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ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE To evaluate the cost-effectiveness of three therapeutic schemes, ampicillin-sulbactam injection( A), ce-
fope razone injection( B) and levofloxacin injection( C) in treatment of the community acquired pneumonia infections. METHODS

Compared the cost and effectiveness of three therapeutic schemes, by using phamacoeconom ic cost-effectiveness analysis of retrospec-
tive study. RESULTS The total costs of A, B and C schemes were RMB 1770. 96,1896. 00 and 1153. 86 yuans, rspectively, and
the effective ratios were 46.2% ,61.5% and 67.2% , respectively. An increase of 1 % effective rate in group C saved RMB 28. 49 and
52.45 yuans in comparison with that in group A and B. CONCLUSION According to the evalution with phamacoeconom ic cost-ef

fectiveness analysis, the group C is the best one for treating the community acquired pneumonia infection. The cost-effective analysis

play an important role in optim izing therapeutic scheme, guiding rational use of drug and rising effective.
KEY WORDS: community acquired pneum onia( CAP) ; phamacoeconom ics; cost-effectiveness analysis( CEA)

1292.00; C =579.86.
C :A=304.00;B=340.00; C=316.00.
C :A=92.00;B=102.00;C =96.00.

2000 9 ~2002 C =C +C +C +C . A=1770.96;B =1896.00; C
4 52 ( Community acquired pneumonit =1153.86.
a, CAP) 3 , 2.2
1 ,
1.1 .
) . X ;
, . X R , p , X
(. R : 72h
1.2 , . =[ ( +
, : @ + ) 1%x100% . X ,
- (A )3.00g+5% (GS)250mL bid X =1.95 <>§05(2),P>0.05, s 2.
@ (B ~):2.0g+5%GS 100mL bid 2
® (€C )0.2g +5%GS 250mL bid Tab 2 Comparison of effectiveness of 3 schemes
C) ) (%)
1.3 A 13 6 5 2 46.2
: Xz ¢ _ B 13 8 3 2 61.5
C 26 18 7 1 69.2
’ ‘ ’ 2.3 -
1, >
' - C/E
1 ( )
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Tab 1 The basic complexion of case .
() 9 () (d) (d = ; 3.
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4
Tab 4 Analysis of sensitivity

) (c, ) (E,%) C/E AC/AE

1518.27 46.2 32.86 24.86
B 1629.20 61.5 26. 49 50.09

1094.70 69.21 5.82
3 '
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s . - [M]. : >
, 001: 43.
. QA 3] , 3 - (11
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