








Figure 1 
Distribution of Length of Stay and Health Care Charges in CABG Cases 

note) Coronary-Aorta Bypass Graft (CABG) cases (n=73).  [c.f., ref.4] 
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Figure 2 
Classification Tree based upon Factors Influential to Health Care Charge 

note) The stars (*) indicate the same structure as in the left.   AMI stands for acute myocardial 
infarction. [c.f., ref.4] 
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Figure 3 
Algorithm for Resource Intensity Equivalent Group (RIEG) in Case of 
CABG 

[c.f., ref.4] 

CABG 

Class 4 Class 1 Class 3Class 2 

Acute Myocardical Infarction  →  ＋1 
Major Comorbidity →  ＋2 
Age  ≧   65 →  ＋1 

〈Total Points〉      〈Class〉 
 0  1 

 1  2 

 2  3 

3 & above 4 

(Points) 



Figure 4 
Health Care Charges across Resource Intensity Equivalent Groups (RIEG) 
in CABG Cases 

note) In the box-whisker plot, the bar in the box indicates the median, and the box top and the 
bottom indicates the 75th and 25th percentiles.   Circles are outliers and the whisker indicates the 
maximum and minimum except the outliers.  [c.f., ref.4] 
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Figure 5 
Crude Mortality across Hospitals in CABG Cases 

note) The numerator and the denominator in the parenthesis indicate the number of cases dead at 
discharge and the number of CABG cases respectively.   
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Figure 6 
Mortality across RIEG Classes in CABG Cases 

note) The numerator and the denominator in the parenthesis indicate the number of cases dead at 
discharge and the number of CABG cases respectively.   
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Figure 7 
Risk-specific Mortality across Hospitals in CABG Cases 

note) The numerator and the denominator in the parenthesis indicate the number of cases dead at 
discharge and the number of CABG cases respectively.   
Only cases in the RIEG Class 1 and 2 are used for this analysis. 
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Figure 8 
Framework of Information Infrastructure for Casemix Classification and 
Performance Measures 

note) The framework is developed and based upon the Japanese circumstances, but it could be 
applied to other social settings. [c.f., ref.1, ref.4] 
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