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Abstract: Objective To evaluate cost-effectiveness of Qingyan Jiere Oral Liquid for the treatment of acute pharyngitis (lung-stomach
excess-heat syndrome). Methods 219 patients were assigned to this study, and were randomly divided into treatment group, positive
control group, and placebo control group in rate of 2:1:1. All patients took Azithromycin Granules as basic treatment, then took
Qingyan Jiere Oral Liquid, Pudilan Xiaoyan Oral Liquid, or placebo, respectively. Treatment course lasted for 5 d. The curative effect
of throat pain, efficacy of disease, and the traditional Chinese medicine (TCM) symptoms were observed by cost-effectiveness
analysis. Results For analgesic efficacy, to get one more unit of markedly effective rate, patients in the treatment group need pay
0.62 yuan more than placebo group, and save 0.54 yuan when comparing with positive control group. For disease curative efficacy, to
get one more percentage point of markedly effective rate, patients in the treatment group need pay extra 0.57 yuan than placebo
group, and save 0.54 yuan than positive control group. For TCM syndrome efficacy, to get one more percentage point of markedly

effective rate, patients in the treatment group need pay extra 0.58 yuan than placebo group, and save 0.54 yuan than positive control
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group. Conclusion Qingyan Jiere Oral Liquid, with cost-effectiveness advantage on relieving sore throat, curing disease and

improving TCM symptoms, is a good choice for treating acute pharyngitis (lung-stomach excess-heat syndrome).

Key words: Ertong Qingyan Jiere Oral Liquid; infantile acute pharyngitis; lung-stomach excess-heat syndrome; pharmacoeconomic evaluation
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Table 1 Comparison on pharyngalgia effects
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5T 113 101 1 7 4 90.27"

X IRELE: P<0.05; HREFHALE: "P<0.05; T

#P < 0.05 vs positive control group; *P < 0.05 vs placebo control group, same as below
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Table 2 Comparison on curative effects
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Table 3 Comparison on TCM syndrome effects
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Table 4 Comparison on median results of cost
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Table 5 Cost-effectiveness analysis
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Fig. 1 Sensitivity analysis for pharyngalgia effective rate between treatment group and positive control group
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Fig. 3 Sensitivity analysis for curative effective rate between treatment group and positive control group
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Fig.2 Sensitivity analysis for pharyngalgia effective rate between treatment group and placebo control group
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Fig. 4 Sensitivity analysis for curative effective rate between treatment group and placebo control group
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