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Background: Measurement of the organizational performance would be effective 

and helpful for improvement, in the case that it is based on an appropriate and 

principled system. Such a system uses specific indicators to measure the 

productivity and performance of the organizations. In fact, these indicators act as 

useful tools for strategic planning in managerial levels. Given the importance of 

the issue, this study aimed to develop the key productivity indicators for hospitals 

affiliated to Isfahan University of Medical Sciences. These indicators are designed 

to be applied in evaluation, implementation, and improvement processes of the 

organizations under study. 

Methods: This was a qualitative study conducted among the hospitals affiliated to 

Isfahan University of Medical Sciences in 2015. Purposive sampling method was 

applied and the study participants were selected through snowballing. Then, the 

participants were organized in a focus group consisting of 16 experts in the field of 

hospital performance and efficiency indicators to achieve the research objectives 

by using indexing matrix method. Finally, validity of the developed indices was 

confirmed using Delphi method. 

Results: A total of 42 productivity indicators were formulated. Of these, nine indices 

were input (structural), which included financial, human resources, and energy 

consumption indicators. The next 29 indices were output and mainly belonged to the 

financial, efficiency, and quality area. The final four indices included process 

indicators and consisted of length of stay in emergency department, waiting time for 

out of hospital counseling, and waiting time for the presence of resuscitation team at 

the patient bedside during the cardiopulmonary resuscitation.  

Conclusion: Development of the indicators in three areas of input, process, and 

output helped managers and policy makers to access reliable and valid instrument 

for measuring organizational productivity. 
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Introduction 

ot only employees need to be recognized for 

their efforts and contributions in the 

workplace, but also a necessity exists for managers 

to be constantly aware of the organization 

performance. In this way, personnel will be 

encouraged to put more effort in working and 

organizational weaknesses will be discovered as a 

result of the ongoing assessments (1). The requisite 

to increase an organizational performance 

including productivity is principally obvious in the 

healthcare industry. The need for effective 

distribution and application of the healthcare 

resources has been recently more emphasized all 

over the world concerning the increased cost and 

waste of resources in this area (2). Healthcare 

institutions pursue the main objectives of 

delivering high quality services to improve 

population health and considering efficiency in 

utilization of the available resources due to their 

scarcity (3). This issue is specifically important in 

hospital settings, which absorb more than half of 

the health budget (4). Therefore, evaluating 

hospitals' performance plays a significant role in 

identifying and even preventing the probable 

inefficiencies and resolving them within the most 

appropriate time (5). 

In order to measure the hospital productivity  

in a quantitative, unified, and principled  

way, appropriate measures should be defined  

and applied. European Association of National 

Productivity Centre (EANPC) defined 

productivity as “how efficiently and effectively 

products and services are being produced" (6). In 

a general concept, productivity is the ratio of 

output yielded from a process activity per unit of 

input, which encompasses main measures in three 

categories of input, process, and output (7). Based 

on the given definition, productivity indicators 

depict how well the available resources are 

utilized and yield outputs. They also describe the 

work process efficiency and measure the 

appropriateness and relevance of the activities 

done in delivering services (8). Equipment, 

human, and financial resources used for a 

particular program are input indicators that 

measure the amount of resources devoted for a 

specific activity. Compliance rate with standard 

practice, average length of stay, and bed turnover 

are among the process indicators mainly related to 

services provided from different aspects of 

quality, time, and money. Finally, the amount of 

services provided as a result of the process 

activities is categorized as output measures, 

which represents the quantity of product or 

services rendered through particular resources (9).  

To determine the indicators needed for 

productivity measurement in a health sector, the 

hospital circumstances and its related significant 

issues should be investigated. In general, taking in 

to account a set of indicators in all three mentioned 

areas can help managers to assess the 

organizational performance in an effective and 

comprehensive manner (8). In Iran,  we are faced 

with the lack of research on developing 

productivity measures in hospital settings 

particularly in a detailed format due to the 

insufficient statistics on the field and little attention 

given to hospitals' potential for increased 

efficiency (10-13). However, since the adoption of 

Article 5, Clause A of the Sixth Development Plan 

about productivity and the necessity for its 

measurement, many organizations, including 

hospitals have begun to pay special attention to the 

issue and developed appropriate indicators for 

measurement (14).  

Thus, logical use of resources has become a 

significant concern among the healthcare 

organizations, which was directly associated with 

the finest resource utilization for delivering 

services (15, 16). A study conducted in Iran 

revealed that in most Iranian hospitals' input, 

process, or output indicators were used to assess 

the productivity (17). This study was conducted 

considering the importance of performance 

improvement including productivity in Iranian 

hospitals, as the core institutional providers in the 

health system. The aim was to provide a set of 

indicators used for productivity measurement in 

the hospital settings. These indicators should be 

applied in evaluation, implementation, and 
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improvement processes of the organizations under 

study.  

Materials and Methods  

This qualitative study was conducted in 

hospitals affiliated to Isfahan University of 

Medical Sciences in 2015. Purposive sampling 

method was used to select study experts by 

snowballing. The participants were organized in a 

focus group discussion (FGD) consisting of 16 

experts in the field of hospital performance and 

productivity indicators (Table 1). These 

participants also included members of the 

productivity committee working in Isfahan 

hospitals to achieve the research objectives 

through use of indexing matrix method. The FGD 

was held for two hours in July 2015 and 

facilitated by a research member. Later, the audio 

records were transcribed to determine the 

productivity measures from experts' points of 

view. To select the most appropriate set of 

indicators a Delphi technique was used. All 16 

experts accepted to continue their contribution in 

the study. After receiving the initial developed 

checklist for indicators, study participants were 

asked to review and improve each of the proposed 

measures based on their knowledge and executive 

experiencers. These measures considered the 

possibility for measurement and data collection 

regarding the verified indicators. They also 

indicated their compatibility with the hospital 

strategies. After a month, comments given by all 

study experts were collected and productivity 

measures were finalized in two rounds. After each 

round, one of the researchers acted as the 

facilitator and provided a summary of experts' 

opinions. In this regard, the participants were 

encouraged to review their earlier replies and 

revise them as necessary. Finally, after 

achievement of consensus, the indicators defined 

in four areas of financial, human, efficiency, and 

quality were organized in three categories of 

input, process, and output. Then, the research 

team defined the calculation formula and unit of 

measurement for each of the measures. 

Ethical considerations: Considering that 

analysis of these indicators is a basis for senior 

managers' judgments about the efficiency of a 

hospital, all financial, human, productivity, and 

quality aspects should be taken into account to 

have accurate and fair judgment about a hospital. 

The researcher tried to consider the above aspects 

regarding the important activities of the hospital 

departments in designing the indicators. Informed 

consent was obtained also.  

This manuscript is the result of a research project 

with the ethics code of IR.Mui.Rec.1394.2.051. 

Results 

Experts identified the most important hospital 

productivity measures and agreed on 11 input 

(structure) indicators, which are shown in Table 2. 

In this Table, the calculation formula, unit of 

measurement, and time period are depicted for 

calculating the indicators. 

The second category for productivity 

measurements belonged to the process indicators 

shown in Table 3. 

Final category of the productivity measures was 

related to the output indicators shown in Table 4. 

 

Table 1. Demographics of the participants in the Delphi technique 

Number Age Female Man Degree of education 

16 31-45 11 5 5 P.H.D / 2 Expert / 9 MA 
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Table 2. Input productivity indicators verified for hospitals affiliated to Isfahan University of Medical Sciences 

Indicator Formula 
Unit of 

Measurement 

Calculation 

Time Period 

Per capita energy consumption 

(water) per bed 

 

M
3
 per bed 

Every three 

months 

Per capita energy consumption 

(power) per bed 

 

KW per bed 
Every three 

months 

Per capita energy consumption (gas) 

per bed 

 

M
3
 per bed 

Every three 

months 

Nursing shifts per bed 

 

 

 

 
Ratio Monthly 

Number of specialists per active bed 

 

 

 

 
Ratio 

Every three 

months 

Ratio of operating room staff per 

surgeries 

 

 
Ratio Monthly 

Ratio of official and financial staff 

per active bed 

 

Ratio Yearly 

Ratio of clinical staff per active bed 

 

Ratio Yearly 

 

Amount of water consumed during 

a season 

Average number of active beds 

in the season 

Amount of power consumed 

during a season 

Average number of active beds 

in the season 

Amount of gas consumed during a 

season 

Average number of active beds 

in the season 

Total number of nursing shifts per 

month 

Number of active beds in the 

month 

Number of specialists working 

during a season 

Number of active beds in the 

season 

Number of technical staff working in 

the operating room in a month 

Number of surgeries in the month 

Number of official and financial 

staff in a year 

Number of active beds in the year 

Number of clinical staff in a year 

Number of active beds in the year 
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Ratio of para clinical staff per active 

bed 

 

 

 Ratio Yearly 

Ratio of non-pharmacopoeia 

prescribed drugs 

 

 

 

 
Ratio 

Every six 

months 

The proportion of drug costs to total 

costs 

 

 
Ratio 

Every six 

months 

 

Table 3. Process productivity indicators verified for hospitals affiliated to Isfahan University of Medical Sciences 

Indicator Formula 
Unit of 

Measurement 

Calculation 

Time Period 

Patients' waiting time in 

emergency department (ED) 

 

Hour Monthly 

Patients' waiting time for out of 

hospital counseling 

Number of hours between the request time 

for out of hospital counseling and 

consultation time 

Hour Monthly 

Patients' waiting time for inside 

hospital counseling 

Number of hours between the request time 

for inside hospital counseling and 

consultation time 

Hour Monthly 

Waiting time for the presence of 

resuscitation team at the 

patients' bedside during CPR 

Number of hours between the 

announcement of CPR code and the 

presence of resuscitation team at the 

patients' bedside 

Moment Monthly 

 

 

  

Table 4. Output productivity indicators verified for hospitals affiliated to Isfahan University of Medical Sciences 

Indicator Formula 
Unit of 

Measurement 

Calculation Time 

Period 

Ratio of deductions imposed on 

inpatients from social security 

insurance 

 

Ratio Every three months 

Number of para-clinical staff in a 

year 

Number of active beds in the 

year 

Monetary value of non-

pharmacopoeia prescribed drugs 

Monetary value of total drug 

purchasing 

Total hospital drug costs in a year 

 Total hospital costs in the year 

Number of hospitalization hours 

for patients admitted in ED 

Number of hospitalized 

patients in ED 

Amount of imposed deductions from 

social security insurance during a 

season 

Total monetary value of sent 

documents to social security 

insurance 
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Continue Table 4. Output Productivity Indicators Verified for Hospitals Affiliated to Isfahan University of Medical 

Sciences 

Indicator Formula 
Unit of 

Measurement 

Calculation Time 

Period 

Ratio of deductions imposed on 

inpatients from health insurance  

 

Rial Every three months 

Ratio of deductions imposed on 

inpatients from armed force 

insurance  

 

Rial Every three months 

Ratio of deductions imposed on 

inpatients from relief committee 

insurance  

 

Rial Every three months 

Ratio of pharmaceutical returns 

per total drug purchasing 

 

 

 

 Rial Every six months 

Cost to income ratio 

 

 

 
Rial Yearly 

Proportion of expenditures from 

specified hospital revenue per 

total costs 

 

Rial Yearly 

Ratio of discounts given by 

socialist work unit per total 

hospital revenue 

 

Rial Yearly 

Monetary value of Pharmaceutical 

waste + expired drugs 

Monetary value of total 

purchased drugs 

Amount of specified revenue 

dedicated to hospital costs in a year 

Total amount of hospital 

specified revenue  

Amount of specified revenue 

dedicated to hospital costs in a year 

Total amount of hospital costs  

Amount of discounts given by 

socialist work unit 

Total hospital revenues  

Amount of imposed deductions from 

health insurance during a season 

Total monetary value of sent 

documents to health insurance 

Amount of imposed deductions from 

armed force insurance during a season 

Total monetary value of sent 

documents to armed force insurance 

Amount of imposed deductions 

from relief committee insurance 

during a season 

Total monetary value of sent 

documents to relief committee 

insurance 
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Continue Table 4. output productivity indicators verified for hospitals affiliated to Isfahan University of Medical 

Sciences 

Indicator Formula 
Unit of 

Measurement 

Calculation 

Time Period 

The average cost of occupied day 

beds 

 

 

 
Rial Yearly 

Ratio of pharmaceutical and medical 

equipment expenditures per total 

monthly revenue of the hospital 

 

Rial Monthly 

Patients' average length of stay in 

non-surgical inpatient units  

 

Ratio 
Every three 

months 

Patients' average length of stay in 

surgical inpatient units  

 

Ratio 
Every three 

months 

Patients' average length of stay in 

intensive care units  

 

Ratio 
Every three 

months 

Bed occupancy rate 

 

Ratio Monthly 

Bed turnover rate 

Number of discharged or dead patients 

in a month  

 

 

 

Ratio Monthly 

 

  

Total hospital costs spent from 

current and specified budget in a 

year 

Total occupied day beds in the 

hospital  

Amount of pharmaceutical and 

medical equipment expenditures 

Total monthly revenue of the 

hospital 

Total occupied day beds in a month 

 
Total day beds in a similar time 

period 

Average number of active beds 

in a similar time period 

Total occupied day beds in surgical 

units during a season 

Number of discharged or dead 

patients in similar units in the 

same time period 

Total occupied day beds in intensive 

care units during a season 

Number of discharged or dead 

patients in similar units in the 

same time period 

Total occupied day beds in non-

surgical units during a season 

Number of discharged or dead 

patients in similar units in the 

same time period 
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Continue Table 4. Output productivity indicators verified for hospitals affiliated to Isfahan University of Medical 

Sciences 

Indicator Formula 
Unit of 

Measurement 

Calculation 

Time Period 

Bed turnover interval 

 

 

 

 Ratio Monthly 

Ratio of surgical procedures 

performed per operating room bed 

 

 

 

 Ratio Monthly 

Per capita specialized visits for 

outpatients 

 

 

 

 Ratio Monthly 

Per capita consumption of 

antibiotics per occupied day bed  

 

Ratio Monthly 

The percentage of hospital's 

accreditation score per the mean 

score of province hospitals 

 

Percentage Yearly 

Percentage of reported errors  

 

Percentage Monthly 

Gross mortality rate 

 

Ratio Monthly 

Number of surgeries done in a 

month 

Number of active operating room 

beds in a similar time period 

Number of visited patients in a 

hospital clinic in a month 

Total number of specialists working in 

hospital clinic in a similar time period 

Number of consumed antibiotics in 

a hospital in a month 

Occupied day beds in a similar 

time period 

Accreditation score obtained by a 

hospital 

Accreditation mean score of 

province hospitals 

*100 

Number of reported errors in a 

hospital in a month 

Total number of inpatients in  

a similar time period 

*100 

Number of patients died after 24 

hours passed from admission time 

Number of discharged +dead patients 

_number of patients died before 24 

hours passed from admission time 

Number of ready day beds_ number 

of active beds in a month 

Number of discharged or dead 

patients in the same time period 
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Discussion 

This study determined 11 input indicators, 

which were considered as the essential 

infrastructure factors for successful 

implementation of programs aiming to improve 

health. In fact, measurement of different 

productivity measures helps managers and decision 

makers to improve their awareness about 

availability of resources and the way they are 

utilized to produce the healthcare services. This 

knowledge also helps them to plan more 

effectively and efficiently in implementing health 

objectives with optimum use of resources. The 

number of clinical staff delivering healthcare 

services, the amount of energy consumption per 

active bed, and the cost per specific drug were 

among the most important input indicators. 

Similarly, literature mentioned the amount of 

resources utilized for a particular medical 

procedure and the number of nursing staff ready to 

deliver healthcare services as the input hospital 

measures (18). 

Study experts defined 29 output indices, which 

reflect the results of process activities and measure 

the amount of the provided services, quality, and 

efficiency of the production. For example, the ratio 

of deductions imposed by health insurance 

companies depicts the degree of medical records’ 

completion and the accuracy of activities 

conducted by income and discharge department in 

compliance with rules dictated by relative value 

book. Through assessing the relative causes of 

Continue Table 4. Output productivity indicators verified for hospitals affiliated to Isfahan University of Medical 

Sciences 

Indicator Formula 
Unit of 

Measurement 

Calculation 

Time Period 

Crude mortality rate  

 

Ratio Monthly 

Ratio of documented complaints in a 

hospital 

 

Ratio Monthly 

Ratio of discharged patients against 

medical advice 

 

Ratio Monthly 

Ratio of discharged patients according to 

medical advice 

 

 

 

 
Ratio Monthly 

Hospital acquired infection rate 

 

Ratio Monthly 

Number of patients dying in a 

month 

Number of discharged +dead 

patients in a similar time period 

Number of documented complaints 

in a hospital in a month 

Total number of inpatients in a 

similar time period 

Number of acquired infection cases 

reported in a month 

Total number of hospitalized 

patients in similar time period 

Number of patients discharged 

against medical advice in a month 

Total number of discharged patients 

in a similar time period 

Number of patients discharged 

according to medical advice in a month 

 Total number of discharged patients in  

a similar time period 
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deductions, managers can play an effective role in 

increasing the hospital revenue and decreasing the 

possible loss of funds. Measurement of the 

revenues not received from patients or sponsoring 

organizations also provide important information 

for hospital decision makers to discover the root 

causes of the problem and consequently to solve 

them in an appropriate manner. Cost of the income 

ratio as another defined measure indicates quantity 

of the hospital profits or losses, which offers a 

model for resource planning and allocating. Indices 

of the average length of stay, bed occupancy rate, 

and bed turnover are among the productivity 

measures, according to which, a manager can get 

comprehensive overview of hospital activities and 

related quantitative and qualitative performance. 

Inappropriate use of antibiotics brings unnecessary 

costs for the hospital and endangers the patients' 

safety. Therefore,, defining and monitoring the 

associated indicator representative of the antibiotic 

amount in clinical departments help the authorities 

to control the hospital infection and the 

pharmaceutical committee to make more logical 

decisions. Hospital mortality rate, patients’ 

complaints, and scores achieved in accreditation 

program were other key indicators in transferring 

the important information to the policy makers to 

recognize the hospitals' performance, weaknesses, 

and ways to improve. Literature has identified 

hospital measures including average length of stay, 

cost per active bed, and cost per outpatient visits as 

output measures (19-21). The number of patients 

discharged from hospital in a particular period of 

time and physician visits were among the other 

popular measures defined and considered in many 

studies (22-25). 

Finally, four process indicators were 

determined, which mainly emphasized on the 

appropriate time for delivering services to patients 

in order to achieve the optimum results from their 

treatment. Therefore, measurement of such indices 

would be an effective step in re-engineering and 

optimizing processes in healthcare provision. 

Despite the useful information provided by these 

measures, a significant constraint exists in this 

regard. Such indicators did not consider the 

changes in quality over time. Consequently, 

literature introduced cost per unit of quality-

adjusted health care services as a desirable 

measure. The reason is that adjusting health care 

expenditures with regard to the quality ultimately 

causes a major decrease in health prices (26, 27). 

Therefore, regarding the output measures, 

qualitative variables such as patients’ satisfaction 

should be defined and used in continuous 

monitoring of hospital performance. Furthermore, 

in terms of the input indicators, it would be helpful 

to incorporate the important variables relied on by 

hospitals to produce and deliver services. Through 

identifying a comprehensive set of indicators, 

policy makers and those responsible for evaluating 

the hospital performance can benefit from the 

determined productivity measures to continuously 

make an improvement in healthcare organizations’ 

performance. 

Limitations of the study 

Considering the limitations and problems of this 

research, the following can be mentioned: the lack 

of related research on productivity in hospitals and 

the existence of various definitions and perceptions 

about productivity and indicators by authorities in 

hospitals  

Acknowledgments 

The present study is the result of Research 

project approved by Deputy of research and 

technology of Isfahan University of Medical 

Sciences, with the ethics code of IR.MUI. 

REC.1394.2.051. the authors of this study would 

like to acknowledge Health care management 

experts in hospitals affiliated to Isfahan University 

of Medical Sciences, who helped us to conduct and 

improve the quality of this study. 

Conflicts of interest 

The authors declare that they have no conflict of 

interests. 

Authors' contributions 

Mahdiyan S and Ferdosi M designed research, 

Askari R and Rafiei S conducted research  and  

analyzed data ,Askari R  and Rafiei S  wrote the 

paper. Askari R had primary responsibility for final 

 [
 D

O
I:

  1
0.

18
50

2/
je

bh
pm

e.
v3

i2
.1

20
6 

 ]
 

 [
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
fr

om
 je

bh
pm

e.
ss

u.
ac

.ir
 o

n 
20

26
-0

2-
21

 ]
 

                            10 / 13

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC2699907/#b37
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.18502/jebhpme.v3i2.1206 
https://jebhpme.ssu.ac.ir/article-1-241-en.html


 Productivity Assessment Tool for Hospital Settings         Mahdiyan S, et al. 

 

Volume 3, Issue 2, June 2019; 75-86    85 

content. All authors read and approved the final. 

(manuscript) 

 

  

 [
 D

O
I:

  1
0.

18
50

2/
je

bh
pm

e.
v3

i2
.1

20
6 

 ]
 

 [
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
fr

om
 je

bh
pm

e.
ss

u.
ac

.ir
 o

n 
20

26
-0

2-
21

 ]
 

                            11 / 13

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.18502/jebhpme.v3i2.1206 
https://jebhpme.ssu.ac.ir/article-1-241-en.html


 Productivity Assessment Tool for Hospital Settings         Mahdiyan S, et al. 

 

Volume 3, Issue 2, June 2019; 75-86    86 

References 

1.   Sirota D, Mischkind LA, Meltzer MI. The 

enthusiastic employee – how companies profit by 

giving workers what they want. Upper Saddle 

River, New Jersey: Pearson Education, Inc., 

publishing as Wharton School Publishing, 2005, 

pp. 207-208. 

2.   Berwick DM, Hackbarth AD. Eliminating 

waste in US healthcare. JAMA 2012; 307(14): 

1513-1516. 

3.   Caballer-Tarazona M, Moya-Clemente I, 

Vivas-Consuelo D, et al . A model to measure the 

efficiency of hospital performance. Mathematical 

and Computer Modelling 2010; 52:1095-1102. 

4.   Arab M, Zareei A, Rahimi A, et al. Analysis of 

factors affecting the duration of stay of patients in 

state hospitals in Lorestan. Hakim. 2009; 

12(4):27-31.(In Persian). 

5.   Ebadifard Azar F, Ansari H, Rezapur A. Survey 

of hospital bed-day cost and performance 

indicators in selected hospitals of Iran University 

of Medical Sciences. Management and Medical 

Information. 2004; 7(18):37-44. .(In Persian). 

6.   European Association of National Productivity 

Centres (EANPC). Productivity: the high road to 

wealth, Brussels, 2005.  

7.   Grönroos C, Ojasalo K. Service productivity: 

Towards a conceptualization of the transformation 

of inputs into economic results in services. Journal 

of Business Research, 2004; 57(4): 414–423. 

8.   Rozner, Steve. December 2013. Developing 

and Using Key Performance Indicators: A Toolkit 

for Health Sector Managers. Bethesda, MD: 

Health Finance & Governance Project, Abt 

Associates Inc. 

9.   OECD (2003): Towards measuring education 

and health volume output: An OECD handbook. 

Paris. 

10.   Ghoreishi N. Developing university 

productivity measures. Isfahan Industrial 

University, A thesis for MSc degree, Isfahan: Iran, 

2000. (In Persian). 

11.   Hosseinian Sh, Maleki Pouya J. Assessing the 

performance and efficiency of faculties affiliated 

by Amin police sciences University, Journal of 

Social Regulation 2014; 6(4). 

12.   Mohammadi Moghadam Y. Productivity 

measures in police sceinces university, Quarterly 

of Police Sciences 2011; 9(4): 184-201. .[In 

Persian]. 

13.   Faghihi H, Mousavi Kashi Z. A model for 

evaluating productivity in governmental service 

provider institutions. Journal of Public 

Administration 2005; 2(4). (In Persian). 

14.   Amini A. Developing a comprehensive 

assessment system for common productivity 

measures divided in economic, social and cultural 

sectors in Iran, High Education and Research 

Institute of Planning and Management, Tehran, 

2004. (In Persian). 

15.   Giuffrida A, Gravelle H. Measuring 

performance in primary care: econometric 

analysis and DEA. Appl Econ 2001; 33:163–75. 

16.   Gaynor M, Pauly MV. Compensation and 

productive efficiency in partnerships: evidence 

from medical group practices. J Polit Econ 1990; 

98:544–73. 

17.   Zavras AI, Tsakos G, Economou C, 

Kyriopoulos J. Using DEA to evaluate efficiency 

and formulate policy within a Greek national 

primary health care network. J Med Sys 2002; 

26:285–92. 

18.   Rosenman R, Friesner D. Scope and Scale 

Inefficiencies in Physician Practices.Health 

Economics 2004; 13 (11): 1091–116. 

19.   Weingarten SR., Lloyd L, Chiou CF, 

Braunstein GD. Do Subspecialists Working 

Outside of Their Spec0ialty Provide Less Efficient 

and Lower-Quality Care to Hospitalized Patients 

Than Do Primary Care Physicians?, Archives of 

Internal Medicine 2002; 162 (5): 527–32. 

20.   Conrad DT, Wickizer C, Maynard T, Klastorin 

D, Lessler A, Ross N, etal. Managing Care, 

Incentives, and Information: An Exploratory Look 

inside the ‘Black Box’ of Hospital Efficiency. 

Health Services Research 1996; 31 (3): 235–59. 

21.   Rosko MD. Performance of US Teaching 

Hospitals: A Panel Analysis of Cost Inefficiency. 

Health Care Management Science 2004; 7 (1): 7–

16. 

 [
 D

O
I:

  1
0.

18
50

2/
je

bh
pm

e.
v3

i2
.1

20
6 

 ]
 

 [
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
fr

om
 je

bh
pm

e.
ss

u.
ac

.ir
 o

n 
20

26
-0

2-
21

 ]
 

                            12 / 13

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.18502/jebhpme.v3i2.1206 
https://jebhpme.ssu.ac.ir/article-1-241-en.html


 Productivity Assessment Tool for Hospital Settings         Mahdiyan S, et al. 

 

Volume 3, Issue 2, June 2019; 75-86    87 

22.   Dewar DM, Lambrinos J. Does Managed Care 

More Efficiently Allocate Resources to Older 

Patients in Critical Care Settings?, Cost and 

Quality Quarterly Journal 2000; 6 (2): 18–26. 

23.   Kessler DP, McClellan MB. The Effects of 

Hospital Ownership on Medical Productivity. 

RAND Journal of Economics 2002; 33 (3): 488–

506. 

24.   Carey K. Hospital Cost Efficiency and System 

Membership. Inquiry 2003; 40 (1): 25–38 

25.   Skinner J, Fisher E, Wennberg JE. The 

Efficiency of Medicare [accessed on June 15, 

2007]. Available at http:// ssrn.com/abstract= 

277305 

26.   Sheiner L, Malinovskaya A. Measuring 

productivity in healthcare: an analysis of the 

literature. Hutchins center on fiscal and monetary 

policy at Brookings, 2016. 

27.   Hussey PS, Vries H, Romley J, Wang MC, 

Chen SS, Shekelle PG et al. A systematic review 

of healthcare efficiency measures. Health Services 

Research 2009; 44(3): 784-805. 

 

 

 [
 D

O
I:

  1
0.

18
50

2/
je

bh
pm

e.
v3

i2
.1

20
6 

 ]
 

 [
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
fr

om
 je

bh
pm

e.
ss

u.
ac

.ir
 o

n 
20

26
-0

2-
21

 ]
 

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

                            13 / 13

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.18502/jebhpme.v3i2.1206 
https://jebhpme.ssu.ac.ir/article-1-241-en.html
http://www.tcpdf.org

