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To study the clinical effectiveness and quality of survival of levofloxacin and
cefoperazone sulbactam in patients with pyelonephritis

LI Juan
Department of Urology, Haikou People's Hospital, Haikou 570208, China

Abstract: Objective To study the effectiveness, safety and quality of survival of cefoperazone sodium combined with sulbactam in
the treatment of pyelonephritis. Methods According to the inclusion criteria, 100 cases of patients with pyelonephritis were selected
and randomly divided into the treatment group and control group with no statistical difference. Each group had 50 cases. The treatment
group was treated with cefoperazone combined sulbactam, control group was treated with levofloxacin. The clinical curative effect
and the recurrence rate of the two groups were observed, and the adverse reaction conditions were observed too. At the same time,
the quality of life of patients was evaluated by using the comprehensive evaluation questionnaire (GQOLI-74). Results In terms of
clinical effectiveness, the total effective rate of treatment group was 90%, with no recurrence; the total effective rate of control group
was 56%, and the recurrence rate was 4%. In terms of clinical safety, the incidence of adverse reactions was 18% in treatment group,
the incidence of adverse reactions was 20% in the control group. There was no statistically significant difference in the rate of adverse
reactions. In terms of quality of survival, five measuring factors including cognitive function, marriage and family, housing, community
services and living environment of the treatment group and control group had no statistically significant difference, and other
measurement factors had statistically difference (P < 0.05). Overall evaluation of the quality of life was better than that of the control
group (P < 0.05). Conclusion Compared with levofloxacin, cefoperazone combined with sulbactam has better clinical effectiveness
in the patients with pyelonephritis. Cefoperazone sulbactam is suggested as the preferred treatment.
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