 Estonia 16
28 Finland 18
22 36 France’ : 21
28 Germany' L na
26 Greece n.a.
16 Hungary' [——— 14
37 . Ireland 3.0
31 Israel f— 2.0
26 | italy n.a.
30, Netherlands — 1944
18 No,way n.a.
16 Poland 2.2
na. Slovak Rep 18
24 Slovenia 23
23 Spain 20
_23 . - {  United Kingdom* : . 19 24,
4 2 0 0 2 4 6
atio to average wage in each country Ratio to average wage in each country b
. Physicians in training included (resulting in an underestimation). é

. Practice expenses included (resulting in an over-estimation).
. Remuneration of self-employed physicians is net income, rather than gross income (resulting in an underestimation).
. Public sector employees only (resulting in an underestimation).
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Ratio of nurses to physicians
2013 or latest available year
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3.7.1. Practising nurses per 1 000 population, 2011 and change between 2000 and 2011

2011 (or nearest year) Change 2000-11 (or nearest year)
166 | Switzerland
154 o Denmark
154 Belgium?®
148 1 and!
129 | Norw:
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Per 1 000 population Average annual growth rate (%)
1. Patainclude not only nurses providing direct care to patients, but also those working in the health sectoras 2 d: hers, etc.

2. Data refer to all nurses who are licensed to practice.
3. Austria reports only nurses employed in hospital.
Source: OECD Health Statistics 2013, http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-cn.
StatLink =wow hitp://dx.doiorg/10.1787/888932917066
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Nursing graduates
Per 100 000 inhabitants

I 2014 or latest available year # 2000 or first available year
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3.8.1. Nursing graduates per 100 000 population, 2011
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9
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781
676
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416
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e ource: OECD Health Statistics 2013, http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en.

Statlink =a&m http//dx.doi.org/10.1787/888932917104

3.8.2. Nursing graduates per 1 000 nurses, 2011
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Italy
Belgium
Germany
Igrael
zech Rep.
Luxembourg

(or nearest year)

200.9
1059
98.1
933
86.2
724
62.4
60.9
59.1
851
53.7
531
526
52.5
470
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411
1.0
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40.7
396
379
345
344
341
30.9
296
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244
236
216
L 180,

60

120

180 240
Per 1 000 nurges

Source: OECD Health Statistics 2013, http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en.
Statlink =& http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/888932917123

D



T B
Pl at sester V Om

3.9.1. Remuneration of hospital nurses, ratio to average 3.9.2. Remuneration of hospital nurses, USD PPP, 2011
wage, 2011 (or nearest year) (or nearest year)

Luxembourg 14 Luxembourg 82
Israzl 14 United States® 70
) Ireland 64
United States 13 Australia® 56
Greece 1.2 Denmark 54
Spain 1.2 Norway 52
Australia® 12 Canada’ 51
Germany 12 Belgium 50
Poland 14 New Zealand 49
o * Germany 47
Canada' 11 Chile 47
Belgium 11 Netherlands 46
Ireland 11 Spain 46
Israel 45

J 3
De apa: 4 United Kingdom 44
S & Japan 2
@ Czech Rep 11 Iceland 40
Italy 1.0 Finland 39
Norway 1.0 ! Haly 37
_ rance 36

|
S ovenfa 10 Greece 36
Estonia 1.0 Slovenia 94
Netherlands 1.0 Mexico 28
Finland 1.0 Turkey 24
France 1.0 ‘c l;o::nd 23
: zech Rep 23
United Kingdom 0.9 Estonia 20
Stovak Rep 0.8 Slovak Rep 18
Hungary 1 ! 08 | Hungary ) A 17
0 05 1.0 15 20 0 40 80
Ratio to average wage in each country USD PPP, thousands
1. Data refer to registered (“professional”) nurses in the United States, 1. Data refer to registered ("professional”) nurses in the United States d
Australia and Canada (resulting in an over-estimation). Australia and Canada (resulting in an over-estimation).
e Source: OECD Health Statistics 2013, http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/heaith-data-en. Source: OECD Health Statistics 2013, http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en. -

StatLink moom http:/dx.doi.org/10.1787/888932917161 StatlLink =w0m http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/888932917180
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4.1.1. Number of doctor consultations per capita, 2011 (or nearest year)

Annual consultations per capita
4

12
10
8
6
4
2
NG SRR R N R R A
FI Cos® *9\\ & 3 QQ\‘&%“\ & o

Source: OECD Heal  ‘atistics 2013, http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en.
Statlink o™ http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/888932917218

4.1.2. Estimated number of consultations per doctor, 2011 (or nearest year)
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4.2.1. MRI units, 2011 (or nearest year) 4.2.2. CT scanners, 2011 (or nearest year)

|| B Hospital 100 Outside hospital W Total B Hospital W Outside hospital BN Total
1012
444
409
402
B3
M3
8
21
235
03
251
ns
213
192
133
173
164
157
154
150
s
"7
46
136
135
139
125
125
102
20
53
: 73
X 2 X 3 23, Mexico 2 . 2 s 43
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 2% 50 75 100 125
Per million population Per million population
Equipement outside hospital not included. 1. Equipement outside hospital not included.
Only equipment eligible for public reimbursement. 2. Only equipment eligible for public reimbursement.
urce: OECD Health Statistics 2013, httpo//dx doé org/10,1787/health-data-en. Source: OECD Health Statistics 2013, httpy/dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en.
StatLink sxom http//dx.doi.org/10.1787/888932917256 StatLink swom hitp://dx.doi.org/10.1787/888932917275
4.2.3. MRI exams, 2011 (or nearest year) 4.2.4. CT exams, 2011 (or nearest year)
B Hospital W0 Outside hospital B Tolal B Hospital W8 Outside hospital BN Total
we? Greece
99 Usited States
N4 Luxembourg
%2 Belgum
a1 Iceland
7838 france
e 0ECD20
gf; Austria*
55.4 |5t ael
502 Korea*
o samim
: Denmark
455 Turkey
a4
90 Slovak Rep.
U7 Austraia®
. Crech Rep.
s .
~ Bio\ Dt
i Kingdom
197 leelang*
182 Netherlands!
o wﬂ: 2ssing G r o u p
55 Poland
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Average length of stay in hospital, 2000 and 2011 (or nearest year)
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1. Data refer to average
Source: OECD Health Statisti

4.5.2. Average length of stay for normal delivery, 2011
(or nearest year)
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of stay for curative (acute) care (resulting in an under-estimation).
13, http//dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en.

Statlink uom http//dx.doi.org/10.1787/88892291744¢

4.5.3. Average length of stay for acute myocardial

infarction (AMI), 2011 (or nearest year)
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4.8.1. Caesarean section rates, 2011 (or nearest year)
l;ar 100 live births
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Statlink wom hitp://dxdoi.org/10.1787/888932917617

4.8.2. Increasing caesarean section rates, 2000 to 2011 (or nearest year)
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4.11.1. Share of generics in the total pharmaceutical market, 2011 (or nearest year)

% Value B Volume
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. Reimbursed pharmaceutical market.
. Community pharmacy market.
ource: OECD Health Statistics 2013, httpz//dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en.
Statlink mo™ hitp.//dx.doi.org/10,1787/888932917769
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6.1.1. Health insurance coverage for a core set of services,

Australia

Fintand
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lcaiand
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Netheriands
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Polang
Slovak Rep.
Estonia
Mexico
United States

2011
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Primary private health coverage
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Source: OECD Health Statistics 2013, http//dx.doi 0rg/10.1787/health-data-en.

Scatlink suo®™ http//dx.doiorg/10.1787/888932918491

6.1.2. Private health insurance coverage, by type, 2011

France
Netherlands
istael
Belgium
Slovenia
Canada
United States
Luxembourg
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Ireland
Austria
Germany
New Zealand
Switzerland
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Mexico
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(or nearest year)
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295
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02,
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Note: Private health insurance can be both complementary and
supplementary in Denmark, Korea and New Zealand; and duplicate,
complementary and supplementary in Israel.

Source: OECD Health Statistics 2013, http://dx.doi.ovg/10.1787/health-data-en.

Statlink myom http://dx.doi.org/10,21787/888932918510

6.1.3. Evolution in private health insurance coverage, 2000 to 2011
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surce: OECD Regions at a Glance 2013.

6.3.1. Physician density, by Territorial Level 2 regions, 2011 (or nearest year)
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6.5.1. Out-of-pocket dental expenditure, 2011 6.5.2. Probability of a dental visit in the past 12 months,
(or nearest year) by income group, 16 OECD countries, 2009
Netherlands 18 (or ne y“r)
Slovenia 23 : g
e 24 Lowincome  Awerage  High income
r—< e
Germany 26
France 27 [
Luxembourg 35 France | o
United States 42 Czech Rep. ——l—
Cazech Rep. 43 ) i
‘ Canada 44 United Kingdom | >
Slovak Rep. 4 Slovak Rep. [ P
Belgium 43 S
Austria 48 Casada
0ECD26 55 Ausitia *——0
Finland 57 5 I
Austratia 53 fomed | Pt
Hungary 549 Belgium *r— —
New Zexland 60 Slovenia . *—b
Sweden 60 ]
Estonia 62 New Zealand ——
Norway 68 Estonia i *>—7ae
Poland 69 !
Denmark 73 Spain *——o—
lceiand 82 United States ——
Korea 84 !
Switzerland 89 Pofand e
Israzl 90 Hungary *—9 o
YR —— —— L
1
0 2 40 60 80 100 Denark AL oo ¢ ) . .
% of 101 dental expendituce 0 20 40 60 80 100

Source: OECD Health Statistics 2013, httpy//dx.doi 0rg/10.1787/health-data-en.
Statlink suom http//dx.doi.org/10.1787/886932918662 1. Visits in the past two years.

2. Visits in the past three months. D d
Source: Devaux and de Looper (2012), AD
StatLink mypom hitp://dx.doi.org/10,1787/888932918681
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Exhibit 2. International Comparison of Spending on Health, 1980-2008

Average spending on health
per capita ($US PPP)

Mote: PPP = purchasing power party—an estimate of the exchange rate required to equalize the purchasing power of differant curmencies, glven the prices

of goods and services In the countres concamsad.
Source: OECD Health Data 2010 (Oct. 2010).
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Gini coefficient

_II_

Ginl Index

Relative income poverty rates, 1995 and 2010
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Public and private expenditure on health
As a percentage of GDP, 2013

I Public expenditure Bl Private expenditure
18

16 |
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1 2  http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/888533335371
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Public and private expenditure on health
As a percentage of GDP

Public expenditure Private expenditure Total
2013 or latest 2013 or latest 2013 or latest
2000 2005 2010 avallable year 2000 2005 2010 avallable year 2000 2005 2010 avallable year
Australia 52 55 58 519 24 25 27 28 76 8.0 85 88
Austria 7.0 72 77 7 2.3 24 24 24 9.2 9.6 1041 1041
Belgium 59 6.9 7.7 80 2.0 2.1 22 23 8.0 9.0 9.9 10.2
Canada 58 6.4 74 72 25 27 32 30 83 9.1 106 102
Chile 33 24 30 34 3.1 41 3.7 39 6.4 6.6 6.7 73
Czech Republic 5.1 56 58 6.0 0.6 0.8 1.2 11 5.7 6.4 6.9 71
Denmark 6.7 76 88 88 14 15 16 16 8.1 9.1 104 104
Estonia 40 38 49 46 12 11 13 13 5.2 50 6.1 6.0
Finland 48 57 6.1 6.5 19 2.0 21 212 6.7 7.7 82 86
France 75 80 84 86 20 22 24 23 95 10.2 10.8 109
Germany 77 78 83 84 25 25 27 26 9.8 10.3 11.0 11.0
Greece 44 56 6.2 6.0 2.8 34 3.0 3.1 72 9.0 9.2 9.2
Hungary 47 56 50 48 2.1 25 27 26 6.8 8.1 7.1 74
Iceland 73 74 71 71 17 17 17 17 9.0 9.2 88 87
Ireland 42 52 59 5.5 14 17 26 26 5.6 6.9 8.5 8.1
Israel 43 43 44 44 24 27 25 29 6.8 72 7.0 75
Italy 55 65 7.0 6.8 2.1 19 19 20 76 84 89 88
Japan 59 6.6 78 85 14 15 17 1.7 74 8.1 9.5 10.2
Korea 20 28 37 38 2.0 23 2.7 30 40 5.0 6.5 6.9
Luxembourg 438 6.0 6.1 55 11 12 11 12 59 72 72 6.6
Mexico 22 25 29 32 2.7 34 33 3.0 49 59 6.2 6.2
Netherlands 47 6.7 91 9.7 24 28 14 14 7.0 9.5 104 1141
New Zealand 58 6.6 79 76 16 17 19 19 75 8.2 97 95
Norway 6.3 6.9 75 76 14 14 14 13 7.7 8.3 8.9 89
Poland 36 40 46 45 16 18 18 19 53 58 6.5 6.4
Portugal 59 6.8 69 6.1 24 27 29 31 83 94 98 9.1
Slovak Republic 47 5.0 56 56 0.6 16 22 20 5.3 6.6 7.8 7.6
Slovenia 6.0 59 6.3 6.2 2.1 2.1 23 25 8.1 8.0 86 87
Spain 49 55 6.7 6.3 20 22 23 25 6.8 7.7 9.0 838
Sweden 6.3 6.8 6.9 9.2 11 15 15 1.7 74 8.3 8.5 11.0
Switzerland 52 6.1 6.7 73 42 42 3.7 3.7 9.3 10.3 105 1.1
Turkey 29 35 42 4.0 18 17 1.2 1.1 47 5.1 53 5.1
United Kingdom 53 6.4 76 73 14 15 15 15 6.3 74 88 85
United States 55 6.6 79 79 7.0 8.0 8.5 8.5 125 146 164 16.4
EU 28 . . . . . o - - . . .. ._
OECD 52 58 6.4 6.5 2.1 2.3 24 24 7.2 8.1 88 89
Brazil 28 34 41 44 42 48 46 47 7.0 8.3 8.7 9.1
China 18 1.8 27 31 29 29 23 2.5 46 47 50 5.6
India 12 1.0 1.2 13 32 33 27 27 43 43 38 4.0 ’
Indonesia 06 07 1.0 14 11 18 1.7 18 18 25 2.7 2.9
Russlan Federation 33 32 37 31 2.2 2.0 32 34 54 52 6.9 6.5
South Africa 34 34 4.0 43 49 54 46 46 83 88 87 89

1 2  hitp://dx.doi.org/10.1787/888933336500



6.5 Podil celkovych vydaju na zdravotnictvi na hrubém domacim produktu
Proportion of total expenditure on health services in gross domestic product

Rok

Stat State Year

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Ceska republika Czech Republic 7.3 6,9 7.0 7.1 78 7.7
Belgie Belgium 10,1 9,9 10,1 10,2 10,4 104
Dansko Denmark 10,7 10,4 10,2 10,3 10,3 10,6
Finsko Finland 8,9 8,9 9,0 9,3 9,5 9,5
Francie France 10,8 10,7 10,7 10,8 10,9 11,1
Irsko Ireland 10,5 10,6 99 10,1 10,5 10,1
Italie Italy 9,0 9,0 8.8 8.8 8,8 9,1
Mad'arsko Hungary 7.3 7,6 7,6 75 7,3 7.2
Némecko Germany 11,1 11,0 10,7 10,8 10,9 11,0
Nizozemsko Netherlands 10,3 10,4 10,5 10,9 10,9 10,9
Norsko Norway 9.1 8,9 8.8 8.8 8,9 93
Polsko Poland 6,6 6.4 6.2 6.2 6,5 6,4
Portugalsko Portugal 9,9 9,8 95 93 o1 9,0
Rakousko Austria 10,1 10,1 99 10,1 10,1 10,3
Recko Greece 9.8 9,9 95 89 8,7 8,3
Slovensko Slovakia 8,0 7.8 7.4 7.7 76 7,0
Spojené kralovstvi  United Kingdom 8.7 8,5 84 8.5 8.9 99
Spanélsko Spain 9,0 9,0 9.1 9.1 9,0 9.1
Svedsko Sweden 8,9 8,5 10,7 10,9 11 11,2
évycarsko Switzerland 10,4 10,5 10,6 11,0 11,2 14
Australie Australia 8.6 8,5 8,6 87 8,8 9,0
Japonsko Japan 9.4 9,5 11,1 11,2 11,3 11,4
Kanada Canada 10,6 10,6 10,3 10,3 10,2 10,0 &0 Dd
UsSA USA 16,4 16,4 16,4 16,4 16,4 16,6

. ita Processing G r o u p
Zdroj dat: OECD Health Data November 2016 Source of data : OECD Health Data November 2016
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Per-capita vidaje n

7.1.1. Health expenditure per capita, 2011 (or nearest year)

Bl Public B Private
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1. In the Netherlands, it is not possible to clearly distinguish the public and private share related to investments.
2. Current health expenditure.
3. Data refers to 2010,
4. Data refers to 2008,

Source: OECD Heaith Statistics 2013, http//dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en; WHO Global Health Expenditure Database.
Stattink spow http://dx.dol.org/10.1787/888932918833
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7.1.2. Annual average growth rate in per capita health expenditure, real terms, 2000 to 2011 (or nearest year)

N 2000-09 Wl 2009-1

Annual average growth rate (%)
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1. CPI used as deflator.
Source: OECD Health Statistics 2013, http//dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en.
Statlink myom hitp//dx.dol.org/10,1787/888932918852
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7.2.1. Health expenditure as a share of GDP, 2011 (or nearest year)
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1. Total expenditure only.
2. Data refers to 2010,
3. Datarefers to 2008.
Source: OECD Health Statistics 2013, http.//dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en; WHO Global Heaith Expenditure Database.
Statlink w=yom http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/888932918871
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7.3.1. Current health expenditure by function of health care, 2011 (or nearest year)
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Note: Countries are ranked by curativ. ehabilitative care as a share of current expenditure on health.

* Refers to curative-rehabilitative care in inpatient and day care settings.

** Includes home-care and ancillary services.

1. Inpatient services provided by independent billing physicians are included in outpatient care for the United States.

Source: OECD Health Statistics 2013, http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en.

StatlLink =xo=™ http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/888932918928
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7.4.1. Expenditure on pharmaceuticals per capita and as a share of GDP, 2011 (or nearest year)

B Total (no breakdown) B Prescribed B Public B Private
Over-the-counter
Pharmaceutical expenditure per capita Pharmaceutical expenditure as a share of GOP

as5 United States 21
701 Canada 19
673 ;i Greece! 26
843 Japan 18
648 Ireland® : 16
632 Germany 18
627 Belgium : 18
815 France 18
587 Australia 14
341 Hungary 26
331 Switzerland 10
52% Slovak Rep.! 22
520 Austria £ 13
500 Spain 18
487 Italy! 15
483 0ECD31 15
479 Netherlands® i it
469 Portugal' 18
445 Korea 15
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1. Includes medical non-durables.
Source: OECD Health Statistics 2013, http.//dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en. Statlink =& http.//dx.doi.org/10.1787/888932918966
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7.6.1. Expenditure on health by type of financing, 2011 (or nearest year)

B General government B Social security I Private out-of-pocket BN Private insurance Other
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1. Data refer to total health expenditure.
Source: OECD Health Statistics 2013, http.//dx.doi.org/10.1787/health-data-en.
StatlLink =ud http.//dx.doi.org/10.1787/888932919061
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Sit’ nemocnic k 31. 12. 2015
Survey of hospitals to 31. 12. 2015

i Fakultni nemocnice
University hospital

# Ostatni nemocnice
Other hospital

m Nemocnice nasledné péce

Hospital with chronic beds




Vidaje na zdravot

Vzhl edem k hrub®mu n8§rodn?2 mu pr%dukt

Celkové vydaje

v % HDP 93/03 | v US$ PPP/1 obyv.
Cesko 6,7/7,5 1298
Slovensko 6,7/5,9 777
N&mecko 9,9/11,1 2096
Velka Britanie 6,9/7,7 —
USA 13,2/15 5635
Zdroj: OECD

Pozn.: PPP — Purchasing Power Parity — v pfepoltu dle kupni sily
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Zdr avot n?2

Zdravotnich pojistoven je celkem O:

Véeobecna zdravotni pojiétovna - 65% pojiténcii
PO]J PO]J

g
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Zdr avot n?2

Zdravotnich pojistoven je celkem O:
Véeobecnd zdravotni pojistovna - 65% pojisténcii
Ceskd narodni zdravotni pojistovna
Hutnickd zaméstnanecka pojistovna
Metal-Aliance
Oborova zdravotni pojidtovna
Revirni bratrska pokladna
Vojenska zdravotni pojistovna
Zdravotni pojistovna Skoda
Zdravotni pojistovna Ministerstva vnitra
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Vidaje na zdravot

Struktura n8kladT zdravotn?

Naklady celkem 164 394 mil.

v tom na zdravotni péci 155 553 mil.
mzdy a ostatni osobni naklady | 1 924 mil.
odpisy 577 mil.

Ze zdkona maji pojistovny na svou rezii 3% prostiedk(l s nimiz
hospoda¥i (VZP 3% z 110 mld.)

v USA federdlni zdrav. instituce 4%, soukromé 15%!

Zdroj: CSU, 2004

D
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Vidaje na zdravot

Struktura vidaj T zdravotn2ch pojigSoven |

mid. | %
Celkem 156 | 100
Prakti¢ti |ékafi 75 | 4,8
Stomatologie 85 | bb
Ambulatni zdrav. zaFizeni celkem | 36 | 23,2
L iZkova zdrav. za¥. vé. LDN 72 | 46,2
Lazné a ozdravovny 35 | 2,2
Doprava 1 0,8
/drav. zachranna sluzba 09 | 0,6
Léeky a PZT 40 | 25,6

Zdroj: Viykazy zdrav. pojistoven pro Min. zdravotnictvi B, D) D
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5.4 Prijmy a vydaje zdravotnich pojistoven *)

Returns and expenditure of health insurance corporations *)

Absolutné Podil Index
. . . s o v mil. Ké v % (2014 = 100)
Zakladni ekonomické ukazatele Basic financial indicators ]
Amount Proportion Index
in mill. CZK in % (2014 = 100)
Vynosy celkem Revenues total 260 112 100,0 104,7
z toho: trZby z pojistného 0.W.. premiums 189 115 72,7 105,0
z toho: o.w..
za osoby v prac. pomeéru for persons employed or 168 256 64,7 104,2
nebo obdoh. poméru similarly engaged for work
za osoby samostatné for self-employed persons 17 690 6,8 110,5
vydélecné ¢inné
Vydaje celkem Expenditure total 251913 100,0 105,4
*) Predbézne Gdaje *) Preliminary data

Zdroj dat: Ministerstvo zdravotnictvi/ Ministerstvo financi
Cesky statisticky Grad

Source of data: Ministry of Health/ Ministry of
Czech Statistical Office



Vydaje na zdravotnictvi podle zdroju financovani .
Expenditure on health services by sources of financing
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80% 11| health insurance =1 1 1 i1 1 1 1 [
B statni a Uzemnirozpocty

70% 11| state and territorial budgets =1 1 1 1 1 1 1o
HEsoukromé zdroje

60% 11 private sources 1 1 1 (1 1 1 1 -

5% +H (-1 -1 4 4 4 |-l 1 {4 F- - -8 ¥ -5 |-

0% H -t -t HH H H I-HE FHH HH HH H HE D F -

30Dfﬂ - b — - L L — L — —_— — L L — — e — - ==

20%

10%

0%

1995 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013"

) Predbézné udaje ") Preliminary data
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x Vv roce 2013 cca 10mid

xProvedeno

jednbst8&tov® ismd jg e

pl atby za Asv®i pojigthDnce

Eio|Dat

Biomedical Data Processing G r o u p



_II_

Zdr avot ni

PSehl ed
Nemocnice
LDN

Odb. |é¢ebné ustavy
Lazeriské lécebny
Hospic

Ostatni lGZk. za¥.
Ambulantni. zaf¥.
Sttediska zachr. sluzby
Zat. hygien. sluzby
Ostatni

Zdroj: UZIS, v mil. K¢

Vynosy
85 999
793
4 732
8 238
108
201
4 377
3278
1 948
1799

c k §

hospodaSen?

3 872
50
104
678
-3
4
301
36
-1 240
-238

Hosp. vysledek Pohledavky

12 789
111
647
875

6
12
520
274
151
143
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Nemocnice &%
x St §t pSevedl nemocnice (i s dluhy) n
19

x Nemocnice vydS8vaj?2 Wwaekol abhyn§kbadmni¢
zahrani{/G%)asi 60

x Hospod8§8§Sskl visledek nemocnic v mil

§ MZ1 056
§Krajsk® 237 (63 zaS2zen?)

xV soukromlich nemocni c2% asestryalB%h @®ap 2

x Po transfor maci na obchodn?2 spo%el no
rolnhD (pr ol ne i u st8tn2ch zaS2zen?2)

Zdroj: UZIS, Tempus Medicorum 2/06 @
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Pol t | T & Ka03%

L ékari  Zdrav. pers.

Nemocnice 15 830 56 390
Odb. lé¢ebné tstavy 1 398 7906
Samostatné ambulance 21 323 28 762
/vlastni zdrav. zafiz. 637 3908
Hygienicka sluzba 199 964
Ostatni 73 42
Celkem 44 919 102 744
Zdroj: UZIS
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4.1.1 Evidencni pocet zaméstnancu a zameéstnavatelé
podle kategorie a zfizovatele zarizeni

Employees on payroll and employers by category
and by founder of establishment

1/4

Evidenéni pocet zaméstnancl a zameéstnavatelé (pfep. pocet)
Employees on payroll and employers (full time equivalent)
Kategorie v tom zfizovatel / o.w. by founder
Category celkem Ministerstvo .
total zdravotnictvi r:;?; N
Ministry of Health
Uhrn 247 753,63 59 851,41 62 873,60
Odborni pracovnici ve zdravotnictvi 205 764,38 47 223,43 51399,22
lékari 38 267,79 8 151,75 8 255,98
zubni |ékafi 740773 175,67 41,07
farmaceuti 6 265,14 381,17 321,72
zdravotnicti pracovnici nelékafi s odbornou 105 688,51 25 096,65 29 302,82
zpusobilosti (ZPBD)

vSeobecné sestry a porod. asistentky (SPBD) 81 688,46 20 310,93 23 377 47
véeobecna sestra 77 851,66 19 403,56 22 012,61
z toho: détska sestra 5 458,01 1435,28 1 818,25
porodni asistentka 3 836,80 907,37 1 364,86
ostatni 24 000,05 4 785,72 5 925,35
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