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Dynamic analysis of the utilization of hypoglycemic agents in a hospital for 5

years
Zhao Li ( Department of Pharmacy, Hospital of Xiangtan Steel Mill Company Ltd, Xiangtan 411101, China)

ABSTRACT Objective: To study on the utilization of hypoglycemic agents in a hospital from 2001 to 2005. Methods: Making a sta-
tistic analysis of transaction data on sum of consume and money and concluding the trends of drug utilization. Results; Both the sum of
drug consume and money were increasing. The utility of some drugs with more adverse reactions were decreasing. However, the utility

of other new safer drugs were rising. Conclusion: Both doctors and patients thought more of the diagnosis and therapy of diabetes, but

the knowledges about the usage and choice of hypoglycemic agents should be improved.
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Utilization analysis of antibacterials in our hospital during 2002 ~ 2004

FU Xiang' ,KANG Lu-ping' , WEN Wen® ( 1. Department of Pharmacy, Fuzhou General Hospital, Nanjing Military Region, Fuzhou
350025, China)

ABSTRACT Objective:To analyze the situation the utility of antibacterials in order to promote the rational drug use. Metheds ; The
data of the antibacterial use during 2002 ~2004 were study by the methods of DDD analysis and ranking of amount of money. Results
Cephalosporins, Fcuoquinolones and Penicillins are the most frequent among used antibacterials. In terms of the ranking of amount of
money , most of the drugs ranking in the first 30 places were expensive or in large use. Conclusion: Some problems for application of an-

tibacterials should not be ignored in our hospital.
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