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Effect of Rational Drug Use Education on Medication Management in Elderly Patients with Chronic
Diseases in Community

YANG Chen' WANG Yong2 LI Jianl( 1. Guangzhou General Hospital of Guangzhou Military Region Guangzhou Guangdong
510010 China; 2.Guangdong Pharmaceutical Association Guangzhou Guangdong 510080 China)

ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE  To understand the propaganda effect of rational drug use and establish a long-term mechanism.
METHODS Rational drug use for elderly patients in fixed communities to issue questionnaires understanding the effect of rational
drug use and propaganda on medication management in elderly patients with chronic diseases. RESULTS 98 eligible elderly patients
with chronic diseases were included in the study.The average age of the respondents was 79.4 years old. The main types of chronic
diseases were cardio cerebral vessels diseases endocrine diseases and respiratory diseases.30.61% of the patients suffered from three
kinds of chronic diseases. The combination of multiple drugs was common and 51.02% of them used 7 — 10 kinds of drugs
simultaneously. After rational drug use and education patients” awareness of rational drug use drug compliance manual awareness and
family drug preparation have been significantly improved. CONCLUSION  As one of the ways of pharmaceutical care propaganda
and education on rational drug use has a remarkable effect on the drug administration of elderly chronic disease patients in the
community.
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