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Abstract : Objective

ment of urinary tract infections. Methods

mezlocillin sulbactam group. Those patients were evaluated by pharmacoeconomics cost-effectiveness analysis. Results

To evaluate the economic benefit of mezlocillin injection versus mezlocillin sulbactam injection in the treat-

128 patients with urinary tract infections were randomly divided into mezlocillin group or

Efficacy rate

of two groups were 84. 62% and 98. 41 % respectively. There was significant difference between the two groups (P<<0. 05). The in-

cidence of adverse reactions in two groups were 4. 62% and 4. 76 % ,and the cost-effectiveness(C/E) were 14. 42 and 14. 36. There

were no significant differences between the two groups (P>>0. 05). Conclusion

According to the cost-effectiveness analysis, me-

zlocillin sulbactam injection has cost-effectiveness advantage in the treatment of urinary tract infections.
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