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Medical Fee Point of Diagnostic Imaging from the Standpoint of GATHOREN

Takushi DOKIYA

Department of Radiation Oncology, Saitama International Medical Center,
Comprehensive Cancer Center
1397-1, Yamane, Hidaka, Saitama 350-1298

The Japanese national expenditure for medical care in FY 2009 was 26.7 trillion yen. Fees for im-
age diagnosis were 1.12 trillion yen (4.2% ), and estimated fees for magnetic resonance (MR) imag-
ing examinations were estimated at 125.8 billion yen. The expenditure for image diagnosis is con-
trolled by the fees for diagnosis and examination by computed tomography (CT) /MR imaging, and
the use of up-to-date technology for image diagnosis is a factor in the sudden rise in national medical
expenditure. The theoretical construction how to reflect the high priced medical equipment to the
medical treatment fee point is hoped for.
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