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The pharmacoeconomic analysis of Xuesaitong and ni modipine in treatment of cerebral infarction

ZHA Zherrzhong( Anging Shihua Hospital , Anging 246001 , China)

ABSTRACT :OBJECTIVE To analyze and evaluate the pharmacoeconomic characteristics of Xuesaitong injection and nimodipine in-

jection in treat ment of cerebral infarction. METHOD Cost-effectiveness analysis method was used to calculate the cost of treat ment

and the clinic effectiveness of two therapeutic sche mes in one period of treatment. The cost- effectiveness ratio( C/ E) was calculated

at the same time . RESULTS The cost was 1972 .40 RMB in Xuesaitong group , 2890 .40 RMB in nimodipine group .The effective
rates were 91 .84 % and 90 .62 % ,and the C/ E were 21 .64 and 31 .90 respectively .CONCLUSION The xuesaitong group had ad-

vantage in C/ E, and was one of better treat ment sche mes of cerebral infarction .

KEY WORDS :cost-effectiveness analysis ; Xuesaitong; nimodipine ; cerebral infarction
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1.3.1 3 ( cost-effectiveness analysis, CEA) :
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Tab 1 The costs of two therapeutic sche mes
A B
1031 .40 2226 .40
238 .50 159.00
110.00 110.00
592 .50 395.00
1972 .40 2890 .40
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Tab2 The results of two therapeutic sche mes 50mL, 10mg
, 23.7%. .
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
A 37 2(5.41) 9(24.32) 23(62.16) 3(8.11) 91.89
B 32 2(6.25) 10(31.25)17(53.12) 3(9.38) 90.62 ' '
2 ) ’ s £} , >
; - (C/E) [3.4]
> 4.2
.3 3 2 (P>
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Tab 3 Cost-effectiveness analysis B . \
(0 (E) C/E ’ ,
A 1972 .40 91 .89 21 .46
B 2890 .40 90 .62 31 .90 ’ ’
3 4.3 s
I =Cc +C _+ ’ ’
C , :C =1031 .40 + 2226 .40 =3257 .80
« ), 67 .00 % ;C =238.50 + 159.00 = « » o« »
397.50( ), 8.17%;C =110.00 + ’
592.50 + 110.00 + 395.00 =1207 .50( ), ’ ,
24 .83 %. 2001 ~2002 s ’
:C 10% .C .C 12%,
=57%C +6.17% [1] [77]. )
C  +36.83%C 4, - 2000,19(2) :139.
LA B [2] s s s
4 [I1. ,1999 .10 (4) : 223.
Tab4 Sensitivity analysis [3] [J1. ,
o B O E 2001 ,16(15) :707 .
A 2099 .58 91 .89 22 .85 [4] [J1.
B 2763 .24 90 .62 30 .49 ,2001 ,18(1) : 48.
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