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Analysis on utilization of anti-tumor TCM injections in the First Hospital of Jilin
University from 2011 to 2014

TAO Li-na, ZHANG Si-xi, QU Xiao-yu, SONG Yan-qing
Department of Pharmacy, the First Hospital of Jilin University, Changchun 130021, China

Abstract: Objective To analyze utilization and trend of anti-tumor traditional Chinese medicine (TCM) injections in the First
Hospital of Jilin University, to provide reference for clinical rational use. Methods The utilization of anti-tumor TCM injections in
the First Hospital of Jilin University from 2011 to 2014 was selected, and defined daily doses (DDDs), daily drug cost (DDC), and drug
utility index (DUI) were analyzed statistically. Results From 2011 to 2014, the consumption sum of anti-tumor TCM Injections
increased year by year. The types of anti-tumor TCM injections were stable. Aidi Injection took the lead in terms of DDDs over the 4
years. DDC was stable and high. Xiaoaiping Injection took the lead in terms of DUI over the 4 years. There were less adverse reactions
in anti-tumor TCM injections. Conclusion The utilization of anti-tumor TCM injections in the First Hospital of Jilin University is
reasonable basically, and increases year by year. Supervision on rational use of anti-tumor TCM injections should be strengthened to
ensure rational and safe use of anti-tumor TCM injections.
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Table 1 Consumption sum of anti-tumor TCM injections from 2011 to 2014

Hh A S 5

PR 25T 5

e : : PR/ %
&HTT G KA/ % SHUTT TG G AR /Y%
2011 4F 5142.58 940.60 18.29
2012 4E 7375.96 43.43 1492.79 58.71 20.24
2013 4F 9 093.21 23.28 1775.81 18.96 19.53
2014 4E 13 333.88 46.64 2 247.59 26.57 16.86
F2 2011—2014 FRATMER LTS TORACIHF
Table 2 Consumption sum sequence of anti-tumor TCM injections from 2011 to 2014
s T e
ot TDTDIVIE < s R IO W EE950 £ VTV < 75 R ./ VS VIR £ 5
RS R 284.61 1 426.69 2 490.92 2 555.02 3
BB UIPEE R 205.83 2 450.18 1 558.83 1 680.21 1
Z AR IETE S 122.69 3 167.46 4 152.04 5 119.02 6
TSP S 108.65 4 186.68 3 230.94 3 178.11 4
JRESERFVE S 105.42 5 151.38 5 218.83 4 576.53 2
-WIRE S I 101.15 6 105.88 6 121.15 6 135.88 5
SHTEW 12.25 7 4.52 7 3.10 7 2.82 7
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Table 3 DDDs, DDC and DUI of anti-tumor TCM injections from 2011 to 2014

BZEaA DDDImL 2011 °F 2012 %
DDDs DDDs#f¥  DUI DDC DDDs DDDs#f/7*  DUI DDC
BYEUIRER R 60 9 698.83 1 200 21222 21212.67 1 1.00 21222
J=WIRiE SR [N 15 8919.67 2 3.00 11340  9337.00 4 1.50 113.40
e 50 7693.20 3 033  369.95 11533.80 2 1.00 369.95
Z R IETE S 250 7391.00 4 0.75 166.00 10 088.00 3 1.33 166.00
FRESERFIE S 200 1 661.50 5 1.00 63446  2386.00 5 1.00 634.46
BIEVER 60 1172.17 6 1.00  104.46 456.50 7 1.00 99.08
T P 60 1168.33 7 0.67 92997 200733 6 0.50 929.97

(P2 2013 2014 7
DDDs DDDs #f/¥  DUI DDC DDDs DDDs#EF7  DUI DDC
BOBUibE IR 26332.50 1 1.00 21222 3205217 1 1.00 212.22
BT SIS 10 683.67 3 200 11340 11982.33 3 1.67 113.40
RS 13 270.00 2 1.00 36995 16637.40 2 1.50 333.60
SRR ISR 9 159.00 4 125  166.00  7170.00 5 1.20 166.00
RESEARFE S 3 449.00 5 0.80  634.46  9087.00 4 0.50 634.46
o At ] 314.00 7 1.00 98.69 301.67 7 1.00 93.41
TIPS 2483.33 6 0.50 92997  1975.67 6 0.67 901.50
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Table 4 ADRs of anti-tumor TCM injections from 2011 to 2014
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Table 5 ADRs of specific anti-tumor TCM injections from 2011 to 2014
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