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ABSTRACT Objective To evaluate the quality of adverse drug reaction (ADR) reports in Shaanxi province from 2015
to 2017,

scientificization of ADR reporting.

analyze the factors affecting the quality of ADR reports, and provide reference for the standardization and
Methods

research, the final selected samples of ADR/AE report were evaluated and statistically analyzed by the scores of 65 indicators.

Using the quality scoring system that had been constructed in the previous

Results About 1.4% of ADR/AE report reached a good level or above.The quality of new and serious ADR reports is relatively
good.The quality of ADR/E reported by medical institutions is better than that of manufacturers and enterprises; and the quality
of ADR/AE reported by nurses is better than that of doctors, pharmacists and the others.In most reports, these following aspects
were better completed: report basic information, ADR analysis, reporter information, reporting unit information, and warnings.
However, there were a large proportion of reports were poorly conducted because of the following fields: basic information of
Conclusion The quality of ADR/AE report data in

Shaanxi province from 2015 to 2017 is poor, and there is an urgent need for improvement. It is necessary to increase the awareness

patients, information about drugs, and basic information about ADR.

of the reporting entity on the importance of ADR reporting and the professional level of ADR reporting personnel. We should make
joint effort in setting a strict ADR report review and evaluation system and improving the function of ADR report online submission
network to further improve the quality of ADR reports.
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Tab.1 Quality classification of ADR/AE reports in Shaanxi province from 2015 to 2017

- " Rir g Lt ARk &t T
il % il % il % ) % il % 1 % BV
2015 0 0.00 6 1.58 129 34.04 214 56.46 30 7.92 379 100.00  679.7
2016 0 0.00 5 1.32 169 44.47 192 50.53 14 3.68 380 100.00  692.7
2017 0 0.00 5 1.33 209 55.00 159 41.84 7 1.84 380 100.00  705.4
#it 0 0.00 16 1.40 507 4451 565 49.60 51 4.48 1139 100.00 692.6
£2 BEFER 2015—2017 &£ ADR/AE fREMRERESR
Tab.2 Nature and quality classification of ADR/AE reports in Shaanxi province from 2015 to 2017
ADR/AE 23 5 Rir g ST AHRAE
bisresed il % il % il % i % #i %
— 0 0.00 1 0.11 384 42.38 479 52.87 42 4.64
i 0 0.00 12 5.94 108 53.47 75 37.13 7 3.47
JEE 0 0.00 2 8.33 12 50.00 10 41.67 0 0.00
BT H 1 0 0.00 1 14.29 3 42.86 1 14.29 2 28.57
it 0 0.00 16 1.40 507 44.51 565 49.60 51 4.48
£ 3 BEAR 2015—2017 £ ADR/AE RE B EFNEREH R
Tab.3 Reporting unit and quality classification of ADR/AE reports in Shaanxi province from 2015 to 2017
et B &t 7 RIf % Ltk Bk
50 il % 1 % 1 % 1 % il il %
7B 299 26.25 0 0.00 2 0.67 102 34.11 175 58.53 20 6.69
ey a4 36 3.16 0 0.00 0 0.00 8 2222 22 61.11 6 16.67
BRI LA 799 70.15 0 0.00 13 1.63 395 49.44 366 45.81 25 3.13
A 7 0.44 0 0.00 1 20.00 2 40.00 2 40.00 0 0.00
At 0 0.00 16 1.40 507 44.51 565 49.60 51 4.48
Fx4 BEFEA 2015—2017 &£ ADR/AE B E AR ERESH
Tab.4 Reporter’s occupation and quality classification of ADR/AE reports in Shaanxi province from 2015 to 2017
5 A " R4r rh & Kokt A K
AN &3 il % i % i % i % i %
EA 0 0.00 9 2.03 214 48.20 214 48.20 7 1.58
250 0 0.00 0.84 184 38.74 259 54.53 28 5.89
e 0 0.00 3 2.13 82 58.16 50 35.46 6 4.26
HoAth 0 0.00 0 0.00 27 34.18 42 53.16 10 12.66
&t 0 0.00 16 1.40 507 44.51 565 49.60 51 4.48
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Tab.6 Comparison of the accuracy of ADR/AE report items among different occupational reporter
A B4 24 /Al n FAth P
i % i % 1y % 1y %
AR st R 383 86.26 410 86.32 130 92.20 53 67.09 <0.01
D R 422 95.05 424 89.26 135 95.74 68 86.08 0.01
2RI 296 66.67 215 45.26 93 65.96 35 44.30 <0.01
ADR 2 1| Bif[A] 176 39.64 112 23.58 73 51.77 14 17.72 <0.01
T ADR H ] 220 49.55 140 29.47 92 65.25 16 20.25 <0.01
ADR T Tt 408 91.89 405 85.26 133 94.33 55 69.62 <0.01
x17 AEMR ADR/AE RETHES £HBERLNEREILE
Tab.7 Comparison of the accuracy among different nature of ADR/AE report items
5iH — B JEE B B E Y p
1y % oy % 1y % 1y %
s PR 802 88.52 160 79.21 10 41.67 4 57.14 <0.001
PREEZY i I S0 691 76.27 173 85.64 18 75.00 5 71.43 0.013
ADR £ FRFLA M 562 62.03 116 57.43 11 45.83 2 28.57 0.046
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Application of Android Mobile Devices in Drug Inventory Management of Hospital
YANG Hongbin,ZHOU Wenli ( Department of Pharmacy , Tongji Hospital, Tongji Medical College, Huazhong
University of Science and Technology, Wuhan 430030, China)

ABSTRACT Objective
Methods
by Java DataBase Connectivity (JDBC) method.The theoretical stock data was read and downloaded to Android mobile devices via

To explore a fast, convenient and labor-saving method of stocktaking with Android mobile
devices. A JSP page was placed in the intranet server, and it connected hospital information system (HIS) database
the wireless router on Intranet. Finally, the stock information was processed by the application ( APP) pre-installed on the
Results
in the premise of not changing the HIS. The stock information was immediately obtained when checking finished. The APP
Conclusion

Android devices. With easily achieved mobile inventory, an on-site process system was set with Android mobile phone

remarkably increased stocktaking efficiency without increasing much cost. A mobile and on-site stocktaking
method was established by using Android mobile phones and other mobile devices.lIt is meaningful and worth trying to improve
current work mode of the pharmacy department with new mobile technology.

KEY WORDS Drug inventory of hospital ; Drug management; Mobile inventory; Android mobile phone



