
Automated compounding devices continue to maintain their 
popularity in larger facilities and are well rated by users,
with 78% rating their devices “good” or “excellent.”

For more information on automated 
compounding devices, circle reader service 

number 901, or visit www.findit.pppmag.com

Automated Compounding Devices

�Facilities using automated compounding
devices remained flat this year at 39%.
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Vendor Systems in Use

�Baxa leads the category
in implementations, followed
by Baxter and B. Braun.

66%

34%

2%

Baxa Baxter B. Braun

0

10

20

30

40

50

User Satisfaction

�Automated 
compounding devices
enjoy very high satisfaction
ratings.
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�Just 11% of
health systems
plan to implement
an automated
compounding
device in the near
future.
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Devices in Use by Facility Size (in number of beds)

�Not surprisingly, automated compounding device imple-
mentations are more common in larger facilities.
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NOTE: Totals exceed
100% as some use
multiple automated
comounding systems.
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