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Comparison on prophylactic application of antibiotics in type I incision in Wuhan
Xinzhou District People’s Hospital before and after intervention
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Abstract: Objective To understand the prophylactic application of antibiotics in type I incision in Wuhan Xinzhou District People’s
Hospital, and provide reference for clinical rational use of antibiotics. Methods Patients (1247 cases) in Wuhan Xinzhou District
People’s Hospital from April 2014 to March 2015 (before intervention) and April 2015 to March 2016 (after intervention) were
respectively selected, and usage rate, classes distribution, drug choice, rationality of medication, and per capita amount were
compared before and after intervention. Results The use rate of antibiotics in type I incision were 47.17% and 23.49% respectively,
and there was difference between before and after the intervention (P < 0.01). After intervention, the variety choice of antibiotics was
more reasonable. The reasonable rate of administration time and drug combination was next to 100%, and the reasonable rate of
course of treatment, variety choice, and indication was significantly increased, and there were significant differences in
administration time, course of treatment, variety choice, dosage of administration, and indication of antibiotics in type I incision
before and after the intervention (P < 0.01). The per capita amount of antibiotics was significantly decreased, and there was difference
before and after the intervention (P < 0.05). Conclusion After intervention, the clinical use of antibiotics in type I incision in Wuhan
Xinzhou District People’s Hospital is more reasonable and standardized, and the intervention effect is obvious.
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Table 1 Comparison on usage rate of antibiotics in type I incision before and after intervention
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Table 2 Classes distribution of prophylactic application of antibiotics in type I incision before and after intervention
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Table 3 Comparison on rationality of antibiotics in type I incision before and after intervention
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Table 4 Comparison on per capita amount of antibiotics in type I incision before and after the intervention
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