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Analysis on usage of anti hepatitis virus nucleoside drugs in Tangshan Infectious
Disease Hospital from 2011 to 2015

LIU Xiu-rong, DENG Li-ning, HOU Hong-bo
Tangshan Infectious Disease Hospital, Tangshan 063420, China

Abstract: Objective To investigate and analyze the usage of anti hepatitis virus nucleoside drugs in Tangshan Infectious Disease
Hospital from 2011 to 2015, to provide reference for the clinically rational use of drugs and drug procurement. Methods The drug
outbound data in Tangshan Infectious Disease Hospital from 2011 to 2015 were collected, and the Microsoft Excel 2000 software was
used for statistical analysis. The consumption sum, defined daily doses (DDDs), defined daily cost (DDC), sequences, and drug
sequence ratio (B/A) were analyzed statistically. Results The sale amounts of anti hepatitis virus nucleoside drugs in Tangshan
Infectious Disease Hospital increased year by year from 2011 to 2015. The sales of lamivudine, adefovir, and entecavir were all over
90% of total sales in five years. But the trend of sales composition ratio and DDDs sort were different, the trend of sales composition
ratio and DDDs sort of lamivudine and adefovir decresed, butthose of entecavir increased. The DDC of tenofovir disoproxil fumarate
was maximum (DDC>>100), DDC of adefovir was minimum (DDC<10). DDC of all five kinds of drugs were decreased, tenofovir
disoproxil fumarate of DDC decreased significantly, and those of adefovir dipivoxil had small decline. B/A values of all anti hepatitis
virus nucleoside drugs were closed to 1. Conclusion The sale amounts of of anti hepatitis virus nucleoside drugs in Tangshan
Infectious Disease Hospital show a rising trend, and clinical use is becoming more and more reasonable. However, the problem of high
average daily cost and poor synchronism of few drugs are still existed, which needs further efforts to strengthen the management.
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Table1 Consumption sum and constituent ratio of nucleoside drugs from 2011 to 2015

STk 2011 4F 2012 4F 2013 4F 2014 4F 2015 4F
D AN
BRVITC KIS BVITC MLY% SRV IT MLY% SRV IT MUY SRV RIEEE %

brKRE R 145.20 31.38 161.74  25.76 173.83 23.87 161.92 18.75 154.07 14.41
Bl £ 4 =5 T 147.26 31.83 182.08  29.00 196.69 27.01 220.15 25.50 193.43 18.09
BERE 160.27 34.64 271.27  43.21 342.96 47.09 451.35 52.27 641.15 59.98
Bk R 9.98 2.16 12.78 2.04 13.09 1.80 23.11 2.68 35.68 3.34
R AR

) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.72 0.24 6.91 0.80 44.65 4.18

5 HHb kg

it 462.71 100.00 627.81 100.00 728.28 100.00 863.44  100.00 1068.98  100.00
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PR IGE B 14.99 3 14.05 3 13.79 3 12.59 4 13.02 4

BT 4 5 P 10.54 4 10.19 4 10.06 4 9.99 5 9.82 5
BHFRE 26.92 1 27.62 1 24.81 1 24.58 2 23.59 2
BleRe R 23.60 2 23.44 2 22.42 2 22.28 3 21.99 3
SRR T 193.26 177.18 1 148.64 1
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Table 4 B/A of nucleoside drugs from 2011 to 2015
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2011 4F 2012 4F 2013 4 2014 4F 2015 4F
PRI E Fr 1.50 1.50 1.00 1.00 1.00
R 44 15 P 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 1.00
BERS 0.33 0.33 0.50 0.50 1.00
B Re R 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.25

& SR AR S g — — 1.00 1.00 0.80
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