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Clinical analysis on prophylactic use of antibiotics for planned cesarean section WU Xiao-juan', PENG Fang-li-
ang'® ,ZHOU Xiao' ,ZHENG Jiao-ni* (1. Department o f Gynecology and Obstettics ;2. Department of Pharmacy ,
Chongqing Municipal Emergency Medical Center ,Chongqing 400014, China)

[Abstract] Objective To discuss the rational application scheme of prophylactic antibiotic use in planned ce-
sarean section. Methods 200 cases of planned cesarean section from July 2013 to June 2014 were divided into the ob-
servation group and the control group,100 cases in each group. The observation group was given cefamezin 1g dissol-
ving in normal saline 100 mLL by once intravenous drip immediately after cutting off the umbilical cord. The control
group was given cefotiam 1. 0 g dissolving in normal saline 100 mL by intravenous drip,the initial dose was given at
preoperative 30 min,twice a day for consecutive 2 d. The body temperature, puerperal morbidity,incision infection,u-
terine infection, respiratory and urogenital system infection and costs were compared between the two groups. Results

The highest body temperature, puerperal morbidity, incision infection, uterine infection, respiratory and urogenital
system infection after operation had no statistical differences between the two groups(P>>0. 05). The antibiotic cost
of the observation group was significantly less than that of the control group,and the difference was statistically sig-
nificant( P<Z0. 05). Conclusion The single-dose application of first generation cephalosporin after cutting off the um-
bilical cord for planned cesarean section can be regarded as a kind of reasonable, effective and economical scheme.
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