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Pharmacoeconomics Evaluation of Shenqi Fuzheng Injection Combined with Chemotherapy for Non-small
Cell Lung Cancer

LIU Xiaoya*,ZHANG Xuebin', HUANG Wenhua’, HU Haitang', ZHU Wentao’( 1.Pharmacoeconomics Profession-
al Committee, China Traditional Chinese Medicine Association, Beijing 100101, China; 2.Beijing Compete Medi-
cal Technology Development Co., Ltd., Beijing 100101, China; 3.Livzon Group Limin Pharmaceutical Factory,
Guangdong Shaoguan 512028, China; 4.Livzon Group Medical Research Center, Guangdong Zhuhai 519020,
China; 5.Institute of Pharmacoeconomics Evaluation, Beijing University of TCM, Beijing 100029, China)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: To evaluate the economic value of Shenqi fuzheng injection combined with chemotherapy vs. chemo-
therapy alone for non-small lung cancer (NSCLC), and to provide reference for drug payment and clinical treatment. METHODS :
By prospective cohort design, 516 patients with non-small cell lung cancer from 11 hospitals were selected as subjects according to
the sale distribution of Shenqi fuzheng injection in district and hospital; 267 cases of Shenqi fuzheng injection combined with che-
motherapy and 249 cases of chemotherapy alone formed naturally according the clinical therapy plan. The cost-effectiveness and
cost-utility analysis were conducted using FACT-L score, KPS score and ZPS score as effect index, QALYs as effectiveness index
observation period of 21 d. RESULTS: 5 dimensions FACT-L score: the patients of Shenqi fuzheng injection combined with chemo-
therapy group could be effectively improved, and the cost-effectiveness ratio was lower than chemotherapy alone group; KPS
score: the cost-effectiveness ratio of Shenqi fuzheng injection combined with chemotherapy group was lower than chemotherapy
alone group (1 632.44 vs. 11 145.30), and incremental cost-effectiveness ratio was 448.69. ZPS score: Shenqi fuzheng injection
combined with chemotherapy group was lower than chemotherapy alone (—17 398.77 vs. 384 513.00). Shengi fuzheng injection
combined with chemotherapy group was lower than chemotherapy alone group in average cost per 1 QALYs (1 313 326 yuan vs.
13 374 365 yuan). CONCLUSIONS: Compared with chemotherapy alone group, Shengi fuzheng injection combined with chemo-
therapy can effectively improve the quality of life, and it is worth of spending more money on Shenqi fuzheng injection from the
perspective of the pharmacoeconomics.

KEYWORDS Shenqi fuzheng injection; Non-small cell lung cancer; Cost-effectiveness analysis; Cost-utility analysis
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Tab 2 Comparison of effect index between 2 treatment co-
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Tab 4 Cost-effectiveness analysis of 2 treatment cohorts
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Fig 1 Comparison of EQ-5D value between 2 groups at
different time points
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Tab 3 Analysis of treatment cost between 2 treatment co-
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Tab 6 Results of sensitivity analysis (cost-effectiveness anal-
ysis)
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Tab 7 Results of sensitivity analysis(cost-utility analysis)
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