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(this is an indicative overview of publications focusing on institutional practices related to the process of reimbursement and/or pricing, and examining a minimum of three countries ncluding at least one European country)

Full references are provided on page 2.

Authors Year
Number of 

countries

Data 

collection AT BE BG CY CZ DE DK EE EL ES FI FR GB HR HU IE IT LT LU LV MT NL PL PT RO SE SI SK CH IS LI NO TR AU CA IL JP KR MX NZ US

Barnieh et al. (1) 2014 34 2011 E

S

Allen et al. (2) 2013 33 unclear E

S

Leopold et al. (3) 2013 29
2011

E

Riedel et al. (4) 2013 12 2011

E

Spinner et al. (5) 2013 3 2011

E

Cleemput et al. (6) 2012 5 2012

Franken et al. (7) 2012 5 2012

Kleijnen et al. (8) 2012 29 2011 E

S

Leopold et al. (9) 2012 28 2009-2010

*

Vogler (10) 2012 29 2011

*

Mauskopf et al. (11) 2011 10 unclear E

S

Stafinski et al. (12) 2011 21 2010

*

Vogler et al. (13) 2011 28 2010

*

Drummond et al. (14) 2010 4 2009 E

S

Levy et al. (15) 2010 5 2009

S

(Note: E = England; S = Scotland; *no (clear) distinction within Great Britain)

process for inclusion in national 

reimbursement list (formulary)

pricing and reimbursement elements based 

on Pharmaceutical Health Information 

System indicators

case studies focusing on price and 

reimbursement status differences

Focus

Associated & 

Candidate

procedural elements, outpatient perscription 

drugs

external reference pricing (basket 

composition, price calculation)

generics policies (price control, price 

linkage, substitution, INN prescribing)

"accountability for reasonableness" 

conditions (transparency, relevance, 

revisability, enforcement)

methodological elements in comparative 

effectiveness research

objective, Implementation modalities and 

accountability

pricing and reimbursement challenges in 

personalised medicine

EU28 Additional OECD Countries

procedural elements in reimbursement 

decisions on new technologies

construction of archetypes for the role of 

national HTA systems in decision-making

economic evaluation (type, perspective, 

utility values, discounting, modeling)

impact of clinical evidence base on decision-

making (comparators, selective decision-

making, indirect comparisons etc.)

submission requirements (systematic 

review/meta-analysis, critical appraisal etc.)
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