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[ Abstract] Objective To evaluate the efficiency and safety of piperacillin/tazobactam and
cefoperazone/sulbactam. Methods Eight randomized control trials comparing the effect of treatment between
piperacillin/tazobactam and cefoperazone/sulbactam were retrieved through the four Chinese database and
foreign language periodicals database. The data of these articles were processed with Meta analysis by
RevMan 5.3 and Stata 12.1 softwares. Results The data were statistically analyzed by the fixed effects
model, the pooled odds ratio [OR (95%CI)] of the cure rates, eficacy rates, adverse reaction rates and adverse
reactions rates of piperacillin/tazobactam and cefoperazone/sulbactam for bacterialinfection were 0.91 (0.62-
1.33), 1.00 (0.60-1.67), 1.00 (0.60-1.67) and 1.85 (1.05-3.26), respectively, the combined effect of P were 0.62,
0.99, 0.61 and 0.03. The results showed that P = 0.90, 95%CI: —0.59-0.66 by the Egger linear regression
method. Conclusion Piperacillin/tazobactam and cefoperazone/sulbactam had the same safety and efficiency.
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