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Pharmacoeconomics Study of Sofren Injection and Danhong Injection in the Treatment of Stable
Angina Pectoris of Coronary Heart Disease

WANG Xingdong, YANG Yuansu, WU Rui, SUN Jingjing, XU Yangni ( Dept. of Pharmacy, General
Hospital of Eastern Theater Command of PLA, Jiangsu Nangjing 210000, China)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: To probe into the clinical efficacy, adverse drug reactions and economical efficiency of
Sofren injection and Danhong injection in the treatment of stable angina pectoris of coronary heart disease. METHODS;
Totally 94 patients with stable angina pectoris of coronary heart disease admitted into General Hospital of Eastern
Theater Command of PLA from Mar. 2018 to Mar. 2019 were extracted to be divided into the Sofren injection group
(group A) and Danhong injection group (group B) via the random number table, with 47 cases in each group. The
clinical efficacy, adverse drug reactions of two groups were observed. The economical efficiency of two kinds of
treatment regimens were evaluated. RESULTS: The total effective rate of group A and group B was respectively
97.87% (46/47) and 95.74% (45/47) , with no statistically significant difference between two groups(P=0. 615>
0.05). The incidence of adverse drug reactions in groups A and group B were respectively 14. 89% (7/47) and
10.64% (5/47), with no statistically significant difference between two groups (P = 0.757>0.05). The cost-
minimization analysis was taken as the pharmacoeconomic evaluation, the economical efficiency of Danhong injection
was higher than that of Sofren injection. The results of sensitivity analysis was consistent with the cost-minimum
analysis. CONCLUSIONS: Sofren injection and Danhong injection have good clinical efficacy and safety in the
treatment of stable angina pectoris of coronary heart disease, among which Danhong injection is more economical and
can be used by clinicians according to the actual situation of patients.
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Tab 1 Comparison of general information between two groups
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Tab 2 Comparison of clinical efficacy between two groups
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Tab 4 Comparison of treatment cost between two

groups ( yuan)
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