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Observation of creatine phosphate combined with fructose sodium diphosphate
on myocardial injury after neonatal asphyxia

QI Rong, XUE Xiaowei, LI Yuan
Department of Neonatology, Baoji People's Hospital, Baoji 721000, China

Abstract: Objective To study the effect of Creatine Phosphate Sodium for Injection combined with Fructose Sodium Diphosphate
Injection on cardiac function after neonatal asphyxia. Methods Selected 70 cases of patients with myocardial injury after neonatal
asphyxia who were treated in Baoji People's Hospital from January 2015 to June 2018, divided into two groups randomly. Children
in the control group were injected with Fructose Sodium Diphosphate Injection, 250 mg/(kg-d) added into 10% glucose solution 30
mL. Children in the observation group were given intravenous infusion of Creatine Phosphate Sodium for Injection on the basis of
control group, 0.5 g added into 10% glucose solution 30 mL. Children in two groups were treated for 2 weeks. After treatment, the
clinical efficacy was evaluated, and the levels of CK-MB, CTnT, CK, LDH and LVEF in two groups before and after treatment were
compared. Results After treatment, the effective rate of the observation group was 94.29%, which was significantly higher than
71.43% in the control group (P < 0.05). After treatment, the serum CK-MB, CTnT, CK and LDH levels in two groups were
significantly decreased (P < 0.05), and the serum indexes in the observation group were significantly lower than those in the control
group (P < 0.05). After treatment, LVEF were increased significantly in two groups (P < 0.05), and the LVEF in the observation
group were significantly higher than those in the control group (P < 0.05). Conclusion Creatine Phosphate Sodium for Injection
combined with Fructose Sodium Diphosphate Injection can improve the efficacy of myocardial injury after neonatal asphyxia,
effectively improve cardiac function, with clinical application value.
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Table 2 Comparison on serological indicators between two groups
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