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Cost-minimization Analysis of 4 Kinds of Antipsychotic Drugs in the Treatment of Acute Phase of Schizophrenia
JIANG Li-xin, CHU Liu-jie, ZHANG Rui-ling (The Second Affiliated Hospital of Xinxiang Medical University,
Henan Xinxiang 453002, China)

ABSTRACT OBIJECTIVE: To compare the economic effect of 4 kinds of antipsychotic drugs in the treatment of acute phase of
schizophrenia. METHODS: 194 hospitalized patients with acute phase of schizophrenia were divided into group A (risperidone
group), group B (quetiapine group), group C (olanzapine group) and group D (aripiprazole group) by retrospective study, and the
pharmacoeconomics were evaluated. RESULTS: There was no statistical significance in total effective, hospitalization days and the in-
cidence of ADR among 4 groups (P>>0.05). The total costs of drug treatment in the acute phase for 4 groups were 7 648.11, 8
996.51, 9 228.02 and 9 419.93 yuan, respectively. CONCLUSIONS: In the treatment of the acute phase of acute phase of schizo-

phrenia, the most economical drug is risperidone.
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Tab 1 Comparison of therapeutic efficacies among 4 groups

(case)
415 n il Ikt K@ B AR, %
A4 7 23 40 9 63 87.50
BA 44 15 22 7 37 84.09
(oF:i] 63 18 37 8 55 87.30
D4 15 7 7 1 14 93.33
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Tab 2 Comparison of patients’ general information among
4 groups(x+s)
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B4 37 23/14 34431 14.16 5.60£9.72 42.68£17.96
cHl 55 23/32 328511212 448%5.79 40.93£15.80
DA 14 4/10 328611576 2861275 49.78 £18.56
P >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05
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Tab 3 Comparison of combined use of adjunctive drugs
among 4 groups(case)
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Tab4 Comparison of treatment cost among 4 drugs (X*s,yuan)
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DA 93150+37643 4070071142057 147107£61095 133250444570  127.86£5400 72143424577 74679427841 9419.93+2889.03 194502540
P <0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 <0.05 <0.05
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Tab 5 Results of sensitivity analysis(X* s, yuan)
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