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Application of cost-effectiveness analysis to the evaluation of three mammary gland cancer chemotherapeu-

tic programs for mammary gland carcinoma

XTAO Yan, CUI Yu-hong, LI Shi-feng( The oil field general hospital of Daging, Daging 163001)

ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE To analyze and evaluate three chemotherapeutic programs for mammary gland carcinoma for rational use
of drugs. METHODS Using pharmacoeconomic cost-effectiveness analysis. RESULTS  Among three programs, I, e PP, FAC, IF-
AF, the effective rate of PP was 80.0% and the expenditure of one therapeutic course was 54290.09 yuan. increase of 1% the effec-
tive rate costed 678. 63 yuan. the effective rate of FAC was 52.4% and the expenditure of one therapeutic course was 20902. 47 yuan.
increase of 1% effective rate costed 398.90 yuan. The effective rate of IFAF was 38.9% and the expenditure of one therapeutic course

was 16932.48 yuan. Increase of 1% effective rate costed 435.28 yuan. The results show FAC program was better than other two che-

motherapeutic programs. CONCLUSION

programs.

The FAC program is the most rational one of three mammary gland cancer chemotherapeutic

KEY WORDS: Pharmacoeconomics; cost-effectiveness analysis; mammary gland cancer; chemotherapy
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Tab 1 The therapeutic results
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Tab 2 Comparison of the expenditure
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Tab 3 The rate of cost-effectiveness
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Tab 4 The analysis of sensitivity
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