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Cost-effectiveness analysis among three anti-anaerobic therapeutic schemes

YANG Qingl ,MA Chuan-xue', WANG Chao’ (1. Xuzhou Central Hospital, Xuzhou 221009, China; 2. College Graduate of 1999
Grade, Clinic-pharmaceutical Department, Xuzhou Medical College, Xuzhou 221002, China)

ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE To find out a cost-efficient therapeutic scheme for anaerobic infection after surgery. METHODS U-

sing pharmacoeconomic cost-effectiveness analysis, the effectiveness and cost were evaluated among metronidazole ( A group), tini-

dazole (B group) and ornidazole ( C group) in treatment of 85 cases with anaerobic infection after appendicitis surgery. RESULTS

For all-in cost of three schemes, A group was 962.23 yuan; B group was 1126.81 yuan; C group was 1610. 12 yuan. CONCLUSION
A is the cheapest in cost and the best in cost-effective ratio.

KEY WORDS: metronidazole; tinidazole; ornidazole; cost-effectiveness analysis
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Tab 1

Comparison of cost-effectiveness analysis among three

therapeutic schemes for anaerobic appendicitis infection
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(C,78) (E,%) (C/E)
A 962.23 93.3 10.31 -
B 1126. 81 96.4 11.69 53.09
C 1610. 12 100 16.10 96.70
x2 BREMN
Tab 2 Sensitive analysis
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