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perioperative period
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[Abstract | Objective To investigate the rationality of esomeprazole for injection in hepatobiliary perioperative period of
Eastern Hepatobiliary hospital (hereinafter referred to as our hospital), and to provide reference for the rational drug use in
hepatobiliary perioperative . Methods By retrospective investigation , information of 300 randomly patients was collected from
Jan to Sep in 2017 with esomeprezole for injection through consulting the electronic medical records , doctor’s advice , inspec-
tion , etc. Of the 300 cases of medical records with esomeprazole for injection , the use frequency of esomeprazole were 416, sta-
tistical analysis was conducted in terms of the administration time , treatment course , usage and dosage , solvent , and the risk of
stress ulcer . Results The rational rate of the administration time was 15.67% (47/300), the treatment course was 10 .67%
(32/300) ,the usage was 75% (312 /416) ,dosage and solvent were 100% (416 /416 ) ,and the ratio of patients with SU risk fac-
tors was 3.33% (10/300) . Conclusion The rational application of esomeprezole in our hospital still need to be improved . The
clinical pharmacists should strengthen clinical medicine education to improve rational drug use in our hospital .
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