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The level of understanding of taking medicine was examined at the start and the end of medicine-taking guidance,
based on the estimation by pharmacists and inpatients. Six items for the estimation, such as ‘‘the way of taking medi-
cines’’ were evaluated using a five-grade system. The significant improvement was observed in all items, suggesting that
inpatients’ understanding is improved by the guidance. A markedly positive correlation was found between the estima-
tion by inpatients and that by pharmacists (p<{0.001) . This confirms the appropriateness of estimation by pharmacists.
Inpatients whose estimation was significantly different from that by pharmacists (difference of two grades or more) were
examined to identify clear and potential problems with taking medicine. The problems were classified into such seven
categories as ‘‘types of medicine’’. For each item with differences in estimation (two grades or more), problems were
biased in some specific categories. On the basis of such a bias, a flow chart was prepared to clarify problems. In addition,
a standard pharmaceutical management and guidance services program was drafted, in which measures in observation,
treatment and education against problems by pharmacists were described according to the frequency of occurrence. In-
formation about the program available on the Internet enables its use by other hospitals.

Key words——medicine-taking guidance; quality estimation; standard pharmaceutical service; patient’s understanding;
Internet
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Table 1. Estimation Items of Questionnaire and Estimation
Rank
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Table 2. Stastical-Analysis Methods Used in This Study
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Table 3-1. Comparison of Inpatients’ Background Factors among Charge Pharmacists (Circulatory Disease Ward)
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Table 3-2. Comparison of Inpatients’ Background Factors
between Charge Pharmacists (Blood/Collagen Disease
Ward)

SEAIAN E SEEIE F -
n=195 n=67 w at
A fi 55.6+15.1 55.0t16.7 N.S.?
T 127 30
7z 68 37 p<0.005?
B MK 85 24
T 30 9
BRY&s 44 17 N.S.»
B R R 24 10
R0 12 7

TR AR SRR RS, VER - BRERIERL L B,
a) —JCRCE WM. b) JIA 2 FIUSLIEDRRE.

N.S.; not significant.

AlE B SRt Ok Z il A7z, TERIC BT 2 KRN
BUTO@ED &Lz 1) SEO RIS 2 5 EE
R 5. 2) HEODRWIE, XEFEEHIC
it SN o TS T, FHEICEENDNE LS
AH5N2bOEBEMEEHT D, MEk LA >
& —%v b TieftZpial /.



224

Vol. 121 (2001)

9. MEtALE AR AL R DIHE A U 7%
St DR IS B O EE O AR ER B > A H 913 Table 2
KEEDTRL, Wihd p<0.05 2FEE L.

AOE &R

1. HYUEREEICETI2ZIHEBEZOLRK
SR D FEERAE A K O MR RFE E R B R0, A%
BERBRETENTNTENS RERTOFENS T
ETHo ., HLEAFICB T 22T RBEED

BHF LR % Table 3-1 {1832, BHFAEICHT 2
B H & ORI K O SEFAG O R O ik &= =2 h
Table 4-1 KT 4-2 1T/ L 7=

2. BHEIEFMOFMOAERBERUE  BERESG
JRBIC BT B BE & AR O ST O AH B Z Table
5-1, Ik - BBIER R IC B 2 B E & KK O 3
fli DFHBE % Table 5-2 1Z/R L7z, 2 EH, T
TORMITBNT, BE & EH O FEAR I 13D T
WAHEEN D o 7z,

Table 4-1. Comparison of Estimates among Charge Pharmacists (Estimation by Inpatients)
5 g _ TR a9 B MK - BB 555 9 okl
AT A FEAEG B EFEIC EFEID FEFIEHE  HEe  EFIGE EFERF K&
Rk A A v 5 152 89 64 9 36 103 37
4 86 29 41 5 17 79 17
3 16 5 6 0 4 N.S. 7 4 N.S.
2 21 10 4 2 1 6 6
1 4 4 0 0 3 0 3
AR 43+21.0 4.4%1.1 4.4+0.8 4.3*1.0 4.3+1.0 4.4+0.7 4.2+1.2
ik PRI 5 192 123 88 9 51 134 51
4 63 12 25 5 9 38 13
3 14 1 2 2 1 p<0.001 11 N.S.
2 5 1 0 0 0 1 2
1 5 0 0 0 0 11 0
S+ R 4.5+£0.8 49404 4.7+0.5 44407 4.8+0.4 45+1.0 4.7+0.7
B 5 91 57 36 4 22 68 23
4 100 42 43 6 21 88 22
3 45 8 22 1 10 N.S. 22 13 N.S.
2 31 19 10 4 5 6 9
1 12 11 4 1 3 11 0
g ERERZE 3.8+1.1 3.8+1.3 3.8+1.1 3.5+1.3 3.9+1.1 4.0+1.0 3.9+1.0
BI1EH 5 18 8 2 0 7 11 1
4 220 107 108 13 52 173 60
3 3 0 1 1 0 p<0.05 0 N.S.
2 12 7 1 2
1 26 15 3 1 1 9
AR 3.7+21.0 3.6%=1.1 3.9%+0.5 3.6£0.9 4.0+0.6 3.94+0.7 3.8%0.7
ik E 5 116 69 42 4 23 54 31
4 110 49 57 8 25 104 23
3 27 7 9 1 3 N.S. 18 p<0.05
2 22 6 6 3 10 8
1 4 6 0 2 9 0
S+ ERERZE 4.1+£1.0 42+1.0 4.2+08 3.8+1.0 4.0+1.1 3.941.0 4.1+1.0
it S 5 50 18 21 1 5 28 6
4 82 31 34 4 22 120 12
3 47 57 31 4 20 N.S. 33 24 p<0.001
2 39 12 15 0 10 15
1 61 19 14 7 7 4 10
SRR 3.1%£1.4 3112 3.3%£1.3 2.5%x1.5 3.2+%1.1 3.8+£0.8 2.8%1.1

TERR B EE B,

a) Kruskal-Wallis #7%. b) Mann-Whitney ® U #%. N.S.; not significant.
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Table 4-2. Comparison of Estimates among Charge Pharmacists (Estimation by Pharmacists)
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4 90 44 75 5 15 64 37
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2 8 10 3 2 3
1 3 3 2 0
T ERE(R R 44408 42+1.0 4.0+0.8 4.3+1.0 4.440.9 4.440.8 4.0+0.7
Pk AR 5 164 37 39 9 21 55 16
4 76 69 68 6 16 102 41
3 12 14 3 0 14 p<0.001 32 8 N.S.
2 20 8 1 1 3 2
1 7 9 4 0 7 0
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4 126 66 57 7 21 58 30
3 38 21 32 1 9 p<0.001 47 24 p<0.01
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e+ ERERZE 41409 3.6+1.1 3.6£09 3.6+1.3 3.9+1.2 3.9+1.1 3.6+0.8
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4 247 97 66 13 27 170 44
3 6 19 3 1 4 p<0.001 15 22 p<0.001
2 11 11 1 2 0 1 1
1 7 3 0 0 0 0 0
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3 44 51 25 2 15 p<0.001 47 25 N.S.
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4 75 34 46 5 25 119 19
3 104 71 45 3 29 p<0.01 50 47 p<0.001
2 49 22 11 0 5 8 1
1 38 8 8 7 2 3 0
g AR 2.9+1.1 3.0£0.8 3.3+0.9 2.6+1.5 3.3%0.8 3.7+£0.7 3.3%0.5
FERR Bl E& 1%k, o) Kruskal-Wallis 272, b) Mann—-Whitney @ U #i%€. N.S.; not significant.
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Table 5-1. Correlation between Estimates by Inpatients and Table 5-2. Correlation between Estimates by Inpatients and
Pharmacists (Circulatory Disease Ward) Pharmacists (Blood/Collagen Disease Ward)
H H SEREIET D FAl = > - HET H H SEREIET D FEAl = > & HET

1. RHAE 1 2 3 4 5 1. RHAHE 1 2 3 4 5
£ £
2o 4 1 5ol 1 2
o 20 3 15 11 8§ 1 o201 1 9 1
% 3 16 11 3 p<0.001 % 3 1 7 2 1 p<0.001
S5 4 4 16 104 54 S5 4 13 54 29
; 5 2 4 105 239 ; 5 1 6 44 89

2. ARJEIRM 1 2 3 4 5 2. ARJEIRM 1 2 3 4 5
£ £
o)1 21 o102 2 4 03
o201 1 1 1 2 D 2 1 11
iﬁ 30 2 2 12 1 p<0.001 % 3 1 9 1 p<0.001
S5 4 3 69 35 S5 4 1 13 33 4
; 51 23 26 32 151 231 ; 5 1 12 105 65

3. Eah 1 2 3 4 5 3. EH) 1 2 3 4 5
£ £
o114 13 4 o1 4 3 4
D 2| 6 25 22 14 2 ® 20 3 5 7
iﬁ 3 7 37 38 4 p<0.001 % 3 3 24 8 p<0.001
5 4 2 33 144 33 5 4 5 32 50 23
; 5 5 81 124 ; 5 4 30 57

4. FEIEHR 1 2 3 4 5 4. REIEH r 2 3 4 5
=2} =2}
% 1) 9 16 6 15 - 1 6 3
D 2 6 6 9 D 2 1 4 2
& 3 2 2 1 p<0.001 & 3 p<0.001
> 4 2 17 401 80 5 4 27 206
; 5 2 23 9 ; 5 309

5. FRAEEH 1 2 3 4 5 5. ARAEEH 1 2 3 4 5
% 1) 2 2 5 » 1) 3 4
® 2 2 14 21 5 3 D 2 4 6 6 2
& 3] 2 3 23 16 3 p<0.001 & 3 3 17 2 1 p<0.001
5 4 65 143 39 S 4| 1 7 36 69 14
; 5 23 132 98 ; 5 1 11 40 33

6. JEESE 1 2 3 4 5 6. JEESE 1 2 3 4 5
% 1] 54 38 14 5ol 1 12 1
D2 36 29 3 D2 2 20 3
;;F 3003 7 132 17 p<0.001 é 303 4 31 17 2 p<o.0l
5 4 3 63 103 4 S5 4 2 32 91
; 501 3 14 60 17 ; 5 2 26

TR ¢ BV MBI, #3HE Spearman O NERLHHEA. R ¢ SIS HI. it Spearman O IERLFIRE.
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Table 6. Comparison of Estimates between the Start and the End of Guidance Period

) I3 = oA
H H A i - -
B f i T &t Gl Glss T Mmo&
kA 5 55 97 46 102
4 41 28 52 21
3 11 1 p<0.001 18 4 p<0.001
2 17 3 10 2
1 5 0 3 0
S + [ (R 4.0+1.2 4.7+0.6 4.0+1.0 4.7+0.6
iSRRI 5 92 109 39 93
4 25 20 49 23
3 5 0 p<0.001 20 3 p<0.001
2 2 0 8 10
1 5 0 13 0
S+ R A 4.5+0.9 4.840.4 3.7+1.2 4.540.9
B3] 5 26 65 25 64
4 42 50 51 56
3 22 9 p<0.001 28 5 p<0.001
2 24 3 18 4
1 15 2 7 0
S R E 3.3+1.3 43+0.8 3.5+1.1 4.4+0.7
I 5 7 18 16 20
4 100 9 89 99
3 1 2 p<0.05 14 5 p<0.05
2 9 6 7 4
1 12 7 3 1
S+ R 2 3.6+1.0 3.940.9 3.8+0.8 4.0+0.6
IR FF 2 £ 5 36 68 23 59
4 52 52 52 58
3 11 4 p<0.001 45 11 p<0.001
2 22 4 7 1
1 8 1 0
S + [ (R 3.7+1.2 4.4+0.8 3.740.9 4.4+0.7
2 B 5 20 30 4 6
4 25 46 23 61
3 36 25 p<0.001 60 39 p<0.001
2 18 10 25 17
1 30 18 17 6
S+ (R A 29+1.4 3.5+1.3 2.8+1.0 3.3+£0.9

TERR B3 EE#R, HEehd Wilcoxon OFF & ABERLFIME.
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Table 7. Difference of Estimation Rank between Inpatients and Pharmacists
H H S0 I SUUHE2 I3 ST 4
R 1% 531 305 29 5 0
Pk AR 415 335 61 35 24
B 484 342 42 2 0
Bl 1F 643 180 28 19 0
ik B R 408 389 63 10 0
i JE 472 330 61 6 1
TERR © BRI R% 24 14K
Table 8. Relationship between Items of Estimation and Problem Categories
i il )=
FEEE  &EF — - - - — - - — w g
oMK RAGE - R AEAE BIER ADL BEOME K- RME
B A 1% 35 3 9 13 0 4 5 1
B F IR 40 3 19 9 3 0 6 0
) 45 1 4 30 0 1 7 2
- 0.001
s 47 0 4 8 18 2 10 5 p<
Ik B e 68 5 4 35 0 0 21 3
it B 70 17 1 1 21 1 16 13
& &l 305 29 41 96 42 8 65 24
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Fig. 1.

Flow Chart of Guidance Service
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Table 9. Distribution of Pharmacist’s Manner of Dealing with Problems
. Xl B
Mmoo it i K War
A BCDEF
A IRAREERE WY S THME HOFHAMNZME L THHA 18 4 5 1 1 6 1
WAL < 11 8 2 1
AYIZHETE TR NDONRE AN SIEE 9 5 2 2 N.S.
AREEIRIT - FRARIRIICIE R 4 2 1 1
LR DB 2 FROR 4 2 11
BT I R R 2 2
e P o B e EODIHHN EE L THH 15 2 3 7 3
A D B Y % 3 13 1 9 3 N.S.
RO EBEAHN 25D THHZTED 5 6 5 1
O L2 R 2 11
a & 84 2415 1 13310
MR - IR EOBREA ) BIEICHAZEY PLENZRTEY FT5LS 10 3 2 5 N.S.
TN g
HLED JWniz 23 4 1 3
EREELRATNELL LD FHICIRAT S X SR 6 2 1 3
AR ZHNSE 5 XD fER 4 1 3 N.S.
Ak SRRk D AT 2 FR R 2 1 1
AEE - YRR EMEICIRAT 2 L SR 6 2 1 3 N.S.
WL F5 ket 2 R AR EE 2 1 1
EL N ERCERE U, REMLE QR & R FE 3 2 1 —
a & 37 11 5 1 19 1
Bl 1EH BIERICN T 218% SERICHE TRIER N Z o 2otk 2 ffiE 15 5 7 3 N.S.
JRRNT A SR 5720w 2 & 23 5 2 2 1
&ﬁ¢®%%£m®ﬁ%ﬂ HOEFE/HAZONHIUIHS® D LD fFE 4 9 1 2 2 —
A
& &t 34 16 1 2 11 4
BEOMK BEER - Juk R i 2 TR 2 51 4 2 NS.
EOFBAMMZIEL T 6 1 2 2 1
%@%K@%%%Uéﬁ% Jik FH E B 2 BB 4 2 1 1
378 < B O KA RIZDOWTHBRE > TH 52 5L Sl 4 3 1 NS.
EHZEDZLOIEDD 1 1
& ozt 27 12 1 3 8 3
DR HOMEN L N BEICKNETHD I E2IER 10 6 1 2 1 NS.
;%%gb:ﬁﬂ%ty cLZENZRTEY b95LD 2 1 1
855
O ER  BNKTIHA] TR 2 BRI o 2 1 1 N.S.
O i FH PR MR O 6B 2 43 2 2
EAVUNE T atje s EEFICEHE 2 KE 1 1 —
HO—afl - b D=D FEOFHMAAZIE L THHA 2 1 1 —
KB DMIRN
& 7 19 8 1 2 7 1
AfF - N EPEIRITET 2 AN HWa & <3 8 6 1 1 N.S.
i 5 5 4 1
EFEITHT DG FEL TV ARICHEE 4 2 2 N.S.
EoNCBR L R ZRT S 2 2
& 7 19 14 1 2 2
ADL HESEED D SO EREICHEADZ LD TRTS 2 1 1 N.S.
MZARTVWHNSEFET 1 1
FNAREH EDXDITHDIRAZ L TR 1 1 —
& &t 4 1 3

TR BUEIEBIEL. HERHE A 2 FMNZPEOBE. N.S.; not significant. — ; BREAHE.
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HIEEA 2

#1 HORARBOLEWCZIHNNDST, o TEHE2HEML TVWHIENDTDH S
QL LWHHEZEHETES
O-1  Wialk i O3 D B
2 HfES OMR
T-1 F#Elgn» o BEEREH®IET S
E-1 HBEHICHEOBWES, BEOMD Z2HEHULELWERZIFET S
2 HRENCHEDOD DG, BELHEIIRRICHIEETS
#2 HORHARBMMNE W=D, WEREYEENMTDbNBWEND®H 5
@G 2B CEEMARANTES
O-1 Wk OS5 O HfR
2 HRI DR
KT D BILE
HolzlAZE L TnWaEE, RORMAORBAHE2IEET S
MR EEO R WIES, BE OBMELIEKITHT 2BLEIN U TRk OB OR#EED 5 L O1FET 2
MENICHEDOH 285G, BEEHEIIKKRICHIEET S

E-

W N = W

MR T3 - K

#1 RAGEOHBATORD, ROMETIHENESNRVEANDDH S
@ DEM MM FEZIERL, HOELWHEANTES
O-1 ), fhfEh 5 DEDH
2 EEEROEITGOME (AR« ARBEE)
T-1 MEEAOH 256, EMicTOEHE LIRALE - BOEFEZIZT 2
E-1 RAFEOHMNAT G, 2 1E23T Oty hUTRET L HIEETS
2 ELWIRAAEZEET S
3 HOBMREROLENRZHAL, AEEBEORECBIFREEASEIOMETS
#2 ERVEEBLEANLLSBS20, HEHW TRAZFET 22NIDH 2
O A HMM BB CEEMARANTES
O-1 JRAIRI D HER
2 R OV B ) o BR AR
T-1 WACIA>T T4 7> K TFRL, B, BERICHRET 2
E-1 HOHK CIRAZSIET 2EMREZHATS
2 WREOHMEHRHAL, RHOMEOLENEZIFET S
#3 AYEESCSHBRMOZD, RAZTORWEANND D
QLGNS — IR UIIRAMNTE S
O-1 MRARIL DO
2 EENY— 2 OB
T-1 RAOCILTSA7 2 AETHIL, EMCHE URASEOLETFLZTST S
E-2 BEINUCERAEZEZEREST 2
#4 FRENLZWZD, BEEL THRT 2800 H 5
QDY AN TES
O-1 FRERWDOHERR
2 EOREHFIEDHR
T-1 WHOEENDZEE, EMICH S URELGIZDOWTOREZKIET 2
2 AEREREND DG, BEOEEBEZETHILLUER - H&ICRET S
E-1 IFE/sRAOSNEN 258 %
2 HLRRRICIZERNCERERN ZME TS L OEETS

AR #II PRSI MEN, @IIHFGEINDEE, O - T - ElXZE4 observation - therapy - education.
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KOEE] 10 TH-7=. FUMERZEBRT S
T DAT © T K I3 2 R T B/ A1 7a 5
.

7. BEFRBEEESHEOERORLA il
SN ORI R & A AT I8 U 72 s 2 1R
YERRHNE PR GEIH & L T &k, MEROMIR
B D EW THIFEAR ) TIRAAIE - R i2DW0
T, ElHEiZ Table 10 IZ/R L7z, /b5, MEA
T LT, ifFEINSHEREED, FEHIE O R Z G
EE LT, B, WL HEIPTTERELL X
7z, FEtHEZA > —3%v b EITRKL, ok
THAEGITHHTREE L. 7 R L X http://
www.kms.ac.jp/ yakuzaib/yakuzaikanrisidou/ T &
2.

Z £

T, HESY OREREEOFNMEEE 2 — A
BLT, BFEOWEEOTEEEZMA, O
PG N A B B & OFHG T K 2 i1k 2 B
EREZE, REEERBR S TRICT o 72, GFf
FER 2 PR SR TR TR T 5 &, KA, B
HEOFMEHIZ, TXNTOMEERICBVWTHEE
ICkEL 7.

REEfREIC KD, BHEOREITHT 2 EFEITm L
T5ZEIBICHEIN TS993, A28
FIR L T o 2 IREIREIC DO WT, AR E &2
Al 2175 2 &TiE, BEMEICHEEN RS, R
HONROBEITBNWTIE, -EXDOZEETH
HHEEDOFMIRNMERNDBDEEZ BN S,

UL, —hTHICEAL TRENB A2 R -72
WEBENIEL < HORHE TE 20358EMN%R2. £
DIz, s ZEXIM D REEE O AT = 179 2
ZEDOZUHEERFI Uz, 2 ORER, EHI O M
EEREHF O E ORI, FEFITHRWIED AR
Ron, BFE DOz EHOFMIC &> THE
ETDHIEMAEETH o7z, K ORERFMZ 5
Bz, BEITELLCENFEEZLHEIELT A
BROHFESHESH 2, UTFTOMENH S, Hx
i, BB EENSELTHED, SO
Rz TR b Bl OXFE e NHBIRY T &
O, BMZEHHELTWS, L2A0, BEITHT
%7 A MBI T O MR O I N\ HBRZ
M ot 7t oXSBENRbDICE b E

LfEBMEEATVS, Z0RDELIETT A MR
OHRBFHFEERA LN, T A MNEXNEEE
KBWTIRENTVWDOT, +osHREREz2E
SNEET, BEOEEMEME T A MERITK
2R B OB DWW THRET U, KR IC
XD O BB L O ERICHRELES.

SEARTTE] CREAMG DS IMEITIZZED D > 23, FEER
FRBRICBNWTIE, TOHEAMEIZ0.7 THD, &t
60D DHABRHLEDSE 2O TOSLUFTH
o7z, B ORHG & AN O M O SEEE O 21 B
KEMN 1.1 THO, 30D DHAEHED S H 28
WMOTOSU R THOZ., SEMTITOEKTOH
Wr EISMEE RS IRWETHD EE AT

X/, FHEOEVWEFICONTIE, FEOMKNIE
HIZOWTHENMICIEE TS Z LT, REHELEZ)
BT D ZEMAEETH S EEA BN

—J5, DRGNS B & KB ORI 2 DAk
DEND DIEFINTFEEL 2. FriCIRARROERT
Eholz. BlERT 5 & BENERE OB TIRA
LTWBIZeEMnb5T, B TIRIEMRZRHNT
FETNHEHREL TCOWEEMRENINIZESL
. TOXDIEHRITIE, BEEBIIFES OB
BWERIFROATIAT 2 ATEDRW, £z,
HEAREIZXD, oMW TREZFEH L T
HEEDN, ERICIRATETVWS EHRELTND,
IR EDOBBEENFIE L. EEENToHHLZE
FEZBHITHMND ST, BEFEME - EL TV
VWIERIDID D Z L THD, 1> 7 +—L4LKR
a2t FOREEERBL TS, BLEORIOX
21T, B EEAROFMICED D DIEFNTDNT
Et U fE R, BIENRMERNS D 2R L
7z,

W H T ZENYBD B REFNTFRD 5 N T= IS AERY B U
TOOHTIY—=IZHFoeniz. 51T, EilAi
DEHICE > THEHAO I TIY —IZmONA LN
fo. Led> T, BEEEFER DGR S /e
HHLGEITIE, ZOHoFHEHAIZLXDZDEBEFICH
T AMEROEANTRTES EE AT,

SEANETVE DIRGE S N7 REEIFE 21T O ICH =5
T, FHEEMRRILCE D WSR2 AT REZ FIEE (B
AT REMESEHNE B S Gl) NN EEEZ 5N 5.
BEICESRBIGIC B NT, B M OE#E T O 8t
REHEENFET 5. EMEMELE L TREAE
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2T, MRzEALTHnS, L UEROWEFEE S
WBRBICHR D, AREYZR OB EE R A~ O R E A
ARLTWS, F#lmOEEEIZEOMI EH
WAEBEZHLELTHD, EEHANOREINR
RLUTWD, FEAIMAERIR TR TRENT, EhAb,
iy L1355, FEAIEAT OEHE O®MED 1L H
2600, KOHMATEIICHE D E, FEHFEORE
DA & DR LTI R S N, SRR E B R O IR EE
FRER DR NA & BE N 5 OHRFIHO BT IR
FE U EAVE R ERE N B E L EZ 5N 5.

B E AR OFAHICEZDH HEFNITHBNT, T
SN2 AL & 3T 2 SEAN R ORI 2 77 31
THIEITKD, REEAERFEREO ML
TR SR OfEEtH OIEfk il A7z, & DM
R 2 fRIR S DR 2 BB S D BRI, HERZ2RE
U, TNZERT 2720 DITR 2B, BiE HE
XD U CREE T %. O EHFIRT O IRZ, &Ko
R THEIRICRIHT 2 2 &I1ITk D, IREEE
I D ERVE K BEHR R I D AR RN ATRE T o Tz
ERYESEAE B S B OE AT LD, B AR
HAERFERF 2 HEEAEEER S AT L
(POS) THET D OIS &30, KRLLE
AIRIRICBWTHENRIETE D EEAEND.

A lElF & OFHENTFIE U 72 SR O, 4 E
DHFETHSNIILZLDIT, TOETITIDEE
DMREDM EMEFEEN/ZEDTH D, HRPITE
D < FEHVE B EENE 2 fe R LS 7240 TOM AT

HBHEEAD.
REFERENCES

1) Shintoh M., Fujisawa K., Ito E., Ishioka M.,
Nitta S., Shimada Y., Oue T., Konishi K.,
Jpn. J. Hosp. Pharm., 21, 409-417 (1995).

2) Shintoh M., Fujisawa K., Ito E., Ishioka M.,
Nitta S., Shimada Y., Oue T., Konishi K.,
Iwakawa S., Jpn. J. Hosp. Pharm., 23, 140—
148 (1997).

3) Shintoh M., Fujisawa K., Ito E., Ishioka M.,
Nitta S., Shimada Y., Oue T., Konishi K.,
Iwakawa S., Jpn. J. Hosp. Pharm., 23, 149—
155 (1997).

4) Shintoh M., Shimada Y., Nitta S., Konyou T.,
Oue T., Konishi K., Iwakawa S., Jpn. J.
Hosp. Pharm., 24, 520-525 (1998).

5) Higuchi K., Kubo T., Tsuji S., Mukai E.,
Tsukamoto T., Morita S., Yakugaku Zasshi,
199, 710-730 (1999).

6) Department of Nursing, University Hospital,
Faculty of Medicine, Kagawa Medical Univer-
sity. “The Standard Nursing Program,’’ Nis-
soken Publishing, Tokyo, 1993.

7) Department of Pharmacy, Hokkaido Koseiren
Asahikawa Kosei Hospital. ‘“The Pharmaceu-
tical Management and Guidance Services, the
Standard Care Program by POS,”’ Jiho, Inc.,
Tokyo, 1997.



