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the treatment of post-endoscopic submucosal dissection (ESD) ulcer by rapid health technology assessment
method, and to provide reference for clinical treatment decision. Methods PubMed, Cochrane Library,
Embase, ScienceDirect, CNKI, WanFang Data databases and the official website of health technology assessment
(HTA) agency were electronically searched to collect HTA reports, systematic reviews/Meta-analysis and
pharmacoeconomic studies of vonoprazan in the treatment of post-ESD ulcer from inception to July 31, 2024.
Two researchers independently screened literature, extracted data, and comprehensively analyzed the results of
the included literature on the basis of literature quality evaluation. Results A total of 8 studies were included, all
were systematic reviews/Meta-analysis. In terms of effectiveness, compared with proton pump inhibitors (PPI),
vonoprazan significantly increased the overall ulcer healing rate after ESD and more rapid reduction of ulcer area
(P<0.05). The results of subgroup analysis showed that there was no significant difference in ulcer healing rate
between vonoprazan and PPI treatment at 4 or 8 weeks after ESD (P>0.05). Vonoprazan significantly increased
the rate of postoperative ulcer reduction in H. pylori positive patients compared with PPI (P<0.05). In terms
of safety, compared with PPI, vonoprazan reduced the incidence of overall adverse events rate (P<0.05). The
difference in the incidence of delayed bleeding and ulcer perforation between vonoprazan and PPIs showed no

statistically significant difference. (P>0.05). Conclusion Vonoprazan demonstrated favorable efficacy and safety

in the treatment of ESD ulcers, and further economic studies are warranted.

[Keywords] Vonoprazan; Endoscopic submucosal dissection; Ulcer; Rapid health technology
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Table 1. Basic characteristics of included SR/Meta—analysis

AT

A

ELVNGE

YH AR Sl IS E Sy e v WA (FHA) T I vs. X HAHE it YR
Kang 2019 RCTEifAY] ESDARJGHHE MetaZPhr 12 1265 (503)  RiEPIA: (20 mg, qdmiNA) vs. PPI  @QB@DQ
5T
Liu 2019"% RCTE{ MK ESDARJGHE MetaMr 14 1328 (584)  fRiFFiZE (20 mg, qd) vs. PPI DD
RS
Martin 2020°"  RCTiWZE ESDARGHHE MetaZP¥r 13 1510 (676)  RiEPIA (20 mg, qd#il0mg, qd)  DRBE®
RS vs. PPI
Miao 2023 RCT[EIEH ESDAR/GHE  MetaddHr 5 539 (274)  RiFEHA: (20 mg, qd) vs. 2B Q@GDOW
PEWTSE (30 mg, qd )
Jaruvongvanich RCTE{WIEE ESDARJGEE  Metai iy 6 461 (215) Rt (20 mg, qd) vs. PP O30
2018 RS
Chen 2024”"  RCT ESDARJGHHE  MetaZ3 7 9 926 (470)  fRikhirE (20 mg, qd) vs. PPI QDO
Kim 20191 RCT ESDARJG & SR/MAR 21 2005 (72) Rithid (20mg, qd) vs.PPI(H QO
MetaZ3Hr Herbdr) 5 Rishid: (20 mg, qd)
vs. PPIPPI+Zh BR3P 7 sl H,RA 5
HRA+FIREOR R (422 e )
He 2019™ RCT ESDARJGHE  MetaZ3 7 7 1041 (548)  fRifhisE (20mg, qd) vs. PPI 2E®91

E: RCT. FALA AR I ESD. BT REER & A5 PPLRT RApH) A5

RIG8R FmfreF; @EH*

P R @a%?%ﬁi$o

https://ywlxbx.whuznhmedj.com/

H2RA. H22 k3R, QR HESE; QRGIATHES
B E; ORB2AFHBEIE;, ORBGIRFTH%ENE; @*F8)§]m By E; @%

NG

RRFHRAER; OBE



310 Chin J Pharmacoepidemiol, Mar. 2025, Vol. 34, No.3

F2 MASR/Metaf HHIRETFMN 45 R

Table 2. Quality evaluation results of included SR/Meta—analysis
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Table 3. Evaluation results of the effectiveness of vonoprazan in the treatment of post-ESD ulcer
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Table 4. Safety evaluation of vonoprazan in the treatment of post-ESD ulcer
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