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[Abstract] Objective To conclude the Practice and experience of prescription evaluation progran M ethods To take a
sanple of 120 prescriptions every month during July 2007 to July 2009, calculate the average of each indicator of the prescription evalu-
ation table designed by theM inistry of Health Results average numbers of drugs per prescription was under the line set by WHO,
average numbersof antibiotic drugsper prescription and injections per prescription were over the line set byWHO, average anount per
prescription of medical depariment was the most Conclusion prescription evaluation progran has great operability, flexibility and
practicability, and could monitor the prescribing dynamically The indicator system of the progran is coincidence with the regular of
drug utilization and the concept of national medical revolution policy which put much enphasison caring the popular
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