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ProDUR Encounters by Problem Type
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: #Denlal | #Paid

Problem Type Drug History #Caims | #alerts | Meth | T L |
‘Acute ToMaintenance |LANSOPRAZOLE |WAXDOSE 0.001 EachiDAY 80648] 26729] 3314%]  20998] 5730
(®p) ESOMEPRAZOLE MAG TRIFVORATE |WAXDOSE 0 001 EachiDAY 37187] 18513] 5005%]  14114] 4459
ONEPRAZOLE [WAXDOSE 0.001 EachiDAY 107894] 12208 1133%] 10857 1287
LANSOPRAZOLE |ACUTE DOSE - 12 DAYS REMAN 80548]  709%| 680% 5,732 34|
ONEPRAZOLE MAGNESIUN [WAXDOSE 1.000 EachiDAY 0771]  6700] 11.02% 5557 1143
ESOMEPRAZOLE MAG TRIHYDRATE |ACUTE DOSE - 12 DAYS REMAIN 7187] 505 1350%] 4844 211
PANTOPRAZOLE SODIUN [WAXDOSE 0.001 Each/DAY 18074] 2495 2360% 3444 1089
ONEPRAZOLE |ACUTE DOSE - 12 DAYS REMAN 107894)  3628]  336% 3455 173
ONEPRAZOLE MAGNESIUN |ACUTE DOSE - 12 DAYS REMAN 0771] 2082  5.04% 3,005] 5
LANSOPRAZOLE [WAXDOSE 1.000 EachiDAY 30648 2834] 351% 2083 751
ESOMEPRAZOLE MAG TRIEYORATE WAX DOSE 1.000 Each/DAY 37787 1495]  402% 115 3
ONEPRAZOLE MAGNESIUN ACUTE DOSE - 18 DAYS REWAIN 80771 977  161% 553 24
PANTOPRAZOLE SODIUN ACUTE DOSE - 12 DAYS RENAIN 18074]  ned|  360% 511 7
ONEPRAZOLE MAGNESIUN ACUTE DOSE -4 DAYS REMAN B0771]  521]  086% 508 18
RABEPRAZOLE SODIUM WAX DOSE 1000 EachiDAY 2298 333 1449% 21 92)
ONEPRAZOLE ACUTE DOSE - 72 DAYS REWAIN 107894 261 024% 261 0
ONEPRAZOLE ACUTE DOSE - 18 DAYS REMAIN 107894 225 021% 218 7
ONEPRAZOLE MAGNESIUN ACUTE DOSE - 14 DAYS REMAIN 80771 220]  0.36% 212 f
ONEPRAZOLE ACUTE DOSE -4 DAYS REMAN 107894) 194 048% 190 4
LANSOPRAZOLE ACUTE DOSE -4 DAYS REMAN 0648 190]  0.24% 183 7

) #Denial | #Paid

Problem Type Drug History #Clims | #lerts | Mertti | ° ot | G
DrugToDrug  |ZPRASIDONE HCL PALIPERIDONE 57192 1586] 277% %86 600
(0D) OXYBUTYNIN CHLORIDE POTASSIUM CHLORIDE 19704] 1529 776% 1022 507
PALIPERIDONE ZIPRASIDONE HCL 2107]  1486]  6.43% 500 585
POTASSIUN CHLORIDE TOLTERODINE TARTRATE o] 119 377% 580 430
POTASSIUN CHLORIDE OXYBUTYNIN CHLORIDE w112 324% 580 432
GENFIBROZIL SINVASTATIN o386] 1079 1150% 737 347
TOLTERODINE TARTRATE POTASSIUN CHLORIDE 5027] 1.050] 1163% B17 43
SIHVASTATIN GENFIBROZIL 33995) 1008] 1.13% 693 HE
POTASSIUN CHLORIDE BENZTROPINE WESYLATE w1 8] 264% 504 302
BENZTROPINE MESYLATE POTASSIUM CHLORIDE 75974 87| 115% 561 HE
CHLORPROMAZINE HCL ZIPRASIDONE HCL 7519 so1[ 1051% 482 318
CIPROFLOXACIN HCL TIZANIDINE HCL 41908] 653 156% 450 203
DIPHENGXYLATE HCL/ATROF SULF POTASSIUM CHLORIDE cat0]  oo0| 1474% 40 240
DICYCLOMINE HCL POTASSIUM CHLORIDE 10406 617] 593% 40 187
ZIPRASIDONE HCL CHLORPROMAZINE HCL 57197 6of]  105% ETE) 228
KETORCLAC TRONETHAMINE IBUPROFEN 5315 515 9.60% 87 128
THIORIDAZINE HCL PAROKETINE HCL 3796]  512) 1349% 340 172
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gl 2, 7H8|=Lo} 3= DUR AftEot

/

-

Prospective Drug Utilization Review (ProDUR)

A cost savings estimate was prepared for the State of Alaska by Magellan Medicaid
Administration. The cost savings estimate was calculated by identifying claims with ProDUR
messages that were either reversed and resubmitted or reversed but not resubmitted. The cost
savings was calculated as the difference between the allowable payment amounts of the reversed
claim less the allowable payment amounts of the resubmitted ¢laim.

Summary

Total # of Reversed Claims 37,549
Allowable Amount ($) of Reversed Claims $3,793,599.19
Total # of Resubmitted Claims 16,568
Allowable Amount ($) of Resubmitted Claims $2,029,091.58

Net Cost Savings $1,764,507.61

Retro tive Utilization Review (RetroDUR’

A cost savings estimate was prepared for the State of Alaska by Magellan Medicaid
Administration. The cost savings estimate was calculated using proprietary software by
Magellan Medicaid Administration. The calculation included subtracting the average cost per
reviewed recipient for the current month for reviewed medication class following a RetroDUR
educational intervention from the average monthly cost per reviewed recipient for reviewed
medication class prior to the intervention. The individual monthly cost savings were pooled and
reported as a Prior 12 Month Savings Amount. The cost savings estimates for specific
RetroDUR interventions, such as drug/drug interactions, and polypharmacy interventions were
calculated and reported separately.

Summary
Polypharmacy Interventions
Prior 12 Month Savings Amount §76,637.54

RetroDUR Interventions
Prior 12 Month Savings Amount $190,864.37

Net Cost Savings $267,501.91

Summary

The total cost savings estimate for ProDUR and RetroDUR interventions for FFY 2010 was
$2,032,009.52.

Az AEjxo} F HtAle]E DUR AZFE T4 2010




] el uF

O[Ok AMH7HDUR) AlRie| 0|2 477HE Medicaid Xt2H|@ L HAE

&8

of. 7|et

CMSY]| Al&sk= DUR A7tE A= 2749] 7T agency) K, 349 H3FH
DUR, 449] 34| DUR, 69| DUR 91913] &5, 84€2] L= 7} 5l v]
29k ofz}, 54 oaiRoiergE, 7 AMlE] QokE AH U AN, 9F AP, dH], EE
vkzk 104 414 95 498 (innovative practice), 1178 HARARIAIABI(E-prescribing)

| Z2=o] Atk &, vl=9] DURS L H9PH Al AR, vjeRy efzol| Hiet
TR, 8ol tigt FAEEo] 2aEth: S wefd & Q=T vis oRke

upeby g o] tigh FAIZ= T (Lock-In Program)o] FHFA 0= o]

F0] A9
A3 At
2. 0|=22| DURO] Cist ot &
1093¢13E] Hlejlo]= Zg2TRo|lq DURC] 2J5sta o] Elof 100idle] Alzlo]

E51o4, DURS| ajef| tisiil= ofds] BelsiAl 224013l vt §lnt. ol wi=e]
DUR®| 7} FE& = HAE AL, A} T AlLFE ARgRtol met 2291}

%

OJFA|A] At7] wiFolc}. ESH AgFH DUROIS & (intervention)& AA[SO] w2,
Ao oigt AskAT7F EH=A] ¢of, DUR
= awt
= e

= g -
==

ook T EAIE gt Ado]

9] =4 ano] tisiAl= ofHs] FiXl viZt gtk DURS| axof| Hfgt 7]
PTEA] o2 AT Holil QIARE diAlE AlAE] FAs) A1 He=
°PAf] FEIS WSAZIAL QUthe ZE AAIEAL ItHKreling et al, 1993;
Armstrong et al., 1998; Bates et al., 1998; Peng et al., 2003; Shah et al., 2006).
HOIHETE DURES 2951k= HFlo]| tisliA] Fulda et al.(2004a)} Sleath et al.(2000)
9 the U.S. Pharmacopeia Drug Utiltization Review Advisory Panel(2000)< T2}
e o] BARY Zo2 A otk
2, B0 FE5I0) RA} A7 BAIZ Uedteh 2 ZolA] @A) pUR
AAH] 71ES Aldfolal, ARAAEIC] Zx(sheer numben)2F TFFAHOZ Q15 pDUR

2370 72 A5t A4ERt &7k At
A, 71e2 SHolM H71Ee] gabdell tisiA A&H o= AP A7 = AL



208

BT 34(3), 2014, 192-221

Health and Social Welfare Review

olct. Fulda et al.(2010)2 FHASHA AR 57H] HELolA] Q| Q- 1SN}
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AoARE HHYL vl= Pharmacopeia Drug Information, American Hospital
Formulary Service Drug Information, Hansten and Horn’s Drug Interaction Analysis
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Review of the Drug Utilization Review
Program of United States 47 States and
Suggestion of Policy

Jeon, Ha Lim Park, Ju hee
(Health Insurance Review) (Health Insurance Review)

Kim, Dong Sook Choi, Byung Chul
(Health Insurance Review) (Health Insurance Review)

Inappropriate drug use induces the increase of unnecessary medical expenditure
caused by adverse drug events. Drug Utilization Review(DUR), which is one way
for preventing inappropriate prescribing, screening prescription claims to identify
drug related problems, and finally it should be improved patient safety and reduced
the evitable medical costs. In the United States, Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act
of 1990 (OBRA90) requires to be reported on each state’s prescribing patterns, cost
savings to Center for Medicare and Medicaid Services (CMS) via Medicaid Drug
Utilization Review Annual Report Survey. A Korea’s DUR program was implemented
in partial area in April, 2008. Afterward, the necessity for expanding to the
nationwide area has been required, but there have insufficient data to be referred
for assessment, criteria and plan. The purpose of this study was to review DUR
annual Report for FFY 2010 of United States, and to suggest a development plan
suitable for use with domestic situation. We reviewed that Medicaid DUR annual
report of 47 states and summarized POS vendor, the types of criteria, etc, and
described retrospective DUR case of some states. Based on the review of DUR annual
report in the USA, we suggest that the expansion of the scope and criteria of Korea’s
DUR. Moreover, the integrated management for appropriate medication use and

retrospective DUR should be conducted.

Keywords: Drug Utilization Review, Medicaid DUR Annual Report
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