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Evaluation of Clinical Applicability of Drug Selection Guidelines for Medical Institutions
DUAN Rong, LI Zhengxiang ( Dept. of Pharmacy, Tianjin Medical University General Hospital,
Tianjin 300052, China)

ABSTRACT  OBJECTIVE: To evaluate the clinical applicability of Drug Selection Guidelines for Medical
Institutions. METHODS: Instrument for Evaluating Clinical Applicability of Guidelines was used to investigate the
clinical applicability of the Drug Selection Guidelines for Medical Institutions by questionnaire method. SPSS 21.0
software was used to conduct statistical analysis o basic characteristics, clinical applicability scores and influencing
factors of the research objects. RESULTS: A total of 112 valid questionnaires were received from 49 medical
institutions in 9 provinces/municipalities. The score of availability was ( 63.62 +23.22) points, readability was
(76.90+15.31) points, acceptability was (86. 53+14. 64) points, feasibility was (62.28+15.65) points, dimension
addition (75.20+13.05) points and overall evaluation was ( 83.26+15.52) points for the Guidelines for Drug
Selection in Medical Institutions. The Drug Selection Guidelines for Medical Institutions can be obtained through
literature databases, academic conferences and public search engines. Results of multi-group comparison and multiple
linear regression analysis showed that familiarity with Drug Selection Guidelines for Medical Institutions was the
influencing factor of each clinical applicability scores (P<0.05). Among the evaluators, 27 cases (24. 11%) believed
that there were implementation obstacles in the guidelines, among which 23 cases (20.54%), 14 cases (12.50%)
and 2 cases (1.79%) believed that implementation obstacles were application personnel factor, environmental factor
CONCLUSIONS: Drug Selection Guidelines for Medical Institutions has good clinical
applicability, yet technical training should be strengthened to improve the familiarity of the application population with

and guideline factor.

the guidelines, so as to guide the practice of drug selection in medical institutions with high quality.
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Tab 1 Basic characteristics of evaluators (n=112)

T B3 EESE S AR %
i % 20~<30 4 3.57
30~ <40 50 44,64
40~ <50 34 30.36
50~ <60 4 2143
TARAERY/AE 1~<10 30 26.79
10~<20 36 014
20~<30 2 23.21
30~ <40 20 17.86
=] AR 48 42.86
fiit: 48 4.86
it 16 14.29
S LIES 14 12.50
LS 46 41.07
Bl U AR % 21.43
IEFARER 2 25.00
B U il i e ] ST B He 40 35.71
6 i 2 25.00
1A 27 24,11
2 AR R 17 15.18
MHE R AR EI VNS 6 5.36
AT 2% 21.43
—f 60 53.57
A& 18 16.07
EEi5S 4 3.57

R 2 (EFNMEMREEIEE) IEKRERETENEIER
Tab 2 Score of clinical applicability evaluation of Drug
Selection Guidelines for Medical Institutions

JEE) o/

LB
b3y

2/% s PR A ] RME K
BERELS 112 63.62¢23.22  75.00[50.00,75.00]  0.00  100.00
A% 112 76.90«15.31  75.00[75.00,87.50]  50.00  100.00
T 112 86.53£14.64  91.67(75.00,100.00]  33.33  100.00
i 112 62.28+15.65  62.50[50.00,75.00] 0.00  100.00
BAEFEMATES 112 75.20213.05  75.00[68.75,84.38]  40.63  100.00
BRI 112 83.26£15.52  75.00[75.00,100.00]  50.00  100.00
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Tab 3 Multi-group comparative analysis of clinical applicability evaluation of Drug Selection Guidelines for Medical Institutions
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Fig 1 Distribution of access to Drug Selection Guidelines for Medical Institutions
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TAEER 0.098 0.347 0.225 0.702 0.658 0.456
£ 0.019 0. 265 0.109 0.025 0.029 0.955
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U ] 0.011 0.251 0.061 0. 056 0.030 0. 054
KRR AR 0.002 0.011 0.024 0.000 0. 000 0.104
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Tab 4 Multiple linear regression analysis for clinical applicability evaluation of Drug Selection Guidelines for Medical Institutions

i kS EIEEe fRifER FRfEfRIH 25 ! P
R =0 4.394 2.883 0.133 1.524 0. 130
U8 g ] 3.536 2.278 0.165 1.553 0.123
KRR AR 8.237 2.909 0.303 2.832 0. 006
Efy i i 3.413 1.779 0.153 1.919 0.058
YRR 9,535 1.463 0.521 6.518 0.000
e AATE M 2,948 1.584 0.159 1.861 0.065
U8 R e ] 0.418 1.252 0.035 0.33% 0.739
YR AR 6.468 1.599 0.424 4.046 0.000
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Tab 5 Main factors influencing the implementation of Drug
Selection Guidelines for Medical Institutions (n=27)

FmEE ARG 5 HIE %
IV NGRS 3 85.19
Rk P INGY S B S ie1 17 62.96
BRI RELE I lZ S 12 44,44
BEFTHLA (R A5 5 A R A R LA AR S i ) 1 8 29.63
WHEHZ 14 51.85
B AU 2 BHMAE R 9 33.33
BT HUR B2 AR 2 8 29.63
BSPHLA AR E PR RN 4 14.81
HHEE 2 7.41
AR AR B 2 7.41
R L 4 e 1 3.70
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