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Analysis of the Rationality of the Utilization of Narcotic Drugs and Prescription Writing in Outpatient
Pharmacy of Our Hospital in 2010—2012

SU Dan, XU Shan(Dept. of Pharmacy, Changzhou Second People’s Hospital, Nanjing Medical University, Ji-
angsu Changzhou 213003, China)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: To investigate the utilization of narcotic drugs and evaluate the rationality of drug use in the clinic in
order to provide reference for rational drug use. METHODS: Using DDD and DUI recommended by WHO as index, the utilization
of narcotic drugs in our hospital during 2010 —2012 were analyzed statistically in respects of drug name, dosage, usage, etc. RE-
SULTS: Top 2 narcotic drugs in the list of frequency were Morphine sustained-release tablet and Fentanyl transdermal patch; DUI
of Morphine injection, Morphine sustained-release tablet, Fentanyl transdermal patch, Oxycodone sustained-release tablet and Co-
deine tablet were all lower than 1, while that of meperidine was equal to 1. CONCLUSIONS: The utilization of narcotic drugs is ra-
tional basically in our hospital and there is still irrational drug use, propagate and management should be strengthened.
KEYWORDS Narcotic drugs; DDD; DUI; Prescription analysis; Rational drug use
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Tab 1 Utilization of narcotic drugs in outpatient pharmacy

of our hospital in 2010—2012
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2l VA, Tt 99560 111842 1279.55
[ TS24 Do BRI 24 Al B &40, 7 oG 10.97 15.12 21.79
BRI ], % 1.10 1.35 1.70

2.2 DDDs 5DUIZ &R

A RRTEZY S F 25 . DDD .DDDs &% DUIE 324, m#4
AT, R 24 i 1) DDDs HEFF 81 R 2 57 i 45K 8 325 Bz Wi 551 A
R MEZE R R, ELIAIRD 1 M6 R 590 %) FH 24450 25 02 e 13 SRk
2.3 SFEEMSIT

AU AT A7 Hp, Fe Al A 1521 SRR AR 2y Ak O, Hodp
1139 5kE 3, SR N 74.9% , HAR [0 R34 WL 5.,
3 itig
3.1 ZF BIEMm

WHO TEIE IR B ERIRTT N R4 Sy 2 i B K
IF AR 25 W, FF A M ) T A 1 A B — A TR R IR

HEZE 5 2014 4F45 25 4555 2 1



®2 EMT2010—2012 F NS REEZ MIHE S8 MR L R HERF

Tab 2 The sales amount and the ratio of narcotic drugs in outpatient department of our hospital in 2010—2012

50 TR _ 2010 4 _ 2011 4§ _ 2012 4

- WMESFL L WM, % HF wESFL. Mk, HF O #ESs o Wik, %  HIF
N HEZERE 58 935.7 53.7 1 70 325.7 46.5 1 95 156.2 43.7 1
IR Rz Wi 11 368.2 10.4 3 38 168.2 25.2 2 53925.8 24.7 3
PR 32096.2 293 2 36 256.2 24.0 3 63 532.4 29.2 2
ALl A 6589.9 6.0 4 5289.9 3.5 4 42783 2.0 4
aRERE A 289.3 0.3 6 489.1 0.3 6 389.1 0.2 6
WRFR IV R 433.1 0.4 5 675.5 0.4 5 658.0 0.3 5
it 109 712.4 151 204.6 217 939.8
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Tab 3 Total drug consumption, drug consumption for cancer pain and the ratio of narcotic drugs in outpatient department of
our hospital in 2010—2012

20104 20114 20124
il BMZRL, PR TR MNZURL.  IPEEERE O NTEE WNZUE.  BEERE TR
mg  IFFEAZE,mg ], % mg  IEAZE, mg B, % mg IR, mg ], %
M HEF G (10 mg) 9953 9 066 91.1 13522 12 894 95.4 18 110 17 710.0 97.8
MR RS (30 mg) 40 320 40 290 99.9 48 360 48 360 100 68 430 67 230.0 99.7
SFKJE B i (2.5 mg) 1 020 995 97.5 1380 1380 100 1875 18575 99.1
MR (10 mg) 13 780 13 650 99.1 16 930 16 800 99.2 19 150 19010.0 993
WA (30 mg) 8 690 8 140 93.7 8 960 7890 88.1 12 960 12 690.0 97.9
WRER MEVE SR (50 mg) 5240 80 1.5 5390 70 1.3 6 000 50.0 0.8
F4 HFE2010—2012 F 12 HEREEZS S A= .DDD .DDDs . DUI
Tab 4 The narcotic drug consumption, DDD,DDDs and DUI in outpatient department of our hospital in 2010—2012
20104F 2011 4F 2012 4F

2R POD. s N DDDs 4112 I DDDs #4112 I DDDs

Illg ﬁ,mg Dl)l)s %ﬁ,d l)UI ﬁF? i,mg Dl)DS fﬁ,d DUI j;”;r? ﬁ,mg l)l)DS fﬁ,d DUI jﬁ”;r?
N HESE R F 180 40320 22400 398 056 1 48360 268.67 616 044 1 68430 38020 835 046 1
IR R M 5 1020 20400 390 052 2 1380 276.00 481 057 2 1875 375.00 1189 032 2
TR 80 13780 17225 380 045 3 16930 211.63 372 057 3 19150 239.40 439 0.55 3
NI e S 120 9953 8294 110 075 5 13522 112.68 224 050 4 18110 15090 322 047 4
IR W v S 50 5240 10480 82 128 4 5390 107.80 89 121 5 6000 120.00 120 1.00 5
R R 180 8690 4828 48 101 6 8960 49.78 50 1.00 6 12960  72.00 79 091 6
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Tab 5 Distribution of prescription problems of narcotic drugs in outpatient department of our hospital in 2010—2012

wty Aamg omA agen UL B ENIER AR pogme BAPIC BARE gy
20104 1465k Fuat, 5k 58 9 0 3 16 2 48 2 8
i, %  39.73 6.16 0 2.05 10.96 1.37 32.88 1.37 5.48
20114F 1385k Fat,5k 45 15 2 4 13 5 46 6 2
i, % 32.61 10.87 1.45 2.90 9.42 3.62 33.33 435 1.45
20124F 985K Hat,ik 36 1 1 1 4 1 40 11 3
Wl %  36.73 1.02 1.02 1.02 4.08 1.02 40.82 11.22 3.06
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