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Construction and Application of Evaluation Index System for Medical Insurance System

—Taking Urban— Rural Resident Medical Insurance System of Tianjin as an Example

Zhang Zaisheng Xu Aihao

[ Abstract | Effect evaluation of medical insurance system is the key basis for its amendment and improvement. Ref-

erence to empirical research, expert interview and questionnaire investigation, this paper established a

scientific appraisal index system for medical insurance, which includes 3 first grade indicators, 6 second

grade indicators and 12 third grade indicators from third — party evaluation perspective, applied the

group decision analysis model to confirming weight coefficient of each evaluation index of the medical in-

surance evaluation system, and made a comprehensive evaluation for urban— rural resident medical in-

surance of Tianjin. The evaluation results are objective and true, which gained approval of experts and

specialists. We hope the evaluation method of medical insurance system can provide theoretical support

and practical basis for China in the future.
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