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Analysis on rationality of prescription of methylphenidate hydrochloride tablets LIU Fu, ZHAO Jian-jiang.
Department of Pharmacy, Health Hospital for Women and Children of Yulin City, Guangxi 537000, China

[ Abstract] Objective To evaluate the rationality in administration of methylphenidate hydrochloride tablets
for child patients in health hospital for women and children. Methods Two hundred and seventy-eight prescriptions
of methylphenidate hydrochloride tablets in out patient clinic of our hospital from June to December 2010 were coun-
ted. A analysis of gender, age, medication frequency and the use condition was performed. Defined daily dose
(DDD) and drug use index ( DUI) were designated as indexes for statistics, analysis and evaluation. Results The
proportion of male and female children received the prescriptions of methylphenidate hydrochloride tablets in our hos-
pital was 4: 1. In all the prescriptions, 70. 00% was for 7 to 10 year old children. The methylphenidate hydrochloride
was given once in morning or once in morning and midday, respectively. The DUI value was 0. 81. Conclusion The
use of methylphenidate hydrochloride tablets in our hospital was essentially reasonable.
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