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Effects of the Separation of Drug Prescribing from Dispensing Program on the Use of TCM in Our Hospital
ZHONG Meng, XIE Jun-da(Beijing Friendship Hospital of Capital Medical University, Beijing 100050, China)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: To investigate the effects of the separation of drug prescribing from dispensing program on the use of
TCM in our hospital. METHODS: The use of TCM in outpatient department of our hospital during Jul.-Dec. 2011, Jan.-Jun. 2012,
Jul.-Dec. 2012 was monitored by drug information management system. And then those prescriptions were analyzed and evaluated
statistically in terms of DDDs, dispensing person-time, average drug cost per time, ratio of irrational prescription, etc. RESULTS:
Compare with the first half of 2012 and the second half of 2011, the dispensing person-time of Chinese patent medicine in second
half of 2012 increased by 19.1% and 1.2% , respectively; the number of Chinese patent medicine prescriptions increased by 33.0%
and 5.3% ; the dispensing person-time of TCM decoction pieces increased by 13.3% and 18.4% ; the number of TCM decoction
pieces prescriptions increased by 6.1% and 21.5%. The total DDDs of Chinese patent medicine decreased by 2.1% and 10.7% , re-
spectively. The average drug cost per time of Chinese patent medicine decreased by 22.2% and 16.1% ; that of TCM decoction piec-
es decreased by 19.2% and 20.2% . The ratio of irrational prescriptions was 0.75% during Jul.-Dec. 2012, which was the lowest
among the three phases. CONCLUSIONS: Since the separation of drug prescribing from dispensing program, the use of TCM in
our hospital has become more reasonable by improving medical service and strengthening the management of drug use.
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Tab 1 Top 20 oral Chinese patent medicine in the list of

DDDs in our hospital

DDDs DDDs KA, %

5 Ak WFE WRE 0k A 5
TR A TR
| BARRRA G AR 466880 453120 503040 30 12
192 mg/k)
) il 3356800 305600 341600 96 44
3 EERE 184000 216000 MO0 148 304
4 AR BI336 203616 227304 136 18
5 BBl 180000 200600 226800  -107 =206
6 MiDERE 203200 189200 211600 74 40
T HANE 237300 227500 201600 43 177
8 AkEhE 130900 167300 201600  -218 -3l
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9.6mg/f)
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12 fuf B 141000 140000 164667 07 -l44
13 ELSIE 116000 133333 16133 -130 281
14 RN 11240 144000 160560  -228 =307
15 DR 116250 160000 153750 <213 )44
16 BiFOlE 116880 126400 145 600 =15 =197
17 SRR 149760 132480 138 240 130 83
18 Juph 149454 135900 135900 100 100
19 HEHES % 64167 7111 120 889 98 -469
20 KAHmgE 110640 101760 113280 87 23
20f R St 3624047 3645000 4021123 -06 99
B R Bt 10872347 11100352 12169420 =21 -107
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Tab 2 Comparison of dispensing person-time, the number
of prescription, the amount of drug dosage and average drug
cost per time in our hospital
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Tab 3 Spot test of Chinese patent medicine prescriptions in
our hospital
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