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Analysis on use of Safflower Yellow for injection in the People's Hospital of Jizhou
District, Tianjin in 2018

DONG Ya-nan
Department of Pharmacy, the People's Hospital of Jizhou District, Tianjin, Tianjin 301900, China

Abstract: Objective To study and analyze the current situation of the application of Safflower Yellow for injection in the People's
Hospital of Jizhou District, Tianjin, and to provide reference for clinical rational drug use. Methods Atotal of 1 169 discharge medical
records of Safflower Yellow for injection were selected from the People's Hospital of Jizhou District, Tianjin in 2018, among which 880
cases were sampled and reviewed. The rationality of clinical application of Safflower Yellow for injection was statistically analyzed
based on the instructions of Safflower Yellow for injection and evidence-based medicine. Results The departments using Safflower
Yellow for injection were mainly Department of Cardiology, Department of Neurology, Department of Geriatric, and Department of
Orthopedics, with composition ratio of 83.13%, 14.54%, 1.16%, and 0.86%, respectively. The main causes were cardiovascular disease
(59.32%) and cerebrovascular disease (20.00%). The unreasonable utilization rate of Safflower Yellow for injection was 36.82%. Among
them, unreasonable solvent selection was the most with 157 cases (49.09%), followed by unreasonable course of treatment with 115
cases (13.07%), unreasonable dosage with 27 cases (3.07%), unreasonable compatibility with 14 cases (1.59%), and inappropriate
indications with 11 cases (1.25%). Conclusion There are some unreasonable phenomena in the clinical application of Safflower
Yellow for injection in the People's Hospital of Jizhou District, Tianjin in 2018. It is suggested to strengthen the knowledge training of
rational drug use by physicians, improve the ability of pharmacists to review doctor's advice, standardize the management, and
application of traditional Chinese medicine injection, and ensure the medication safety of patients.
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Table 1 Evaluation criteria for drug rationality of safflower yellow for injection
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Table 2 Department distribution

I RS ¥R EL %
O 10 105 83.13
P2 1767 14.54
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Table 3 Distribution of reasons for drug use
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Table 5 Course of medication
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Table 4 Solvent usage

e n/fl A L %
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Table 6 Unreasonable drug use
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