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Abstract

This research was a survey study to know the consistency of drug adverse reaction
assessment tools and decision making among community pharmacists in modern drug stores in
Surin Province and the community pharmacist's attitudes towards the choice of Adverse Drug
Reaction (ADR) assessment tools in Surin province. The survey was conducted from August 2022 to
March 2023. We found that 53 participants were mostly female (73.58%), education level was a 5-
year curriculum (58.49%), aged between 30-49 years (33.96%), working experience in a pharmacy

was in range 5-10 years (30.19%), participants had been an average of 2 patients/month in
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assessing ADR and almost participants chose Naranjo's algorithm for assessing ADR. In addition, the
results of the survey on attitudes towards the choice of tools for assessing adverse drug reactions
found that the best ADR assessment tools were 1) the questions should be clear and
uncomplicated (4.19 + 0.86) 2) users should have knowledge of the principles of ADR assessment
(4.36 + 0.62) 3) questions that can be practiced in pharmacy shop (4.00 + 0.78) and 4) useful for
decision-making in assessing adverse drug reactions (4.06 + 0.63). In conclusion, this study was
limited in population and study time. However, the data may be useful as a guide to improve and

develop tools for assessing adverse reactions among community pharmacists in the future.
Keywords : Decision, Community pharmacists, Adverse Drug Reaction tools
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ansldfissyasaainnislden Anvianunsiwazauiissvona3asiie Thai algorithm U Naranjo’s
algorithm wazil WHO’s criteria usiuiouiiisusnnsgiu lnetnandiuiusisaueinislifisszasrain
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wudnndunsfianunsaliuimamandsnssnfeafunssuauninise enslifassasduag el
mhguAges fdwaudes ($1ua 41 au Andudesay 39.4) wagdosmamnutevdeiiioliduly
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lasuA18usamduatednualdnuwsainnduns

(n=99)
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nsandneuludsedrvsuaulianigsnenarnig 36 (45.0) 34 (42.5) 10 (12.5)
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TsuineveansIu (n=104)
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U3ENIANTENTNIMIENITOUY IkaEIMUAAA LN aunTal wasIsUfuRmandunssuyuvy. Thai Journal of

Pharmacy Practice. 9(1): 92-102.
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eXe
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M13199 3 Yayaviluveingudiiegns

Yoyaluvasnguiiegng 1w (AY) Sovaz
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gtd 14 26.42

QY9 39 73.58
a1y
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vangnandurmansindiniiaunising
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o liaw
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Lyihugeunensuandtar s invesonsgienauazan

| I / /
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B ) 100 0 / /
MU TEAIAINGN
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8. Mudinsnsainusunueludeaiienageuszauei
o 57 943 /
RUITY
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wUUUsZIEUY
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