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OECD Health Care Quality Indicator ~ HCQI
OECD
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OECD HCQ!I
OECD health

[5,6,7]

Non-health care determinants of health

Healthcare System Performance
How does the health system perform? Whatis the level of quality of care across the
range of patient care needs? What does this performance cost?

Dimensions

Cost/
expenditure

Equity

ACcess

Accessibility

& Efficiency ’

Macro and micro-economic efficiency

Health system design, policy and context
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Services (CMS)

CMS

Care Quality Commission CQC
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HAS

Pay for Performance P4P

Centers for Medicare & Medicaid
The Joint Commission (TJC)
CMS
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TJC CMS
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Figure 1. Schematic of Reliability and Validity
Assume the center of the target is the true score...
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