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Analysis on usage of anticancer drugs in Liaoning Cancer Hospital and Institute
from 2012 to 2014

LI Su, CHEN Qin, XIANG Jing, QI Ying-jie, LUO Xian-feng
Department of Pharmacy, Liaoning Cancer Hospital and Institute, Shenyang 110042, China

Abstract: Objective To analyze the usage of anticancer drugs in Liaoning Cancer Hospital and Institute, and to provide reference
for rational use of anticancer drugs. Methods The applied category, dosage form, and consumption sum of anticancer drugs in
Liaoning Cancer Hospital and Institute from 2012 to 2014 were analyzed statistically. Results The consumption sum of the
anticancer drugs increased year by year. Consumption sum of cytotoxic drugs ranked the first all the time. The constituent ratio of
injections ranked the first all along. Consumption sum of docetaxel, gemcitabine, and letrozole were firmly at the top three.
Conclusion Clinicians should select appropriate anticancer drugs, and improve survival and quality of life for patients, and
promote the rational use of anticancer drugs.
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Table 1 Consumption sum of different types of anticancer drugs from 2012 to 2014

2012 4E 2013 4 2014 4F

L eS| — — —
ARPEUAS BTG MIEEY% RS SEVTIC MIRL/% S EREUAS SBTTC RIS %
Y rER 46 13 433.02 66.99 44 13335.26 61.61 43 18 178.60 62.39
eSS 11 2039.10 10.17 11 2185.37 10.10 11 3276.04 11.24
TLREDUAE 5 1781.56 8.88 5 2873.16 13.27 5 4030.99 13.83
17 A S ) 5 2 798.28 13.96 7 3251.23 15.02 7 3651.69 12.53

Y& RIS
it 67 20051.96  100.00 67 21645.02  100.00 66 29 137.32  100.00
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Table 2 Consumption sum of different formulations of anticancer drugs from 2012 to 2014

—_— 2012 4E 2013 4F 2014 4F
R &R0 MRL% SR EETo0 % BREUAS &8V M%
T 41 13 340.46 66.53 40 14 563.36 67.28 39 19 518.89 66.99
Rl 13 4996.08 24.92 15 5105.94 23.59 15 6 933.50 23.80
JRFEF 8 1334.68 6.65 8 1 476.00 6.82 8 1994.32 6.84
GERNS] 4 378.80 1.89 4 499.73 231 4 690.61 237
A 1 1.94 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
& 67 20051.96  100.00 67 21645.02  100.00 66 29137.32  100.00
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Table 3 Consumption sum of top ten drugs in anticancer drugs from 2012 to 2014
e 2012 4 2013 4 2014 4F
o Bl 254 WEGH T BUELY HWEGH/IIT B AR &8 1 0
1 Z V3¢ 4154.02 LR 3 4195.08 EQULEE S 5865.95
2 i PE AR 1320.38 PRI 1374.54 K il 1872.87
3 K ity s 1183.65 K iy 1263.02 PR 1703.36
4 LEd ke 1168.76 LSk 1050.34 B T 1397.62
5 BN 1080.12 Bk 1037.88 Bk 1385.09
6 ke 888.76 AR e 932.66 KEWAE 1346.22
7 R 879.75 KA 932.36 HAEE e 1 342.60
8 HAE R 857.48 SIS 873.55 LI 1284.74
9 REULE 820.28 EEIE D 827.59 R A 1082.52
10 B 783.48 h Z 2k B 774.30 Hi 22K T 1039.22
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