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Pharmacoeconomic Evaluation of Oseltamivir as Prophylaxis
against Influenza Infection
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A pharmacoeconomic evaluation was made of prophylaxis against influenza using the oral neuraminidase inhibitor
oseltamivir. Two patterns consisting of administration for 7 days as postcontact prophylaxis (7 day model) and
seasonal administration for 6 weeks (6 week model) were examined. Decision analysis models were created on the basis

of reports of clinical studies and epidemiologic studies relating to the drug and vaccination, and cost-effectiveness anal-

yses were conducted based on the number of persons who had influenza and pneumonia as health outcomes. Costs were
estimated with respect to health expenditures from the societal perspective as well as productivity costs. In the case of ad-
ministration for 1-week postcontact prophylaxis, the health outcomes improved and costs were reduced in comparison
with nontreatment, thus making this administration schedule the dominant choice. With administration for 6 weeks dur-

ing the infectious period, vaccination involved lower costs and was superior in terms of health outcomes.
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2% ZEMTHIND Z EITMA, s R E I
BLTH, 17N FHICBWTT Y F 8
FENEENLE TR THDIENE, THRGORE
FMICBNTIE, EEEITRRS I —LT—
7 TCOMBDNETH 5.

T IT, AWFETIE, [E NGRS IR G B pl A,
HAEIT BT B oseltamivir D1 > 7 )L T 2 H TFf
B5ICEY DBk E e AT —y &L, 1>
TV T 2B FAEMHNT S B R A 21T 5 /2.

5 &

1. 9\7L—LT—97 A 2TINITHTF
Tt & Uil iC B B i R IC D W T
W, A IV TR ORI RITE <
SNTVWDT T F 2 & i iRICT 2 06BN H 5.
ZTDO—HT, BDNETIRT V7 F o EEONEEHEN
frToNBh > ERUINELS, BERANOBZBH >
0 F Nt aERL TNSE EFENEHN D
EMS, FIICBWTIE, U7 FIEEREICDONT
HEETINEND S,

EMNIZBT D1 > 7 IV I ORI TR T 5

PRk BACIX, oseltamivir 75 mg % 1 H 1 [8] 6 5B [
BEMNBINT0Wa, LhLians, 1> 7)Y
FIETH I ERDIDITT I F ONERTH S 7=
¥, FEALE T O oseltamivir O P i 5I1I2B W T
W, A7V IR R T M 48 REEILAN
127 B GERAEZED S OEBREO Y 27 H3
DTEWHM) HETHIEN R THE. 2
T, AGHICBWTIE, UTDO2EFITOHITZE
fro2& &Lz
(16 JAEHE5-EF )L + ENERRBAAAICED <.
AITNVIHRITS— AN > 7 IV YT
D 7= 1Z oseltamivir 2 6 G (LLF 6 @£
TV EFD).
@flts 7 HER G TSV - il Bk ic D
L ATV YRGS S L, 48 IRFRILIN
I oseltamivir 7 HRE# 5 (LAF 1T HEFTI) &F
).

METFINED, REECIOVWTE, 17T
UL, WMARERERY, BRI TE
fiofz. A7V HIZET HRFAMICBNT
ROBEELGNTA—=F1F, i) HDHWF BT
TH5. DI FORFIEICHBNTSH, [T

R RICEET 2 EZBNTA—FELTHWS
NTWBENYVETEROENT —FNBNZD,
oseltamivir DG E X9 5 i Rk Bk, #5534 C
HWSNNT A= THS (i) 2T IVICH
HANTz.

EgEmImEICB N T, EEmFLLN, 12T
W PG, MREEOEEER, GIHEREDE
B ENE IR D RFWNISRA >N 7 MEFESnE
DIRICEBEEEZSND. T I THINSERICD
WTIE, BREZBDET2NT U ZTERTD,
WMEETH DD, oseltamivir DNA 1) A 7 HEH
EMRELUBRABIIENTIEERIN TS
T, FANEOENRBNIENS, SIFITBNVT
%, EINOEKRARE N—ZIZIEERE (18 Eh
5 655%) ERNRELEEEBL .

MRS (time horizon) 13, &EFI & %
B (6 &7 HiE) &L, ZOHiFIzH
EUEARS N (2 TINVTHFAWNITHR) &2
NOICEATLEHEZEL .

2. ETILEFENT A=Y, FWICKTDAEHE

2-1. 6 BETIL A TlE, oseltamivir,

T REE) ornEnERBREL T3 MO
thafro> 2 & &L, WKMo BoNT—%
5 I T ET IV EER L 72 (Fig. 1).
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Fig. 1. Decision Analysis Model for 6 Week Model
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TWBHZEMNS, EFIVICHAANBN S, 1>
TINIT T REEZDBEIZDWTIX, oseltamivir
ﬁfi ﬂ%’ﬁm14>7w1>ﬁ@LLWMi

IR AR ENERIND & & HITHEYIC
ﬂr%&#@émé_&tbt.mwzﬁfi,@
FIZDWTIT oseltamivir BEE FEETH 20, 1 >
TV I OHIEEEITIE, oseltamivir 23 53N % &
L7z

A INI O RERIIONWTIE, BRRBROA
CINIIUYERREH WS EEL, 17T
SHUAIAERITINA, 37.5CUEDOFRE A
CIINWVIOHIERZRD DD OOFBEZFL T
%. WK T D oseltamivir BED A1 > 7)) T Y
WYL H 1.3% (2/155), 7 I RBEOREYEE 8.5%
(13/153) % &12, RRR (MM U Z 7K F&R=1

—(REETOY XK TFER)/CHRETDOY X7 K
TR)) 2HHEL, X—ZXF1 2 H Tid RRR=
84.7% L L7z, F/z, TV FIZD0WTIE, [EAE
#2000 FEEA >IN T oY REF v > RX—=2 jdh—
LR— DT X N TV S E RO g5 SR o
F—XF%HEICRRR=80% & L7z A>7)T>
PR FE DR &2 R T DHERICOVWTIE, LT
eI TIE, 7oA 5%, oseltamivir B 2.5% &
L TWBH, A5HTlE, oseltamivir FELIA T W
THNHEEFNTTA > T INT P BEENTONS D
RIRD7ZD, WITNOBTHMRBEROMERE 2.5
% &L=,

22. THETIL  DOPEICBNWTIE, ik
W% Bifk GBS 25 —FIIFEHE LRV, &
LPRIRICDONTIE, R ITHIN TE S 1
= R IENEG T 5B % oseltamivir T B %) 3 6k
1O 2 Fl W THEA SRR T B O HI oy i £ 5 )L 21
L7z (Fig. 2). fUBFRIL, oseltamivir 7 HE#% 5
CEIMETHD, 6 HETIVERKRA > 7T Y
EMRZTNFNOREETTIVICHAIAR, osel-
tamivir TR 51 > VIV T DY REDLE GO
BRBIIRHE B, WALE R T oseltamivir 12X %
BiEE L.

1INV O RERZ, FBkEZ S &I
RN=ZATA 2 TIIEBLETDOA > 7V T

Influenza infection,
conventional treatment
0.077)

(0.025)

no
(0.975)

oseltamivir

no influenza
0.923) q

Influenza infection,
treated by oseltamivir

no pneumonia
(0.975)

no influenza
0.791) q

Fig. 2. Decision Analysis Model for 7 Day Model

B A 8.5% & L, oseltamivir O LB RIS 3
RRR=63.2% & L7z, 1 > T7IVITFREZDTE
IZDOWTIE, 6 HEF)IL ERBICHI%RZETIVICH
HAA, MR HEEBRIIAK], BMUEED25% &L
7z,

3. NWBRLEHR SRR, fEDNBEL
7, BANIEAIE U TRl nie X—2 & L,
2002 4 4 H iE O 22 i 50 OV S Al & W
2. £z, ATV, BRICK B AN EH
bMATZ., 128, REOTFHHGICBE U TR
BR DRI RIN & 75 FTREMEDSE WS, RO T TII2
WIS TCRHE L ZSENEAE L THRETIHD

L, FANZOWTIE, WInbBE, EEy¥
TG E 0, FAFNIEHZ 70% A, 4000 £ 2L
TORFERICTIThNS E DR TIHE L 2.

3-1. FFBHER  Oseltamivir O TRi# 5 T3,
Smgl h7v)aEE5dTs2EE0LE ST
TOREHE, ZEHME N—XIZEE LS
LFo@Eb TH%.

(1)6 3@ £ 5 )l : Oseltamivir 75mg 1 1 7 &)l 6 #
M 5. 1 [EOUST 685 DALS 21760 1 (H]2
kL (A 270 51, WHE AR 69 5, FAK 1837
M) & L7z

(2)7 HEF)L © % 48 FRILINIC oseltamivir 75
mg 1 77 )L 7 HRA4r 7740 | (#2k GEHEEFT)
270 /5, AL5HE UKL 69 &, FHEI435 ) L L7
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‘mohikn, 22T, MEROHCAHEE 255
125000 H& L7,

32, ACTLIHREER 17T
YREBZ2MDOZBNHO, 127V HilEz
WinEiES N, PIRERFEOEFNELGINDED
EFIN—AEMEL, SERMAEICKOEIREL
7=. Oseltamivir 12 & % PR G037 720 6
EFINOU TR, BUER, 7THETIOEL
BB T, oseltamivir ITX D A > 7))V T A
NrbhsdZEEL, 75Smgh7I)L1H2ME5H
M5 O&EMZMA 7.

BB, 6 IEAETIVCIE, 1 T7INITHFREDR
DOEMOZZIE 82 &L, THETIVTIE,
F—HICFH U ERERZZ2 9 20T > 7L
CHBEDZDOZZIINTND [HZ) &Lk
BETIVDEEE % Table 1 IR L 72,

Table 1. Medical Cost for Influenza Treatment

(Unit: Yen)
.. Vaccine/
6 week model Oseltamivir Non—treatment
Initial visit
Physicians fee 2700 2700
Prescription 690 690
Influenza diagnosis 3000 3000
Drug dispense 2460 6510
Subtotal 8850 12900
Second and/or more
Physicians fee 810 810
Prescription 690 690
Drug dispense 2160 2160
Subtotal 3660 3660
Total 12510 16560
7 day model Oseltamivir Non-treatment
Initial visit
Physicians fee 810 2700
Prescription 690 690
Influenza diagnosis 3000 3000
Drug dispense 2460 6510
Subtotal 6960 12900
Second and/or more
Physicians fee 810 810
Prescription 690 690
Drug dispense 2160 2160
Subtotal 3660 3660
Total 10620 16560

3-3. MXABEE  ARBENTONSDBDOL
L, 2001 4 0 J& 4 57 8 & il A7 32 W B 40 FH O JU3K
26109 51 (&5 04017 : MIEEPERT G, BMEQUE R,
SYESRE SR, NTWREZAL) ZHW, 261090
&L 7.

4. £EMER  BFEICTBU DR
M5, 27T YIC & DIRERR 2 20.0 B
ELk. MROBEDKREBEIL, BITZWEEE
BT EEARMMEIZ9.10 HTHD, Zhzed
W10 HAKRETZHDEL. I 56 OREEESK
W 14 FEEME & & > 2 O 4 IR
(PEXEET D THTE NG G881 / T E NS 57 @R i £ )
1834 Mz HWTHEERERZER LKL, 2L,
REHEIZDWTIE LM - HEE, KHZBIEL, 10
HOSH502 HiEIZIAH & LT 8 HIE (64 Kifd)
EEEREMR L.

] R

1. 6. BETIL

1-1. R=ZXF4 9% 1000 NiZxd 5 X—
274 M ORERIT, 12 7IVI Y REEMN
oseltamivir # 13.0 A, OOV F ¥ 17.0 A, BUE
BESSOANTHD, MiRMEELTIE, oseltamivir #f
03N, JUF 04 N, BUER21ATH>
. Fl, BRIIOWTHSLEA >INV P T
RO EHEEEREEZ2ADEZERED 1 Y
720 O E R, oseltamivir £ 22007 [, 7 7~
FRES392 1, MEALERE 1962 1, AEMEERAGSE
DM E B O EE H TIX, oseltamivir F 22522
M, 72 F 286066 [, MALER 5330 JThH->
(Table 2).

12, BREDH A2 T7INITOREBRIZD
WTIE, EECENICK> TRERDZ EEZ LGNS,
£z, UIFIONWTIE, PilRDN—FLABWnEgES
X, BERICEELEHEZ5. T IT, BESL,
MBI BIT 2 RERE 0—-100%12, £/, U
DFDRENRELT, T7F D HOENBITHRT
LA 2 7IVI Y EEZRD RRR 2 0—100% T, %
NZIVEE T ETT> 7= (Fig. 3).

e L MR RIT X T B /7 B ¢ Oseltamivir
B, UIFOHED, BUEICHT S RRR Z2HWN
FETINTHD20, HIEDREEEN LR TSI
WoT, MPBEDL >IN I FREHHMNT S, |
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Table 2. Spread Sheet Model for 6 Week Model

Oseltamivir Vaccine Non—treatment
Clinical outcomes
Al Influenza incidence 1.3% 1.7% 8.5%
A2 Pneumonia incidence 2.5% 2.5% 2.5%
Number of the analysis (BO) 1000 1000 1000

Bl No infection (BOX (1—A1)) 987.0 983.0 915.0

B2 Influenza (BOXAI1) 13.0 17.0 85.0

B3 Pneumonia (B2XA2) 0.3 0.4 2.1

Costs (Yen)

C1 Costs of influenza prevention 21760 5000 0
Cl.1 Oseltamivir 21760 0 0
Cl1.2 Vaccine 0 5000 0

C2 Medical cost of influenza treatment 12510 16560 16560

C3 Medical cost of pneumonia 261090 261090 261090

C4 Productivity costs
C4.1 Absenteeism due to influenza 36680 36680 36680
C4.2 Absenteeism due to pneumonia 117376 117376 117376

Expected costs (Yen/person)

D1 Direct costs 22007 5392 1962
DI1.1 Cost of influenza prevention (BOXCl1) 21760 5000 0
D1.2 Cost of influenza treatment (B2XC2) 163 282 1408
D1.3 Cost of pneumonia (B3XC3) 85 111 555

D2 Productivity costs 515 673 3367
D2.1 Absenteeism due to influenza (B2XC4.1) 477 624 3118
D2.2 Absenteeism due to pneumonia (B3 XC4.2) 38 50 249

D3 Total cost (D1+D2) 22522 6066 5330

Direct costs Total costs
= 30,000 70,000
g 25,000 Oseltamivir ’g 60,000 X
& X §
g 20,000 Nom X E 50000 Non-treatment
% Z 40000 %
8 15,000 X o Oseltamivir
£ 10000 S doom —
§ ' Vaccine g 20,000 -/I
d 5000 £ 10000 I-f)'(/- —r
o Lx= ) ) ) ) o X2 ) ) accine
0% 20%  40%  60%  80%  100% 0% 20%  40%  60%  80%  100%
Infection Rate Infection Rate
b
Direct costs Total costs
25,000 25,000
PN —————+»— - —————————¢
§ 20000 $ 20000
\§ Oseltamivir 'g Oseltamivir
$ 15000 E 15,000
%;; % Vaccine
$ 10000 S 10000 8-
2 Vaccine k3
F .*.\H : | 2 X X x x
.% 5000 Non-treatment = ,% 5,000 Nom—treatment ]
0 . 0 : : : :
0%  20%  40%  60%  80%  100% 0% 205 40%  G0%  80%  100%
RRR RRR

Fig. 3. Sensitivity Analyses for 6 Week Model

a: One-way sensitivity analysis by influenza infection rate in the non-treatment group, b: One-way sensitivity analysis by effectiveness of vaccination (RRR).
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BETRZEE, oseltamivir BEOEHMN T 7 F >
B, BAUEHNTNOEMZ TE2 I &idR0,
DU F - BERMORETIE, BEEK28%%
WA LEE, U7 F AIEAER KO & AR
5. —J, BB TIE, oseltamivir B D& HNT
7FHOERETEDS Z &7 WA, oseltamivir
FEEMUBER SO TIE, BERN4XZHEA
% %5613 oseltamivir FENE AKX 72D, TUF
CREENERE DL T, ELERORERN
10%Z2BA 2581377 F BN ERAI S5 &
DIERTHo Iz,

T F BRI T BEE T EALERICH
5 HEEHRE 8.5% & LT, RRR : 0—100% O #jipH
TRESNZET> 2. BEEE, REAOWTIICS
WTH, oseltamivir BEIZ T 7 F > BEl N EEQLE
BEICHENTHEANR &2 d 2 3oz, £z,
T F RS WALERE S O TIX, BEEEHETY Y
FUBHNENBEFOEM Z FE5 2 L1370, &
BHTIE, RRRU%BZBADHEE, 77T
HEMNE AR E DR TH 2.

2. THETL

2-1. R—=ZXFA4>FH 1000 NiTKd 2 X—
24 M OFERIZ, 17N HREMN
oseltamivir # 77.0 A, MALERE 209.0 A TH D,
iR ZEMT 5 HDIE, oseltamivir B 1.9 A, EAL
BHES2ATHho/Z. Fiz, BHIIOWTHSEA
CINIIUT TGO EREEREEZ20DE
FEBEEOD 1 NS0 O E ML, oseltamivir
BE 9060 [, HENLIERE 4825 [, HEEMHEMHEDR
A O M FE ] TIX, oseltamivir f 12111 [, %
WUEFRE 13105 FH Tdh > 7= (Table 3).

22, RENWT  BUEHOBREHEELSS
®, 1 HIEES T E2IT o7z, BRPRERD 19% %8
ABHEREBERT, 471%%2 B2 2% LEEETSH osel-
tamivir $¢ 538 HHIR E 72 288 Th > 7= (Fig.
4). 1aB, MREEROBEHIRICEEEZZT 5]
HeMEAYdH B 7%, oseltamivir B CHIEREEE T /-
BEDOHIRBEERERE SBITLZHEDKRE ST
W, EREEE 9563 M, AAEAH 12839 F1&, SR
g5 2 & no k.

Table 3. Spread Sheet Model for 7 Day Model

Oseltamivir Non-treatment
Clinical outcomes
A1l Influenza incidence 7.7% 20.9%
A2 Pneumonia incidence 2.5% 2.5%
Number of the analysis (B0) 1000 1000

B1 No infection (BOX (1—A1)) 923.0 791.0

B2 Influenza (BOXA1) 77.0 209.0

B3 Pneumonia (B2XA2) 1.9 5.2

Costs (Yen/person)

C1 Costs of influenza prevention by oseltamivir 7740 0

C2 Medical cost of influenza treatment 10620 16560

C3 Medical cost of pneumonia 261090 261090

C4 Productivity costs
C4.1 Absenteeism due to influenza 36680 36680
C4.2 Absenteeism due to pneumonia 117376 117376

Expected costs (Yen/person)

D1 Direct costs 9060 4825
D1.1 Cost of influenza prevention (BOXC1) 7740 0
D1.2 Cost of influenza treatment (B2 X C2) 818 3461
D1.3 Cost of pneumonia (B3XC3) 503 1364

D2 Productivity costs 3050 8279
D2.1 Absenteeism due to influenza (B2XC4.1) 2824 7666
D2.2 Absenteeism due to pneumonia (B3XC4.2) 226 613

D3 Total cost (D1+D2) 12111 13105
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i R
$ 30,000 =
B 20,000 ran
Ig / —
10000 seltamivir
L atd
-
0 ¥
[ 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Influenza infection rate

Fig. 4.

Sensitivity Analyses for 7 Day Model

Table 4. Cost—Effectiveness Analyses—Comparison between Models (Baseline Analysis)

6 week model 7 day mode

Oseltamivir Vaccine Non—treatment Oseltamivir Non—treatment

Expected outcome (Number of influenza infection; /1000 person) 13.0 17.0 85.0 77.0 209.0
Expected outcome (Number of pneumonia; /1000 person) 0.3 0.4 2.1 1.9 5.2
Expected cost (Direct cost; Yen/person) 22007 5392 1962 9060 4825
Expected cost (Total cost; Yen/person) 22522 6066 53340 12111 13105
Incremental outcome (Number of influenza infection; /1000 person) —4.0 —68.0 —132.0
Incremental outcome (Number of pneumonia; /1000 person) —0.1 —1.7 —3.3
Incremental cost (Direct cost; Yen/person) 16615 3458 4235
Incremental cost (Total cost; Yen/person) 16456 736 —994

3. ETILHE  KEFTNTOXR—ZTA 24
Wiki %z Table 4 ICE EDHTRLE. RIEEEL
TIZ 1000 N\X4720 DA > 7 )V TP B E K,
I BFEHOBEE, BRI, EEZEIBEHAOTH
TNEEFHE L.

BN - W B ORI, 6 AETIVTIE,
BIAEA > 7V T O PRERTREZSS, T7F >
HOWONRIIEABER L OE (1 > 7V HH
B OB TEXN, oseltamivir BETIZ T 7 F
CHEOELLTEINTWVS., Thbb, 6 T
F )V TIX, oseltamivir BE1Z T 7 F 2 BEIC LR >
TV RER, MAEEROWTnbEbSE
L, EEL REHOVWTNICBWTHEMAME
BRAHFERTH> .

ZHZH LT, 7HETFIVTIE, oseltamivir FEIZ
A2 7IVT HFRER, MAREROVWTNSELL
BRI S E, ERETRLSEEAMTHD
N, REATIIEHAABERSHERTHoE. T
HE, THEFINIZBWTHREH DO TR
i, PREN, FARFICEABEDLTHD,

MEf7 (dominant)| THh-ok

% =
A2INVIHE, A>T NVIT oIV A ZER
WEL, mEORR, s, B HRE 2515
BER EO2EERNEN, IS OER & FR
2, HEVIEORENT, Sif, WEE, %RED
N0l SRR B L 5

AT HNEED IhE) LRI,
MNEETA /I AR 0F 1)L A%DREGIT
EoTRZID, 2HERIHEVRSNT, HEL
DEHEHA I NI HFIEEGELBRNWDITHL, 1
CINI YT, RWBERELEDIZ, [LEX
%, MRBEDHRICIDEENT DI ENEZNE
DM D 5. £77, 1 > 7NV VIZRITHNIAE
% &, EHIRIT/NED S S £ TH RSB DS
FEERRFEIE, TORMTICKD 65K EOEEE
TOREERNMEHE LD EL< RS I EbIEMIN TN
%.

A 2T INITHITKT 2REN IR TR HEE LT
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AINI I IFONEDENTNDN, 1ZL
n, RBET IV F > OXDITHEZIFTHEICHIE
THEEOHRBHFETERN, TSI T7ILT
SHUAINRARELZDOHIRENENT S0, D
NETIX, BEA S TINI T —X > OfbDE
IZ WHO 7 5 D15 S O H A BN O RATIE /R E
WWHEHDNWT, R —A>OT 0 F BEKRNRE S
N, #EICEDmMn B,

IO, R—X > DFRITHROFRMIETNE
BEITE, 77 FOTHHRIE T ITES RN
ZER, UUVFUREHLTD, [UEKIETHE BT
K (IgA) LI OFik (IgG) &, FEMNRL
B2, MR T31CH > TH, KUBRE
TIRYERDIRNTFTVNBENH D, FBIEE TFHTE
BNZENDH D, (EFHRATDH 5EKTOREER
IREINS, 70—90% DIIF TN RNH 5 s S
NTHL, FHL TH, EROHEE(LZEZIA, T
DWDLEMMAZBEINTNVS,

AITNIHTIF AL, @, 2EIZ50T
BREIN, & 1E%Z0 5000 HEENNS &
INDM, FHHERECX AN R ERDLLUTO
HDIZDNTIE, BHAO—EAHITA 2 S HBh I h
7=, HMAAHITHIMNICE S TRRS. #filx
X, BEEO 2001 FEEOEE, 1EH 3830 H, 2
[ H 1940 FTH 575, 655%LAETIIABAHICK
0 1HEOECAEFEZ 1000 HREER> TS, D

A 2ITIIWVIHFFRHCONWTIE, 127V Y
T F ORGP ITONTWSN, Z0U1))
2R OB OBERIC K 5 TR, #5 - B
K, SISICHBIA NV ZAHBICE DN FI v
&, DIF LB TFHIIELRBOTRL, Ih
BTS2 RETHENSH AN AHNK 2 FRD
A LAY AN s YA AN

PIABA > TINIOHETHLZTI I D
(amantadine) 13, AT A I ZDERMEITDH 5 M2
EAICERLTL >INV T IV A DM~ D
RBAZMHIEL, PLUAIVZIERZRET D0, 1>
TINVIZHYBICKHLTIIERTH 2.

AINVI T IAINAD ) A FI=25 —EDIE
MZHETDHZEICEST, MEBNTREEHEL -
TAINVADHIREIMC RIS Z EEMHIL, fER
LT, EROERECRIE, MENMOEHENS
5305, BRITHKAICK D THEREGEINZPLTTIL

ZVEH % 45 % zanamivir 7%, 1999 4£ 12 A2,
DINT, #ROEGA[EER oseltamivir A3 H3[E TEE
A XN TS, Zanamivir, oseltamivir & 1T A,
BBkt U TIER L, 1> 7T HiREs s L
TORBEFERANTEEE /2> TWa, KEDOA 7))
TP GREIH) 1T KRR, 75
TREMBRELE_EHEWR T > ¥ AL B B
(DB-RCT) IZTEmx#, oseltamivir 75mg 1 H
1[E 6 K GICED, TIERITHNBFSNITA
CIUNWI YRR EAH S EINTNEN, *E
BRDOA > IINIT o HFFHDZDDERG5ITONTIL,
WAOHRAEEZRTH, NYRAZERITHL T
A2 INIHFHETL— X 2@ L TOTFH, %M
TOR_FAEFRENA > INIOPRPELZEE, £
DEBENTAINZAZHHL THSEREY X7 DOEn
Wi, =0V R EREADSIEHINRL, 12TV
IR & B OB TR E NS Do
HRENE 2155,

TITA D IINVI TP D® OREFEFAMIC Y
o T, W DOhoRGHmEHEELZET IV
ENMBETH D, FENL, 7NV oY FRHICS
1} % oseltamivir DRFEMD7=DIZ 2 DDET )L
EIERRL, BEtl k.

FEWRIL, oseltamivir & fEfRE YLD FFH I S
BAENRDREFENITENTHBY, 6 AETILICDON
TR FUHENEND ZENTFRINDHERT
Holz. 7ziEL, N—=ZATA o0& ETII,
7THEFIV (EMBRECBT 2 THRE) ThHo
TH, BEEBETEIEEEETHD, 6 AETILT
1, W N D oseltamivir $ 513 & H I 78 5 45 5
ThH-o.

—75, BESWE, BOEHETOA TN
HERMNICT 7 F > ORDOZENTIUTDNTIT
oz, A TIVI HREBEN100% S, /RICH
U HUS EEZ D 100% 01 > 7V o FICRE
THRETHD. TI7F OB, ELBERITK
9% RRR (] U A7 FE) IZXKORLTHD,
RRR=1.0 &1, DU FITL>T100%1 > 7 )b
T YEEZ MG 2K, RRR=0.01F7 7 F >
Ne<EBYLBWIREEZERT. ZhsoRER, B
RIZEELBNYDDOEEDN SN, ERESMETT
> T, oseltamivir BENEL SR B RMZBRE L
7z. =1L, THEFIL TR, EFIVE UrF>



No. 4

215

DREINHRIN oseltamivir DR, BHFMEICHEL L
Wz, BIEFRETOA > 7 IVT O HFRERDAT
R 2T 7.

6 EETIICBVWTHEBEE TRZEGS, 1271
IOHREBRN0—100%DNTNOHFETDH,
oseltamivir FEIZ 7 7 F >, BABEBHOWVWT N X
DEREERLERTHo . Tk, FFFEINE
RERMATEE, oseltamivir 28T 7 F > D 8
BOERNMMNDZEICEDBDEEZEZLND.

—%, THEFIVIZDWTRS &, HEIE DG
BN AT%Z2WAD5E, BEE TR TDH osel-
tamivir ¢ 5V & HHRIC /R 5 FERTH - /2.

Oseltamivir Z T35 2 ENEFT L W ETFHS
NLHMAREMT, S, EHELREORUYRAID
B, BRI E R O & O fadk[E A4S 2 O EER N
ThD, ZOXIBHEHRTIE, 12 7INVIToTFRA
BB T 2EEENEL, TOLIRBREHETTO
oseltamivir Dff AEZEN T VDB O EEDNS. L
MU S, ENTIEEEE 25 & U i
DIDDT—FMWIxIno . EEmEIZDONTIE, 1
IV R BENEERE RSN D ET
BEInNs2&Em5, BESTIIBWTA >
PIRR R 2 S DITHERT L 72858 ORS 0 S fEH725T
MW AEETH D, A > TIVT U HFOMR DG EE N
FEmmE LML & LGS, Silnd o &AM
FEMEIVEVNDBDEEZ SN D,

FRHIZDOWTORTIE, FHOZDDI AZLT
DM G E, EOREDFIERITR DN HIAH
ETHDEDHMND D, BUEDBGERIZONT
3, BERABRICEDESNZETHD, FHikG%E
12856, Failc, EOBREORPEERTHDMNTD
WTIIERBICTET S Z IR TH B, £z,
2 DIBEE TONRZEROMNFITBEL T, M
ANDVU AT NDBIFIC L O FEEZZT S, FlZIT,
EHTOA >IN IZOHRERIIDONT20% & T
HEINzELTH, BEEEHTENET S ARMIC
W, BB (HWn) EEZXS5THAOL, URXY
T BEARENEWARMICIE MKW EUs0
HMmb LNV, FENE, ZH5LEUAZITHT S
BIFEZZBIZANTWARWS, HHERZD &I
BRI HT T BRI HAANTZ DN ET D2 EH
SERBRFAITREFETHAD.

A TIVIHFRE, BiCA > 7V PRSI

KODEEMLSTY, @ilmE, N1TUXTEMAT
X, TG - FEMIENSE 1 OFETH D, T
DE—BRFELTIIFNHS. LirL, U
FUHEEDTER TR, FofEsl, hiva1b
AHNCEBFRENEZSGND. SEOSHTERX
0, EEA > 7IVI YRR (61 ) A
5 =X FINBFHIZORFEDRIIBNTDHY
DFONENDIHDEEZ SN

A TIVI W, FKE, K, EANTERMR
% HEEJRZHEDETA > 7T oY ERENHKE
L7=8ity, FEEOLFEATEENDLERE - GO
YA EL, TOE1A TNV FEEN
TAINZAEREL TWAHHTY X7 O nE
M, FEFEOLREEENFHHERICED, 20U X
DERETIELZ LR, EY - BENICOERDODH
LFPPifERETH 5. SRIOSHHERNS S, il
[ D 1% T B 13 AL B 0D 35 501 BE T FERS S A
et UEASHIE S 115 HEAL) 708K Tdh - 7-.
T F KB TREEA > 7NV TR ROEA
THO, 1 >7NVIToHFOFHICBNT, KFNTY
DFERMTTHIODEEADL. KIEN, KL
BEHODNEHRRICBWTA 7T o YEENEE
U756 OBMBIER T, BEEDHIRL 24
HIOHEREI NS TR HEEEZS.
ZOMERNEBEELT, UIF 0N
RTERWEDRGE BTV AHBIRE, T
F MR ERITROPUR SN E S, 77 F %D
PiUREAETOMMRE), REOFHi#HICEL
T, YEHMITOA > 7V T ORTIRM, E
2 DEE - NA VA7 BEOERICKD, 20U
27, RF¥T 4y NHEIEBEL THEHATLZE
MILEEEZ D,

HE BRHBRT - TREICSTH W EEN
ZIHHAD Y ket @Rkt 1
WLIEHHL BT 5. £72, ARXOEFITHAS
FRWE 123 [EES (RIF) ITTRERERL L.
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