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Analysis on use of narcotics drugs in Tianjin People’s Hospital from 2013 to 2015

JIA Hong-jun, ZHENG Xiao-hui, HOU Chao, SUN Xiu-ying
Deptment of Pharmacy, Tianjin People’s Hospital, Tianjin 300121, China

Abstract: Objective To investigate the usage of narcotics drugs in Tianjin People’s Hospital. Methods The amount, consumption
sum, frequency of drug use (DDDs) and defined daily cost (DDC) of narcotic drugs in Tianjin People’s Hospital from 2013 to 2015
were calculated and analyzed. Results The main kind of narcotic drugs remained stable, and the consumption sum and constituent
ratios increased year by year. The utilization and consumption sum and DDDs of Fentanyl Transdermal Patches, Oxycodone
Hydrochloride Prolonged-release Tablets, and Remifentanil Hydrochloride for Injection significantly increased, Pethidine
Hydrochloride Injection, Bucinnazine Hydrochloride Tablets, and Ketamine Hydrochloride Injection reduced, while others were stable
or increased slightly. DDDs of Morphine Sulfate Sustained Release Tablets ranked the first persistently, and Ketamine Hydrochloride
Injection ranked the end. DDC of narcotic drugs were stable substantially. Remifentanil Hydrochloride for Injection ranked the first,
while Ketamine Hydrochloride Injection ranked the end. Conclusion The utilization of narcotic drugs in Tianjin People’s Hospital is
rational on the whole, but there are still some problems, which needs further efforts to strengthen the management and intervention.
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Table 1 Narcotics varieties during 2013 — 2015
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2013 6 6 12
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2015 7 5 12
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Table 2 Consumption sum of narcotics drugs in 2013 — 2015
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Table 3 Amounts and consumption sums of narcotics drugs during 2013 — 2015
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Table 4 DDDs and ranks of narcotics drugs during 2013 — 2015
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Table S DDC and ranks of narcotics drugs during 2013 — 2015
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