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Clinical therapeutic effect of omeprazole combined with amoxicillin in treatment
of peptic ulcer combined with upper gastrointestinal bleeding

WU lJianhua, CHEN Xiaomin
Department of Gastroenterology, Anting Hospital, Jiading District, Shanghai 201805, China

Abstract: Objective To investigate the clinical therapeutic effect of omeprazole combined with amoxicillin in the treatment of
peptic ulcer combined with upper gastrointestinal bleeding. Methods Totally 80 cases peptic ulcer combined with upper
gastrointestinal bleeding patients were collected from March 2017 to March 2018 in our hospital, according to the random number
divided into treatment group (40 cases) and control group (40 cases), the control group was given omeprazole, the treatment group
was given omeprazole combined with amoxicillin, compared with the clinical baseline data, effect rate of clinical treatment,
incidence of adverse reaction, hospital stays, the amount of bleeding and occulting blood negative time of the two groups. Results
The effect rate of clinical treatment of treatment group was 35 cases (87.50%), the effect rate of clinical treatment of control group
was 26 cases (65.00%), the difference was statistically significant (P < 0.05). The incidence of adverse reaction of the treatment
group was four cases (10.00%), the incidence of adverse reaction of the control group was 11 cases (26.50%), the difference was
statistically significant (P < 0.05). Compared with the control group, the hospital stays and occulting blood negative time both
significantly shorten, and the amount of bleeding significantly decreased. Conclusion Omeprazole combined with amoxicillin can
significantly improve the clinical symptoms of peptic ulcer combined with upper gastrointestinal bleeding, the clinical effect is high,
and the incidence of adverse reaction is low.
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Table 1 Comparison on clinical baseline data between two

groups
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X H 40 19/21  38.70+7.29  22.20+2.18

1.2 HANFAHEBRARAE

IINBRAE : (1D 2 B BRI k6 oy T8 10 38 Bt
s (DG EBAC B Z R o d il s (32 F Jth
A& 4.

He Bk b 18 = C1 W 4038 b g 2 35 5 (2 3 R K% TR
FUIA Lo M B 5 (3D T bk vy T 51 762 ) ok oty e o
ZEME WAL 5 (4D K P B GG AR SR s (5) %k R
Hi(OBEHMEL EEHEERERTEHE .
1.3 fARGEE

X R N 4 T B SE R M BEAT IR T, LA
R4 T S AR G B SRR R T, B R
J s e CBT B R RR I 25 A IR o &, B 2 dE
J20130093, BLA% 20 mg/ ) B F5 i, 1 /iR, 2 WK/
d s ] 5 G PR o o 24 R (7= 1) 4 A (s 24 42 4] 1
), E 25 UHE H20041621, HiA% 0.228 5 ¢),2 Fi/
K3 de IBITITREYI N 14 do
1.4 MEIEFR
1.4 ISR IT RCR B 5 B B 2 0 0 9 e
R K, BEE R ES, Bl b A R g
(10 JIEE 08 % e RE IR 4% i B B IR s 05t T AR b >
50% » H 1L 2 55k 2 ek /b 5 0 Ak BID AR 1 RS A R G A
¥, BB R I AR D <50%, H I & G B
Ak

BT A =R B+ 2080 50O /3 151 8
142 ARKRPIKAER JGIE R LA
1.4.3 e [a] | H i 2 R 98 i 4% B s A

1.5 ZitFEBRE

K H SPSS 17.0 Gt v+ 2% 5 At Xt BT A I R 3048 4
T, vH B R DU B (A O T R R A
] LR 2 K06 s TR A IES AT =2 R R DL r +
s 2o, YA EL R oA 56
2 %R
2.1 FEBERNIERATT SRR

W5 2H R 3 TR 9T A RN 87.50% , % HEL4H £
F IR IT A R N 65.00%, 2 7 B A G it &
X (P<0.05), 2.

®2 WMABREFENIRKETIRILE

Table 2 Comparison on clinical efficacy between two

groups

3 Bl BB BRBUB R R Y%
X e 40 21 5 14 65.00

k=S 40 28 7 5 87.50"

556 R4 LL g - " P<<0.05

P < 0.05 vs control group
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Table 3 Comparison on adverse reaction between two

groups
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“P < 0.05 vs control group
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Table 4 Comparison on hospital stays, amount of

bleeding and occult blood negative time between two groups
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W 40 8.67+2.01  426.37+£52.04  5.69+1.76
Tk 40 6.19+£1.37" 487.13£48.25" 4.39+1.12
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“P < 0.05 vs control group
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