‘RS-

Fe e 2010 — 2012 -9 e A0 B A IR IFEZY il

RER L REF BLE ORLE RLEWW(LARMNTARER, LA &M
FHER,EX 210029)

hESHESE  R969.3;R287;RI71°.2
DOI  10.6039/j.issn.1001-0408.2013.18.03

ST

225300;2. % X E A &

XHEPRERS C XEHSE  1001-0408(2013)18-1638-03

W OE EJéﬁ:i%m&r;%ni’z‘wﬂ%%%ﬁ%ﬁwmxﬁ‘#%‘%Eﬁﬁ% BEGABEN, FikwBRE% TR 2010— 2012#
15 FotE e B 0 RRBE2h su 2b o, 3T 7 69— ARt 0L 2h 50 & R AR B8 R 2 25 b4 B 94 A 2497 & (DDDs ) 5 # 4T

Mo 4R RIZFREEDh St 4N & 2R %iiﬁ#i@;&ﬁé%é#&ﬁ%%% Fo 0948 & 28 47 2 188 959.09 256 533.78 589 836.81
7T, b 25 5 B Al & ARG KB K 2010 449 0.18% 51 £ 2012 449 0.32% . Fdz "huELE 8 ) Ao 2k 88 A #9502 41i& 09 DDDs — B #F
FEFT 245, 3 BRIk B 2 4R %9 DDDs 2R VA H o 45t R IRRER 2 5o i A R RGBT 8 i R B R LR AR R e k] R £
sk bl ) a4k R 5 R Tk 28 2748 508 (R = A AR TR 48 R R ) A AR A

KRR RERZh Sh s AR A R SR R S A

Analysis of the Utilization of Narcotic Drugs in Patients with Cancer Pain in Our Hospital during 2010—2012
QIAN Nan-ping', WEI Run-xin', XU Jing', FAN Yi', WANG Hua', JIANG Li-li*(1. Taizhou Municipal People’s
Hospital, Jiangsu Taizhou 225300, China; 2. School of Pharmacy, Nanjing Medical University, Nanjing
210029, China)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: To evaluate the utilization of narcotics drugs in outpatients and inpatients with cancer pain in our hos-
pital. METHODS: In retrospective survey, the prescriptions of narcotic drugs used for outpatients and inpatients in our hospital dur-
ing 2010 —2012 were analyzed statistically in respects of general information of prescriptions, drug amount, drug amount for pa-
tients with cancer pain, consumption sum and DDDs, etc. RESULTS: Consumption sum and amount of narcotic drugs in our hospi-
tal increased year by year. The consumption sum of narcotic drugs were 188 959.09 yuan, 256 533.78 yuan and 589 836.81 yuan,
respectively. The proportion of the consumption sum of narcotic drugs in the total consumption sum of all drugs increased from
0.18% 1in 2010 to 0.32% in 2012. The DDDs of Morphine sulfate sustained-release tablets and Bucinnazine hydrochloride injection
took up the first 2 places among narcotic drugs. The DDDs of Meperidine hydrochloride injection was decreasing. CONCLU-
SIONS: The utilization of narcotic drugs is rational in our hospital on the whole. Morphine preparations are the predominant analge-
sic drugs for patients with cancer pain. The utilization of morphine preparations in our hospital is in line with the Three Ladder Anal-
gesic Treatment Programs of Cancer Pain recommenced by WHO.
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Tabl The number of narcotic drugs prescriptions and their
proportion during 2010—2012
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Tab 2 The proportion of the consumption sum of narcotic
drugs in the total consumption sum of all drugs during 2010 —

2012
JiH 20104 20114 20124
A BEELH, T 104977 269.60 116 100 000.00 184 230 000.00
JIREZG i 28, 70 188 959.09 256 533.78 589 836.81

RS2 ey B2 & R 7 HL, 9% 0.18 0.22 0.32

3 SRSt

®3 BEERBAMHEEH . DDDs R L5

Tab 3 Consumption sum, DDDs and constituent ratio of various narcotic drugs during 2010—2012
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SR 20 365.50 6 1870.69 0.99 321.00 6 2507.33 0.87 394.00 6 4665.70 0.82
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Analysis of the Utilization of Digestive System Drugs in 22 Hospitals of Beijing Area from 2009 to 2011
WANG Ting, LI Jing,ZHEN Jian-cun(Dept. of Pharmacy, Beijing Jishuitan Hospital, Beijing 100035, China)

ABSTRACT OBIJECTIVE: To evaluate the application and trend of digestive system drugs in hospitals from Beijing area. METH-
ODS: The utilization of digestive system drugs used in 22 hospitals of Beijing area from 2009 to 2011 were analyzed statistically in re-
spects of consumption sum, DDD and DDC, etc. RESULTS: The consumption sum of digestive system drugs was increasing year after
year, which were 32.834 6,43.138 2,45.340 1 million yuan. Compared with 2010, the growth rate had declined in 2011. The consump-
tion sum of PPI always occupied the front place. DDC of esomeprazole and lansoprazole were the lowest, and that of steron antiemetic
agents was remaining obstinately high. DDDs of gefarnate had grown fastest with increasing rate of 31%. The dosage of probiotics, anti-
acid, evacuant and laxative drugs were stable. CONCLUSIONS: The amount of digestive system agents in Beijing area increase gradual-
ly, and the use of various drugs are basically consistent with the current principles of drug used for digestive system disease.

KEY WORDS Digestive system drugs; DDDs; DDD; Pharmaceutical analysis
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