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Cost-effect Analysis of 3 Types of Chemotherapy
Schemes for Small Cell Lung Cancer

CHEN Shi-ling, WU Ying-rong
(Pharmaceutical Department of The Third Affiliated Hospital of Kunming Medical College, Kunming
650118, China)

[Abstract] Objective To analyze the Cost—effect of small cell lung cancer by drug economics. Methods 55 patients of

small cell lung cancer were devided into 3 groups, CAV, PE and GP scheme , we evaluated the cost and effect based on drug

economics. Results The effectiveness rate of CAV was 50 %, the cost of CAV was 340.76 yuan(RMB), the cost of 1 % increasing

of effectiveness rate was 6.82 yuan(RMB); The effectiveness rate of PE was 71.9%, the cost of PE was 755.26 yuan(RMB), the cost of

1% increasing of effectiveness rate was 10.5 yuan(RMB); The effectiveness rate of GP was 85.7% the cost of GP was 12 372.04 yuan

(RMB), the cost of 1% increasing of effectiveness rate was 144.36 yuan(RMB). Conclusion PE is the most reasonable chemotherapy

scheme for small cell lung cancer.
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2cnl) 0.9 BEALBE SR (NS, PU)IRHE 25k
A RRAED , ABERRE (CTX, 1 PEE el
HIRAHD) , ZFHE (ADM, Wil iE 2y ik
AR, KEHK (VCR, WL ELIL
AR, S (DDP, fEINfE2gh 254G BRA
A, MHAGIA T (Etoposide, 5561l 256 R A A)),
10 %A ZHE SR (GS, B WIR sl 254 R
"), FHME (Gemcitabine, EEFLRAF, W
nn A TR
1.2 MEXISS5HAE

MABE 2003 4F 1 H 2 2006 4 1 H 1024 1y
it 9] HP 5 S ) T /NN BRLAERE R 651 79 81, A
rhE R AT R 91 55 1, 3474 2003 4 1 ] 2 2006
AR 1 G BRSNS A0 R i e v B R
FERENLA R 3 4. CAV R4 16 1], ¥ hB 1k,
SEIJAENY 54.5 %5 PE 54 32 B, ¥k,
ERAES 542 %5 GP T R4 T B, Bk 6 i,
Ve 1], SEIAERS 53.9 . 3 MR, 4E
1%, BRGS0, TR EEER
(P>0.05) .
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CAV Jr &4 : kMR 800 mg, 1 0.9 %NS
40 mL MR, ERBKESS, fITER 1 R ZFRIA
50 mg, FH 0.9 %NS 40 mL % f#, ERIKES, 07
1K, KEDM 2mg, 09 %NS40mL I#
fif, WRBKTEST, fRIret 1 K43 o 1AW, 2
JEA 17 AR

PE J7 4 . %A 40 mg filA 0.9 %NS 250 mL
v, ERKE T, BER LR, A 3 ds ARFEIAAT
100 mg AIA 10 %GS 500 mL H, & ke, &
RKUW, #ASA B3R, 2 5K 1
gt

GP 54 . 75 PU{hE 1 400 mg fiA 0.9 %NS
500 mL Hr, FRIKEE, RITE 1R, 5 8 R4S 1

s A 40 mg N 0.9 %NS 250 mL H, ki
W, BRIUK, #H3d &3 1EM, 2/
AN 197 FE.
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CAV Jr%&4dl: Oz : 0.9 %NS 10 mL,
0.15 JG / 353 CTX 200 mg, 3.99 J&/ 3; ADM 10
mg, 25.5JC/3%; VCR 1 mg, 656 JG/37. @4
B . KT 4.00 0/ R.QE A C=
(0.15 x 1243.99 x4+25.5 x5+6.56 x2+4 x3) x
2=340.76 JC.

PE J7Z4]: 253 A: 0.9 %NS 250 mL,
322 JC/¥; DDP 10 mg, 18.26 J&/ ;5 10 %GS
500 mL, 2.19 JC/Jffi; Etoposide 100 mg, 19.58 JC
132 QLT FRIKIETE 5.00 70/ IR, BRTE
FH: C= (3.22 x3+18.26 x 12+2.19 x 5+19.58 x
5+5x 8) x2=755.26 JC.

GP &4 . OZifbPH: 0.9 %NS500m L,
3.68 JC / Ml fA4% 1 000 mg, 2 046.00 7T/ 3 ; filt
200 mg, 45822 76/ 375 0.9 %NS 250 mL, 3.22
JG/Jfi; DDP 10 mg, 18.26 JC /3. Q2% M.
FrE T 5.00 70 /K. ®RTRA: C= [(3.68 x 2+
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(2 046.00+458.22 x 2) x 2+3.22 x 3+18.26 x 12+5 x
5)]x2=12372.047C
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F1 SAWFTHARITHELE [n (%)]
Tab.1 3 groups chemotherapy receive compare curative effect [n (%)]

4o 5 n CR PR NC PD R SZE(CR+PR)
CAVHFZEH 16 2(125) 6(37.5) 425) 425) 8 (50)

PE Jr & 32 11 (34.4) 12(37.5) 7(21.9) 2(6.2) 23 (71.9)

GP IR 7 4 (57.1) 2(28.6) 1(14.3) 0 6(85.7)

®2 SHWTARBIMAE - LR
Tab. 2 3 groups chemotherapy receive analyzing the
cost and effect

45 A (€0 R E% CE AC/AE
CAV T &E4H 340.76 50 6.82 -
PE HZE4  755.26 71.9 10.5 18.93
GP &4  12372.04 85.7 14436 337.01
3 iTig
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Tab .3 3 groups chemotherapy receive analyzing
sensitive degree

M5l A (C, o0 BR (E, %) C/E AC/AE
CAV F%4 31028 50 621 -
PE i RH 691.73 71.9 9.62 17.42
GP Jr &4 11 142.34 85.7 303.42

130.02
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