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Analysis of the Cost-effectiveness of 2 Kinds Regimens in the Treatment of Brain Trauma and Cerebral Hem-
orrhage Complicated with Upper Gastrointestinal Hemorrhage

YU Lin-zhong', ZHANG Hong’, WU Li-ping’, SONG Jin-dong', SHEN Wei-liang', JI Chun-feng' (1.Dept. of Sur-
gery, Deqing People’ s Hospital of Zhejiang Province, Zhejiang Huzhou 313200, China; 2.Dept. of Surgery, the
Second Affiliated Hospital of Medical College, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310009, China; 3.1CU, Deqing Peo-
ple’s Hospital of Zhejiang Province, Zhejiang Huzhou 313200, China; 4.Dept. of Gastroenterology, Deqing Peo-
ple’s Hospital of Zhejiang Province, Zhejiang Huzhou 313200, China)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: To observe the efficacy and economy of omeprazole and esomeprazole in the treatment of brain trauma
and cerebral hemorrhage complicated with upper gastrointestinal hemorrhage. METHODS: The data of 110 patients with trauma cere-
bral hemorrhage complicated with upper gastrointestinal hemorrhage were retrospectively analyzed and divided into omeprazole group
(56 cases) and esomeprazole group (54 cases). All patients were given conventional treatment. On this basis, omeprazole group was
treated with Omeprazole for injection 40 mg by intravenous infusion; esomeprazole group was treated with Esomeprazole injection 40
mg by intravenous infusion, twice a day. The treatment course for 2 groups was 5 d. The efficacy and economy of patients were com-
pared. RESULTS: The total effective rates in esomeprazole group were significantly higher than omeprazole group higher, the cost-ef-
fectiveness in esomeprazde group(1 397.71) were significantly lower than omeprazole group(1 512.09) (P<<0.05) ,and AC/AE=91.52.
CONCLUSIONS: Esomeprazole has good efficacy, safety and economy in the treatment of brain trauma cerebral hemorrhage compli-
cated with upper gastrointestinal hemorrhage.

KEYWORDS Omeprazole; Esomeprazole; Brain trauma cerebral hemorrhage complicated with upper gastrointestinal hemorrhage;
Analysis of cost-effectiveness
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Tab 3 Analysis of sensitivity of 2 treatment regimens
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