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Investigation and analysis of use of cardiovascular drugs in outpatient department

Chen Yan, Zhang Yanyan (Department of Pharmacy, Clinical Laboratory, Beijing Anzhen hospital,
Affiliated Hospital of Capital University of Medical Sciences, Beijing 100029)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: To find out doctor's habits to w rite prescriptions, supervise the rationality of prescriptions and
discover the tendency of medication. METHOD: By using Definite Daily Dosage (DDD), Drug U tilization Index (DUI)
recomm ended by WHO as indicators, prescriptions of a m onth in the Anzhen Hospital were statistically analysed. RESULTS:
O The cardiovascular drugs were used in 6396 out of 34314 copies, accounting for 18. 64%; @ The 11 classes involved 120
kinds of cardiovascular drugs. Among the 121 kinds of drugs, the most frequently used drugs included Enteric-coated
aspring, Metoprolol, Nifedipine, T ocopheryl Nicotinate, Long-acting isosorbide Dinitrate; & The utilization of the 11 classes
cardiovascular drugs was related to the ages of the patients; @The DU of 30 kinds were less than 1. 0 and DU of 9 kinds
were slightly greater than 1. 0. CONCLUSION: There were a few drugs abused but most of the drugs was used reasonly.
KEY WORDS Cardiovascular drugs, DDD, DU, Drug utilization
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