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R AR AR A F e R 0 Bk R AL R ERR A o BihgE b g R
BIRAFRMB N REA TR P EYRETR B FEEREERAEKE LS - At
2016 “F B i 76 45 51 R 0 B2 R R 6 R ARIE R By ) BARIRR B A0 A R SR 0 4R
FH B JE 06 % AR P & o B-lactam #8d F F 0 piperacillin/tazobactam 2 3 % ) 2R ¥ 3% £k IR A
AR F o B MR A L A & 0 THRIGE K3 7E 4 /)N BF (prolonged infusion, PI) 24 i & 3y
£ 24 /]NBF (continuous infusion, CI) EWAE RS o 12 PL Cl a9iE 7 X 25 LA B R Lig
& RETFRREBEAFRBRERERAL  BARSAEEZEMEsET KX (CI) 094
o ARAFEAT XRRE A - $x%%duT;%.#~%?r%%%£iﬁﬁmﬁ%hi%%
Wy 1 B2 = {£ A PIL ClI 7 K 4 ¥ piperacillin/ tazobactam # & J£ 5% B A & 7§ ¥ 14
An FRAK T 4542 (febrile neutropenia, FN) Z 2 & K3 0 = ~ 48 PI » CI 7 X 431 piperacillin/
tazobactam Z % 1AL & %&iﬁgoﬂ%%% =R R EER & 0 A PL CL oy
R TARSPEYREE  BEMBEBRAERLTE  BHRREARRAEFTREH EAR SIS
e o LR HAFNAHERPL Cl 7 XA BAEGBEARRE - AL CHERBREEH
%ﬁ%m%tﬁﬁﬁ% %= 0 Cl 7 X HA 42 2 8 M f iR 3B 47 2R 0% 7% (CRRT) 9 E = &
Ho TR ShFEYREE AR EH AR ERG (AKD) A% %% CL Pl AR
BERA IR E THREFFRKENGEZLE  EEMMKEMBBRRBEIRERN - B¢ El X
B RAVERIEIE R PL > CL A EIE5m & A0 A » AR R R BIREHME -

BAsEER - 1438 (Antibiotics)
EfiER A (Critical ill)
AER#ivE (Prolonged infusion)
iE#&#57E (Continuous infusion)
ZEEN 12 (Pharmacokinetics)

WA AR R 407204 &b bR £ ki vk 1650 B & b AR R B R B B
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BE MRS TP i B PR R ELALZ N RE
W o MPtA: e AV R K UG R N IRGE -
WADR B e BZ NG /SR AR R GIE B % 1 o ROA
o A R 2 BRI B I P AR e I - S R SR T 3R
gz BTt K 2016 4F 58 B H e B 22 @ iy
VAR TE S | - BRI B e A
JE S IAG T B A R R A B i 2 -
PRI+ B o E R A SR B FE = DU EE
PRI - KL » 2016 FFHUMAE AR FE S [Tk
i 0 ERIRBS AR IR YA REEY B S AR 1%
BATEE R TIRES: » SREBFREBERIAER S -
I0EEs Fo i EE R E A FROMLE A AR Y
o5 BE A PR ALy S B SR Y B T2 - [RIBLBE FH L
R R - RN EEE B I Y o
FB B §1 42 32 H carbapenem BY penicillin/
B-lactamase inhibitor ( 4l piperacillin/tazobactam
o} ticarcillin/clavulanate) 55 3 » 5t % ¥ &) /)
SR ELRL - 5 B EE Y IS I KR Y (time-
dependent) §iE3% 7 HE—HANEBXE T4 1]
ECRIFERY » a0 FH B e 0 =X Ry s R i 1k
a7¥ (conventional intermittent infusion, CII) » ¥
TERFRTRy 20-30 438 © R + BB R EEYIRR
M EAN KPS E A REE - FEER I
G2 E bR HAE KT (prolonged infusion

50 1

Cmax/MIC

30 +
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Concentration (mg/L)
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;Jt

AUC/MIC

"

(i

S XA

PI) A& 7T (continuous infusion, CI) HYAG £
B RS PIAERM P EEYRRE - WARIS
HKpAGZ B Eid - H PI > CIIEEAXESTE
BERRIGHRE S » SR R B3 A4 =R R BE R
R A b ARG R E R E SRR
= (CID) - (ST SURRIRE ~ BEES A7 dm I 2 H
peit

AL B-lactam FH ZE ) Hh /Y piperacillin/
tazobactam TE Ry PI ~ CI BEAFEALEEY) » R T1E
fif R 155 F L4512 /=5 © > piperacillin/tazobactam
BB U IRAR B R E P E R T -
SORRIEIREEE R H B LR & 3 1k gL
4 3 piperacillin/tazobactam £¢F PI ~ CI 5 =AG
T B RS A AR TS F - BAME
2 FEBEHE 53 IRBIT 2T B2 6 J [l 14 i 22 th 3 B
LLPI ~ CI /7 45 7 piperacillin/tazobactam /T
A SRR R G E BB TR - FEEEYED )
B LA HA GBS o RIS
piperacillin/tazobactam {F Ry Hi 42 32 PI ~ CI{A %
R AR PR ARRY

f7 EARSOKFERET DA =8+ — ~ S EER
B AR BRI REYE 1R 2

% T~ fEH PI~ CL#E 7 =45 B piperacillin/

tazobactam ¥f EEEJR L DL KR Th A IMBRAK T~ 58188
TE LA PERT 5 = ~ fEH PI ~ CI i )7 =(ha B

T>MIC

MIC

L
0 T
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L
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Time (hr)
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B— : MERENEBHZECRERGRGRE ° - FEKBLMERUNPREEFHEARRNIERE (T>MIC) #F

REBER

RERBENERURGEEYRERAEBRKR/NMIERENLE (Cra/MIC) FAERER  B—

FMERRZR R N ERRURNIIERELLE (AUC/MIC) IEREEIEER °
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piperacillin/ tazobactam & % % 1 B B& i il A%

==

— 2EERERIEEESCEBINEEEY)

EHBZRE
(—) KRBREMEN DB ZMERAE

Qe — PR - MRER LA R EEYE) ) B R 1%
Eil - B CFRAE Al 43 i =R E AN ¢ — ~ fCmax/
MIC (concentration-dependent » 5= KA ) :
YR TIRE SRS BB BT PR SUR -
teAhE B R PUESRE (post-antibiotic effect,
PAE) » B #8 M PUAE SRR S A R (B4 AT HEHF
—ERERN - BOEE AT H BEAGEERET - f
AN K %8 (aminoglycoside) 5 — ~ fT>MIC
(time-dependent » IF [ AKHE Y ) © EHHEEY)
O JELHE 5 1000 PP R B A /N B 3R S (minimal
inhibitory concentration, MIC) DL_A4" BB FIE AKX
R R HFRZEXAE T - #1140 p-lactam
MPIAEFE s = FAUC/MIC : SEHEZEY EE DL
Hi R T EAE (area under the curve, AUC) B DL
/NI REAE B PLR RESIRYFEEE (FAUC/MIC) »

time-dependent 283714 3% ( 4l piperacillin) FHA ¥
T (half-life) B - HU6HE A PT B CI SR SR A
PRI o KIS Ry PR R PTAESR (AN
ceftriaxone) B¢ 1E ARMABRII IR L — ik E
AN BE I P18 CT B BB - jLAM » HiE
RN HEAR GBS R - AB/KECENE
P S AN (R O I B RE A S 1+ IRl
R BRI )1 (R ) .

(Z) 2 ERER BRI TR L BRI 2 B H &

2R

SRR A H R B BUE SR R e
K] k975 B A B A8 b P — s FR SE D e - 2
#LE  MINE BB MG SR - HEA
EERTRE - 2R HEREREE > &
BB RS SMEER - 520 S8 R 3R ek
S EPUERIERAN RS (volume of
distribution, Vd) » HZKEZEY)IEFRE (clearance,
Cly* - 2 7R - S BRUMER R AE
RN T SEYIEFE N R 32 K2 28 o A
FF (AN I A S M I AT B0 DU B BR=R

41 glycopeptide 28 ' o ZFGATAL - FAT T B Tt (0T BRI A 45 F 142 5 [ #E augmented renal
RE o JE (sepsis)
}
taish || Fasoun | |BHRRRR || by pppg | | #HEERE
(leaky capillaries) | | (protein binding) cichﬁ) (clearance) damafu:)
. AT SRR 1 . -
VR E FEE T anfﬁisﬁion HEEET HRE]
| e
o P IRAT
do R |
¥
MIC?t
i
SRR AE T A AL

B : WMERAERENHHB 2GR BRMEMENORESCEZEREREABRNDMHETRE (volume of
distribution) E2;EFRER (clearance) * Z¥MPRELIECEL - RIRVEREWRIRMEEIBRIBIIER (adverse

effects) REABEMAENE M EBUERKM
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REH  AWFE

R—  REERECREEE RS CHNERELNEYH HBETE °

SEYEh )15 — e N

SrifeRE (vd) B8/ SrfifeRE (vd) #n
PRI BRI B IR IR
(hydrophilic)

MR P EE 2 MR E (interstitial) SR
RFNELEY) ¢ B-lactams, carbapenems, aminoglycosides, glycopeptides, linezolid

sttt (Vd) Bk SIS (Vd) Ak
PUIRLELEER TR HB DA I B
(lipophilic)

A EE T HHHERE (interstitial) SEEME AN

RFNMELEY) © fluoroquinolones, macrolides, tigecycline, lincosamides

Vd: volume of distribution.

clearance FITE ) RAfIEAISR » MEEYIRE T REHIZE
SGEADEEME - EEURBIIEERER - |
JFIEENE - BRIIEXIE - EEGERET
B BEIM A EEYRRE BT - 3F 2 P4 Rav s A
DA E DIRe A & - HEW —thaam
LRESIK A SEY E A B DIRER S - Ktk - B8
F PI~ CIAEEER S N e i INE DI Re R G
JEE - RESERETRURRE -

(=) i K & 0F SR 8% LU = piperacillin/tazobac-
tamERFT>MIC ZERIAR
TEESHEWTSE R - JEH DL probability of target

attainment (PTA) 2 BLHT4E 3K % fT>MIC Z i

WAL - —#%1 5 - piperacillin/tazobactam Y

PTA T3 5 50% fT>MIC DL =4 B 5 % H%%

SRI3I6 o BHARERMRIERIYIAE RS - e

fY fT>MIC {R R - ] 73 B i > 56—

T RE A2 AL AN UG SERY SRR » B e Sy 7

& IR —EH E R RRERR T -

MM R R R R B R 4

/INIRF A b (PT) 36 22 58 fef i 1 52 24 /INIRF (CT) -

BB T ERAEA IR EIEN S - BERE S

ST>MIC DU A 258k 1710 - AR 2019 4

Z4JA (The Sanford Guide to Antimicrobial Therapy

2019) y#EEE » 65 F piperacillin/tazobactam $T4=

FE R EmE = (CI) By 2.25-4.5¢ 5 6 /7]

WRFECRE 8 /INRFTE Y — K 5 ZE Rt (PI) HYE &

HIEEESAR ARG N » Rl h R 2] 4

K : Piperacillintazobactam i AN EZEEERER

@J% 19,39
Pag | —filt L B T =
(ST hE 2.25g-4.5g Q6H 5 Q8H

(conventional intermittent  EFFIAIE 20-30 434

infusion, CII)
FERHE
(prolonged or extend

infusion, PI)

S 13.5g
(continuous infusion, CI) SRR 24 7NRF

3.375g Q8H
FERIRTEAL 4 /N

/NI (3.375g Q8H » BEH i & 10.125g) ; FHAE
FE (CI) RIZ i R R R T 28 24 /NIF (£
HE &R 13.5g) (2 RFETHY - DUNEHRHRE
HRESEY B TS e TR

2016 4 S. Zelenitsky 5 A 20 it 17 i id &
B£8R 3 piperacillin/tazobactam £ A [B] U465 8 5
T2 i/ MIE R R R R - BEgefefs
Fi piperacillin/tazobactam 7| &35k 3.375¢ T »
g3 Bk = fH  Q6H Wy i 30 43 $# ~ Q6H iy 1 3 /)N
IF ~ QSH i iE: 4 /NIF o 5 SR % Bl AE MIC=8mg/
L 8 MIC=16mg/L BYfRMET » 5 FE R EEE 30
43 AH (CID) B ZE K AH (PT) (3 ZNIF B 4 /)N
B ) > H 3% B 84 BK, (initial bacterial kill rate
over 4 h) MR TREE 725 5 SRTE MIC=32mg/L
FIEfE T PIZEELE] P1AHRY BK, BAEE S A CII
HH 2 % (2.43£0.47 vs. 1.05£0.39 log,,cfu/ml *
p <0.0001) « FbAh > A Cl HBEZEERZ 75%
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ST>MIC FIARE R - i A PRI R 2% IF ) 19 /5 2fE T piperacillin/tazobactam » LUEH
93% fT>MIC YRR B AR - B haks SR #HR PLAR 90% LL_HY PTA - 25 S P8R IRIR H Y

PRI CIIAH AT A5 BRI MIC B =AY RRIRAR RBERIR] 171920

AR 5t SORKIEIRE » 7E piperacillin/tazobac- — ~fERER %75 X 45 piperacillin/tazo-
tam FLAEFRERH PI ~ CI T SRS S A 858, 1) bactam %1 & fiE K B LU ME AR M MER (K T 58
B2 s B DU DU #am [ A0SR ARIRAR WEIE 2 B ESIRET (R2)

JERHALRERT MIC 15 - FESR FHAE R E (3 54 /1N

&= : £ piperacillin/tazobactam JERHLTE (P) SH:EiEHNT (Cl) EMEREENIEEE (Cll) 1BLLAIRIREZM &

i PR T R B RS | FH SR

1. ZER R ECEERE - 7F MIC=32mg/L W & {4 F » PIAH 1Y BK, B 58 & * CIT#H 2 £% (2.43£0.47 vs. 1.05+0.39
KBS LIRS logecfu/ml. p < 0.0001) = t4h » i CIT HAEER R 75% fT>MIC YRR SR - 15
FT>MIC ? PI HIAT3E 3552 93% fT>MIC HIRREERCER 20 -

2. REEWHFSGEE R [T
FISHEEREES « B L MIMERS (N=843) » PIAHEL CIAEENFEIETTR ~ INFEs B e e R B (b K
BEAEWBESRS? B o BWMEREE AT S R o (BAEVAE R L - PIH AT B G 5 piperacillin/tazobactam

3. A Rl B A
TR ERE Mk L ER
BN 28 BEAE (febrile
neutropenia) 52 75 H

FIEHERGE 2

HIEHE R B (PL vs. CII: 5.8 K vs. 6.8 K, p<0.001)*! -

o BHEME T ECEE TR B RREAE - DL piperacillin/tazobactam 1598 » $£ PIAHEGHE CII AHAEZE IR AMF:
BEsElmRek 30 KFERER (odds ratio: 0.2, 95% CI : 0.07-0.57, p=0.003)*

o B INRENS 5B INEENS 5 DL piperacillin/tazobactam &¥% » PLAHER CILAHAHLL © {F
PEst R MGMa T2 52 - (HREHE MR NGNS B B KRB (P1 vs. CII : 8.32 K vs. 12.06 K, p
=0.025) ~ BEBERE (PLvs. CIL: 11.32 K vs. 19.7 K, p=0.006) ~ FFIKZFK %] (PI vs. CIL: 2.98
K vs.8.33 K, p=0.014) - Wi RHEH1AE S4E6EFAIR (P vs. CIL: 56.3g vs. 72.5g, p=0.036)> °

« DUDALI study ZRHEE#ETTRIMT > PTAHER CIAHAHLL © SR RS B e F AT DU
B2 30 KAFIER (PI vs. CII: 86.2% vs. 56.7%, p=0.012) * %fA SOFA score BZ =R » 1]
DUBEE R SRR RIGHER (P1 vs. CII: 73.3% vs. 35.0%, p=0.035) KAFIGZR (PI vs. CII: 73.3% vs.
25.0%, p=0.025)** °

RTHEERFE

o BEHULE A INRERS FBHTSE (N=185) - 8 F piperacillin/tazobactam 7575 22/ 48 /NIF & TIEESR
e IR A 14 RICUTSRMEHET HEH2E 7252 (PL vs. CIL: 11.5% vs.15.7%, p=0.29)

B B B ) (APACHE 11> 29.5 43 ) HHERR R RIEAR BRI TR TR » 5 PI
FHAT DB IR 14 RIELTSR (PI vs. CII: 12.9% vs. 40.5%, p=0.01) ~ BEF A 2 KBEERTEE
R[] (PI vs. CII: 4 days vs. 6 days, p=0.01; log rank test: p=0.02) * ¥ E MR E I™ AR
ROIHT - FEREER PLAH B R B SE 103K (P1 vs. CIL: 9.3% vs. 22.4%, p=0.01)> ©

S-S Boe A SRR R I 48 ST T BE A IR EABE (N=50) » Fi#H APACHE 11 J 23 4 » #S SR %83 -

Pl AR SRR RIGE R ~ SRR RIGHRRICE - (a2 5 - [HAERH
MIC Y %/ T>MIC FFHFHECES » PI AHBIE WS % T>MIC (PI vs. CIL: 93% vs. 42%,
p<0.01) » FTLUHEREIM I R A MIC [fEs% 26 -

AR BB 5 54T

o AR T 18 EHFSE - 3 3401 {37 HEfEHA FUBEE 5% piperacillin/tazobactam 58 » & T 56.7%
B R EG TPA S o FiREUR - B PIAH DT LIRS R 1.46 fEHUE TR (odds
ratio: 1.46 * 95% CI: 1.20-1.77, p<0.05) ~ BHZEEE 1 1.77 SRR RIGHE (OR: 95% CI : 1.24-
2.54, p<0.05) DUNHRE 1.22 5004 PIEIERESR (odds ratio: 95% CI : 0.84-1.77, p>0.05)?7 °

AlEMERSE -

o« BrUOERANRER BT - BRAD PLES T2 > BHYECA febrile neutropenia H 7 8% B EE
151 (APACHE 11> 29.5 57 ) ~ TERE Rk IRAT B R AL R » TG R 14 RIEITSR ~ i 2
KRR > -
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R R&M AWE

&= : (£ piperacillin/tazobactam FER#E (Pl) S:EfEHNT (Cl) EEHREENITEIE (Cll) 1BLLBIERRE ZMES (/&R )

R TR

EH R e 5 [ SRR

4. J0E 5 gy v B E AR
ERE E T
CRRT Ji% /1Ml ZEY)
TR 2

5. 4E 5 i SR 2 1S
gt EEHEG
(AKI) FEEER 9

6. JER i SRRE 2 S ]
DURA & fEH A4
RIGWE L AKIHY
JEVS: 2

7. FER R 2 5 A2
PERRAEE 2 2

o B BERSOMIRITZE - BRA PLIEES T2 TR S ISR G BT CILAH (PI vs.
CII: 74% vs. 55.1%, p=0.04) ; HERIRGEERAYE (MEET=BE ) WiEE - PLAHAERERIER
PRIGHESCE (P1 vs. CII: 68.4% vs. 35.7%, p=0.039) ; 2B ki &9 FU i A PL AR SIS
REREERESE (PI vs. CII: 80% vs. 0%, p=0.007)" °

AHE e E) T B 5

o G121 f25LE S PF febrile neutropenia HEH] piperacillin/tazobactam FYJHE FEGETTIFSE » i
& ¢ S LB febrile neutropenia > PLASRIBTE RIS 2 DUERRERE: /520 (CI) FEEREE 4 /)NKf
T —XAESER  SRFERIZEERTE (P1) SEHEIRTE (C) IYSEIR - A HEFEE PTAY -

o ARG SMEEY) B ] BB RS febrile neutropenia » AHIRFEHL - fH CII - BIE£2 & va 704
H (4g Q8H B Q6H) » H 50% fT>MIC 1/ #t 14 3 ] PTA>85%  {H{# A PI (4g Q8H ik 4
/INIF B 4g Q6H iy i 3 /INEF ) g CI (12g/day BX, 16g/day 38 58 1 24 /N » ) B a] 52 %)
MIC=8mg/L I 50% f T>MIC FJ PTA>90% B¢ & MIC=16 mg/L [ 50% fT>MIC J PTA>90%
BRI

HiE M SE a2 -

o BHEIRAMNENINGERS B Y EEER BB (N=20) » ELIEAE{E I 24 /NI SR 11 905578 AT 32 s
(CRRY) &4 34 piperacillin/tazobactam 6 » ERAEEMT 4 /NF (PL) Z il 2EE) /7
BHTFE - FAEERBEIERT (T0) EPREMEN 8 /N » BHE/INFFREEREAR  f5 RSB hiE
J¥ TO Z& T8 HARR A SEEIIM iR BB S A R IR AR B Y SEYURIR IS 16mg/L » FERHATRES
A MICy, HAZHE 32

o S TSR E LR A NEENR 5% CRRT 5 BGHEI TS - LA R =0 (i 4 /)
B§ - PT) B (LR ] BB (WRiE 30 4388 - CID) AYSEYEN 722 o f5 IR - R Wk
PTA PSRRI B MR #=0 PTA (PI vs. CII, p<0.01)*

[P

« 2017 4 Cotner % A FL#5 i F piperacillin/tazobactam £ 4 £ ) 1 Bl {5 s 5 R 1 i 13 S
BRI BRI WAHTE AKI 8542 RMEHE 72 2 (P1 vs. CIL: 21.6% vs.18.6%,
p=0.104)  BIBEARHE RIFLE criteria 73 /g 1% + WOAHSEAESRMESR « TS » FHR
HFUR PLAHAERA CIAH » ANE4IN AKI # 43K (0dds ratio: 1.07, 95% CI: 0.83-1.39)% «

HREMENTSE ¢

+ 2015 & McCormick % A LL#R {5 F piperacillin/tazobactam $4E £ iy 13 B (257 ] & M iy v 3
SRR R - R WO AR SRS (AK]) RS AR R AR A = 5 (P
vs. CIT: 9% vs. 11%, p=0.637)** -

(S AT

+ 2016 % Karino 5 A5 [A] IF & B 185 F piperacillin/tazobactam LKz vancomycin 65 8 i 75
BB (N=320) » FEHEBIRIERIETE: piperacillin/ tazobactam & Fi vancomycin » SR &8I
AKI B34 3R » 2% RIFLE criteria (PI vs. CII: 32.5% vs. 33.1%, p>0.05) ~ AKIN (PI
vs. CII: 35.0% vs. 35.6%, p>0.05) B{:& vancomycin consensus guideline T3] %E criteria (PI vs.
CII: 26.9% vs. 28.1%, p>0.05) » f555—5 3¢ -

+ 2007 4% Lodise FE AFTEHERFT PI AIIRA> 25%-50% HY piperacillin/tazobactam 4 H & F
Bl BT - — R D R B BE A T 358 $68,750 & $135,750 AYAF-JEgEL: V7

* 2015 4 Brunetti % AMEE 158 FHAE Rk LR A i i =X - nT s R e e e E
(PI vs. CII: $565.90 vs. $648.30, p<0.001) ~ FAKZEFAHBIE I (PI vs. CII: $436.50 vs. $522.30,
p<0.001) » {EL [ FRf-th g B vy 28 F HR i 22 (PT vs. CIL: $96.75 vs. $82.06, p< 0.001)*®

* 2016 f Schmees 5% A ZBUE Rt BLEGHREAELL - SRR RE{EEE (P vs. CIL: $120.21
vs. $155.17, p =0.035)% »

¢ 2017 4F Bao ¢ A S5 - i AL 5 i v AH B A (L i 1w dE i D B S Y (P vs. CIL:
$1351 vs. $1782, p =0.001)%° »

* 2016 4 Winstead A ZEH » (F FIAE SR ABROA BHENE - ZE R AR e A (1
TEE BRI E T ) fw (G725 (PLvs. CIL: $17,522 vs. $15,688, p=0.447)>
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(—) i F & 75 X #G EE piperacillin/tazobactam

HEER BB IRRT

FH 4E ¥ @)y 77 22 1Y 81 B 2K ER 0 piperacillin/
tazobactam 55 ZAEFF— €/ fT>MIC » 4 BEFETT
FLHURRIE T 1R 22 2 Lt L ks 1 B A A B R
TR o AR » AR IR AR 4= 2R 8
RIS T A piperacillin/tazobactam
B RF—E /Y fT>MIC B804 5 IR - K55
FREY PI ~ CI DUERAFEIERAAS -

2014 4 Cutro A 2! HEfTEH Bl gt
S BCIME B (N=843) AT [EI 98 - 15 6E
H piperacillin/tazobactam FJJp5 A 53 HIFGEL 4 /]NEF
FER BT (PIAH - N=662) B {E R (CIAH
N=181) » s » G 7 BRI s &
FE R BB (PT vs. CII: 74.5% vs. 76.2%, p=0.626) °
Modified acute physiology and chronic health evalu-
ation (MAPACHE) II score FfH -5 ks 14 43
FE R AR - R AR (EPESE C3R ~ INEEs B
ERE R BECE M b R BB - B
FPERFER o (HAERERB L - (HH PLAH T EREE
HE %655 A piperacillin/tazobactam HY 35 K 85 (P1
vs. CII : 5.8 K vs. 6.8 K » p<0.001) °

2016 4 Winstead ¢ A 2% 17 [2] 31 14 ff 52
#FAL 5 F piperacillin/tazobactam £E i3 3 /)N
IF (PTiH » N=86) B & #f i i 20-30 73 §i# (CII
FH > N=95) » H VGRS B IR B R AUERY X
%% o WFHAY APACHE II score S 4543 Bl s 14.7
4% (PI) B 13.5 %3 (CII) (p=0.36) * APACHE II
score g 17 53 LA _ERIE A LEBI#5 By 38.4% (PT) i
25.3% (CII) (p=0.058) ° WFZFLEE R » PI fH vl BE3
BEAE 30 R FF(ERESR (P1 vs. CIL: 1.2% vs. 13.7%,
p=0.002) » {EAE(ERE KRB ~ BB EE ~ (Ehist T
RO GF R IE R A RFIEE L - WOAH A e
L (p>0.05) o K IEAR TR PR
{# F piperacillin/tazobactam £ P #H AH# 2 CII
fH > BESEEE IR A EFEAR U EIE 30 KRR
3% (odds ratio: 0.2, 95% CI: 0.07-0.57, p=0.003) °

2016 4 Schmees S A 2 WL — % 1355 5
B0 i INRESS 756 55 3 piperacillin/tazobactam HY
A (N=113) #EITEWHPENTTE - 730l PERE
@ik 4 /MR (PLAE > N=61) B2 #a T &t iE

(CI #H » N=52) - Fi#HHY APACHE II score -3
53 3R 20 43 (PT) EH 21 43 (CID) » FEEEZEEH - 0
A P BRI SR U SRR AH I A2 52 (PT vs. CIL:
14.8% vs. 21.1%, p=0.37) » {H PI #H A8 B3 i
TNFESR 5 £ B K8 (P vs. CIL: 8.32 K vs. 12.06
K » p=0.025) ~ FEEFERE(PI vs. CIL: 11.32 K
vs. 19.7 K » p=0.006) DL Sz 0K 25 5 F K #5 (PI
vs. CIL: 2.98 K vs. 8.33 K » p=0.014)  ZELHE
FELPF (58 FH B4 SR8 ) e th B i (B e v e R 2
HYAE (PI vs. CIL: 56.3g vs. 72.5g, p=0.036) °

2016 £ Abdul-Aziz % A 2* i F DALI (De-
fining Antibiotic Levels in Intensive care unit pa-
tients) study J§ A E RHHETT R 1T (B E RHE
a5 10 B2 68 EaEws 7 ) » LABRE EfE
I BB AE 5 A piperacillin/tazobactam LA 5z merope-
nem FIREHTAE R »+ PREVAE R it B e
TR BT 2 % RGN T 182 7
% A B (BLHE PIAH 67 A B CITAH 115 A ) -
W4 #H B APACHE I score H1 47 8 53 B ks 20 43
(PI) B 18 43 (CII) (p=0.215) » sequential organ
failure assessment (SOFA) score A7 EF Fy 5 47
(p=0.797) - FEREH - B GERF B D ReRR A
DUk i Za 0 I AE R fimid: SRS s i - (ERRET
B L] DIBEE RS PTA » GER N &R - I
W2 S JEk 4 B i FRAE B0 B-lactams $T2E RGBT
IRF 25 PR S iy v B (sl 1 SRS FH EE - 30
RKEVETE BRI mE M 2R 2 5 (P vs. CIL:
86.2% vs. 56.7%, p=0.012) = t4b » 1E9R B H
1= SOFA score FYTEDL T » {5 FAE 5 B SR
B SRS AR L » PTEE SRR RIGTESR (P1 vs.
CII: 73.3% vs. 35.0%, p=0.035) * LR FFiER (P1
vs. CII: 73.3% vs. 25.0%, p=0.025) °

2017 4F Fan S5 A 2 $f 35 B AL R A RS R
B EREAETTRIMETEIEZE - USRI Ry T REA
B R B R TR MBI T S OF 3 e i
H.ff H piperacillin/tazobactam 35 & 22 4> 48 /A
WRF o B RRAIE s /R B P A i 7
25 T 42 5 W T AEL (PT) A8 ] ik o 1 A
(CII) = PI #H 5 FH B & 48 K By 4.5g Q8-12H fiy
HE4/NEFLL B CITE By 4.5g Q6-8H Hay 11 30
Sy o BT EE RS 14 RAMGRT
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o HRPEREIET R ~ IREEFTFRIGR - 1Pk
e R B~ IR s Fo R B R e R BEE - i
7% M8 3L 9367 A (PTAH > N=182; CIT#H -
N=185) ° @i #H Y APACHE II score 543 Al By
25.4 43 (PI) Bl 26.2 43 (CII) (p=0.4) * APACHE
II score £ 29.5 73 DL 09 EL BT 49 Ky 30.8% (PI)
Eil 32.97% (CII) (p=0.51) * FEHE I - FHwR R
9 14 RILT R MR ET FREZE 7252 (P vs. CIL
11.5% vs. 15.7%, p=0.29) - HE—7% SR8
HELT AT » IR 2 EE % 72 5 (log rank test
p=0.235) o {HF5 BT 5 B0H B B B ) (APACHE
11 >29.5 53 ) H MR Rk IR AR B R G R T T
RA3HT » RIS SREUR - (] PLAH AT DABHE R
14 KIETR (PI vs. CII: 12.9% vs. 40.5%, p=0.01)
ERERE A 2 RORBEFTRRIRFRE] (P1 vs. CIL: 4 days
vs. 6 days, p=0.01; log rank test: p=0.02) » {H{F
GEIRRZE TR ~ IR 0 FH R 8~ e Fs B
BB B K B B AR A - S
L Tt B0 R S R A A R B R AT R 43 BT Wi
AR IL R AZE PLAHEAK (P vs. CIL: 9.3% vs.
22.4%, p=0.01) °

2017 4 Bao A 20 ST — Ml s R AR
Bt A JRR S FY fili 28 (Hospital- acquired pneumonia,
HAP) fif F piperacillin/tazobactam 5 & * 3% 50
HAETTRE RS o IR G B o 78 HEBR BRI E 14 AR e
BRI A B B IR R A 1R - K 50 iR
53 UK Ry At W 3 /B AE (PTAH - N=25) B8
BT R (CI#H - N=25) » WifHAY APACHE II
score VI MH & H By 23 43 o FE R > PIAH
G B = YRR R 16 B LT3R (PI vs. CII: 88% vs.
80%) ~ BRAKHYER PRIGHE KR (P vs. CIL: 12%
vs. 20%) * {EE e EE - (HAEARE MIC
T %f T>MIC RuAHAE ELiR - W Fehs SR a3 Pl
A BEE B S % T>MIC (PI vs. CII: 93% vs.
42%, p<0.01) » FRFRHE AL R SRS A MRy
M S MIC HIEE .

2018 4F- Rhodes 58 A 27 #E1T — R #14 5C
R EL ARG 53 A - RESLIGA T 18 A ZEdLET
3401 £ B HE R R B2 52 piperacillin-tazobactam 75
o E A 56.7% 7 R A E RlE R =G T
PA 3 - HREUR - B REEE AT

"

(i

S XA

TR 1.46 f5HYFETE (odds ratio: 1.46 * 95%
CIL: 1.20-1.77, p<0.05) ~ BHE 25 1.77 fEHIER IR
159 (odds ratio: 1.77, 95% CI: 1.24-2.54, p<0.05)
DURBE 55 1.22 7% 08 42 0 B2 35 8 38 (0dds ratio:
1.22 » 95% CI: 0.84-1.77, p>0.05) ° EZWFFERER »
#4 ¥ piperacillin/tazobactam J12E ZIBHRF » $RH
RE R R SR - B PR AE S R SR 3R e b
EERRTG IR

i B SRR T DA ER - 35 1 53 2 9
EH & » Hl piperacillin/tazobactam {5 Fi PI Eil CII
FHEL » WA B R SR 3R 5 (HAE RN B
J55 i v 9 BRI E s A, {58 FH PT {07 204G 7
piperacillin/tazobactam $T/E 216 » HRFKIET
TIGESES 242527 o 1AL > PL BAAMEREERE RS
PARB AR BRI BRI F R -
R - A Gm i EREEE Y Eh T 29T ~ (a9 M R
PRS2 BCHTIE T T FERYAS SR » AT DU DT 2
i [ BB E RSN EERIER R A5
{5 F piperacillin/tazobactam 1 Ry #8 B T4 575 5
PEPUAE R - o A Rle U7 = (PT) BSOS
¥ (CD) 7=k tHER E R 7= (CIn » AT
fEE SEYI AR+ A 1T e e e s R Y 1
BEsh o3 » MEkEia R - R iE iR 2R

RIS - SAERLRAGE] 7 -

(Z) iERIEE 545 piperacillin/tazobactam
$HE AR B MEBR K T 3FJESE (febrile neutro-
penia, FN) /A& HRET
RE R PEERAE N (neutropenia) i [K] Fy 9 0 2

HET TR BN B - 35 O OF R B EE R L

Il ¥ 55 JfE BIIFF 45 7 antipseudomonal B-lactam

FESEYIN LB BRSO S ORI 28 - DUF

15 3t % piperacillin/tazobactam #iE £ i 13 JE FH A

REHRPRERAE T & HFBE (FN) A7 B 78 SR a1 R

E#H o
2015 4F Cies % A 2 $1 %F 21 £i7 52 # 95 /&

(FF# Ky 3-10 5% ) ~ & §f FN H. DL piperacillin/

tazobactam 1E Fe /G ME P14 ST — 22 8)

JIRIERIR TS - BZBFFELLEE] 50% fT>MIC HY

PTA {E R 515 » DUk IRAR B Y MIC=16mg/L {F

FtEL - #5RAEH - piperacillin/tazobactam 1575
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P& ER 100mg/kg q8h it 30 4 $#AHAY PTA H
H 64.6% » HAEH BB AR - SRR
4 /NI PTA A] 5 100% © 41 40 4H R 2 5
% 100mg/kg q6h i ¥ 30 73 # #H (HY PTA K
86.5% » (HF M — U R i 3 /NEF - HI PTA
T3 100% 5 $% 400mg/kg 58 B 7 24 /N RY
PTA Fy 100% © A5 A HE 5 A & Bl 4E Fe ik -
HIJZEEREY 50mg/kg qdh idE 30 438 » HI PTA Ky
93.9% - BZWFFCRISG i © S FLERY FN > 5T
A FRIG R RIS 5 DU 77 =0 (CI) JEERTe 4
/N B — R SRR 75 I R ER A = iy
(PY) SGHAERE (CT) PSR - A HEFERS PTA -

2017 4 Sime % A 30 DLRS 41 88y @) ) 2248
g i PR BRAK N S OF 22 BESE » A piperacillin
AUREHER & PR A EWE T AT 2 G #
% piperacillin/tazobactam FYEAX © & SCERET 5
FH R g 9 5 20 (CIL A ) - B B & v 01
 (4g Q8H 2 Q6H) » H: 50% fT>MIC HE 1% 5%
F| PTA>85% ° HAEAE RHir 9 )7 T (PI
FH) (4g Q8H iy 3 4 /)N BF B 4g Q6H Hii 1 3 /)N
RF ) B2 BR B 24 /)N B 58 # y vE 5 =0 (CT#H)
(12g/day B¢ 16g/day) £ 7] 3E £ MIC=8mg/L Ik}
50% fT>MIC i PTA>90% B /& MIC=16 mg/L
I 50% fT>MIC FJ PTA>90% satErsesk - 35
ENIF FC BE R A 8 P I BRAR i AAE i 56
S AE W 5 204G T piperacillin/tazobactam 3 5
IR LR -

W RIS AL 3 » BR T 2017 4 Fan %
A 2% 3 B piperacillin/tazobactam £¥ F PI # 1
H PN H %9 8% B 8 5 (APACHE 11>29.5
51 ) ~ SR Fo ik AR B R LY B - T e
14 RIETHR ~ A 2 RKIBBEAT R - 5
2018 4 Ram SEA ' AT — P LAY BB S IRATF
7¢ » S EER PN B A B-lactam EPTAE
3 (4 piperacillin/tazobactam ~ ceftazidime) * {5
FH % & Fy piperacillin/tazobactam HY 4.5g Q8H Ei
ceftazidime Y 2g Q8H » ik /= Bt =
Wi 4 /NF (PLAH ) B2 ST 30 43 8 (ClI
#H) o FERFEH - FEEBIEFE BT (intention-
to-treat analysis; ITT) H » P1#H 7F 2 48 75 7% X
JHE SR 53 BEE R AT B Y CILAH (P vs. CII: 74% vs.

55.1%, p=0.04) » k& & 53 H1% (per-protocol
analysis; PP) H » BESRIERHGTEAE 22 0 (H
T E H PLAH A RN EERE R 2, (P1 vs. CILI:
81.4% vs. 62.5%, p=0.06) ° HEITRIHTIRTEI -
AR B RME (R =G ) fwE &
JE a1 SRS A B CE IR R 16 S FE (ITT: PI
vs. CII: 68.4% vs. 35.7%, p=0.039 ; PP: PI vs. CII:
81.2% vs. 42.8%, p=0.041) * L4} » 22 kit &
F P Rt B B FH A = i 1 SR A B FE R B IR
RS (ITT: PI vs. CII: 80% vs. 0%, p=0.007;
PP: PI vs. CII: 100% vs. 0%, p=0.003) » HE#E
FFEIGE R 5 RIRBEA MR - P30
30 RICLTHR ~ BB Fre i ] S W L R B e =
TS -

MR$E b SCRRIETRE » AT AR DA 23
[ 56 H piperacillin/tazobactam &R H 4 H I BR
BN S BEER H  BR PLERIT: 20 0 FHERRA CII
g 7 AR FERYER IR I FE » L Z BN
MERR BRI G Rt B - H R EIESN
SRR ESL ] 252931 .

=~ Piperacillin/tazobactam fE R #/F % 214 E
BB A B EREY
(—) Piperacillin/tazobactam {E R &/ G ZEH 2
MHERENEE
HAERE T SEBHG SR ROFE
i+ AEBE R IMGENT IR » & R SR 2
ey EEEY N R 2 & RN B AR AR &
e SRS IR - BLEAAG BE A AH L - B A e
B RESRRA R 2 HSE— P RET -

1. ZE R SRS 2 5 & 52 2 CRRT i fRUfi o 2
VIR 2

2015 4F Awissi % A2 $1 ¥ 79 40 B} 7#
75 b HLYETT 24 /NIRFSHEAE 1 IMLVRGE A B AU
(CRRT) HYEENS & » #E1T piperacillin/tazobac-
tam 4.5g Q8H FRAE K it 4 /MR (PT) o HiTlE T
BEVIE) JTETE o B TE DU IRAR B B9 ZE W)
J&% 8 & 16mg/L LA ;2 MICqy (MIC =64mg/L) {F
TR A HE o S-S ultrafiltration rate £ 32ml/kg/
hr (interquartile range: 25-39.8) ° #2.#% 20 K A
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I oAt 1| IV R AN S R e e I k|
BERT (TO) EPRBRIY 8 /NKFIA » - /N R £
EEZR (T1-T8) » ikl piperacillin/tazobactam A
F T TURBAYIM AP IR o A5 SR BB IR TO
2 T8 HAMIR A SN A BB S A Rk IR B Y
YRR 16mg/L » HEEBREE L MIC,, 1Y
REHE > (EHSFERETE T4 ElE IR kb
BIBA4E NRE > BEE T8 RFELAT TO MY EEFET -
5346 A 2016 4 Shotwell® % A g5 nzE s
BHETT CRRT ( F4#5 ultrafiltration rate £y 26.6ml/
kg/hr) HFF piperacillin/ tazobactam F55 A LLfR
FERWaE A0 (e 4 7NEE > PT) B R AR
T (HRE 30 438 - CII) B35 A9 ZEY 8l )7 2200
5% » 3 H DA MIC=16mU/L {F ks 3F AL AEHE o 55
A3 U7 BB N AE T 3.375g Q6H ~ 4.5
Q6H B¢ Q8H FyHI & N r] LIEE] PTA > 90% » 1M
3g Q8H HJEZH] PTA > 80% » HAE L5l & H 2
AITEDL T » SRFAE R BERT PTA FLAELHE R B
I EN PTA (PI vs. CIIL p<0.01) » &L » &
IR SR AT LA DU il [ ZE R B
S HE MR IMGEATE AL (CRRT) FYEE R
F o I LIRE I T SE YR ] 2 .

2 JE R RIS S e e i IS B H G R
ER?

2015 4 McCormick % A ** FLIRAE St B
L P B 1k i v 388 A S M BB G RO B R A
% > piperacillin/tazobactam FAFI & AE CIT #H 5z PI
FHE IR B OIREE TR SR - AR
W RH 2% 4 2o BHES (AKD) BY 3 4= R AT R
HHE 725 (P vs. CIL: 9% vs. 11%, p=0.637) = [GlfE
[ 2017 4 Cotner™ ¢ A\ RYIEI MERFFE - ST
piperacillin/tazobactam % B-lactam $EZEY){ FI/E
Tl e B u s R i T e e - SR
1815 (acute kidney injury » AKI) #4REH/A
[A] o B SEAESREUR - 16 AKI B4R T51H » W
LM 1 B 72 A1 (PT vs. CII: 21.6% vs. 18.6% °
p=0.104) » B AR $% RIFLE criteria 5 & hHE 43
JEt% - FRHZE AR LG ARLL - 1T B
B+ il SR BE 7 PTAH AHE R CILAH » 36 AS &7 1Y
B AKI 2 4 3R (odds ratio: 1.07, 95% CI: 0.83-

"

(i

S XA

1.39) o {H{ES1FEHYE * piperacillin/ tazobactam
HERE cefepime 4 AKI FYAERE 5 (0dds ratio:
1.95, 95% CI: 1.50-2.52) ° &7 b » FRAFTARE ST
AT DU T #ER © [ B-lactam FHEEYIER FIAE &
g 5 B AT A SRAH L - SR EE RS
AEAE RGN AKT B4R (HHE HE R R
W& AE piperacillin/ tazobactam Lt cefepime FJHEH
W AKL AR ] 4

3. BRI ZE R )5 =202 & r] DA A & OF H A DL
EZRIER (WNEAEHMEEEY) vancomycin 55 )
FTEE A AKT a2

2016 4 Karino®® S A FT 2% 2 1 [5] 3 14 Tt

9% > PRETIRIIRFZE {5 F piperacillin/ tazobactam &7

ff vancomycin JGEHIIE A » 7 EAEE#EM 3

JINEE ) BELAR RN A (30 238 ) %% 160 79K R

H AKI F3 AR B EHE R Nine

#R#E RIFLE criteria (PI vs. CII: 32.5% vs. 33.1%,

p>0.05) ~ AKIN (PI vs. CII: 35.0% vs. 35.6%,

p>0.05) B/ vancomycin consensus guideline T3]

%E criteria (PI vs. CII: 26.9% vs. 28.1%, p>0.05) °

FERI—E o K7 b AREE SR AT DU LT A

i ¢ [ZEEWE piperacillin/ tazobactam & {5

vancomycin * M ANEEET AKT (YEEA4ER ] 36 -

(Z) HERdaE 5RAg 2 B R A A A AR

FH A ZE I By RF [ ] DAAE A By 22 ) 7 &=
FOTE BT $2 = L Fh SE YR B - IR L B B 4G
T AT A i SRS A B R I A A T S ek O B
& o 4112007 4F Lodise % A 37 S EHH R AL E
Wi v 5 2 AT I A 25%-50% (1 % 3 1 B & ) 1
piperacillin/tazobactam 5 H FT 3= fa {5 FI B & - #&
R - & LIEBERERY 2001 445 F piperacillin/
tazobactam FEEEZ ZE & $275,000 ZREHHE » —4F
] DA 348 R 3£ 4> $68,750 = $135,750 AYLE
R - 2015 £F Brunetti % A 38 (OB 92 3SR
SEUNAE R o7 =R S A e e v S R
LRGBS 2 (PI vs. CII : $565.90 vs. $648.30,
p<0.001) B £ 5, A BA 2 A (PT vs. CII: $436.50
vs. $522.30, p<0.001) - {EL g3 2 F I EE = B
(PI vs. CII: $96.75 vs. $82.06, p< 0.001) = 2016
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4F Schmees ¢ A 2 FRIFFE I 28 B 4C = 7 B (3
Ml AL - AT R AR I R fEZE (PI vs. CIL
$120.21 vs. $155.17, p=0.035) = FF401 2017 £ Bao
%A 2 ByRSR S BT AT s B AR B (R
FhEE R - SRR - WA E N - AT
A) SEEE RS0 A R A AR A A
i BB Z Y (PT vs. CIL: $1351 vs.
$1782, p=0.001) = 534b » ARG RIHIHS R
HUT  fEREE ARSI B A —EREI A -
4112016 4 Winstead ¢ A 22 #5184 58 2
(IR EEEIFE R ) - B R A M e
HIRETEEHEL - ZE RN EAAE RS - (HIE
TREH LR 7 5 (P1 vs. CII: $17,522 vs. $15,688,
p=0.447) > [LA} - FHFARE R = I B -
TR T I SRS I =5 = R B A B e R e
HYEHE o f5 b o FRAMTARSE SCRR AT DA DLUT A
i o [KEBHISORER » ZERBE piperacillin/
tazobactam * {EEERE IS [ » nEHE R EE
VIRV E RS - 28 (R e B R R S Y

Ff ] 23263738 .

& &

o EEES B R A4 A L e B LA R
EEYE) ) B s TR AR R M R
JE NI - H A SRR S5 o e e BT DA
R BT R K3 - AR I EE YR
T - BB EATIEEME - REECAFA
B DUR R -EAE T - DT SRRV SR S L
DUSEMT B E AR RO 18 - KIEAE 2016 SEHILYE
G R - ARIBEEY) ) T 25 A (A
TETRME » AT T AL B A R a R DR - M
piperacillin/tazobactam £y B-lactam RE$1/E FREEY)
rh P 2R S Uk MR A5 B e P R = 942 3
JE R IRF R MR R A 38 Al EREAE Ryt (34
/NRFLEAE ) B AT (24 /NI ) » SE R T
R EEIRIIR -

AR BB T A AH B B SR SR - DA
piperacillin/tazobactam Ry #(Y » $t ¥ = K58 &
HEITERES ¢ —  TREESER B B T A B
MAREME IR g — HHERR
1~ EAE R 7 A B piperacillin/ tazobactam

¥ H A DU R I BRAE T 38 B E 2 3
PR s = R  EERTE TR A
Eil piperacillin/ tazobactam Z %2 14 Bl B& AR
HE o RhamAl N ¢ B AR B RS
Y MIC #2755 » MESR FHAE R Byt SR ~ B
TR+ $E = B B YT TR IR AR R IR R OR
B W SR E R R EER - A
Rl 7 A sE@Ewm: /7= - TR s gy
FRREE - ST R R B EE s SR (B SR TR
MERVE R R - BRI REB M E - I
fEEIG IR B BRI B BRI R
R RER A - SR RMTIG R A BREIR IR
JE&E - TG H 2 B0 R R R R Y 0 ak BEHE R - e
R EFER BRI S 55~ AR
T B SR 1 IV AT R ARBE R H E i R -
AR EEYRRAL § 5570 ~ B-lactam FHEEVIER
FE Ry U7 B H A AT A R AHEL - N &g
RSB RER AR BN ERR
EAEBERE S | Al R YRy B
1% » BRI RIGE BN - ik
ST+ PRA A i A R i v L A
TEAEEES R BAYBE T » DUE R RS b B8 7
I A ©

e\
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In sepsis, pharmacokinetic of antibiotics should be addressed as an important factor of treatment failure due
to inadequate serum drug concentration. The current guideline in 2016 recommended adopting different infusion
strategies of antibiotics to improve the treatment outcomes. Piperacillin/tazobactam, a time-dependent beta-lactam
antibiotic, is commonly used to treat pseudomonas-related infection. Prolonged infusion (PI) for 4 hours or continuous
infusion (Cl) for 24 hours has been proposed to improve outcomes. Plenty of researches have been published
regarding the comparison among PI, Cl and conventional intermittent infusion (Cll) in clinical efficacy,adverse effect,
and economicbenefits. However, few comprehensive articles have been published in Chinese. The current article will
focusing on three important issues : (1) Pathophysiology of acute critical ill patients (CIP) and its effect on antibiotic
pharmacokinetics; (2) The benefits of using Pl and CI strategy to administrate piperacillin/tazobactam to CIP or
febrile neutropenia (FN); (3) The safety and economic benefits of using Pl or CI strategy. Our review suggested
that using PI or Cl strategy in CIP with higher disease severity can increase drug concentrations in serum, thereby
reducing the hospital mortality, total treatment days, and exposure dose of antibiotics to improve the therapeutic
outcomes. Pl or Cl strategy in FN patients exist better treatment response, especially in those pathogens has been
confirmed. The CI strategy could elevate the drug concentration during renal replace treatment and would not
increase the incidence of acute kidney injury. Finally, we found the drug cost and total medical cost can significantly
decrease by using of PI or Cl strategy. In summary, we recommend Pl or Cl strategy in CIP to improve clinical
efficacy and economic benefit in medical cost. (J Intern Med Taiwan 2020; 31: 189-201)



