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Cost-Effectiveness analysis of Clindamycin Palmitate Hydrochloride Dispersible
Tablet for the treatment of acute tonsillitis and bronchitis
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Abstract: Objective Cost-effectiveness analysis was performed thereafter on clindamycin palmitate hydrochloride dispersible
tablet and clindamycin tablet in treating acute tonsillitis and bronchitis so as to provide a reference for the rational administration of
clinical doctors. Methods Cost-effectiveness analysis of clindamycin palmitate hydrochloride dispersible tablet group and
clindamycin tablet group in treating acute tonsillitis and bronchitis was performed using the data of therapeutic effect and treatment
cost. Results The clinical cure rate and effective rate of clindamycin palmitate hydrochloride dispersible tablet group were
significantly higher than clindamycin tablet group (76.47% vs 48.98%, P < 0.05; 100% vs 91.84%, P < 0.05). The total cost of the
former was 43.09 yuan higher than the latter, and the cost-effectiveness ratio (C/E) of the former was 2.27, which was better than that
of the latter, 2.66. Compared with clindamycin tablet group, as a percent of clinical cure rate and effective rate increased, the cost of
clindamycin palmitate hydrochloride dispersible tablet group will increase 1.57 and 5.28 yuan; the initiating time and recovery time
reduced one day, the cost will increase 153.89 and 307.79 yuan. The rate of adverse events in clindamycin palmitate hydrochloride
dispersible tablet group was significantly lower than clindamycin tablet group (1.96% vs. 20.41%, Fisher test, P < 0.05).
Additionally, the rate of good mouth-feel of clindamycin palmitate hydrochloride dispersible tablet group was significantly higher
than clindamycin tablet group (82.35% vs. 8.16%, P < 0.05) by drug mouth-feel evaluating. Conclusion Clindamycin palmitate
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hydrochloride dispersible tablet has better clinical therapeutic effect, cost-effectiveness, safety and mouth-fell profile compared to

clindamycin tablet in the treatment of acute tonsillitis and bronchitis.
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Table 1 Basic characteristics of research subjects
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Table 4 Comparison on treatment cost between two groups of medication regimens
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Table S Cost effectiveness comparison between two groups of medication regimens
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