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Analysis on utilization of oral antiseptic ulcer drugs in 34 hospitals from Nanjing
area during 2013 — 2015

LIU Xiao-hua, LUO Can
The First Affiliated Hospital with Nanjing Medical University, Nanjing 210029, China

Abstract: Objective To evaluate the utilization and tendency of oral antiseptic ulcer drugs in 34 hospitals from Nanjing area during
2013 — 2015. Methods Consumption sum, defined daily doses (DDDs), defined daily cost (DDC) and drug sequence ratio (B/A) in
34 hospitals from Nanjing area during 2013 — 2015were analyzed statistically. Results Consumption sum and DDDs of oral
antiseptic ulcer drugs were increased year by year. Consumption sum and DDDs of proton pump inhibitor were increased year by year.
Gastric mucosal protective drugs showed a rapid upward trend. While consumption sum and DDDs of antacids showed a slow growth.
Consumption sum of rabeprazole ranked first for three years, and the top two were omeprazole and lansoprazole in respect of DDDs. In
proton pump inhibitor, DDC of esomeprazole was the highest, and then was rabeprazole sodium. B/A of almost half of the drugs
closed to 1.00, indicating that the synchronism was better. Conclusion Proton pump inhibitors are used as the first choice for peptic
ulcer. Gastric mucosal protective drugs grow quickly and there exists broad prospects.
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1.1 EUEEFRE Table 1 Distribution of 34 hospitals in Nanjing area
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Table 2 Consumption sum and growth rate of oral antipeptic ulcer drugs

s 2013 4E 2014 4E 2015 4 SR A
SR IG MLY% SETG MLY% BKEY% &80 % WIKRER% KE%
PR 757714 7922 9037.77  80.42 1928  10208.38 80.20 12.95 16.07
RE3 24 856.39 8.95 92831 8.26 8.40 1037.50 8.15 11.76 10.07
] 634.25 6.63 652.39 5.80 2.86 732.66 5.76 12.30 7.48
=Wk il 188.57 1.97 230.65 2.05 22.32 236.88 1.86 2.70 12.08
B R Ot 24 279.02 2.92 374.16 3.33 34.10 503.45 3.96 34.55 34.33
H, SZARFE U 28.91 0.30 15.45 0.14 —46.56 9.95 0.08 3560  —41.33
A 9564.28 100.00  11238.72 100.00 1751 12728.81  100.00 13.26 15.36
3 ORIHKIERBHZ51E DDDs RAGRLLL
Table 3 DDDs and constituent ratio of oral antipeptic ulcer drugs
s 2013 4E 2014 4E 2015 4E
DDDs/Ji JG PR/ % DDDs/Ji JG PR/ % DDDs/Ji JG KR EG/ %
T A 1281.74 70.62 1 149.97 68.34 1279.85 68.08
(=EIIES] 331.99 18.29 350.08 20.81 383.81 20.42
iRz 120.12 6.62 98.02 5.83 110.32 5.87
=Wk il 15.78 0.87 19.32 1.15 19.88 1.06
B R RO 24 30.61 1.69 40.60 2.41 60.99 3.24
H, Z AR 34.84 1.92 24.66 1.47 24.97 1.33
Hit 1815.08 100.00 1 682.65 100.00 1879.82 100.00
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Table 4 Consumption sum and rank of oral antipeptic ulcer drugs

5 2013 4 2014 4 2015 4E
o MZGETiE W BASETE I HAGWIE
AL 2002.32 1 2 776.64 1 3323.94 1
LSS DAL 1 758.62 2 1775.28 4 1957.51 3
3] B oy e 1723.32 3 1 834.86 2 1650.51 4
oAl 1 401.64 4 1782.38 3 2168.83 2
FRBRTR 621.51 5 642.05 6 719.47 6
bl e AL 599.65 6 750.73 5 913.04 5
T A 516.82 7 531.81 7 534.35 7
E(0] oS HINNRTE 0R 3 SN = T L1 188.57 8 230.65 9 236.88 10
P F 172.46 9 239.83 8 342.59 8
EATA T 167.12 10 156.67 12 160.56 13
IR AR 160.57 11 194.44 10 200.76 11
JReAs AP 116.23 12 177.33 11 300.37 9
BT AL 91.60 13 117.88 13 194.55 12
PEBKEE T 16.52 14 4.77 16 0.66 18
TRIR AN 12.74 15 10.33 14 13.19 14
BEHT 10.53 16 9.45 15 8.06 15
JRAAS IR MR Bl 222 17 2.40 17 2.31 16
BEHT 1.86 18 1.22 18 1.22 17
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2013—2015 4, BSEHmMe, =M, 5 Dl
Ml SRR DDDs 25 AT 4 fr. PEFGRIME.
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Table 5 DDDs and rank of oral antipeptic ulcer drugs
0 2013 4F 2014 4F 2015 4F

DDDs/Jj JG ey DDDs/Jj Jt Hep DDDs/ /i 7t Hy
e TAL S 203.74 3 277.12 3 336.05 3
TR e 587.65 1 619.79 1 679.88 1
3] B v e 130.56 5 138.96 5 124.30 6
R 268.08 2 335.83 2 402.71 2
FRbRIR R 41.46 9 42.95 10 4991 11
STHEATE AL 88.49 7 109.95 7 132.78 5
S DA F) 178.77 4 192.12 204.10 4
POMAIRALAT . Sohr i3, B iEme 15.78 13 19.32 12 19.88 12
RV 32.97 10 45.87 65.50 8
EAC AL 120.25 6 112.09 114.21 7
TS 5.23 16 6.32 15 6.67 16
JRAS SRl 24.25 11 33.18 11 53.25 10
A vy e 3.22 17 4.14 16 6.84 15
PEBKE T 7.85 15 228 17 4.97 17
TRIR Ak 78.66 8 55.08 8 60.41 9
HERT 10.87 14 8.53 14 8.49 14
FRAAS IR KRG I 1.13 18 1.10 18 1.06 18
mERT 16.12 12 13.85 13 11.50 13

F 6 ORRIUENIMERZZEY DDC F1 B/A
Table 6 DDC and B/A of oral antipeptic ulcer drugs
250 2013 4 2014 4 2015 4

DDC/7t B/A DDC/JtG B/A DDC/Jt B/A
EEAL 9.83 0.33 10.02 0.33 9.89 0.33
TR e 2.99 2.00 2.86 4.00 2.88 3.00
A ] B 13.20 0.60 13.20 0.40 13.28 0.67
22 R 5.23 2.00 5.31 1.50 5.39 1.00
FRRIR R 14.99 0.56 14.95 0.60 14.42 0.55
STHEATE AL 6.78 0.86 6.83 0.71 6.88 1.00
LR 2.89 1.75 2.77 1.75 2.62 1.75
PORKIRER AT . sehuer 3. e 11.95 0.62 11.94 0.75 11.91 0.83
RV ] 523 0.90 5.23 0.89 5.23 1.00
EC VAL 1.39 1.67 1.40 2.00 1.41 1.86
TS 30.68 0.69 30.79 0.67 30.08 0.69
JREAS ARk 479 1.09 5.34 1.00 5.64 0.90
BraLE Al 28.46 0.76 28.46 0.81 28.46 0.80
UK T 2.10 0.93 2.10 0.94 0.13 1.06
TR 0.16 1.88 0.19 1.75 0.22 1.56
EEBT 0.97 1.14 1.11 1.07 0.95 1.07
JRAAS IR KRG I Bl 1.97 0.94 2.17 0.94 217 0.89
meET 0.12 1.50 0.09 1.38 0.11 131
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