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Analysis on use of oral Chinese patent drugs for liver disease treatment in The
Second People’s Hospital of Tianjin during 2010—2013

MAN Shan-shan, WANG Li-xin, WANG Jun-hua
The Second People’s Hospital of Tianjin/Tianjin Medical Research Institute of Liver Disease, Tianjin 300192, China

Abstract: Objective To analyze use of oral Chinese patent drugs for liver disease treatment in The Second People’s Hospital of
Tianjin during 2010—2013, and to discuss the feasibility and practicability of DU 90% in the evaluation of clinical drug utilization, so
as to provide scientific evidence for the rational usage. Methods The utilization data including consumption sum, DDDs, and DDDc
of oral Chinese patent drugs for liver disease treatments in The Second People’s Hospital of Tianjin during 2010—2013 were analyzed
statistically, and the use of DU 90% was analyzed. Results The consumption sum of oral Chinese patent drugs for liver disease
treatment increased by 21.70%, 9.15%, and 26.43% from 2010 to 2013, and there was an upward trend. Drug varieties high ranking in
the consumption sum were relatively stable, including antipyretic and antidote drugs, blood-activating, stasis-eliminating drugs and
Qi-restoring drugs. DDDs of DU 90% drugs were relatively stable, and the sales sum and DDDs of synchronicity was better. DDDc
of most drugs were low, and the composition ratio increased in 2013. Conclusion The use of oral Chinese patent drugs for liver
disease treatment in The Second People’s Hospital of Tianjin during 2010—2013 is basically reasonable, and DU 90% can be used as
an effective tool, which is applied to the prescription of evaluation process.
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Zitl. 23HT 2010—2013 4 a7 IR %
M E S HZ A (defined daily dose
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Z41) DDDs HEFF (A) R 25 &8H 7 (B), S
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DU 90%) & FRH 4 B= B s v6 97 1 e b B 24 1)
DDDs 5t 2yt AT e, VHE A i R R 90%11)
WA BL ST DU 90% B4 1 /%245 1#) DDDs.
DDDc. HE/7 LG L.

DDDs=1Z 24 i IR () /iZ 255 (1) DDD 1

DDDe=}: 2 ()44 45 4 /DDDs

iR E(B/A)=E 24 il i 45 4 87 (B)/DDDs /7 (AD
2 #R
2.1 HRAHESTFEKER

I J LA IS I G0 T LU, 2010—2013 4F
RT3 = N B e v 7 LR B2 i 45 4
BorHh 122532, 1 491.27. 1 627.67. 2 057.88
TG, BB TR o 2013 F G HNE R
e, 2012 TR KFIE R T 26.43%, WK 1.
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Table 1 Consumption sum and increase rates
FE B A T HERE%
2010 1225.32 —
2011 1491.27 21.70
2012 1627.67 9.15
2013 2 057.88 26.43
2.2 SHERT 20 ZHARIEE. M LLTHEFIER

2010—2013 PR FH 25 S AR SU- [R], JE32
HEAHT 5 AL SRR AR, 53000 57 8 FRH
Jry FRIEWIRSE. TilE R = Z WIS Al
JLrh A2 7 8 TR e RER: I A8 IR 3 () A il L 3 3R
i, REEELE 10%LL F, WK 2.

2.3 DU 90%EB5 254189 DDD. DDDs #1 DDDc

4 SEFRIE IR EE . E7E TN . e
Jr ) DDDs {HIHAZERT =47, DU 90%84> 2541
DDDs #J i Eb 4393 4 41.9%- 39.5%- 36.2%- 42.5%,
W3 3,

4 SE], %2511 DDDe [HAAK, J\EFHIK
#f) DDDc fifck, b 78.10 Jo, HUIRIAE DR
WRVEIH, 2520 35.104 30.95 JG.. B/A {HX
2010 FERPRIREE S 3, HARKH 291 4 400 B/A
BIfE 0.5~2, $&m A NS 2B w2 .
W% 4.
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Table 2 Consumption sum, constituent ratio, and order of Chinese patent drugs with top 20 sales

2012 4 2013 4F

FEP G770 MIR/Y% T @8V 00 MR/ Y% HEE VT C KB % FET G T T8 R Y%

2010 4F 2011 ¢
SOTEEFRIFR 1 216.46 17.67 1 256.40
PRIEIRIHE 2 150.66 12.30 2 200.88
hulis A 3 59.10 4.82 3 70.44
IR 4 4977 4.06 4 56.71
A il AL 5 4131 3.37 5 47.17
JFF T fie 6  40.58 3.31 7 35.26
LI I 7 32.36 264 11 29.44
B A= 11 8 28.54 2.33 8 32.53
BURTE RO 9 28.21 230 12 20.51
ZEFFERE 10 27.89 228 15 17.17
MIMAERE 11 26.02 2.12 9 32.19
Tl 12 22.82 1.86 16 13.88

17.19 2 175.77 10.80 2 22653 11.01
13.47 1 200.88 12.34 1 266.06 12.93
4.72 3 84.20 5.17 4 88.41 430
3.80 4 70.03 430 5 66.47 3.23
3.16 5 42.71 2.62 6 64.38 3.13
2.36 10 27.85 1.71 16 17.77 0.86
1.97 15 20.24 1.24 18 15.18 0.74
2.18 9 30.89 1.90 10 38.18 1.86
1.38 20 10.58 0.65 — — —
1.15 17 15.38 094 19 14.24 0.69
2.16 8 34.15 2.10 9 47.58 231
0.93 18 14.95 092 17 17.74 0.86
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2y A TR 2010 F 2011 4F 2012 4F 2013 4

P &80 )76 Mm% HEF &80 )50 MY HEE G800 M% HET 48005 00 /%
smFRAEA 13 20.16 1.65 6 38.90 261 12 25.17 155 — — —

L B R 14 19.66 1.60 17 13.50 091 — — - - — —

M- A 15 13.86 113 18 11.81 079 19 12.41 076 20 1247 0.61
SR JHF AL 16 13.55 L1 — — — — — — 8 4840 2.35
5 B 17 13.49 .10 — — — — — 17 17.74 0.86
FelR I % 18 13.21 1.08 10 29.49 1.98 7 37.85 233 7 5033 2.45
MEFIFTTIREE 19 7.96 065 14 18.78 126 11 26.91 1.65 15 2381 1.16
SARERE 20 7.39 0.60 19 11.78 079 13 21.20 130 14 23.92 1.16
A& — — — 13 18.87 127 14 20.26 124 11 37.50 1.82
WAETRL  — — — 20 10.25 069 — — - = — —

NESHRE — — — — — 6 39.05 240 3 10051 4.88

AR R — — — — — — 16 16.72 1.03 12 33.61 1.63
JURF R — — — — — — — — 13 24.80 1.21
—: RO ARW LT, R

— the annual not involved; following table as the same

F3 20102013 FFHFIAT O ARF A Z5 DU 90%ER4> 75469 DDD. DDDs R EHEF
Table 3 DDD, DDDs, and order for DU 90% of oral Chinese patent drugs for liver disease treatment during 2010—2013

— DD 2010 4 2011 4F 2012 4F 2013 4F
DDDs DDDs#l7 DDDs DDDs#i/ DDDs DDDs#f DDDs DDDs iy
PRTAHE  450gd " 108 000 1 152 800 1 144 000 1 190 727 1
ST 6.00gd T 103200 2 144 000 2 83 800 3 108 000
Fulig A 67.50mg-d ' 77 867 3 92 800 3 110933 2 116 480 2
FuliE e 67.50mg'd ' 39 000 4 23720 8 25552 8 30320 10
o2 T 288 gd 38919 5 44392 5 54763 4 51944 4
JHF JE e 2 525 g:d! 32 000 6 28 667 7 22280 11 14 400 15
5 1A s 3.00gd " 25101 7 31 050 6 32 940 5 36 720 5
RS 120gd ] 25 040 8 48 320 4 31270 7 9944 19
BB 6.00gd " 19 627 9 12 080 15 10 821 16 10 021 18
Houkin At = R 0.90 gd ' 19 556 10 16 662 12 17 511 12 17 600 14
CHLAN 12.00gd " 17 585 11 16 000 13 11 000 15 8250 20
1L A 15.00 g'd ' 13 348 12 15 240 14 13 800 14 20 800 12
ST B 36.00 g+d ! 12 792 13 9300 16 9 600 17 - -
K E R 297 gd ! 11193 14 17920 10 32256 6 36 400 6
T 14 1 1 450gd’ 10720 15 — — — — — —
SU7EpA 480 gd ! 8 800 16 — — — — — —
SR AL 5.00 g'd”! 8 505 17 — — — — 30 375 9
eI TE 375gd ! 8225 18 18 368 9 23 569 10 31 340
RIS 3.00 god ! — — 16 920 11 24240 9 21 450 11
M4 BRI 30.00mLd ' — — 9267 17 — — 10 877 17
PIAEH IR 30.00mL-d | — — — — 15772 13 31 862 7
J\E SRR 150 gd — — — — — — 12 870 16

RN  420gd!  — - = - - . VAL N
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F4 2010—2013 FAHFIATT A BRH AL DU 90%E0 5 29489 B/A {E% DDDe
Table 4 Values of B/A and DDDc¢ for DU 90% of oral Chinese patent drugs for liver disease treatment during 2010—2013

—— 2010 4 - 2011 4 .
B A B/A DDDc/Jt B A B/A DDDc/Jt
e IF AL TR R 3 2 1 2 13.95 2 1 2 13.95
55 77 TR T 1 2 0.50 20.98 1 2 0.50 20.98
Fe P 3 3 1 7.59 3 3 1 7.59
F e e 12 4 3 5.85 16 8 2 5.01
IR 4 5 0.8 12.79 4 5 0.80 12.77
FFF i fss 6 6 1 12.68 7 7 1 12.30
25100 e 11 7 1.57 10.37 9 6 1.50 10.37
SR A 14 8 1.75 8.05 6 4 1.50 8.05
BIENT IR 8 9 0.89 14.21 15 15 1 14.21
MR T 15 10 1.50 7.09 18 12 1.50 7.10
LA 7 11 0.63 18.40 11 13 0.85 18.40
7= 1 A 5 12 0.42 30.95 5 14 0.29 30.95
XU 57 Tk 10 13 0.77 22.05 12 16 0.75 22.05
STk I 20 14 1.42 6.60 19 10 1.90 6.57
S 13 15 0.87 18.34 — — — —
55 5 R 17 16 1.06 15.33 — — — —
T AL 18 17 1.06 15.93 — — — —
S R 16 18 0.89 16.06 10 9 1.11 16.06
KR e — — — — 14 11 1.27 11.10
6] 1R — — — — 8 17 0.47 35.10
TG R — — — — — — — -
INFEFHE — — — — — — — —
JUR I 28 i 32 — — — — — — — —
p—— 2012 4 - 2013 4 _
B A B/A DDDc/JG B A B/A DDDc/JG
e IF AL TR e e 1 1 1 13.95 1 1 1 13.95
5 e FRR T 2 3 0.67 20.98 2 3 0.67 20.98
Fifig - 3 2 1.50 7.59 4 2 2 7.59
ELE 18 8 2.25 5.85 17 10 1.70 5.85
SR e 4 4 1 12.79 5 4 1.25 12.79
FFF i fsg 10 11 0.91 12.50 16 15 1.07 12.50
25100 e 8 5 1.60 10.37 9 5 1.80 10.37
IR AR 12 7 1.71 8.05 27 19 1.42 8.05
SIENT IR 17 16 1.06 14.21 19 18 1.06 14,21
MR T 1 19 12 1.58 7.09 20 14 1.42 7.09
LR 15 15 1 18.40 20 20 1 18.40
7= 1 A 5 14 0.36 30.95 6 12 0.50 30.95

XU i I kL 20 17 1.18 22.05 — — — _
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STk 2012 4F . 2013 4F -
B A B/A DDDc/JG B A B/A DDDc/JG
LK 13 6 2.17 6.57 14 6 2.33 6.57
FR U o P — — — — — — — —
5 B A — — — — — — — —
PRI AL - — — 8 9 0.89 15.93
S 7 10 0.70 16.06 7 8 0.88 16.06
2 e 11 9 1.22 11.10 15 11 1.36 11.10
A A= PR - - — 10 17 0.59 35.10
MG 1 PR 16 13 1.23 10.60 12 7 1.71 10.60
J\FE T — — — 3 16 0.19 78.10
JUR 22 IR 32 — — — — 13 13 1 10.95
3 iR 10~20 (45 12 F, 20~30 K4 2 1, 30 KL BRI

KA 3 N IR EE Bt 07 A G i 11 % )
B, FLrhga )i oy A Ae e, R 2
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B,

2010—2013 4F, JWi 6T 259 5e IR e )4
NGO RBAE ETHEA . 1B % —
o 2o NS M IT 2 — BT 4T itk — BFREAL — T 1)
R A Ak ) PR AL R IR b 2 I B
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B HHIE E— R TS A7 B R Bk IE [ AR
(A IS, DR AR b 254 9T T REAL . {4
2 B I

DU 90% 7 b AT F -1 % Ak 75 o f 04T P 3 VT
fili, JIELWAT . o 25 90%1 21,
T A 3K A P A3 A v PR 2 0 AR (1 1 FH A 5
Ko DU 90%3 43 2541¥) DDDc {H7E 0~10 15 6 Ff,

3 Ffe HBEAT ULERAS AL (30.95) Al AE R
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