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Cost-minimization Analysis of Prostaglandins Drugs in the Treatment of Glaucoma
HU Yue, LIU Zi-qi, ZHANG Chun-yu, MA Man-ling (Dept. of Pharmacy, the First Affiliated Hospital of Harbin
Medical University, Harbin 150001, China)

ABSTRACT OBIECTIVE: To investigate the curative effect and economics of prostaglandins drugs in the treatment of glauco-
ma, and to provide reference for clinical medication. METHODS: In retrospective study, a total of 790 glaucoma patients were di-
vided into latanoprost group (62 cases), travoprost group (356 cases) and bimatoprost group (372 cases) according to therapy regi-
men. They were given relevant medicine. Total effective rate of 3 groups were calculated, and the cost-minimization method was
used for pharmacoeconomics evaluation. RESULTS: The total effective rate of 3 groups were 87.10% ,84.27% ,76.08 % respective-
ly, without statistical significance (P>0.05). The cost of them were 208.00 yuan, 225.00 yuan and 173.00 yuan, and that of bima-
toprost group was the lowest. The results of sensitivity analysis was in line with that of cost-minimization analysis. CONCLU-
SIONS: For glaucoma, bimatoprost is more economical than latanoprost and travoprost.
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Cost-effectiveness Analysis of Two Regimens in the Treatment of Chronic Hepatitis B Fibrosis
WANG Pei-ling, LI Jing-ying, FU Na, DUAN Xiao-wan (Beijing Youan Hospital Affiliated to Capital Medical
University, Beijing 100069, China)

ABSTRACT OBIJECTIVE: To analyze the cost-effectiveness of two regimens in the treatment of chronic hepatitis B fibrosis.
METHODS: 112 cases of chronic hepatitis B fibrosis were divided into Compound biejia ruangan tablet group (group A, n=56)
and Anluo huaxian pill group (group B,n=56). Both groups received Entecavir dispersible tablets combined with relevant Chinese
patent medicine. The liver fibrosis index and transient elastography of 2 group were detected before and after treatment, TCM symp-
tom score and effective rate calculation were conducted to compare the cost-effectiveness of 2 groups. RESULTS: The cost, effec-
tive rate and cost-effectiveness ratio of group A were 9 227.10 yuan, 74.11% and 12 451; those of group B were 8 202.90 yuan,
69.28% and 11 840; incremental cost-effectiveness ratio was 21 205. Group B showed a better cost-effectiveness. Result of sensitiv-
ity test was same to that of cost-effectiveness analysis. CONCLUSIONS: The cost-effectiveness of Anluo huaxian pill combined
with Entecavir dispersible tables is better than Compound biejia ruangan tablet combined with Entecavir dispersible tables in the
treatment of chronic hepatitis B fibrosis.

KEYWORDS Compound biejia ruangan tablet; Anluo huaxian pill; Chronic hepatitis B fibrosis; Cost-effectiveness analysis
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