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Analysis of the Utilization of Narcotic Drugs in 34 Hospitals from Nanjing Area during 2011—2013
HUANG Li-li, LIU Hui, WANG Xin, LI Qi (Dept. of Pharmacy, Drum Tower Hospital Affiliated to School of
Medicine, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210008, China)

ABSTRACT OBIJECTIVE: To investigate the utilization and tendency of narcotic drugs in Nanjing area, and to provide reference
for scientific management and rational use of narcotic drugs. METHODS: The utilization of narcotic drugs in 34 hospitals from Nan-
jing area was analyzed statistically by amount sorting and DDDs. RESULTS: The consumption sum of narcotic drugs increased
year by year. Remifentanil for injection and Fentanyl transdermal patch had dominated the first and second place during 2011 —
2013. DDDs of Morphine oral preparation had ranked the first place. CONCLUSIONS: The consumption sum of narcotic drugs in

Nanjing area from 2011—2013 is increasing, and medication structure is reasonable basically.
KEYWORDS Narcotic drug; DDDs; Drug utilization; Nanjing area
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Tab1 Consumption sum, sorting and increasing rate of narcotic drugs during 2011—2013
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- wESH, T iy WESRL LT Hy KR, @wELSHL AT Hy HIRKAE, %
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Tab 2 Dosage, DDDs and sorting of narcotic drugs during 2011—2013
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Tab 3 B/A and DDC of narcotic drugs during 2011 —2013
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