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Amoxicilli/ clavulanate potassium in treat ment of acute bacterial infection

XU Li, CHEN Gang, WU Qiang-hui, MA Jrhong , LIANG Af ming( The 113 th hospital of PLA, Ningbo 315040,
China)

ABSTRACT :OBJECTIVE To evaluate the efficacy and safety of amoxicilli/ clavulanate potassium and cefradine in treat ment of acute
bacterial infection. METHOD 142 patients were randomly divided into t wo groups :73 patients in the treat ment group were trearted
with amoxicilli/ clavulanate potassium 0.375 ~0.75¢g, po, tid, for 7wk ; as control, the other 69 patients in the control group were
treated with cefradine , 0.5~0".1¢g, po, tid, for 7wk .RESULTS ' The total clinical effective in the control group rate was 91 .8 % in
amoxicilli/ clavulanate potassium group and 91 .3 % in cefradine group. The becteria clearance rate was 89 .8 % in amoxicilli/ clavu-
lanate potassium group and 88 .6 % in cefradine group; The adverse reactions rate was 4.1 % in amoxicilli/ clavulanate potassium
group and 4.3 % in cefradine group; the difference of the two groups was not significant ( P >0.05) .CONCLUSION Amoxicilli/
clavulanate potassium is safe and effective in treating acute bacterial infection and has no obvious adverse reaction.
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Tab1 The comparison of the clinical effcacy between two groups
/
(%) (%)
6 6 0 0 0 5 1 0 0
11 9 2 0 0 12 10 2 0 0
8 7 1 0 0 7 0 0 0
7 5 1 1 0 6 3 2 1 0
4 2 1 1 0 5 3 1 0 1
6 4 1 0 1 5 3 1 1 0
42 33 6 2 1 92.9% 40 30 7 2 1 92.5%
6 4 2 0 0 6 5 1 0
4 2 1 1 0 3 2 0 0 1
4 4 0 0 0 4 3 1 0 0
3 1 1 0 1 4 2 1 1 0
3 2 1 0 0 2 1 1 0 0
20 13 5 1 1 90.0 % 19 13 5 1 1 89.5%
7 5 2 0 0 7 5 2 0 0
4 3 0 1 0 3 1 1 0 1
11 8 1 0 90.9 % 10 6 3 0 1 90 %
73 54 13 4 2 91 .8 % 69 49 14 3 3 91 .3 %
2.2 /
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89 .8 %(44/49) ; 44 88 .6 %
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Tab2 The comparison of bacteria clearance rate between two
2 2 0
groups 5 2 0
/ o 49 44 5 89 .8 %
7 6 1 %
4 4 0
6 5 1
3 3 0
3 3 0
4 4 0
4 3 0
5 4 1
2003 10 20 5 Chin JMAP ,2003 October, Vol .20 No.5 <« 421 -



NN W W L NN AW
S L I S e Y

(P>0.05) .

\n\\Q.°

wm O O O N O = O o = O

L2001 ,19:199 .

,2002,21 :

,2003 ,20:72.

:2003-03-21





