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Review on outpatient prescriptions in the First Affiliated Hospital of Bengbu
Medical College from January to June in 2012

GUO Dao-hua, HU Yong-quan, YU Mei-ling, SHI Pei-lan
Department of Pharmacy, The First Affiliated Hospital of Bengbu Medical College, Bengbu 233000, China

Abstract: Objective To investigate the outpatient prescriptions in our hospital and promote rational drug use. Methods Outpatient

prescriptions (600 cases) in our hospital from January to June in 2012 were sampled for conducting the statistical analysis and

comments on basic drugs and writing standardization. Results The average species of drug kinds per prescription was 2.27, the

average amount of per prescription was 197.32 Yuan, the rate of antimicrobial drug use was 25.3%. The antibacterials were frequently

used and the reasonable prescription proportion was 81.2%, more problems existed in “non-standardized prescription” and

“inappropriate”. Conclusion The irrational drug use of outpatient prescriptions exists, and the quality of the prescriptions needs to be

improved further. The hospital should attach the great importance to the prescription quality management, and promote the level of

rational use of drugs by coordination tacit understanding between physicians and pharmacists.
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Table 1 Basic index statistics of prescription usage
o A i R]
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1 H 2 H 3 A 4 A 5H 6 H
SR i R A 2.31 227 2.17 2.36 2.36 2.12 227
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PUAER L TTE /% 28 41 26 20 16 21 253
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24l 44 48 2%/ % 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
*k2 FEERAER
Table 2 Statistics of irrational prescriptions usage
AN R AFAT: 10 BH A E BT L%
AHE R K2 Wrsm A2 W5 A4 56 51.4%
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