cJ

b U PR3 A

: http:/ /www .baishideng.com/wcjd/ch/index.aspx
: http:/ /www.wjgnet.com/ esps/helpdesk.aspx

DOI: 10.11569/wcjd.v23.i11.1801

2015 4 18

© 2015

; 23(11): 1801-1804
ISSN 1009-3079 (print) ISSN 2219-2859 (onlme)

—

BRERMITEEE RIGKE
oA R B 1 EE

EEE LiEE

CLINICAL PRACTICE

tH 1 B Il R

322000

, , 322000,
. louyanjua@163.com

699

1 579-85209666
1 2015-01-17
1 2015-02-13

1 2015-02-07
1 2015-04-18

Omeprazole for prevention
of upper gastrointestinal
bleeding in uremia patients
with hemofiltration: Clinical
efficacy and nursing

Yan-Juan Lou

Yan-Juan Lou, Blood Purification Centre, Yiwu Central
Hospital, Yiwu 322000, Zhejiang Province, China
Correspondence to: Yan-Juan Lou, Nurse, Blood
Purification Centre, Yiwu Central Hospital, 699 Jiangdong
Road, Yiwu 322000, Zhejiang Province,

China. louyanjua@163.com

Received: 2015-01-17 Revised: 2015-02-07
Accepted: 2015-02-13  Published online: 2015-04-18

Abstract

AIM: To assess the clinical efficacy of omeprazole
to prevent upper gastrointestinal bleeding
in uremia patients with hemofiltration and
determine appropriate nursing measures.

METHODS: One hundred and twelve patients
with uremia treated at our hospital were divided
into either a control group or a treatment
group, both of which received hemofiltration
and targeted nursing. The treatment group
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was additionally given omeprazole treatment.
Clinical efficacy was observed and compared for
the two groups.

RESULTS: The gastric pH, incidence rate
of upper gastrointestinal bleeding and
mortality rate of the control group were
5.22 £1.43,12.5% and 7.1%, respectively;
the corresponding values in the treatment
group were 6.54 £ 1.54, 1.8% and 0.0%. The
gastric pH was significantly higher in the
treatment group that in the control group
(P < 0.05), while the incidence rate of upper
gastrointestinal bleeding and mortality rate
were significantly lower in the treatment group
(P < 0.05). The rates of nausea and vomiting,
headache, anemia and diarrhea did not differ
significantly between the control group and
treatment group (5.4% vs 3.6%, 3.6% vs 1.8%,
0.0% vs 0.0%, 3.6% vs 0.0%, P > 0.05).

CONCLUSION: Using omeprazole to prevent
upper gastrointestinal bleeding in uremia
patients with hemofiltration is effective.

© 2015 Baishideng Publishing Group Inc. All rights
reserved.
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HFB3201, 24, F21-71%, FI55.2%
+3.1%, &A1 wk-10 mo, *F12.57 mo+
3.0 mo, EARINF 1. PIYLEHE I VIR L
R EE N, BEHEEP>0.05). &
ARG LSO ERE A E R RSt &
ZENTHL AFresenius 4008B(ff [H), ZEHr 45 A E
TRIEF6, TR IR E ERIE TR, B3,
Ro] $4ir ) R 1) 254 BR > ), itk scs: [E 2k
H20033394.

12

1.2.1 : PR RS AT L BGENTIR YT, I
R F200-220 mL/min, 38T #500-550
mL/min, 3 WK, 37/wk". XL B AT
TR B3 77, SRR 25 5 W52, W5
YT BE R, K40 mgVA T 100 mLAEFE £
KA, 1R/, ESEEYTS dY.

1.2.2 D W R G T A BN 4 B
M55, (V)87 /T VEAL: I0L90E AT A 97 A6
AT WG B A A AR B VP4, A FE LR
R, 2NA RS, Q) FEEHS
PrEvaiE: ARGy BN AT R K

2015-04-18 | Volume 23 | Issue 11 |



R 1 AEBE—MRERLLR 1 = 56)

pm g D) OENEE MAE ﬁéﬁﬂfﬁﬁw
B/ (mo) (wmol) BHEEX RBRFEER SMESRK REEEX 2RE Hitt
54.5+ 31/25 2.88+  744.3% 12 9 7 5 4
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