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Table 1. Patient profile, treatment, and results
Preoperative sterile Preoperative UTI
Dose lg 6g lg 6g
Preoperative use (+) (-) (+) (=) (+) (=) (+) (=)
Number of pts. 27 1 155 154 7 3 88 95
Age (yrs) 69.8+ 6.8 68.7t 6.4 71.7£7.8 71,3t 7.8 72,3+ 58 70073 75.1f£6.8 739t 8.3
Op. time (min) 38.2£20.7 30.1%16.2 51.1%23.8 55.0+22.7 60.0x18.2° 31.7f 9.4* 53.7124.6 54.6+23.6
Weight of the prostate (g) 12.9+11.2 159+11.6 13.9%13.3 14.5%13.9 9.0+ 6.3 13.7£10.2 17.1£19.7 17.2%15.9
Preop. catheter indwelling 1(3.7%) 0 28 (18.1%) 16 (10.4%) 0 0 36 (40.9%) 32 (33.7%)
Analgesic use 15 (55.6%) 5 (45.5%) 69 (44.5%) 88 (57.1%) 3 (42.9%) 2 (66.7%) 43 (48.9%) 39 (41.1%)
Postope. fever
&37C 20 (74.1%) 8 (72.7%) 119 (76.8%) 104 (67.5%) 3 (42.9%) 3 ( 100%) 64 (72.7%) 65 (68.4%)
238C 15 (55.6%) 5 (45.5%) 63 (40.6%) 61 (39.6%) 3 (42.9%) 2 (66.7%) 40 (45.5%) 52 (54.7%)
239C 5 (18.5%) 2 (18.2%) 7 (4.5%) 8 (5.2%) 0 1 (33.3%) 5(5.7%) 9 (9.5%)
Fever index (total/4 days) 4.1 6.0 5.4% 9.3 4.3%6.9 3.8 5.9 2.2% 2.7* 14.7£11.7* 6.4£9.9 4.8t 6.0
Postop. UTI (at the 4th day) 4 (14.8%) 2 (18.2%) 11 (7.1%) 9 (5.8%) 5 (71.4%) 1 (33.3%) 26 (29.5%) 36 (37.9%)
*p<0.025
BEfABZWIE, Hd20IR1gBEFOMITRIIIL Table 2. Results of preoperative antibiotic use
4T 10/48 (20.8%) DXL T 6g HEMTIL 183/ Total antibiotic dose 1g 6g
492 (37.2%) THI2EWVLSHETREINLTWVL S, £ Preoperative use (+) (=) (4) (=)
T Table ] TRITAIERESOERIC L 2HEE2To 7, Number of patients U u u3 %9
FRATOLKTIX, MAIRR 1g MaTRSHO 160 Preopeative UTI 7(20.6%) 3 (20.4%) 88 (36.2%) 95 (38.2%)
. N . . v s Age (yrs) 70.3+ 6.7 69.0+ 6.6 72.9%+ 7.6 72.3% 8.1
FRIFDIFER IR o T e iz, ATHESHI & DM Op. time (min) 27421 3044150 52.0£20.1 54.923.0
Tp<0.025 Th-orzd3, ficHEEEOASNI-HBIZ Weight of the prostate (g) 12.1£10.5 16.4+11.3 15.1%16.0 15.5+14.7
Rpolr, BRRIZBWITZOBEEINDIX, HTHIRR Preop. catheter indwelling 1 ( 2.9%) 0 64 (26.3%) 48 (19.3%)
PR . s esics Analgesi 18 (52.9 7 (50.0%) 112 (46.1%) 127 (51.0
ﬂ‘:j‘j? 51 g &5 KBNT, mﬁlj&_bj.mj@ 13 Bk Pna gﬁl: usez37'(3 23 §67 6:; 11 :78 5%) 183 (75 3:; 169 i67 9:;
s . ostop. fever 2 . . . .
BEHIL D bMERBOSUHENTLELLIRATH- 23T 18 (52.9%) 7 (50.0%) 103 (42.4%) 113 (45.4%)
7= (p<0.025), 23T 5 (14.7%) 3 (21.4%) 12 (4.9%) 17 ( 6.8%)
BRI, B lg WEFERABBYPRENT Fever index (total/d days) 3.7+ 5.5 7.4%£10.6 5.1+ 8.1 4.2+ 6.0
Postop. UTI (at the dth day) 9 (26.5%) 3 (21.4%) 37 (15.2%) 45 (18.1%)
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Table 3. Comparison of the dose

Single Multiple

Number of pts. 48
Preop. UTI 10 (20.8%)
Age (yrs) 69.5+6.7 (66~82)
Op. time (min) 39.1+ 21.0 42.7+ 18.9
Weight (g) 13.1+ 10.9 10.2+ 12.0
Bleeding (ml) 197.4+165.5 186.4+184.1
Preop. catheter 1 (2.6%) 1 (2.6%)
Preop. antibiotic 34 (70.8%) 27 (56.3%)
Analgesic use 25 (52.1%) 26 (54.2%)
Postop. fever

=37C 34 (70.8%) 33 (68.8%)

=38C 25 (52.1%) 17 (35.4%)

239C 8 (16.7%) 3 (6.3%)
Fever index 4.8+ 7.6 2.8 3.9
Postop. UTI 12 (25.0%) 4 (8.3%)
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Antibiotic prophylaxis in transurethral resection of the prostate

Kimio Fujita
Department of Urology, Hamamatsu University School of Medicine,
3600 Handacho, Hamamatsu, Shizuoka 431-31, Japan

Five hundred and two patients sheduled for transurethral resection of the prostate were treated
with either a single dose or 6 doses of S-lactam antibiotic for 4 postoperative days. Among them,
193 patients had preoperative bacteriuria. The incidences of both postoperative fever and
bacteriuria were less in the group given 6 doses, but the differences were not statistically
significant. The comparison with pre-operative prophylaxis also failed to show an advantage over
postoperative administration.



