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Outpatient utilization of essential drug prescription for peptic ulcer disease
in Affiliated Hospital of Jiujiang College
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Abstract: Objective To evaluate the utility circumstance of essential drug prescription in Digestive Internal Medicine of Affiliated
Hospital of Jiujiang College, to give the advice for improving the utilization rate and to provide the theoretical basis for developing
the essential drugs. The evaluation on reasonable use of the essential drugs was carried out. Methods To make the random
sampling of recipes in November, 2013 from the hospital computer system and give the evaluation according to Essential Drugs
Prescription Review Guide. We used Excel to make the statistical analysis on the reasonable use. Results The essential drug
prescription accounted for 51.83% in all sampling recipes; The cost proportion of essential drug prescription accounted for 14.75%;
No preferably used essential drug prescription accounted for 48.18%; The no-standard essential drug prescription accounted for
10.77%; Inappropriate prescriptions with essential drugs accounted for 12.35%; The essential drug prescription inconsistent with
National Essential Drugs Clinical Application Guide accounted for 16.30%. Conclusion The reasonable utilization rate of the
essential drug prescription is relatively low in the hospital, which mainly embodies in the improper usage and dosage, a potential risk
and drug interaction, and less effective. The implementation of national essential drug system needs to be strengthened.
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Table 2 Inappropriate prescriptions of essential drug
for antipeptic ulcer
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