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Cost— Effective Analysis of Two Antifungal Agents in the Treatment of Tinea Unguium
YE Pei— guang, HUANG Yu—- long
( The peaplé s Hopital of Dongguan City in Guangdong, DongGuan, 523008)

ABSTRACT Objective: Cost— effectiveness analysis of terbinafine and fluconazole in the treament of 60 cases of tinea unguium was con-
ducted. Methods: 60 patients with tinea unguium were randomly divided into two therapeutic groups, treated with terbinafine and fluconazole, re-
spectively. The efficacies in each group were observed and cost— effectiveness analysis was conducted. Results: The two antifungal agents showed
good therapeutic efficacies, inwhich, the therapeutic efficacy of terbinafine was better than that of fluconazole while the cost— effectiveness of flu-
conazole was better than that of terbinafine. Condusion: The cost— effectiveness analysis showed that fluconazole was better in the treament of
tinea unguium.
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