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ABPC/SBT  ampicillin/sulbactam TVEYY Y - 2N Y L
AUA American Urological Association KEMBREBRFER

BLI B -lactamase inhibitor B-Z0 59— HEH

BMI body mass index IR IER

CEZ cefazolin = A

CFIX cefixime v71F VLA

CMV cytomegalovirus YA RXAOTAILR

cmz cefmetazole TIXYVI—)L

COPD chronic obstructive pulmonary disease 121 B AR R

COVID-19 coronavirus infectious disease, emerged in 2019 #FHE IO+ V1 JL ARPIE
CPFX ciprofloxacin >7O7aFYyy

CTRX ceftriaxone v7MDT7EFVY

DJ double ] 7))

EAU European Association of Urology FRINBREE R P =

EBV Epstein-Barr virus ITRIAY - IR=ILTAILR
ECIRS endoscopic combined intrarenal surgery R R AR PR S8 B [ B B R4
ESBL extended-spectrum B -lactamase HERBEELREB- 79V —F
ESPEN EAtJeizﬁgfiznfociety for Clinical Nutrition and T N

ESWL extracorporeal shockwave lithotripsy FAFERRAN

FMOX flomoxef AR EE 2

GTI genital tract infection AR RAIE

HBV hepatitis B virus BEIFAVAILR

HCV hepatitis C virus CEFXVAILR

HIV human immunodeficiency virus EhRERETVAILR

HoLEP holmium laser enucleation of the prostate RILZ D L —F — I BRZ il
HSV herpes simplex virus BEAILRZTAILR

HTLV human T-lymphotropic virus E b THEBMWEY AL
ICU intensive care unit EdrE=E

IDSA Infectious Diseases Society of America KERPEFER

lgG immunoglobulin G ®EI/OTIYG

LVFX levofloxacin LR7axFyyy

MEPM meropenem AONR

MNZ metronidazole A hOZFY =)L

MRSA methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus AFI) VERET R ORE
mTOR mechanistic target of rapamycin ILb=IL




B& 55 54 FI3C
MTX methotrexate X RNRLFH—K
PCR polymerase chain reaction R XS —EEERIG

PIPC/TAZ piperacillin/tazobactam

ERSIUY [ 9INT 5 I

PK/PD pharmacokinetics/pharmacodynamics RRNENRE [ EHF

PNL percutaneous nephrolithotripsy ERB AT

PVP photoselective vaporization of the prostate JEEIRAV R ILBREEUMT
PZFX pazufloxacin NZX78FF2Y

RAPN robot-assisted partial nephrectomy ARy b XIBERRD TR
RARP robot-assisted radical prostatectomy ARy b XBRERIBTIZER 2R PRAT
RCT randomized controlled trial S VY LMELBEER

RI remote infection = Rk

SARS-CoV-2 severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 #E IO+ 71 JLR

SIRS systemic inflammatory response syndrome 25 M RIERINERE

SSI surgical site infection FITERAL RS

STFX sitafloxacin vEIAFYIY

TMP trimethoprim RUXKFY L
TMP/SMX trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole ST &#

TNF tumor necrosis factor A F

TUEB transurethral enucleation with bipolar RIREH /A R— S Bz BRAZ il
TUL transurethral ureterolithotripsy BRERBHRERAN
TURBT transurethral resection of bladder tumor R BB B VIBRIT
TURP transurethral resection of prostate R PR E AR I AR YD BRI
TVM tension-free vaginal mesh RATY—Xya

UTlI urinary tract infection PR BS R AE

UTI/GTI urinary/genital tract infection PRE - MERRRRIE

\AY, varicella zoster virus KEFRBEEZ VA ILA
WHO World Health Organization SRR RS
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BQ1. REBFIRIHICH T B EMTHIRRIEDER L1 ?

- EMTEARGEAAE(Z (X SSI & RI A B,
- 7% UTI/GTI (L SSI £ RI WA IZEBREICHEL D5 WEENE <
UTI/GTI & LTHIZL THRS DA KLY,

— N, TN F 2R e SR EERALE R LT 1 o HUIPNIRIES 2 RS %
JAM I & GegiE (perioperative infection) & EF L TWb, JMTHEGE L, T
ALIEZ XD BRI Z S NI E T 5 SST & FAlTEAL & EHE B O 70 WAL
BETHRIEICKINENS, BUEIAS HWHNTWS SSI OwEFIE, KERH T
B~ % — (Centers for Disease Control and Prevention : CDC) %% 1999 425
RENTHAFRIA v 2B LIRS TEY Y, #EYRA (superficial incisional)
SSI, #REBYIBHAI (deep incisional) SSI, fid#s / /K (organ/space) SSI (2451 5
Twb (K1), 1999 40 CDC #4 K74 »Tlid, SSTIZALYZMH L2 wFiiT
A2 30 HEAN, AT Lz clamisi 1LEDNICRE LD 0 L kS
NTEBY, BIRFT R, MR RIS WTBW T 4, SSI LT 57200 & LT
WRVERER, S50 o OBCEW OFE, ¥, T, Rt 2R, ik, Buk, 38
B EO ST, R BRI O R A TR AR T E A 2 L R EAD
oMb, CDC @ SSI DI 2017 4 THE S N2H Y, BEIEG e — N
49 » A (Japan Nosocomial Infection Surveillance : JANIS)? 21X U & L7=b At
[l D %E FIZ AR T H AT O SSI O EFRICHER L THE Y, BRI TIE 1999 40 CDC
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BQ2.

HARKITAVDOEHKE SSIOEHRETLONRYKEEZ S, —J, RIIKF, Mk
HULERIR 7 7 — 7 OV, JRER A T — 7 OVEEERG, B L— Vg, BE
% EDRENT B

L L7535 RER % IEHERAE S 2 FATRIME R LE 3% VIR EFFHEIR T UL, iifk
UTU/GTI 2 ED X HIZHET ADIZOVWT—EDO RIS Tu v, #lzid
TURP, TURBT, TUL 7% & O#RWRE NS T ICFEA T 5 IREGBGE L SST &
LTHETAILICRELERIZVAL Lk, LAL, IRNHOFMITBNT
TR ZE, REH FAR%, BEEALETRTOUTYGTI#SSI & LTHHLTD &
WNIEERITH 5o RIREINESE TR S, WRIFFHEIE D% < OBl / Ik
SEFMAIREE 2 BT 2 i Ch B HEskE %2 % 2 U, MiftRIC5A U 72 RIS IEGWE %
SSI FZERIDE L OHNICHHEICHET A OXHREETH 5. JREEZ N, BFETE A
7 EOREHEMBZIZ, Withd %) oMM EL THrOREN T —T VEKET S
BRI T B IRIBEAGE %, FMINERGIE L L CHERT A2REPICOVWTH—ED I
YRV RAERLOIFE LV, TOLOWRBFHEIBIZB VT, WEROBLEE, B
Bt 7 & D PR ERIEGIE B X ORIV IR S, KRR K % & O P TR EGYE IS DWW T,
SSI £721Z RI & 40829, UTI/GTI & L T %139 MRELIIAZWEEZ b b,

Xk

1) Mangram AJ, Horan TC, Pearson ML, Silver LC, Jarvis WR : Guideline for prevention of surgical
site infection, 1999. Hospital Infection Control Practices Advisory Committee. Infection control
and hospital epidemiology 20 : 250-278, 1999

2) National Healthcare Safety Network, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention : Surgical Site
Infection (SSI) Event.
https://www.cdc.gov/nhsn/pdfs/pscmanual/9pscssicurrent.pdf (2022 & 7 A 25 HE%)

3) BESBEARANBRENERY — A 52 AFMEAIERR (SSI) BFFT : FHrEpAr ARy ER£%E
https://janis.mhlw.go.jp/section/standard/standard_ssi_ver1.2_20150707.pdf (2022 & 7 B 25
HBIE)

BQ2. REBFEHICHITZFMIELEDKSICHEEINZH ?

- SSI RERDBE RN D, WRERIEBDOFMISERERIARFFM, FRFM,
REERFM, BRFWM CHLCENAFM) (CoEND,
BRFMEEFRFME, THRBORBOBETIET %,

CDC #A4 FIA4 XIESSIHAERNS, FMiohTIT) —%2iERTMH (Clean), #E
H#FM (Clean-contaminated), H4¢F4i (Contaminated), J&4«AID F4; (Dirty-
Infected) WZHHHL, ZRZNOA T T —IZB W CTHWIE ORI & #2515k % g
CBIRL, R THNEEMEL TS RETH L ERBLA Y, HRTHI, EEH
e % <, WHALRR, R, IO R WIRENORAZED R WFIl, #i

]

=
=
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1 BERBREBBDZRICEDWRERFMOE

RERGFEFM (UTI %11 ~4%, k% :14~10%)
TURBT*, TUL*, TURP**, PNL**7%&
ERFM (SSI 1~ 4%)

NREIFM (BE, BE BLL), B 2IBRERN, SMoWRN, RERESRERMN U2/ 8BS,
PRERIBEN, BREBIVEFN, EEBMFMRL

EERFM (REFEBFM) (SSI 4~10%)

BRESTERM, RBOFZRERERN, MIIIRRRTRERN, BIEo RN, BREERN -+ RE
8, VURRAMR L

BERFM CHEEFIBFM) (SSI 10 ~20%)

BRI + B ETRRBERN, BCERNBBEREAMNS L

BRI, EHEINIRNTORE RHRS 2 WHILE, Ehbds, RENOBR AL
I Flr, HRFMIBENEED ORI ID 5 T4, FELIRME D 28 58 AL O FAlr
LREFEND o YA O TARIE— AT TEER RS 7 & O RS H 0 B Tl R AL
BT 5 Tl 72 ST 2> H AP IR GGR & 72 B AW AFAE L T 5 Tl &
L, EAUBXWAUA B4 K94 ¥ TIZiGEg SN 72aMETED o il o Tl &
EFRLTWD 2V, Ladto TEYED 7 WAFEF TFF ) BLHERY 70 WA SR SRR IR O T4 13,
EAU, AUA 4 NI 4 B IO [REGFHEBIC B0 2 BN G vir 4 F 54
> 2015 TIXARREMWNBEFH, EERFN, EHFRFNB L OHERFR QHLE
FIHFR) ICHBEENTVD 2 Y, EAU FA NI 4 ¥ TIRTEBRTW, 52T,
HYTMOEYSETIE Y A7 2 ZFNEN1~4%, 4~10%, 10~15%& LTHY,
KHARTA Y ERIZRAKTH S Y WTROTA NI 4 ¥ b REEZ B L 2Tl
ZIERTA, REEEZHKT 2 P2 EERTFREERLTwD, 22720, EAUAA
NI A4 CIXE I, BRI 2 & LR IEASBIL S 5 Tt b 23 B T4l
WAL TBY, AUASA FI A4 2 TIXERMEMN S EHRFMITOEL TV 57,
[WAPR 22 BRI BT 2 BTG TR A K9 4 > 2015]) T3 ITMER 2 13RI
DM END NSO TMITHRTMICHOF IR TS 2V, $72, AUA LS
FIH T4 %2 SR FMI, EAU A A BT 4 2 TR/MEFHFM LG R Tm, A
FHFRIIHEREFRICAFL T2 0125 L, [WIREFHIRIC BT 2 E il kg v
BiZr4 K54 > 2015) TIEWIFNSHLEFMIHTELTVWDE (F1),

X i

1) Mangram AJ, Horan TC, Pearson ML, Silver LC, Jarvis WR : Guideline for prevention of surgical
site infection, 1999. Hospital Infection Control Practices Advisory Committee. Infection control
and hospital epidemiology 20 : 250-278, 1999

2) Perioperative antibacterial prophylaxis in urology. In : Grabe M, Bartoletti R, Bjerklund-johan-
sen TE, Cai T, Cek M, Kéves B, Naber KG, Pickard RS, Tenke P, Wagenlehner F, Wullt B. Guide-
lines on urological infections. Arnhem, The Netherlands : European Association of Urology
(EAU), 50-58, 2015

3) Lightner DJ, Wymer K, Sanchez J, Kavoussi L : Best Practice Statement on Urologic Procedures
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and Antimicrobial Prophylaxis. The Journal of urology 203 : 351-356, 2020

4) Yamamoto S, Shigemura K, Kiyota H, et al : Essential Japanese guidelines for the prevention of
perioperative infections in the urological field : 2015 edition. International journal of urology :
official journal of the Japanese Urological Association 23 : 814-824, 2016
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BQ3. FHMERIZRSDENRGIAZVITIEVDIH?

- IEHE R (X FM1BE 30 PRI ORBER X TITRET %,
- P ISBEYSREEMPREZHIT T 57O [TEBMRENEE L,

1999 4R 1258 S N7 KR EER PR PE+Y ~ ¥ — (Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention : CDC) 74 N7 4 ¥ T, BZMYIHAM A 54 5 W TGl i O T
FHIE 53 2 DU SE O iR 3 & OSHHER IR EE DS FAERAESR A TR S 5 X 95 12w ulbi
WEEZHGTHRXTHL LMW ENY (T 1) MEFFIIN TR BAGHT 5 LA
ZEBEYMET 2R AEHL-EOENIEF Y 2135 WAS, PO M e 135
B2 LBHSRTEWPTLIEEHO2TH Y, KA A FF 4 2 TEFaL 30
SRR O BIMATE N £ TS 2T 2 VY, 22 LEHA 7 VA R by REER
N A=A Y60 5L T CRIBEHE S 2 L E DD 5720, FHIHIHEEEL LT
BT 5356013 2 BERI T LA 3 5. 2 Baa 5 2 5 Yo 25 OFEAN LI 25 iy
EL, 8500 FMbsG E TELORMEDD > THMPOIMAiRE IRl D v
LEZHNA,

SSI B S N8I EPH O FEAEM B & - THHE N, A IS Z ORI ATHE jl
LCHAET 2720, MidlMmIC L 281G %% i/hRICHEO 5 2 L3 T&E, SSI
DFRED A7 HRKBRICHHI T2 ENMRETHLEEZEZDBNL, CDCH A FF A
T O TR TR 2 TP R PIRSE @) 2 i - MR IR EEDSHERE S
NTVWBZEMNSSIFHIICAEHTHLELTWS Y,

SSI FHiLHEEE LTR=V Y VR, £ 770 AR VREED B 52 5 L RUH
AT AL, PSS HYEOR/NEERIEIEE (minimal inhibitory con-
centration : MIC) %Mz ARE MR I N TV AIEH (time above MIC) ASHET
H% (F1)7. SSIFHHHIEE LTHTESNEE LD BT 27 5 ARBIHEO M
WHNZ 1~ 2 THL I L EER LT, FTWHGHE 3 ~4KM I L ICHKST %,

x1 FEMPARRMETFHNEERDER - R5DRA!

1) FHPICERYMEICH L THREAZRE?

2) FREEOFEBHELICH2EBRRELFMRERLTELSND
3) EBLEIEAH VL

4) RECBEEOEEMEELSEDEBREZE S0

5) £3-4RE7F7ARKRI VR, DILARILRBEDRBANRY 5 L%EHOAEE, LU0\
AVA U VIHMERTEY, MRRIEAERAEERE L TRET S
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(ug/mL) (ug/mL)

m m A

<3 i<y

2 2

= =

FX; | = Cma><

MIC MIC

S| S|

X 1 time above MIC (3Z#k5 &0 3IA) X2 Cmax/MIC (T#k5 &0 3IA)

¥
3]
n
B
%

JEART R GSRE T BA S B B Pri B P 5- & 1%, BRE O T 12 B v TR a inde 5-
BEDDLIEEEREINT WS, —F, TI/7)ay %k F/70rRPiRiEidn
I EESEEH SN L7200 (Cmax/MIC), HKHEZ5E L TR TAHDTIE A
{, WEMARENL Y EL 22 L) ICEHREEG I RoOND (K2)°, 72, i
HOFR RSO - HLRRPY I B AR b IR R AR L 5 TR REEE 2T 595,
K AL R B FE RS S B B T 5D 4 4 I v Z AT REPICHT 27
¥ AL S T W,

Xk

1) Mangram AJ, Horan TC, Pearson ML, Silver LC, Jarvis WR : Guideline for prevention of surgical
site infection, 1999. Hospital Infection Control Practices Advisory Committee. Infection control
and hospital epidemiology 20 : 250-278, 1999

2) Koch CG, Li L, Hixson E, et al : Is it time to refine? An exploration and simulation of optimal
antibiotic timing in general surgery. Journal of the American College of Surgeons 217 : 628-
635, 2013

3) Bratzler DW, Dellinger EP, Olsen KM, et al : Clinical practice guidelines for antimicrobial pro-
phylaxis in surgery. Surg Infect (Larchmt) 14 : 73-156, 2013

4) BALZEEYR / HAARBRREZ S  TERRFHNEEEEERAOZODEEA A RS 1Y
http://www.gekakansen.jp/file/antimicrobial-guideline.pdf (2022 & 7 A 25 HEE%E)

5) BERMRBRFZ R BREBRERICE T2 EAMBREFH A RS 122015 XF 1 hILL Ea—1t,
KBr, 2016

BQ4. REEFIFIMID SSI FREICHEHMGNMERERCH ?

‘BLIECENRZV Y YREFLFET - 2R 7 7ARR) VRIEERZELRE
R
cBEARY 85 L OREEERTNETEAL,

TR E 2535 B, 82 BAEMEOHE R, SHHT 522 ThHbH, €
D7z, REEZBRL 2 WHERFHNCIREEORERZ Y =7y b LTHE 1Mtk
77O AKRY) VRFLIIBLIRAR=Z VY VR %, REZ BT 2 EHEBEFRRR

11
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x2 RBWHRRETFHREEORRERSHHE

Fiit (RER) % % 5 HAR
REEWEHEFMN  TURBT BE*E (3RS

g1 2RET77ORRUVER

N *
TURP, HoLEP, TUEB, TUL BLI A= 1) v+ H[o
7= " R 3 o] * — (3 #5 B A
PNL, ECIRS I/ AVRER ﬁl%l Ey el EX 1))
SHig5
FF swaep 2 o F1HERE770XRY VR *
AT BLI BRARZYY VR e
S F1- 27 7O0RRY VR .
&/ﬁ/%:ngiﬁl BLI EE@/\O:DU \/%** 24 H%FEﬁL/{W
ERFM CHICEFAFM) LI AVVR 24 ~ 72 BRI
BERRSE - QR ~NXBFIiT FMFTICES 2 BMFMICES S

* FiTEEA 3 BRE%E25EAICIHBMES
* % PIPC/TAZ [$BRr<

REHABRETHRTIEINCHE 2R L 7 7 0 AK) Y REMAHEEZ AL T
HRETH Do HALEFIHFN TIIENHMER O 75 2 B R BRI 5
PREHOERLT, 7 7 ~A4 YV R2MHT 5, B34t 7 70X R VR,
HNWINRA LRI EDIEIRA XY b T L% FEOPIRH SIS YBT3 & LTl
L, FPHVEEE LCHATRE TRV MEEOREY 2 BINP 5.5 4 3~
T SEREGE ) A 7 # RN EE B LB ME IR TE Y, 2L, 20kH%k
PURSGRIUIME ) 2 7 BF (ASA 227 1 7213 2) (0§ B — i) 2 W R 2R} 4
MO TR O AT REERFETHY, VRAZHTOLWEETEIENO
S & ZRE T 2 LED D Do Ml L D IRESBGATERE S T 2 R FRE 19 I BLEE T4t
2, MERR AR IREE 2 ST A EEAIO T4 (dirty) &, =7 bR LHE
KT HHIHANRY N T2 26T 2NHEELBINTLIRETHD (F2),

Xk

1) Ho VP, Barie PS, Stein SL, et al : Antibiotic regimen and the timing of prophylaxis are impor-
tant for reducing surgical site infection after elective abdominal colorectal surgery. Surg Infect
(Larchmt) 12 : 255-260, 2011
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CQ1. FHHNEEREENS SLDESHEIHREEINSD ?

- RENBRFMICEWTIIBEEIR S HESIND (EL; I, RG; B),
CERFMICEVWTIIEREIERS, EEZFMISVTE 24 BEUROERSH H#
#ans (EL; M, RG; B),

SERFM CHIEEFBEM) (CHWTIF 72 BEMUADKRSI#ESNS (EL;
IVa, RG; C1),

PREENBLEE T, HEERTMICB T PRI R G 0EAR L 20, EERT
MZBOTIE U BHPNETRETHS (F2)' 77, £72L, K 2A7BHIIBV
Tl&, TURBT I3HiHEIHKGOREMEITRENTB Y, KR EEGRTM T PR
B G IV EDR L VI REEARIBENT WS Y TURPIZBW TR 1 MO A ¥ 7+
)Y ARBWT, €7 7B ARY VRPIHEE HOZED AR % WG & U TN
T3 HMU EOBEERS OH BRI RB STV, IRk s ct
GThHHEDOHED S W P, HoLEP, TUEB 7% & 0 HiHl o#% bR 38 W i 7 B3 F4h7 12
BWTIE TURP & 0 & JRBIEGIE DS ABE AL C ¥, Bl 5 Tl e R R i e %
FHTEBZEDRMEINTVS W REHA TN T 2 REARSETHIC B W
THEPAE AP N VI AIIHER G TI WEZZ 5N 5%, PNL, ECIRS 2
BOTIERADK E W ERKERE % £ 9 P56 3R Gk A DAL T S ATHT 2> & Pri s
GREEINL, HLEFHFRCE—20oRMIHmohTiIvindon, 24 ~
T2ERIPNTHGEZEZ 5N TSP, Thboar &7 MY 2 7 BFICH
T 5 — N R WIREEFHE TR IS L THEIR SN HDOTHY, EEDO)V AT 777
¥ —DHLBHIIBVTIE, 4 0BFIIL UG ke G M iied 08
»dH5H (BQ4 pll ),

Xk

1) Togo Y, Tanaka S, Kanematsu A, et al : Antimicrobial prophylaxis to prevent perioperative in-
fection in urological surgery : a multicenter study. Journal of infection and chemotherapy : of-
ficial journal of the Japan Society of Chemotherapy 19 : 1093-1101, 2013

2) McDonald M, Grabsch E, Marshall C, Forbes A : Single- versus multiple-dose antimicrobial pro-
phylaxis for major surgery : a systematic review. Aust N Z J Surg 68 : 388-396, 1998

3) Terai A, Ichioka K, Kohei N, Ueda N, Utsunomiya N, Inoue K : Antibiotic prophylaxis in radical
prostatectomy : 1-day versus 4-day treatments. International journal of urology : official jour-
nal of the Japanese Urological Association 13 : 1488-1493, 2006

4) Sakura M, Kawakami S, Yoshida S, Masuda H, Kobayashi T, Kihara K : Prospective comparative
study of single dose versus 3-day administration of antimicrobial prophylaxis in minimum inci-
sion endoscopic radical prostatectomy. International journal of urology : official journal of the
Japanese Urological Association 15 : 328-331, 2008

5) Perioperative antibacterial prophylaxis in urology. In : Grabe M, Bartoletti R, Bjerklund-Johan-
sen TE, Cai T, Cek M, Kéves B, Naber KG, Pickard RS, Tenke P, Wagenlehner F, Wullt B. Guide-
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lines on urological infections. Arnhem, The Netherlands : European Association of Urology
(EAU), 50-58, 2015
6) Lightner DJ, Wymer K, Sanchez J, Kavoussi L : Best Practice Statement on Urologic Procedures
and Antimicrobial Prophylaxis. The Journal of urology 203 : 351-356, 2020
7) Taylor EW, Byrne DJ, Leaper DJ, Karran SJ, Browne MK, Mitchell KJ : Antibiotic prophylaxis and
open groin hernia repair. World journal of surgery 21 : 811-814 ; discussion 814-815, 1997
8) Maruyama R, Fukushima H, Fukuda S, et al : Nonuse of antimicrobial prophylaxis in clean sur-
geries for adrenal and renal tumors : Results of the risk-based strategy in 1362 consecutive pa-
tients. International journal of urology : official journal of the Japanese Urological Association
28 :11032-1038, 2021
9) Baten E, Van der Aa F, Goethuys H, Slabbert K, Arijs I, van Renterghem K : A randomized trial
regarding antimicrobial prophylaxis (AMP) in transurethral resection of bladder tumor (TURB).
World J Urol 39 : 3839-3844, 2021
10) Berry A, Barratt A : Prophylatic antibiotic use in transurethral prostatic resection : A meta-
analysis. Journal of Urology 167 : 571-577, 2002
11) QiangW, Jianchen W, MacDonald R, Monga M, Wilt TJ : Antibiotic prophylaxis for transurethral
prostatic resection in men with preoperative urine containing less than 100,000 bacteria per
ml : a systematic review. The Journal of urology 173 : 1175-1181, 2005
12) Wagenlehner FM, Wagenlehner C, Schinzel S, Naber KG, Working Group “Urological Infec-
tions” of German Society of Urology : Prospective, randomized, multicentric, open, compara-
tive study on the efficacy of a prophylactic single dose of 500 mg levofloxacin versus 1920 mg
trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole versus a control group in patients undergoing TUR of the
prostate. European urology 47 : 549-556, 2005
13) Ahyai SA, Gilling P, Kaplan SA, et al : Meta-analysis of functional outcomes and complications
following transurethral procedures for lower urinary tract symptoms resulting from benign
prostatic enlargement. European urology 58 : 384-397, 2010
14) Togo Y, Fukui K, Ueda Y, et al : Comparison of single- and multiple-dose cefazolin as prophy-
laxis for transurethral enucleation of prostate : A multicenter, prospective, randomized con-
trolled trial by the Japanese Research Group for Urinary Tract Infection. International journal
of urology : official journal of the Japanese Urological Association 27 : 244-248, 2020
15) Hara N, KitamuraY, Saito T, Komatsubara S, Nishiyama T, Takahashi K : Perioperative antibiot-
ics in radical cystectomy with ileal conduit urinary diversion : efficacy and risk of antimicrobial
prophylaxis on the operation day alone. International journal of urology : official journal of
the Japanese Urological Association 15 : 511-515, 2008

CQ2. THIDRIBENFIETH > I5FE, MRIDRBRRELSEIHEIND
h?

- RERBENH 2BEICIE, MRIHSREAICEZMEDH D2MEEDR SN HEE
&n% (EL; IVa, RG; B),

- FMERIC K BDARFBED RIS, BFEBENET T2 % CFNOEHZ R
¥% (EL; VI, RG;C1),

% Bi
WRBH TR OB E LT, BB IS 2 UREAI S L, £ 722130 E
4 LB BB A L TR 4TS © & 25T LA, AiFil & ) MBS & &



CQ2.

PEL T4, IRPMEICE D FREBMAHE RSN T, W% SSIB L UTI O
SEREBE F LA S D,

TURBT % TURP, i RN 72 & OREER T, IREEDSBIR S L5 M #
FMIZBNT, FNREOMEIRPMBZIEGIEDOHE %2 LA S 2 LHE I Tn
BV F 7, TR R 2 A0S AT I R & W UARE M A3 SST
JEPR i & 7 B UTREVEATE W & Yo B ISR T A PNLICBWT, H7HT O SR B it
Wit SIRS OFEAEFR E B L7z & v ) Hids =, firai MR I LC 7 HEL Lol
R PR SR D R A R 2 MU T 2 S L 2R L2 8E A3 % & 7,

EAU 74 F I A4 Y TIIMATORFEEZORMZ @ HER L THBY, AUAFA FF
4 ¥ THREEEMET 2B ORTICIE UTI 2R3 5 FERESERO A M, JRIGE,
REROFMZ ML T B> Y KT A FI4 U THRBRE, REREITIEED
cﬁ%mﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁaw#%% LT, RN RBREOFEZ M52 8 %
HEIET %0 MIATICIREEEADSHERR S N AL, BB L OB LI KD »

ﬁ@t$$bt5iﬁim%ﬁiotﬁb&#% GEVZFM 24T 72O IHTETNI
VERPFEHFRIHICOWTOZE T v A dd %L, BEERRLMHRICL 5NV
VENPSAHTH S, FiMizl45 2 & TELLZAFEZVBD WO THNIE, JREE
W%%ﬁﬁ%befﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁéif%ﬁ@L%%%@?é&éfﬁéﬁ FAli o
MR EDOAFRRL E SR ERICOL DAL H 5720, xr DR, Hiaic
BWTHHPLETH S,

RO EMSTIREERE GO LZIREBCTRM 2179 56, WIREFHEIE IR g8l o
FAli & LT 720, ﬁ%%ﬁﬁmﬁ&i$ﬁ4F74/T%WT5?%%%¥&5
DIEHE 72 B0 BRI, TREFEGLIE N E O PuR S IE 2 WA IR L, €0
FERIHE o 7R R MR 2 S5 5. T2, T E CUORBIBISERBEIE T L
TWhWweEZ Y41, i, MigdouE%E s —7 v b & LIRS & ki
T %o MIATICIRIEEGDTHEB S RIS & 72 o 728 EAR T A K54 ORIl
DFPHTR SR G HEICH > TXweEZ 5N b, —F, BEREEMEROEEICE
JAHHEOE G HIEICOWTEOEWIY 7 ¥ ZIARE LTSS, B Cli#
BHHE O LR FMEATHIAMTH LT IEF Y ARZLW Y,

X

1) Richter S, Lang R, Zur F, Nissenkorn | : Infected urine as a risk factor for postprostatectomy
wound infection. Infection control and hospital epidemiology 12 : 147-149, 1991

2) Kohada, Goriki A, Yukihiro K, Ohara S, Kajiwara M : The risk factors of urinary tract infection
after transurethral resection of bladder tumors. World J Urol 37 : 2715-2719, 2019

3) Vivien A, Lazard T, Rauss A, Laisne MJ, Bonnet F : Infection after transurethral resection of the
prostate : variation among centers and correlation with a long-lasting surgical procedure. As-
sociation pour la Recherche en Anesthesie-Reanimation. European urology 33 : 365-369, 1998

4) Matsukawa M, Kunishima Y, Takahashi S, Takeyama K, Tsukamoto T : Staphylococcus aureus
bacteriuria and surgical site infections by methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus. Interna-
tional Journal of Antimicrobial Agents 17 : 327-330, 2001
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5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

2. TREZE

Hamasuna R, Betsunoh H, Sueyoshi T, et al : Bacteria of preoperative urinary tract infections
contaminate the surgical fields and develop surgical site infections in urological operations.
International journal of urology : official journal of the Japanese Urological Association 11 :
941-947, 2004

Mariappan P, Smith G, Moussa SA, Tolley DA : One week of ciprofloxacin before percutaneous
nephrolithotomy significantly reduces upper tract infection and urosepsis : a prospective con-
trolled study. BJU international 98 : 1075-1079, 2006

Xu P, Zhang S, Zhang Y, et al : Preoperative antibiotic therapy exceeding 7 days can minimize
infectious complications after percutaneous nephrolithotomy in patients with positive urine
culture.World J Urol 40 : 193-199, 2022

Perioperative antibacterial prophylaxis in urology. In : Grabe M, Bartoletti R, Bjerklund-Johan-
sen TE, Cai T, Cek M, Kéves B, Naber KG, Pickard RS, Tenke P, Wagenlehner F, Wullt B. Guide-
lines on urological infections. Arnhem, The Netherlands : European Association of Urology
(EAU), 50-58, 2015

Lightner DJ, Wymer K, Sanchez J, Kavoussi L : Best Practice Statement on Urologic Procedures
and Antimicrobial Prophylaxis. The Journal of urology 203 : 351-356, 2020

Ramos JA, Salinas DF, Osorio J, Ruano-Ravina A : Antibiotic prophylaxis and its appropriate
timing for urological surgical procedures in patients with asymptomatic bacteriuria : A system-
atic review. Arab journal of urology 14 : 234-239, 2016



|EEEE

CQ3. 2 MRSA REEDMRIFREIIHRINSH ?

WRBREETRIIET Y AR, #HRInLW (EL; VI, RG; C2),

B MRSA TREE OMATBRE Y SSI FRIICHEH TH % 2120WT, WhIREFHHIK
PATIRWL 020 BIEgE Y £ 1290 RCTY G S hTwnd, W ohnEl
BWRICE D L&, WATSE MRSA RIEFH X SSIDY 27 & 5] fetkdd % (OR
90, 95% CI 5.09-1591) ' ™%, Perl &5 D#HETIZ, 2 ¥ 0¥ O TR SRS,
Wit 7 N7 IR SSI OFERZ A REIIIMET S L h o 7228, W7 N7 REREE
2B BT RTOBNER T B3R EGE 05 AER 2 FEICIET S8 72 Y Bode
5® RCT O#FHE T, APBEHED MRSA O BIENREEZEORBR A7) —= 7k
A¥O Y VERKEB X7 a0l AT Y Y (chlorhexidine : CHG) ARERIC & 514
FEI, TRER SSI Z62E D ) 2 7K F & A A L T 7z (RR 021, 95% CI 0.07-0.62) 7o
Lin bORXFT7H) Y RICE 5L, MEiAaPEREEG T FYREO a0 = -k, AL
B4 B I4 (total joint arthroplasty @ TJA) 2BF 5 SSI Y A7 @ FR & B L
TWize BIEMRSA A7) —= v ZEBHE 70 b avid, a7 FYERFO a0 =—
B ZHH L, TIAWCBITF S SSIOFRIICERTH - 72" 2018 4 WHO @ SSI
ik D72b D74 R4 12k b e, NLEESFHRRO - P HERIC B W T,
iR Sl MRSA OFEH & SSIF BTN T Y7 ADEAE L, ARE FH 1203 ARl
BrRiiAtg < s hTws Y,

L L7ah s, WREFFHEBIZ B W TR aT 5P MRSA fRIEEASSSI DY A 7 L3
HLTVENEIPIZONTIRZET Y A0 7% L, HE MRSA PRIEH Ol bR 12
B9 5 A5 HEIZH S 2 TlE % h o 72

73, Bt MRSA ORMHEICE LT, PCREQH B HE ST Twa P, PCR
P XD BRI LA IC MRSA OIS RETdH %75, 5 MRSA @ PCR 1, b
DETIZRGEH X 2720, BRI THRT L2 LI3TE RV,

Xk

1) Perl TM, Cullen JJ, Wenzel RP, et al : Intranasal mupirocin to prevent postoperative Staphylo-
coccus aureus infections. The New England journal of medicine 346 : 1871-1877, 2002

2) Parvez N, Jinadatha C, Fader R, et al : Universal MRSA nasal surveillance : characterization of
outcomes at a tertiary care center and implications for infection control. Southern medical
journal 103 : 1084-1091, 2010

3) Gupta K, Strymish J, Abi-Haidar Y, Williams SA, Itani KM : Preoperative nasal methicillin-resis-
tant Staphylococcus aureus status, surgical prophylaxis, and risk-adjusted postoperative out-
comes in veterans. Infection control and hospital epidemiology 32 : 791-796, 2011
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4) Manunga J Jr, Olak J, Rivera C, Martin M : Prevalence of methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus
aureus in elective surgical patients at a public teaching hospital : an analysis of 1039 patients.
The American surgeon 78 : 1096-1099, 2012

5) Kalra L, Camacho F, Whitener CJ, et al : Risk of methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus
surgical site infection in patients with nasal MRSA colonization. Am J Infect Control 41 : 1253-
1257,2013

6) Ramirez MC, Marchessault M, Govednik-Horny C, Jupiter D, Papaconstantinou HT : The im-
pact of MRSA colonization on surgical site infection following major gastrointestinal surgery.
Journal of gastrointestinal surgery : official journal of the Society for Surgery of the Alimentary
Tract 17 : 144-152 ; discussion 152, 2013

7) Matsubara Y, Uchiyama H, Higashi T, et al : Nasal MRSA screening for surgical patients : pre-
dictive value for postoperative infections caused by MRSA. Surgery today 44 : 1018-1025, 2014

8) Ohge H, Mayumi T, Haji S, et al : The Japan Society for Surgical Infection : guidelines for the
prevention, detection, and management of gastroenterological surgical site infection, 2018.
Surgery today 51 : 1-31, 2021

9) Bode LG, Kluytmans JA, Wertheim HF, et al : Preventing surgical-site infections in nasal carri-
ers of Staphylococcus aureus. The New England journal of medicine 362 : 9-17, 2010

10) Lin L, Ke ZY, Wang Y, Chen XL, Zhong D, Cheng S : Efficacy of preoperative screening and de-
colonization for staphylococcus aureus in total joint arthroplasty : A meta-analysis. Asian jour-
nal of surgery 44 : 807-818, 2021

11) World Health Organization : Global Guidelines for the Prevention of Surgical Site Infection,
2nd ed.. World Health Organization, 2018. https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/global-
guidelines-for-the-prevention-of-surgical-site-infection-2nd-ed (2022 % 3 A 22 HEE)

12) Paule SM, Pasquariello AC, Hacek DM, et al : Direct detection of Staphylococcus aureus from
adult and neonate nasal swab specimens using real-time polymerase chain reaction. The Jour-
nal of molecular diagnostics : JMD 6 : 191-196, 2004

CQ4. Rt MRSA (REEDMTRIFREIIHREINSH ?

MTRTHERA SSI DY R T T 709 —ESNBFMTIE, MFlSBYRNEERS
[CTROERECZR 125 A TFMI 22 &R SN (EL; IVb, RG; C1),

Takeyama ® @ i ¥, Yamamoto & ® i TIl&, WMHE B SHMAT 2B W T
MRSA %3 SSI D4R & LTib % s h/z " Y, Kyoda 50 Tld, Wik
1Y i IO 4 8 4 12 B T AT MRSA R IR 25HE— O SSI D fa I+ TdH ) (p=
0011), AETIE 2L ODOFRERDAITHETIR T MRSA IHHEREA—HBE 5 LT
W7z (p=0.059), 72721, Mot MRSA 3T SSI DA 2 MEFZICHIETE 5 &1
MR sh T, Hamasuna > OREICE 5 &, ET UTT IR 2R B Tk %
DSSIDYAZ T 775 —LE3NTw5S (p<000l)s ZOHETE SSI O HE &
LTCIE MRSA DS b L SN TV %, IR OMR 2B 254« L, FEibim 3
WCIPEOWHRIZ L ) SSI 234 U7z &% 2 &, il UTTIZREM I iR #E$ 5 BEED8
HrrLTws Y, F72, BREZRERHBERICHB TS, il UTT & SSI & 0B
MG S TWD Y,



CQ5.

Pk X9z, iR MRSA BRI & IXSSI DY A7 L B REMD S B A%, §
RTOWIREFFFMIZ B VTR MRSA PRIHHE ORI FTBRN AT SSI 2 AN FBi§ %
NEIDIIHASN TRV, LAL, 2R ED, METMBERASSIO) A7 7 77 5 —
EENTV DR REEPIBEE TR IR % BT 2 & 9 2Pl 1B L T, i
W) R E R G I TRDOEREAL 2 Mo 72 ) A TTETAZEDRLET L VEERDS
N5,

Xk

1) Takeyama K, Matsukawa M, Kunishima Y, et al : Incidence of and risk factors for surgical site
infection in patients with radical cystectomy with urinary diversion. J Infect Chemother 11 :
177-181, 2005

2) Yamamoto S, Kanamaru S, Kunishima Y, Ichiyama S, Ogawa O : Perioperative antimicrobial
prophylaxis in urology : a multi-center prospective study. Journal of chemotherapy (Florence,
Italy) 17 :189-197, 2005

3) Kyoda, Takahashi S, Takeyama K, Masumori N, Tsukamoto T : Decrease in incidence of surgi-
cal site infections in contemporary series of patients with radical cystectomy. J Infect Che-
mother 16 : 118-122, 2010

4) Hamasuna R, Betsunoh H, Sueyoshi T, et al : Bacteria of preoperative urinary tract infections
contaminate the surgical fields and develop surgical site infections in urological operations. Int
J Urol 11 1 941-947, 2004

5) Richter S, Lang R, Zur F, Nissenkorn | : Infected urine as a risk factor for postprostatectomy
wound infection. Infection control and hospital epidemiology 12 : 147-149, 1991

CQ5. RENEFRDBEICHIF BiTaIREBRENEIHEREINDIN?

RERERRDEBEZICE (T 2MTaIRBREHESHE NS (EL; VI, GR; C1),

HARRFZEAH S (HHRBHIRER KEFS) OFIRERRETNA FF4 212
X5 L, MEOKEREL WEROEGIHEOHM, PHROEALIZOLRD S, Lizhto
T, WEEEDL FoSEEERZ I U TNEIEREBRE 21T 2 &L, WRERGEE bk
FEFRAEROT, ERMEOER FROWHIIHFSTLEERTWS Y, 2018 4
I S 7z Skeie HOHE TS, KEINRGEENNR S A 7S 245, % FOIB, A TR
AN, R0 A, PRBERS AN AS T b N7 RERIC, SREBEED ) A7 053 5 B (11.8%)
T, Y A7 DRV (7.0%) 2T, SST DR AR I H 2 > 72 (p=0047) 7,

2021 4E DM ERE S 72 H# 4 (European Society for Clinical Nutrition and Me-
tabolism : ESPEN) #XMGRES A4 K54 »Tl, 2SA T b & TEELR Ttz 52
JABETEHEORERED Y 227 B3H 5451, 7H25 14 H R OM S 2E#
DHERE T2 Y, WHREREOBIE L LTk, ©6 2 HT10 ~ 15% B Lotk
IR DD B Y565, @ BMI < 185kg/m” O¥jfy, @F B EIEI AL (subjective
global assessment : SGA* ¥) 237 L — FC (FEMKKE) o4 L < IENRS
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(nutritional risk screening”) > 5 MOy, DILE T V7 3 ¥ < 30g/dL DHér (-
PR E IR L3hTws Y,

AL DSHEL DD ENICBWTHME L 2o TWAF L IRZTIZBWT Y, WikE
PHEFIE ) A 7 R FMIECROBMEBE L TWD 2 MG SN TB Y, MnjsE
REELET S L OEEMEPEHSh TS >

SRR ZZR D IZB W TR FINEZ T Z TN TR o 7205, WIREFHH
BBV TH RBIREAN RO BFH I LTk ZBIREEZ YUE TS LT, SSIY A
7 BB EELREND LD, HRRINL L LT,

X @

1) BABKEGEREZRE | #REBREN MRS 1Y (B 35R). B, 2013 https://minds.jcghc.
or.jp/docs/minds/PEN/Parenteral_and_Enteral_Nutrition.pdf (2022 & 3 A 22 HEI%)

2) Skeie E, Koch AM, Harthug S, et al : A positive association between nutritional risk and the in-
cidence of surgical site infections : A hospital-based register study. PLoS One 13 : e0197344,
2018

3) Weimann A, Braga M, Carli F, et al : ESPEN practical guideline : Clinical nutrition in surgery.
Clinical nutrition (Edinburgh, Scotland) 40 : 4745-4761, 2021

4) Baker JP, Detsky AS, Wesson DE, et al : Nutritional assessment : a comparison of clinical judge-
ment and objective measurements. The New England journal of medicine 306 : 969-972, 1982

5) Detsky AS, McLaughlin JR, Baker JP, et al : What is subjective global assessment of nutritional
status? JPEN Journal of parenteral and enteral nutrition 11 : 8-13,1987

6) Kondrup J, Allison SP, Elia M, Vellas B, Plauth M : ESPEN guidelines for nutrition screening
2002. Clinical nutrition (Edinburgh, Scotland) 22 : 415-421, 2003

7) Simonsen C, de Heer P, Bjerre ED, et al : Sarcopenia and Postoperative Complication Risk in
Gastrointestinal Surgical Oncology : A Meta-analysis. Annals of surgery 268 : 58-69, 2018

8) Levolger S, van Vugt JL, de Bruin RW, IJzermans JN : Systematic review of sarcopenia in pa-
tients operated on for gastrointestinal and hepatopancreatobiliary malignancies. The British
journal of surgery 102 : 1448-1458, 2015

9) Okumura S, Kaido T, Hamaguchi Y, et al : Impact of the preoperative quantity and quality of
skeletal muscle on outcomes after resection of extrahepatic biliary malignancies. Surgery 159 :
821-833, 2016

CQ6. ffRIDRAEEHREINDH?

- MATSED R #ER SN (EL; I, RG; A),
- FEFMTIE, AT 4 BEULORERBZFOZ er@<#EREzN (EL;
N, RG;A),

JEAMEEE 75 72 5 4 AIVAH A R 202112 & 5 &, I RTERE ARG 2 & o JE Y
HEOHEDRERETTH D L ENTWD Vs MFTEMIC X - T SSI, Al A& OHE,
MR EPEZIE U & Loikc 26 0HEREMER AT L &h, Sliz1T9 2
EERMOHERLTWA Y TETMTIE, T 4 LS 2 o 2 & At



CQe.

CHERRENTHY, BUHEE ZUMERE, EEHNFN 2L, BHEOWRE - HY»
SR LT RE 2 Pl T, AMEII A MRS A 20 O FIE S ZE S T X
W, EERTWEY, G TN, REMoEWEM T, SN AT 57
DOFAEIIITH) NETEAVELTWS Y,

W L SR A BEE & DRI A 107 AFZET X & 80T 247 o 7235 T, Witk e i
(RR 152, 95% CI 1.33-1.74), A& PHE (RR 215, 95% CI 1.87-249), —f#&4iE (RR
154, 95% CI 1.32-1.79) 7 LK% M PHED ) 2 7 LR L A0 bz 7,

Fil 7 B A AT 22,802 E B 2 AT L 22800 T3, O PHEDEIAIL, JoRE (4.8%)
B LB (46%) LHERL T, BEHE (57%) THEr-o727 Wik,
JCRAEE (02%) B L OIS (02%) &IBIL T, BUEHE (04%) TS
Tholo PENOMEIZ, TBEE (03%) 3 X OFERMEHE (01%) & HELT,
B (04%) T Z L, BYEIEFEIHFE DY A 7 8o L7z Pl Tdh -
72 (OR 587, 95% CI 218158, p < 0.001)

RRIG I e A48 961 REB & F AT L 723 Cid, BRI CIlIIEmm s X 0 A I
ABED L, B S & YE O R GBI Tdh - 72 (OR 228, 95% CI 1.82-
297, p=002)". HI DK IA I EEDE 4 FE KR AT 850 4E Bl % A L 22345 T3, Clavien-
Dindo 71T~V O & PHEIZBE A THEICHFETH ) (EEOR 19, 95% CI 14-
26, p=0028), BEZTREAMGEIENS <AL T GRE OR 14, 95% CI
11-19, p=0017)",

KAARITA 2 TH, FMMESEE TS 754 AVH A F 2021 L RIS, #ir s
WX SSI Y AZ A S0, BHEITH) 2L ABCHRET 2, FRICHRREIIIC 4
WhdH B FETMTIE, MiHT 4 BRI LMK 2o 2 L 2 LT 5,

X ik

1) BAREBRZS: BNERESS 271 HILAA R, 2021 https://anesth.or.jp/files/pdf/kinen-
practical-guide_20210928.pdf (2022 4 3 B 22 H#E)

2) Grenkjaer M, Eliasen M, Skov-Ettrup LS, et al : Preoperative smoking status and postoperative
complications : a systematic review and meta-analysis. Annals of surgery 259 : 52-71, 2014

3) Byun DJ, Cohn MR, Patel SN, Donin NM, Sosnowski R, Bjurlin MA : The Effect of Smoking on
30-Day Complications Following Radical Prostatectomy. Clinical genitourinary cancer 15 :
e249-e253, 2017

4) Hemal S, Krane LS, Richards KA, Liss M, Kader AK, Davis RL 3rd : Risk factors for infectious re-
admissions following radical cystectomy : results from a prospective multicenter dataset. Ther-
apeutic advances in urology 8 : 167-174, 2016

5) Sathianathen NJ, Weight CJ, Jarosek SL, Konety BR : Increased Surgical Complications in
Smokers Undergoing Radical Cystectomy. Bladder cancer 4 : 403-409, 2018
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CQ7. imDFEEIFHREEINZ N ?

MRIDFEBEDERMKIFAHL A TIFAL, #EESNAW (EL; VI, RG; C2),

Nath &5 DO#EIC X 5 &, FROFMN 22 - 8mEE (FHRT 2 BN H 2
UL ORGSR 72 f31) 7,631 A & FEARIHE 301,994 A2 B L7-& 2 A, fRiEIZi%
(OR 1.98, 95% CI 1.84-2.13), MuifiiE (OR 1.19, 95% CI 1.03-1.37), #FAFEME SSI (OR
115, 95% CI 1.02-1.31), #l#ER (OR 141, 95% CI 1.11-1.80), AFMIMZEE (OR
117, 95% CI 1.08-1.26) O L7z A7 HTThHh-72"s

2018 4E DAL 2RIV SSI PRI D 720 O FMEH A A F 54 Yk b L, filn&
ak— MFZES L, BREMIZE 2 WIS X B A T F Y VAT, MRk SSI 841k
OR 143 (95% CI 1.10-1.85) T V), flililE TH I SSI B ER DB E VR TH - 72 7

WAt EE oA HEICET2HWI YT v A %2R T XL, Tonnesen H D RCT %%
1HBHLOATHo7Y ZOMEICLD L, FENAETFHRO DI ARTEDN
PEERD TV I — VARSFRE B E 2 WG TAE 1 » HEOE%Z LcwE (B5nEE)
& ABEE R E CHIE A ke L 7B (BERE) 2 L7728 25, WiRalREgEo5E
HITEEERE 19% (3/16) 2% L CHRRITEE 21% (4/19) (RR 0972, 95% CI 0.70-1.35)
EATRIEEEIC & B SSTAEIAN RIS SN d o7z Y

PLEX Y, WMo EEKiEIZ SSI DY A7 RNFThHH, Wil EEHEO A HEIEH
IR E N TW R,

X ik

1) Nath B, Li Y, Carroll JE, Szabo G, Tseng JF, Shah SA : Alcohol exposure as a risk factor for ad-
verse outcomes in elective surgery. Journal of gastrointestinal surgery 14 : 1732-1741, 2010

2) Ohge H, Mayumi T, Haji S, et al : The Japan Society for Surgical Infection : guidelines for the
prevention, detection, and management of gastroenterological surgical site infection, 2018.
Surgery today 51 : 1-31, 2021

3) Tonnesen H, Rosenberg J, Nielsen HJ, et al : Effect of preoperative abstinence on poor postop-
erative outcome in alcohol misusers : randomised controlled trial. BMJ (Clinical research ed)
318 : 1311-1316, 1999

CQ8. BEFIRRBZOFMICSVTHRIEENEFHREEINSD ?

FHRERREZEE B WNRIBEELEN#HEENS (EL; |, RG;B),

WRTICIEENOM 2 PR L, B YRR ST o5 e 2 B CHIWT, BRI IS L
& (mechanical bowel preparation: MBP) %, MBP (2L 2 N2 5 JiiE: (MBP
with OA : oral antibiotics) PREIN TV 5,



CQs.

2018 4E DI ALEIVEL SSI P D 720 D FMISHA A 54 V12X B E, RCT
0TI B A5 TFH ) Y ATIEMBP OF I X 5 SSTFEAERIE (RR 1.02, 95% CI
0.82-1.28) & %% AN > 72, MBP with OA & MBP ® & % Lk L 72 RCT 10 #t
W2XB A5 7F YUY ATIE (RR 061, 95% CI 046-0.82) &4 |2 MBP with OA T
SSI A DRI R A58 H7ze F LT, MBP with OA & B4 RiALIE 7 L % LK
LEBIER 2 WD A7 7+ ¥ 2Tk (RR 042, 95% CI 0.35-050) & A &1
MBP with OA T SSI Z84: DR A S N7z,

WR 2R RF I T3 2020 4E 12 Feng 512 & o T 743 % O WL A5 Bl + 015 3845 %
RMBEZEL 6 OO RCT 2N L2 A Y 7T H ) YABHEENRTWSE Y, 2o
BT, PHIPIRERS 2 & T2V 1 BoOGEE L E3% X 7 limited bowel prepara-
tion (LBP) % (= MBP#) &, TRl &, HEIED S EHRNITE~O &
HBAT, L d 2MosES 2T, TATHT 2 0 DL oA 72 158 &
F ¥ M7z comprehensive bowel preparation (CBP) # (= MBP with OA #) Of#
Wrasdrbn, LBP #Tld CBP #EICH AT, oY A7 (RR 053, 95% CI 0.33-
085, p=0008), AlfiH#EREE) 2~ (RR 065, 95% CI 044-095, p=003) »H &
WAETH o720 LBP 771 F 3 Vi, BEMARbbRml + mmais i 8 12 B v,
HGPHEZ IR T 2 L 2, ARERE ) 2 7 2GRS 2 W REMEAR Sz,

MBP % i3 2 %A1, HALEIENCIZELY ) St Rl gs A ISk TH 5 DI
LT, WREF TR EICHBE 2 AT 2 L vy @Enb H Y, WRERHHA
BTIEF Y 2% RTOICI3MEDRCT B ETHbH, B, EAUFA FI4
Y TlE, CBP i 7 7 & LTRAETIR RV E ShTns Y,

X

1) Ohge H, Mayumi T, Haji S, et al : The Japan Society for Surgical Infection : guidelines for the
prevention, detection, and management of gastroenterological surgical site infection, 2018.
Surgery today 51 : 1-31, 2021

2) Feng D, Li X, Liu S, Han P, Wei W : A comparison between limited bowel preparation and com-
prehensive bowel preparation in radical cystectomy with ileal urinary diversion : a systematic
review and meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials. International urology and nephrology
52 :2005-2014, 2020

3) Witjes JA, Bruins M, Carrion A, et al : Guidelines on muscle-invasive and metastatic bladder
cancer. In : EAU Guidelines. Edn. presented at the EAU Annual Congress Amsterdam 2022.
https://uroweb.org/guidelines/muscle-invasive-and-metastatic-bladder-cancer/chapter/dis
ease-management (2022 % 3 B 22 HHEE)
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CQ9. #MRIDI U v N—FRERIHEINDH?

MmEiD s ) y/\—REHEE=ND (EL; |, RG;A)

Seropian 5 DML TIE, # I VY THIE L 2BEITBIT A SSIFEAERKIZ56% TH -
2oz L, BREATHELBE, FLRREL L, -7BEO SSIRAERITER
FR06%THo72 "o MBIZLY TXZEEOMNRY Y LDHEBIED 7 + — 7
A&, SSIFED A7 Z#WNEEELEEZLNTWD,

1999 DK ERHEF &Y >~ ¥ — (Centers for Disease Control and Prevention :
CDC) A K74 »R, 2014 FFOKREEHEYF2 (Society for Healthcare Epide-
miology of America : SHEA) /IDSA %4 K54 »T¥, #3I V) 27Tl
DOFIEIXSSI DY) A7 ZHBISHIMEE L7720, PNICKERDL2HA2BREBRED
fibwnwZl, BRETAHETHRLIRL 2 ) v =R KRES ) — 2% F v THRTIC
fPryzrrlLTwnst?,

2018 4> WHO @ SSI Bl D 720D H 4 K54 T, FREMOFTBIZVH %
DHEHALEML AN EZMMERLTBY, BEREAEIEZ ) v 83— LEKRE
) —ATHREITRELLTWAE Y, B, BEZ ) —20REE, BEEITD
R 15 ~20 02D FFICLTBLLENHL I L L, TLUVF—RSEREI 3T
BB L TH 5D,

2018 4 DHALZRIVEL SST PR D 72O DM ER T A R T4 2 TlE, AFTFY
YARZE ST, 7V v = BREIIHIEICHK L THRIZ SSIRAEFRZ LM TS (RR
054, 95% CI 0.38-0.78), #HiHLTwa Y, —F, BREZV —2B3AETREZVD
DOOFEITILEL LT SSTFEHEIML L (RR 052, 95% CI 024-1.11), BREZR LI
BT L CTH RIS SSIAEEIMEHETH 572 (RR 058, 95% CI 0.34-0.98)

Dk X5z, HIEE, BEAZLBIUKREZ Y — LKL T, SSIFEAEENED
DTEL, RLTTDEWZ L 2T 2, MFFICKEL X723 72D ICBREDS L E LY
HIE, PMECTPMBMGERIICZ ) v 8—, BREZ ) —ATHRET LI L2 fET 5,

X

1) Seropian R, Reynolds BM : Wound infections after preoperative depilatory versus razor prepa-
ration. American journal of surgery 121 : 251-254, 1971

2) Mangram AJ, Horan TC, Pearson ML, Silver LC, Jarvis WR : Guideline for prevention of surgical
site infection, 1999. Hospital Infection Control Practices Advisory Committee. Infection control
and hospital epidemiology 20 : 250-278 ; quiz 279-280, 1999

3) Anderson DJ, Podgorny K, Berrios-Torres Sl, et al : Strategies to Prevent Surgical Site Infections
in Acute Care Hospitals : 2014 Update. Infection control and hospital epidemiology 35 : 605-
627,2014

4) World Health Organization : Global Guidelines for the Prevention of Surgical Site Infection,
2nd ed.. World Health Organization, 2018. https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/global-
guidelines-for-the-prevention-of-surgical-site-infection-2nd-ed (2022 & 3 A 22 HE%)



cQ1o.

5) Ohge H, Mayumi T, Haji S, et al : The Japan Society for Surgical Infection : guidelines for the
prevention, detection, and management of gastroenterological surgical site infection, 2018.
Surgery today 51 : 1-31, 2021

CQ10. fifRIDATOA R, REHIHIEFEOFE - PIEFHERENDIH?

- A7 AA R, MEISHE - PLELBWI EAMERENS (EL; VI, RG; C2),
- REIEIEL, WEICHRIELAWS e #EREESNS (EL; I, RG; D),

Ismael 51, MHIOA T A R L SSI & OB#EZ, 2005 42> 5 2008 4E 0 K [H
R4 D NSQIP (National Surgical Quality Improvement Program) 7 — % NX—
ZEHAVTHELZ Y, ZORKE 635200 A\OEZDH B, 20434 N (32%) A3
BCATEA FEMEHLCTBY, REYHRHAISSIIZATaA FEMHHLZEE 29%
MO 5% ML (OR 1.724), R YIFIAISSIIE08% 25 1.8% 2HmL (OR
2.353), MHds - AKIE SSI & AIEREERIIE X 7 a4 A T2~ 3BICHmL (Zheh
OR 2469, 3.338), FEL-HIZ 1.6% %5 60%IZHM L7 (OR 3920)0 ZOMETIXT
RTOHH THEANRDOONTEY (p<0001), BEMMAT A FiH#E SSI %
HRORELZYV AR, THELLEEZONDL, —HT, WHDOATEAL FOHRED L L
WARIEIC X 1) SSI OFEAEFRAZIHITEX 202G LS il vwilie oz 20
72, A7 84 FO#E - KEIZEE - EF S L IR T2RETH 5,

%%ﬂﬂ%ﬁ%%%éh#Uﬁv%*%%ﬂ%kLfMTXﬁﬁﬁm‘%?520
DORCTIZ& B E, FMlo MTX ki, fke L7228 E B L Td SSIFEAERIC
%%%x&wkﬁ%éhfwéz”oML<%%%ﬂ$m%%méhtU®7%$%
ZRG L L-BIESE Tk, Mo TNF EEOMIX SSIF4ED 2 7 1288 %
5.2 %ho7 (OR15, 95% C104352)" LLEXY, % OREiilsE<e Ay
BHNOMATOH IR SSIFERITERE L e EZ b5,

Xk

1) Ismael H, Horst M, Farooq M, Jordon J, Patton JH, Rubinfeld IS : Adverse effects of preopera-
tive steroid use on surgical outcomes. American journal of surgery 201 : 305-308 ; discussion
308-309, 2011

2) Grennan DM, Gray J, Loudon J, Fear S : Methotrexate and early postoperative complications in
patients with rheumatoid arthritis undergoing elective orthopaedic surgery. Annals of the
rheumatic diseases 60 : 214-217, 2001

3) Sany J, Anaya JM, Canovas F, et al : Influence of methotrexate on the frequency of postopera-
tive infectious complications in patients with rheumatoid arthritis. The Journal of rheumatology
20:1129-1132,1993

4) den Broeder AA, Creemers MC, Fransen J, et al : Risk factors for surgical site infections and
other complications in elective surgery in patients with rheumatoid arthritis with special atten-
tion for anti-tumor necrosis factor : a large retrospective study. The Journal of rheumatology
34 : 689-695, 2007
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CQ11. fifRIDDFIRNEOKRESHEEIND N ?

MRIDD FRERNEONKRE (SR =NS (EL; V, RG; C1),

I H A S BIIERORIEICB U 2 EE R AT v T Th D0, MERARL WY
EF BT A AR % ET 2R S 2 Vs

A=F =7 T, EWNBEERRERICBWT, ZL—F1, 2 08IBEREILES X 08l
EHRED K 12% (1/81 1) #HDSNT WA, FilHIEHIE L TA=F =705
FMOT~10 HatE T2 BRI L, Flitcok5meE, A 0ET 2 %
TG 2T 20, BEOREBIZG UTHET 2 7,

V77227 Tld, EEILRES MAHBRRRERIC BT, 7L —F 3L EEGEIHE
GEREGM:) 2702% (17451 61) (ZiBdbze V5 7 2= 7I2BWThH, AR
HEOE DLW D D720, FMRHIHRG 2§25 2 EhEE L, Filitok
S5 EF RIS U THET 5 Y,

TH¥IF =TT, HRANZGTERILFE S MAHRER (356 1) (2BWT, AlfEE
WARIEA S 7 L — FT06% (2/356 B1) 125N, 7L — F 3L EDORERIZED
SNLholce THFYF =7 HEHREIHRS Lz L & OF RN 25 ~ 6.1 R
Tohh, WG 24 FERIEZIZIE, 3P 2 5HET A LRI TS, &
DOZENS, HRILE DA% D 24 BMENCAR OS2 hik+AZ L2k D,
BGARRBELRB CZ ENTELEEZLNTVS Y,

NN T TR, BRI R 2 xS & L7z [EIBS I [E) 5 ARG R SRR B & OV =56
AR RERIC BT, 02% (2/844 B) ICABHAWIRIEA I L 720 V=T
BIGIEE 2 B O 2 RMEA D 5 720, HVRHWALE ST & ST 5 5 12130VEHY
LI ORI H 5% T L, SVRFIOILE 5 O3 5-FE IR E O RIE IS U TRk 5

IARE Y AZRTHE, BIBHEEAR (02%) RLAHHEREA BIC X 281655 &% (01%),
AL =7 HEIEAW), AIBER (0.1% Kil) HOGIHELNDSbh b DD 5 Y,

TATTY AATIE, WAVE TAHERRBIC BT, HREEIRRO bNh, Al
W ESE LMD 5720, TMRZGE2HMTs2 02T LL, Tiliko
Pe 5B B E QRIS UTHK$ 5 7

X

1) Bailey CE, Parikh AA : Assessment of the risk of antiangiogenic agents before and after sur-
gery. Cancer Treat Rev 68 : 38-46, 2018

2) EERAVIE1—TF— LI Z—FTY N AT, 774 F—%RR1, 2022 £ 9 BHET (B 16 hR)

3) ERBA VI 1—T4—L:ixTHN—=)IL° 88, /N1 T)LERRRX S, 2021 £ 10 AHKET (5518 k)

4) EERAVIE1—TF—L 1 AVI45° 8, 77— %HXa, 2022 F£8 AWET (FB 8 iR)

5) EERAYYEa—T4—L T4 NIV R R, /LT 1 RT77—THkARM, 2020 F12 BK
£] (B 10hR)



cQ12.

6) EERAVIE1—TF—L:T7 74—, /NILT1RAT77—<HhASH, 2022F 7 BK
51 (B17HR)
7) BERRBAVIE1—T4— L b= )" mFEEEER, 7 71— &4L, 2020 F£ 11 AHRET (58 9 k)

CQ12. fiigd CHG DY v D—PABIIHREEINDH ?

Mratd CHG DY+ 7 —P AR FHERENA W (EL5 |, RG; D).

1999 40 CDC #' 4 K5 4 » %, 2014 4£® SHEA/IDSA %4 ¥4 ¥ Tli&, Hrni
DCHGDO Y v 7 —F 723 ABIEIEBEOME 20 = — A2 WD 555, SSIHAY
27 WA EEDHZ ERWEIRERTOURVE LTS Y,

2018 £ WHO @ SSI il D720 D54 K54 »Th, SSI #Ab &85 HIWT
® CHG A#IE, TEFYAIZZ LR LZVELTWS Y, 43, CHG M
B, MBI R OGHLBBUE Z L OIS, S FEFNITF T4 TF Y- ay
7 7 EOBMBERSE 5] ZE RN D b T OFERSLE L ENTWb,

2018 4E DAL 2R HVEL SST PR D 720 D MM BT A F 54 > Tiz”, 1040
RCTIZX B X5 7 F ) ¥ ADFER, SSI F4EHIE RR 094 (95% CI0.85-1.05) TH b,
CHG ZH\W¥ v 7 —B XA L B SSHEHAIHILERD S e o 72,

16 OREEAFLAAN SN/ EEF17932 A (CHG AIGHE 7952 A, MRl EE 9,980
N) DX T7F) T RTE B E, SSIFEAEFIL, CHG AR TIE 68%, B
T2 72%TH Y, CHG AL, AlR, 77X, ¥ T7—FIABLRLELEKLT,
SSI DFsEH R A IR SR h 572 (RR 090, 95% CI0.77-1.05, p=019)

PLEX Y, #iio CHG @Y ¥ 77— AL, RS,

Xk

1) Mangram AJ, Horan TC, Pearson ML, Silver LC, Jarvis WR : Guideline for prevention of surgical
site infection, 1999. Hospital Infection Control Practices Advisory Committee. Infection control
and hospital epidemiology 20 : 250-278 ; quiz 279-280, 1999

2) Anderson DJ, Podgorny K, Berrios-Torres Sl, et al : Strategies to Prevent Surgical Site Infections
in Acute Care Hospitals : 2014 Update. Infection control and hospital epidemiology 35 : 605-
627,2014

3) World Health Organization : Global Guidelines for the Prevention of Surgical Site Infection,
2nd ed.. World Health Organization, 2018. https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/global-
guidelines-for-the-prevention-of-surgical-site-infection-2nd-ed (2022 & 3 A 22 HE%)

4) Ohge H, Mayumi T, Haji S, et al : The Japan Society for Surgical Infection : guidelines for the
prevention, detection, and management of gastroenterological surgical site infection, 2018.
Surgery today 51 : 1-31, 2021

5) Chlebicki MP, Safdar N, O'Horo JC, Maki DG : Preoperative chlorhexidine shower or bath for
prevention of surgical site infection : a meta-analysis. Am ] Infect Control 41 : 167-173, 2013
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CQ13. RISTEESEVTEDEESHREINZH?

RS TFEESEVITRICKEREEFRDY, WInsEEsns (EL; I,
RG; B),

DREIA AT T2 2 B F TR 7 7 7#H 2 HwTiiwr 7 2T
10 3 AREE 2 22 0F THE B Tk Id, N % BT X8 oI5 R TR O K & 74
D, REERICBAEBZENS S, 2 EAEESNBETRIERSI 2V, T0%k
FODPWTAAR=FTVNDT T IRARY Ve VT L ) EEEM O TRV frbih
X912k, BIEORAZ F7HETE, MOARTITEFVEDY, TIVRAKRY
THOTFERLZHATI 20 % v, —TF, EERINOFENRAEY % RO A
R & PEAKIC X B P TR T L, 2ok, BEHBH 7 VI - VERITHET
WHd 5T Ey ZEIKERRFHiEHY % — (Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention:CDC) #'4 K 4 » 2002 FEM TSN Y, AFFTHABICE KL L Tvo
720 =7, MOBEBDAZRT S 2T, ZOMIBENA 7 5 7THATHEAENZ
1o 721212, HEZMET VI —VBAITHET L2 A7 7 7L T €Y ZEOMHHE1TH
Mi%d LR v, COXHIC TAZITE] [SEVFE] E5-TH, Z0hE
WHEIC L o TRLELZ LI ENDLETH 5,

AT T7hET L THEDOEE LSS FRICAR2IIOWT, WIREFFHHIE CHI
] & CRBBNMGT Lo d e ve — 0, WREEHEIRO T4l 540 Bl % & Tolar AFE
TR TM 2 & 4,387 BIOFEER B L WEFERFMIFICB VT, ROBGTOART S
TEMOTIHIEEO A CF &2 Tk - 2 RICHHEN 7V a— VEFI 2B A ¥ v
FHEETIVEHWEAY I 7HETORCT 27bN 7245, SSI DFAEFIA EHAEH
RN EDPHESRTYS Y, F72, ARMICENTIT bR HEDS L CHEE R T
Zxtgl L2BBOLERBRICBWT, Y ZHEEAY T THEICB W TRRR(IIHE
VRV EHRENS Y, Zofs, BISBMHETEIH LY, TEVFEERAY T Tk
IZBWT SSI DFAEICHEAEDN NI LS, 14200 A% 15 L3 2 ey e EIR o
PR THE SR TWS Y,

INBIBRZFFEIBLD TR BT WL DD OWEDN D 5, ZORE, 7V a3 — L HH|
EHWIT Y THEEREARY Y - 772 WA 7 5 7O T SSIFEERIC
HHEED Do 22 D550 %I & B Tl sz ¥ 612, FUBgEZ v —
THY3600 BB EWRL L CRROME 2T 72/ RTH, SSIOAZ T Y~
FET1800 4% 34 (017%), A2 5 7HEA31800 4 24 (011%) (ZREO T H
DIICHBRED BV EZRL TS 7 RS TOMETIZ, JE ¥ 7k



FRQT.

EA7 T THEOBHEN LRI TIEZ WA, BETUAT— Y AFMIIBNWT, A2
THEIZE B 5 G HOFREN L 10 5O FHRVEOEEOME I 0 =—KEHi& o
AR 2 ALRBR TGRS L7245, WE A B AZROR P22 &hb, 55MoF
o AVRN G B i Vo /W I

CDENZ, FSEVIFEERAZ I TEOMTSSIERICE LT, WFhhrolik
TOWRERBEMIERIMHEZRE I N TW ARV, 72720, ¥ Y 73R, Fluick ke
DIGENICOEB L2 HETH Y, 72, A2 5 7HEI DD PHRVEIZE  THEA,
IAFLHMTE DBV TEMBFOFRVEL LTHEZTIAE L, SSITFHiL
R BB T OMAZTEBINIE D B ERAZ N 6T 20,

X ik

1) CDC : Guideline for Hand Hygiene in Health-Care Settings. MMWR 51 (RR-16) : 1-45, 2002

2) Parienti JJ, Thibon P, Heller R, et al : Hand-rubbing with an aqueous alcoholic solution vs tra-
ditional surgical hand-scrubbing and 30-day surgical site infection rates : a randomized equiv-
alence study. JAMA 288 : 722-727, 2002

3) SRR, NEHBEE, REEZ, it TET Y RICE DV EENRFMHEREN R —UROFIMEDR
HLEHT— HARABRREFZRMES 3 1 255-260, 2006

4) FHEA  FMEFEVECRTZIEVIEERIIEY TEIC KD FMEMIBREREROLR. H
KABRREFREFE 31 515-519, 2006

5) Kashkoush A, Agarwal N, Ayres A, Novak V, Chang YF, Friedlander RM : Scrubbing technique
and surgical site infections @ an analysis of 14,200 neurosurgical cases. ] Neurosurg 133 : 580-
587,2019

6) Palmer S : Use of Avagard in pediatric urologic procedures. Urology 68 : 655-657, 2006

7) Weight CJ, Lee MC, Palmer JS : Avagard hand antisepsis vs. traditional scrub in 3600 pediatric
urologic procedures. Urology 76 : 15-17, 2010

8) Malalasekera A, Louie-Johnsun M, Wang A, van Diepen DC, Gottlieb T, Chan L : Is a 10-minute
surgical scrub necessary in urologic prosthetic surgery? A randomized study of the effect of a
5- vs 10-minute surgical scrub on bacterial colony counts in the genital skin. Neurourol Urodyn
38 : 990-995, 2019

9) EHENRF, WFEETF, KAXF: SEVIEZACHESHEOST BFE (IR L) & SSIDER
mRHn. BAFMEZRES 31 1 358-360, 2010

10) FEIES— @ FMIBALRZRE (SSI) OFICDOWT :CDCHA R4 v EFLIC, BANRERSRE M
#5351 214-220, 2019

FRQ1. #RIREHESICHEVWTHESNSHSEERITH ?

WHO Z &8R4 WEEDHA R4V TTZILO—ILAD 2% 7 0ILAFI Iy
(chlorhexidine:CHG) MEANMHEEINTWSEH, KFTHEH=NTWVWDS 1%
CHG - 7ZILO—ILOBREIZHL D > TULEL,

FAEF O B IR 3% & LT, 7 v a — Vi, CHG ], R F v I —
F (povidone iodine : PVP-I) #HI2HIF 5N 525, AFTid CHG BAN R 7V a2 —
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VER CHG BAIDBHWOHND Z DL v, RETIEA IAF I VBAIZMEHT S
fiikd B 5o 2016 412 WHO 255K L 72 SSIFBED 720D H 4 K4 Tk, 7TIVva—
VEH CHG O HEIE S Y, 2018 4E12565 S 7z H ARSI S 4 D L s
MR SST PR D720 DJMIHE R4 K54 2T, [7IVa— V&R CHG %/
TAHZ LX) PVPIfH & LR L T SSIFEDK TR DSN] LitilkshT
Who —, HLEFMEZ PG E LERFHRICBNT, ZOmEFEICHE VT SSTFEE
RICHBEAZLZVEDOHEDLDH Y, &5 50MHEISSI FHHIICEHTH A 0ERD
—FHERTWEWY, LaL, EROFA FI4 TSR TWwETVI—LVEas
CHG & PVPIIZOWTHE L 728k 4 2BRICB VT, CHG - TV a—LvolhEn
TWbEVIH)HEEH->TH, PVPIBENR TV L L) FHEFE W b, Kl
WA RIA ORI —EOHBHEHOEEZONS Y,

CHG - 7VI—NVa&t TV I—VEaagREAOMHICBWT, ToICwEL Ty
LVIREECERA ARMHT AL, 7T —IZHIK L TR ICEGE %2k 3 ek
BHbHI LR, HEICBILHHEEOON TRV LICHETA2LENH L,
7z, PVPI#ANIWHHHPAD 0D 29 <, HRLFEPLMKDT o THRZEFIC il
TLEIVRIDPADnE VW) GBI E LThIFHN 5,

AIBTHEHEINTVE TV I—VEHR CHGDREIZOVWTHABETLIRETH S,
HAL2RHMEE SST PRl D 7230 D JHMT I FL A A K5 4 > 2018 DARIL & 72 o 72/ D 3
DDA T ¥ FLREBED ) B D 2O TIZ 2% D CHG - 7TV a—VasHw S
NTHEY >V, EARTHHEINTNS 1% CHG - 7V — )b LI ZMEENR L 5, ME
WCE AL, AIBICBIFSL1%CHG: 7V I — Lo SSI FHRRIEIAHE D E X 5,
L HICWIREFFIRD TN BT, HFRROEIRE SST FBiR) R 0 B T4 IS
ENTVBLIFFE AT, LOWHHEBASSI FHICB W TEMENE N 2IZIZ-oE D L
TV,

FIAF TV VAN OWTIE, R TITONMIET, —BOHBE IS, FRIEE
REITFTHW, EHITE, AFI) VT FYEREC Ny a3~ A4 ¥ Vit ERE 7
L, PRI BRI OMBE I AN TH LI D5 Y, LRI
TOARMESINFESNTE D, WIRIRFI T O IREEE M 72 SIS L % £ 9 FiiT
XD EWSSI PRGSO N NS 5. —FH, +T74F ¥V HA (15%
OPB-2045G &) & CHG #%] (05% 7 uNA~AF S I v 7N a vy BiK) % ADNEE,
SRR R~ A L 72 10 0 oM B (e il = B, log, CFU/cm®) &, M8
HTFNZN 0286 = 0042 £ 0521 = 0042, RIEHTEF N 2R 2808 = 0.063 &
2824 = 0063 &, MERHAIIIZM B ICEE R Z R THEEHOZITED oz 2
EHS Y RO BA] & IR L 22BN OWT AN E T 28R H 2.
72, WRBRBHEBICBWTC, RSl HE & 164 4SBT 2/NEBAELFANICE
JAMET, 15%F I 25TV UV EANCLLEEHETLIAOMNESSI 2R &%
Mol ERHESINTVEY, ZOMEOFRIETRTHFREFMTH - 72l W
EYALENRDHL Y FIAF VY VEANCRERDODOXDH Y, HHHPIASD Y



CQ14.

12K, WEBETRROMAD R THRBFICMNTLEI VA2 H S, 2T, &
LA TAF IV VKL EINTNEDY, HEOBEBBE LI W ERHY
EEPLETH 5,

X ik

1) WHO : GLOBAL GUIDELINES FOR THE PREVENTION OF SURGICAL SITE INFECTION, 2016
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/10665/250680/1/9789241549882-eng.pdf (2022 & 10 B
24 HBAE)

2) Poirot K, Le Roy B, Badrikian L, Slim K : Skin preparation for abdominal surgery. J Visc Surg
155:211-217,2018

3) Darouiche RO, Wall MJ Jr, Itani KM, et al : Chlorhexidine-Alcohol versus Povidone-lodine for
Surgical-Site Antisepsis. N Engl ] Med 362 : 18-26, 2010

4) Sistla SC, Prabhu G, Sistla S, Sadasivan J : Minimizing wound contamination in a ‘clean’ sur-
gery : comparison of chlorhexidine-ethanol and povidone-iodine. Chemotherapy 56 : 261-267,
2010

5) $HRER, FEEES, XIESE, fit: HEREHSEE OPB-2045G K (F 7RI VHEBER 1.5%) DRRK
SNEEREE HARRPERS 12 1 137-148, 2015

6) FOMIERF, M2, ANKRE, MU/NEARFMCEI2MUVWEEESEH (A5 V°R] 77V 75—
SEBFOERE. BIWAREE 55 1 939-944, 2019

CQ14. 2 EFRIFERINZIN?

2EFLIFHEEEINS (EL; I, RG; C1),

2ETARO SSI BAEFRETICEH 2 2B >V TIE, BAETOERO—FHZRTW
W, DF D, KREEEESSS (Society for Healthcare Epidemiology of America :
SHEA) & IDSA &, WM& FTIRTOFTAMRA Y N—Z 2 HCTCTRE2EET LN
X72L 2014 £ ICHEIEL TV A, 2016 4ED WHO @ SSIBiIED 72D H A4 K5 4
YTIE, BT ALDOIET VANARL TS I E AR, 2EHEFEOFMHME
WCERLTWRV, HE, WRESHIRICES 3 2 BPEL 1 ETEICBT 5 SSIFHj
SIS AR & OEMEAILIEGABRIZ S F TIrbh T v,

BISIFEIC BT 2 EFROA ML MG L72lERH 5. BIZIE, ~V=7 Filf
EMAVRHEIR O IE BT B VT 2 EPEIC LY SSIAERIE I T L2 &8
WESNTVEA® Y, BIORARIAR RSB BB TIR2ERHIIL D
SSIOAERETZFDTHEST Y, [ L THHEHETH > T 2 ET40 SSI FHi%h
RIZOWVWTORRITR > T b, —F, HELZRIIIREI N TEI 2w oo, 7
WMEEHT 235~ 77 v MR (B 2BV, SSIFHiD7-012 2 EF4E
IR BWMENDH B 7

2EPFAENISSI AERZILT L7 L LT, PEBHRICE Y EL 5 SSI 34
VAT OIRTFD ST b, FE, —IF, MG, ENFE & 4147 BB
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LIET, PP OFEONE 2 EBFEOLAIIINMOT4505048) 45, SSI %
HRAHEBICHIMES L ERMESN TS Y, X512, FROPWEZ LY FES
YhE LA 2EFEL 1 EFROBMEALT v ¥ AR TIE, 520REY 4 005K
BT2HEPRICLIVAZBICTREHEO) ZAZPMETLTEBY, Tho0#EE X5 T
FVIATHN T 2L 2HEFRICIIBETFHICOVTOREEREI RIS TY
770, —HT, 2EPRITHILTTEOMIRY A7 3K T T2 b 0D SSI %
R OEEIEIAHTHLETDLIATYT 4 v 7 L a—"  F 73
FEIRIC BT B RS T KT Tl ROMIRE SSI OF A 7 MM %2 520 70 v
EVCIOMEY b H D, TOXII2ETEICTHI ETTEBADY 27 2MET L
ZORPELLTSSIPME T T2 L0 BRIE-ZOHENEHL2DOD, FiHio )ik
WKLo TIEZDEITIARETRVIREDH 5,

FMFREO TP FH LIRS T (TURBT, #EIRE MRS A 3 X Oz
HRER BRSOV BROF AR EERIGEDO 2 Lz ii5 itk s s, ¢
YITHEINA T T THEICLDFRCORIC2EFEET oML, IEPIEMEAIRTT
W LIERBETED & TV TT Rz 7 L 122 ETAE%E L7728 T SSI 38441
FEICAE R AT R, MR CORIGERIGTLER ABEIEIC D 22 B Lo 7z, &
ENTWwE Y, Zomeid, 2EFROARMNZEHERLEZDDOTRZ VA, BRHE
MNHEET N CIE 2 ETEZ 52 LT, FRWKIT R MEERLDSTREICZR 5 2
EERRIBLTWS Y,

B, 2EFEICTLHME LT, SSLEGTH & & HITHERGER LD ITF o h
ZFOBERT2HEPBOEMNPEMELTHERIZELBDOSRTNE > "8 9

X

1) Anderson DJ, Podgorny K, Berrios-Torres Sl, et al : Strategies to prevent surgical site infections
in acute care hospitals : 2014 update. Infect Control Hosp Epidemiol 35 Supple 2 : S66-5S88,
2014

2) Tulipan N, Cleves MA : Effect of an intraoperative double-gloving strategy on the incidence of
cerebrospinal fluid shunt infection. ) Neurosurg 104 (1 Suppl) : 5-8, 2006

3) Dodds RD, Barker SG, Morgan NH, Donaldson DR, Thomas MH : Self protection in surgery :
the use of double gloves. Br ) Surg 77 : 219-220, 1990

4) Kashkoush A, Agarwal N, Ayres A, Novak V, Chang YF, Friedlander RM : Scrubbing technique
and surgical site infections : an analysis of 14,200 neurosurgical cases. ] Neurosurg 133 : 580-
587,2019

5) Barr SP, Topps AR, Barnes NL, et al : Infection prevention in breast implant surgery - A review
of the surgical evidence, guidelines and a checklist. Eur J Surg Oncol 42 : 591-603, 2016

6) Misteli H, Weber WP, Reck S, et al : Surgical glove perforation and the risk of surgical site infec-
tion. Arch Surg 144 : 553-558, 2009

7) GaniJS, Anseline PF, Bissett RL @ Efficacy of double versus single gloving in protecting the op-
erating team. Aust N Z J Surg 60 : 171-175, 1990

8) Jensen SL, Kristensen B, Fabrin K : Double gloving as self protection in abdominal surgery. Eur
J Surg 163 : 163-167,1997

9) Thomas S, Agarwal M, Mehta G : Intraoperative glove perforation--single versus double glov-
ing in protection against skin contamination. Postgrad Med ] 77 : 458-460, 2001



FRQ2.

10) Wilson SJ, Sellu D, Uy A, Jaffer MA : Subjective effects of double gloves on surgical perfor-
mance. Ann R Coll Surg Engl 78 : 20-22, 1996

11) Naver LP, Gottrup F : Incidence of glove perforations in gastrointestinal surgery and the pro-
tective effect of double gloves : a prospective, randomised controlled study. Eur J Surg 166 :
293-295, 2000

12) Tanner J, Parkinson JH : Double gloving to reduce surgical cross-infection. Cochrane database
of syst rev 3 : CD003087, 2006

13) Matsuoka S, Kondo T, Seishima R, et al : Surgical glove perforation during laparoscopic
colorectal procedures. Surg Endosc 36 : 3489-3494, 2022

14) Unno R, Taguchi K, Fujii Y, et al : Surgical hand hygiene and febrile urinary tract infections in
endourological surgery : a single-centre prospective cohort study. Sci Rep 10 : 14520, 2020

FRQ2. BBEXRL—TFH#EEINZIN?

SSIOURV EZBERRL—TOBICERERBERIEIREIN TV,

BERFL =T SSIOFHICAHPIZOWTIE, FID Y 4 TR OIEREIC
FORLDLEHBEINLD, WRBFHHHIRICB T 2 PHICBVTHEER L — 7
SSI DI G- 2 BB OV T ORI AR IIITb LTV, BEEBFM %2 x5 &
LB OB 7 23lBRTIE, BAEXNFL =7 SSIDFEAZ PR L7zEw
IRRIBOLNATORZVHY Y, WFhoRERD 1970 ~ 80 £ IfTbI 2 DTH
LI EWRBEVPVLETH D, ZO—FT, 2010 EAT b EEEEO T Ic B
75 RCTIZBWT, BAERXFL—=F2SSIDY) A7 K F S22 MG IR T
wWa Y X512, BEMETEHLL00, B I UOREOFHNE1T5 72 1046 4
MR L LIEERRITIIBNT, BEXNL—F2SSIO) A7 ZKT &5 H T
TholtTrHEDHL Y. Z2O—FHT, 5200EICBIFLAYTF) AT,
BHERFL—TIESSIOREY 27 2L LABDLI LRI TEY Y, 20kIC
bR ZECHREOREZ T LD TLEAEXFL—-7IXSSIoY 27 %
BINXE2 LERDTONTUE Y, oL ICEBFEMCBT2ESE FL—7
D SSI FRIZD R IR G I A SN TEB 53, 2017 4E12 WHO 2 558K Sz PAvEb AL
EYTRi D 720D CDC #4 K74 > 20177 TREER FL—712 SSIOFHICEH
TRABEVESNTEY, 2OBRIOERZ LT LIWMEN 2SR TnE Y,

— S, THALE IS FAClE SSIORKE & LCREFHAERORS X 0 & BN
WOBG-OHDBHAMIIKEL % 2DT, HEXNFL—T2HTH SSI 2 FFiT 5
HIRTOFHAMIEL 2B E 25N TWD, ZO—J, GRS, BaesiE,
HIEINFL 22 EDOTERFM TIE SSIODFEKHET & L CRFHEIEROBEG B EII R 57
W, BEXNFL—=7I12L5 SSI FHRIREZMEFEL TS L WOTIE 0w, )RR
bHb, TOHIZOWT, HDHYATIT A v 7 LE2—TIHHEEFMN, HRFMO
WFNIZBWTH SSIDY 27 L BEEN L —7OMICERERBRITED Lozt
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HWEENTWs Y, BIRTIX, ZRENOEBTENENOMEHROHIRIZ LY, R
MICEREZERBE TV L0 THINIEERN N L —TOfHZEZEELTHRY, &0
BERIZHEODTEBE L,

X ik

1) Jackson DW, Pollock AV, Tindal DS : The value of a plastic adhesive drape in the prevention of
wound infection. A controlled trial. British Journal of Surgery 58 : 340-342, 1971

2) Psaila JV, Wheeler MH, Crosby DL : The role of plastic wound drapes in the prevention of
wound infection following abdominal surgery. British Journal of Surgery 64 : 729-732,1977

3) Dewan PA, Van Rij AM, Robinson RG, Skeggs GB, Fergus M : The use of an iodophor-impreg-
nated plastic incise drape in abdominal surgery - a controlled clinical trial. Australian and New
Zealand Journal of Surgery 57 : 859-863, 1987

4) Mihaljevic AL, Schirren R, Ozer M, et al : Multicenter double-blinded randomized controlled
trial of standard abdominal wound edge protection with surgical dressings versus coverage
with a sterile circular polyethylene drape for prevention of surgical site infections : a CHIR-Net
trial (BaFO ; NCT01181206).) Ann Surg 260 : 730-737,2014

5) Zhang X, Wang Z, Chen J, et al : Incidence and risk factors of surgical site infection following
colorectal surgery in China ! a national cross-sectional study. BMC Infect Dis 20 : 837, 2020

6) Webster J, Alghamdi A : Use of plastic adhesive drapes during surgery for preventing surgical
site infection. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 4 : CD006353, 2015

7) Liu Z, Dumville JC, Norman G, et al : Intraoperative interventions for preventing surgical site
infection : an overview of Cochrane Reviews. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2 : CD012653, 2018

8) Poirot K, Le Roy B, Badrikian L, Slim K : Skin preparation for abdominal surgery. J Visc Surg
155:211-217,2018

9) CDC : Guideline for the prevention of surgical site infection, 2017. https://www.cdc.gov/infecti
oncontrol/guidelines/ssi/index.html (2022 £ 10 A 22 HAE)

10) Jolivet S, Lucet JC : Surgical field and skin preparation. Orthop Traumatol Surg Res 105 : S1-
S6, 2019
11) Ruiz-Tovar J, Boermeester MA, Bordeianou L, et al : Delphi Consensus on Intraoperative Tech-

nical/Surgical Aspects to Prevent Surgical Site Infection after Colorectal Surgery. ] Am Coll
Surg 234 : 1-11, 2022

CQ15. FiiPOHEEZRFHERINDIH ?

BRFMCEVWTIPICHESETIWZTS JC(3FE<HEESNS (EL; IVb, RG;
C1),

WIRZFFH IO T BT, T O Tl eR 28 #A% SST D5 AR A KT 8 5
VIR T E T Y RIHEE L S, HLEFMZ2 P02 HEEZRES 5
WO DOFEDD B o KO T T B O Fihes 2#e 2% SSI 25 2 % B
2DV T OIEFIF IRIFZE T, TR DE EIZ SSI A2 M2 72 & v ) #iliaid
Y, LaL, Ml ToBEORNTIE, THEsHIc X5 SSITRiRHI3HE &
Thhrolzb @i EhTwns ?, 2016 125 S N7z WHO O T30 & Geb) 1k o



CQ15.

72ODIHA FF A4 TiE, MBI O TR EHIRT 201>V TIE, €OoxE
FUAREDPLERTERVEENRTWE Y, F72, HILEIFL SSI FHi D720 D JH
WIEEA A KT 4 >~ 2018 Tl, HALZFIVEHEIRIC 31T 2 AT O Tl 7 25 o
HESICE L TR D v s, BEIICE 2 % L IE P Cld FalrbE s e %
TolzARBWEHNEXNS, LEWESNTVWE Y, B, FHHEILETRHRICBIT S
A & OEAEA LR ORI LR SN, HAINNC PRS2 17572 213 B & %8
eI FHAI L 72 224 2 CRIBRIE S &2 U2 BB I Z N2 18 44 (85%) & 24 44 (10.7
%) LWMHEDOMICAEEAZRDT (P=078), Z0 SSI PRz HB P & iHRT
WEBIHEEN N EAREN Y,

ZO—)T, BIMKBEANEIFMIC BT 2 ME1C, Flibkdrscift L FMIFIC FL—7%8
$edTH) T L TSSIDRERMPMET L EHEIhTws Y 72, EKREloTh
Yo / BRI bR LRI B3, P T4 & FNTRER IR 2 2 L 72 %, itk
DRIEFHE YA MR TE L ZEBHEEINTWE ", THEOMHRIE, AETEX 5
DIERRIRRBICLTHAITAZ EOREWZRIBLTWAE L BbNSAS, WIRAEHE
W OWGE & F 72 RS IR EHE 72 E OB JTA T, BB OB D - 72t
LHAIRTCE T - BERES IS 2 T e PR 55§ 5 2 & A7 SSI oA %
BB EEND D %o

ZH2dh, Ty SSIARK T oMM #imT 57201213, $XRTOF
Witk 2 WS 200, —BELWMT 2L EOFNEREENRET 00, £
LT, PR OHE L D5 4 IV 7T ) Oh, % blke R CRENT 208
Bhb, TDD, WL YTy A %235 2 L IIWNEELRTASH ), FioMEERH]
HOHGLRWAIL U, FRRINEICHISE S22 2 2 R VONREETH S,

X ik

1) SIORMK : WHRBREAOWMDEA—FABELY F2EAL T, REPIIFRELR 3 © 44-45, 2010

2) JbfRsErs, ST, ERHERE, M HERARFMICE T2 SSIPBLENEADN) HAH, BRETRRA
BEEEZA4EES 24 1 55-58, 2010

3) WHO : GLOBAL GUIDELINES FOR THE PREVENTION OF SURGICAL SITE INFECTION, 2016.
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/10665/250680/1/9789241549882-eng.pdf (2022 % 10 A 24
HBEIE)

4) BARARBREZRE | SHILEAR SSI FHOOOBMBPERN 1 K51 > 2018, 2 &AEL,
pp.101, 2018

5) Kuwahara R, Uchino M, lkeuchi H, et al : Effect of Changing Surgical Instruments Before
Wound Closure to Prevent Wound Infection in Lower GI Surgery : A Randomized Controlled
Trial. Dis Colon Rectum 65 : 100-107, 2022

6) HFH, EFTFEE, NLUK—, KEHILCHK  BRKBFMICE T ZEHRIRORM - FL— 73 & A5
FHBADYR, BAABBREFZRMEE 161 1-8,2019

7) Carroll AM, Kim KG, Walters ET, et al : Glove and instrument changing to prevent bacterial
contamination in infected wound debridement and closure procedures : A prospective obser-
vational study. Int Wound ] 18 : 664-669, 2021
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CQ16. EiffADBEDBARRHEREINDH ?

- SSI FRHEME LT3ERE=NZW (EL; IVa, RG; C2),
- MROBERE(L, SSI FHICERATELRL, CULABEESHEDRIEEZET
SEBVRVzmHB RSN (EL; |1, RG; D),

FHH% (nasogastric tubes : NGT) &, #@HEHNEWEEKIMZIFLF—Y LEHNW
DIWIEE KL Z &C, Wik 2 85 Lisex F0i3 5 HW T A SN b, MY NGT
DL, HOEREAREOEBEREZWET LI LICL-T, FiioT ot 22 EET
LT TR, BHRTRGEOREEHONEEZRDL L E2z b TE2 Y, BIEHET
MiTix, NGT O AILH OMNEY % WE L TR S NRENT X D LR A R—
AEMERT 572012, HEMRMPLEL LTITbhd 2 L%,

it NGT i ADOH HMEZME L2FEIEZ e 3w 23, FFICWIRESEFFTIC
BOWTEBDTH %L, TR BEAMEMFATH Y ZET 2 A LNV, il
B T 2 520 72 1561 AORi & 7 — 7 X— 2 Z W% A0 &M Tk, "—2
TA TV RT Y FEEI2696 ANSBIT S NGT A DOAMETHEL L, SSI F84E 313 A
B CEITRD LN ho 7208, IENGT AR CIXHLE EEIEE (RO - TR
BEHEGBT TOMM) AEZEICENL TV Y, 2017 4E 0 systematic review 125 5 &,
THALZRAVEE - I E ARSI O Fli 2 T et B & L7236, ik NGT 37 A7 ik
WD A Y ZREEDL L3R, WHDEAY Yy MIhhorzYs WRER T
BV TIIEIE B L OB OBEPESE M B M08 2 ffrfEd %o Wik CRE
BRI A RS TR R AR 5 NGT o k% iR-<7-# 2 ) 2 Fse
T, i NGT #fiA 50 B - JEFF A 50 B¢, FAlfRef, MHimsE, AFEGE T
O, KB B d o 72 Ve & SITEER T SSI % & Ll & BEiE D Fe 2k 3
WCEBEE IR o720 00, NGTHARO 1 FICHiEMikE &7- Lz ML Tw
%o BIENESE RS 2 NEESE T R AN (20 2 o NGT o F FE % i~ 7%
Al EWFETIL, NGT#A 41 6 - IEFFA 41 oM<, Flio 7wt A B L O SSI
e UAPHEICEIIED SN oY ARG CORR, ABUIHE, #nHE
HREICOBEM AT R, MihO NGT A - IEFAIFMOT Y M H A2 b 8L 5
Rtz BIEB L OBEOHEBLTFHMICBITA NGTIADHMIZ, Kok
I LFMAR—AZHERT B EVBETHELEEZOLNLD, ThbH 2DODMEL
HIZ, NGTHAIIZ X 2 PR 7o 2120325 2 Y v FEBRD SN TV,

AL R BV TV —F » Ot NGT il I3 S kv, 7% NGT &
EICB L Cid, SEbIkE, BUk BEET IR %2 &0 LSRR Ic B »
T L ORI EWFER X ZNTAFFAEL TB Y, itk NGT B 1L, HEA A T TOR,
BROEINE CORY, MBERORZ E2EMESE52 L3R, MEHE ML
DAL, AIEER 72 & OB APHES X O SSI i S84 2 LA EH I Tw»



CQ1e.

%579, 3TORCT H L L5711 BIOBFZ G E L7z X F B TY, i
NGT #{E1Z SSI DFFED Y A7 WA 52 L1320, & L A INGEEYE R
WEPEN 20 ) 2 7 M E €5 L VI HELH 5 Y,

WIRZEFFATIC BT 247 NGT IO W T, JREZIN % £E 5 Bk 4 2 &
4% & L 7= systematic review 2% 1 fifEES % 2o ZOMETIE, 24D RCT & 41
DaFR— MFEN SR L7z 780 Flz xR & LTH D, Mtk NGT W ERH LI AR
MR T SSI Rl G PHE D FEEZR B L b o 72hS, BFEIE TOMM, BiGH
BOMBLE TCOMM, MEMEA Ly AREMAEOFAES, S HITIEARMBIZOWT,
HAHEIZHE > T\,

Dbz &ns, LRIV, RSBV IFNOFIBIZB VTS, V—F ¥ Ol
I NGT AR X NT, o NGT BERD LA#MITLIRETH D,

X

1) Holscher AH, Vallbohmer D, Brabender J : The prevention and management of perioperative
complications. Best Pract Res Clin Gastroenterol 20 : 907-923, 2006
2) Venara A, Hamel JF, Cotte E, Meillat H, Sage PY, Slim K ; GRACE Group : Intraoperative naso-
gastric tube during colorectal surgery may not be mandatory : a propensity score analysis of a
prospective database. Surg Endosc 34 : 5583-5592, 2020
3) Long M, Machan M, Tollinche L : Intraoperative Gastric Tube Intubation : A Summary of Case
Studies and Review of the Literature. Open J Anesthesiol 7 : 43-62, 2017
4) Hsu FS, Huang WY, Chen YF, Wu LY, Wang SM, Huang KH : Nasogastric tube decompression is
unnecessary in patients undergoing laparoscopic nephroureterectomy for localized upper tract
urothelial carcinoma. ) Formos Med Assoc 119 : 1353-1359, 2020
5) Chen KT, Wu VC, Wu KD, Huang KH : Is prophylactic nasogastric tube decompression neces-
sary in patients undergoing laparoscopic adrenalectomy for unilateral benign adrenal tumor. J
Formos Med Assoc 118 (1 Pt 3) : 401-405, 2019
6) Misty RC, Vijayabhaskar R, Karimundackal G, Jiwnani S, Pramesh CS : Effect of short-term vs
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7) Rossetti G, Fei L, Docimo L, et al : Is nasogastric decompression useful in prevention of leaks
after laparoscopic sleeve gastrectomy? A randomized trial. ] Invest Surg 27 : 234-239, 2014
8) Kunstman JW, Klemen ND, Fonseca AL, Araya DL, Salem RR : Nasogastric drainage may be un-
necessary after pancreaticoduodenectomy : a comparison of routine vs selective decompres-
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10) Nelson R, Edwards S, Tse B : Prophylactic nasogastric decompression after abdominal surgery.
Cochrane Database Syst Rev 3 : CD004929, 2007
11) RaoW, Zhang X, Zhang J, Yan R, Hu Z, Wang Q : The role of nasogastric tube in decompression
after elective colon and rectum surgery : a meta-analysis. Int J Colorectal Dis 26 : 423-429,
2011
12) Zhao T, Huang L, Tian Y, Wang H, Wei @, Li X : Is it necessary to insert nasogastric tube rou-
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CQ17. i RL—VBEIRHERINZD ?

*RARP (EL; Il, RG; C2), RAPN (EL; I, RG;D), Bftili- BRE
WERM (EL; IVa, RG; C2) I2HWTIF, SSIFRE L TOBERMEESAH
TINHL,

- BREBNTIE, TETYANT D TREHETS (EL; IVa, RG; C1),

— ISR R R D F L — VBB, R, SR X BRI, MiEN
DG E RN LIRS 5 720%, MENICEE LoREE FLrP—Y 32 HIW
THH SN TV 7z, 2018 4EDTHALEFYMEL SST TR D 720 D JMTINE BT A K54 ~
&% E—HoTh (BB ZiREERM) 2w, H, N JF, SE Ko
FMIZBWTSSIFRD720D FL— Y BREMITHETHL L ShTws Y A
BRI B W TOMHDO FL— v HEIAETH LI L IMESRTVE Y, £ 0
FAIZB T, Mo KL — i SSI 2 & &ilith & B (2 BIE L 70\ & & ASEED
ENOOH Y, MEORL— UV HBEEIAETHLMNICE->TETWS, LarL, IE
BIZEMBAPHRED ) A7 ZWE L TLENEZ BT 2482 H 5, CDC HA K
74T, FL—YEFMUREELOHiN L A0 AL, BRI FL—
YEFTAHRILEMERLTBY, METENESLLIHETREL LTV,

1. RBMEIIIRSET

BUFE, B (33 2 AR IO AT IR AT 1E RARP 2R & 2 > T B 72
», RARP %0 F L — Y FEOH APV THREE L 720

RARP #%® F L — Y REOHHMEZBE L7 RCT X 2 #i O AfFAET 5, Chenam
51, 189MZ W RELTRL— U HEBOAHMICE S 90 H M OABERESRZ Lk
L7zlZh, FL—rOFETSSIZaUaERERICAEZ IR, 727
Porcaro 513, 112 8% x5 & L2 RCT T, V) U HiSEOHEII b ST KL —
VHEEIXAIEDY A7 BBRRESES T 13, ABREIREM, HAROY X 7
BICHEG Ladolz b MELTWS Yy 7272 LIREBENW & DAY Tdh - 7285412
D&, 1THMOARD FL— UV HEEHERL T2 6 DO CHh S Lgiy »
INEREREAN % DR L7z RARP B3 1,783 6 (KL — 57 1,253 B, FEA & 530 B1)
ERRELIZAZITICE DL, JEBEEY YO MES X OEAHEDOMEIX, F
L—VEOFETHELRZIRDT, ) UEHREZHFHLTCOIV—F O FL—
VEREOHHAME D572V Wi Y EDIED ) X 73K L oSEH RGN T
HBHA, FL—rFE3mE 2 MoERTo) Y @B HO PR ISR 5 %
Dotz WRY YSEHIERIE RO ) ¥ oI OM I,  BIBOR I 1 R A Rt
(open radical prostatectomy : ORP) 2T RARPIZBWTIZ AN HRnE &
NTHEY ™Y RARP OMA, RV U 8HigiE 20 H L2 LTy FL— v B{ED
VETH 5 LIEFT VW,



cQ17.

RARP i DNV —F » OFBHAN R L — Y FEIL, SSIED-EEZHRSELH
HEICZ Lve 272 LBIETIERCT 2SMONTHEY, +OBIEF Y ADH 5L E
FEVERG, L — VR EOREIER, JERNIIS U2 ERIN TRl oF =5 b %
BENDLRNETH b,

2. B - BB VIBRIT - BRI

RO FAMNL, BARAR 720 T SERESE - Ry N AR TFAMN R LR EFMAIL
CArbhTwb, BHEE, BaRREEE, Fr—ERNEZSRE LB - B3
FUBEMEO FL— VREOFHMZRE L -2BAMEREIEHA I N 0D, i
) X IZHE L 72 RCT 3D 1M LATEAE L 2=\

B B0 5B 40U By 106 51 (B L — R 50 B, JERHE 56 ) kL L L7z RCT
WZEBE, FL—= ) AR BB CH B - 727217 T, SSI # &0 746k
FEORIERICAH B IR h o7 4O TH SHM U 7-Bil - S - oK b
TRV E &L 1,086 BlicBT 5 A2 Z@HTCTYH, Witk 6 » HUINORGHREIZT
EEROEGHES X FNIT X BEBEINAEIL, FL— U HEOA BRI E A
FEO L5720 RAPNIZERE L72 904 B (N L — 5118 546 1, FESR{E 358 f1)
DEZEEZELHBAMERETD, FL—VIERBERBEMY 77 A 2885 <,
LA ABMEZERSELEMELTwD Y, Wi, M—EH47 - 72 RAPN 200
BITOBRAMETETIE, FL—HEBOHFHNZ L — K 3UEOEIIEDHHEDE
Y

—5, BT - BIRE SR BU S FL— v EOAHEEBE L7z RCT
X<, BAMESMED 1 DT OHE Lz BIESET NI — Bkl 272 Bl 2 x4 &
L7-METC, SSI # 5o A IHEDHEICAEAIIRO Lo 72705, FL— A EH
DJ5H3 SSI DFABUIEPITE D 572 Ry b IBEIRE SRR 2 21F 72 29
BIOHEE - AN EMETTIZ, 2B FL—UFEEETIE, 272095 26 HHIEH
BIHHBIWRED T =T NVEHRE LD, FL— Y IEREICHE D APHEIR R LA
FTWRETH o728 LTV W, FBICIEIES T LM, oRy b RELEE
WARIZOWTS, FL—YIERBOREEIIOVWTHEShTWS > 9, Lal,
INHOMEITVTNDEFOL L WBEAMEXORFTHY, FL—HiED SSIF
Bzl 58 HEC O W TR 8 v,

RAPN % & & B WBRMITIE, V—F >0 FL— Y813 SSI % &0 =4 0HE
IR S v, B - BIREEFICB W TIE, RCT 29D Th e nwbon
FL—=VEED XY v b 2T L& R L, SSIFHICHTAARLEL RO
TV,

3. BBt EERT

MR R % O B L — B oA 2 B Lk, Ozdemir 512X % RCT
D1IDPEFHEAET B Vo LR ¥ oSHiRE, BhEIE % D BRI A kR
58 Bl (N L — i 22 B, LR 36 1) ZxG e L-MEcd D, SSIFARE X
OB EIHEICOWTIE, ZV—TFHICE RO L o720 TORFET ¥ 7 VEHD
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Db oo, MREIHER % < ) KD B WIREH T O 1 O Th 5 B4t
MTHFL— Y HEOBRENETH LI L& PMMISEEH L TW5, BIfE, 3EA
EoBEERRmE, L VIRRETHLI Ry PEETHITE N TWS72D, BRYy
NSRBI AHRBRATIC BT B F L — Y HEOHA LI OV TOREPE TN S,

Xk

1)

2

—

3

=

4

[

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10

=

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

Ohge H, Mayumi T, Haji S, et al : The Japan Society for Surgical Infection : guidelines for the
prevention, detection, and management of gastroenterological surgical site infection 2018.
Surg Today 51 : 1-31, 2021

Charoenkwan K, Kietpeerakool C : Retroperitoneal drainage versus no drainage after pelvic
lymphadenectomy for the prevention of lymphocyst formation in women with gynaecological
malignancies. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 6 : CD007387, 2017

Chenam A, Yuh B, Zhumkhawala A, et al : Prospective randomised non-inferiority trial of pelvic
drain placement vs no pelvic drain placement after robot-assisted radical prostatectomy. BJU
Int 121 : 357-364, 2018

Porcaro AB, Siracusano S, Bizzotto L, et al : Is a drain needed after robotic radical prostatecto-
my with or without pelvic lymph node dissection? Results of a single-center randomized clini-
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sertion After Robot-Assisted Radical Prostatectomy. J Endourol 34 : 401-408, 2020
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ter radical prostatectomy : A mini-review. Int J Urol 26 : 711-716, 2019
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Beksac AT, Okhawere KE, Meilika K, et al : Should a Drain Be Routinely Required After Trans-
peritoneal Robotic Partial Nephrectomy? J Endourol 34 : 964-968, 2020

Kahn AE, Shumate AM, Ball CT, Thiel DD : Elimination of surgical drains following robotic-as-
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Mari A, Sforza S, Morselli S, et al : Surgical outcome of 100 consecutive robot-assisted pyelo-
plasty cases with no drainage placement for uretero-pelvic junction obstruction. Int J Urol 25 :
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cQs.

CQ18. BRAFMICHFBMTPNILZ7BLLLTE SSIREICKEZSZDH ?

BERAFMICHFEMENILZTRHLIEMIE, SSI BECEEESZ LW (EL; I,
RG; B),

WRBSEHEIR O T O A PHE L L TREANV = 7 258 & 7 5 O Fi B4Rl ©
BHbo —HINZHBEORBEAN =T OHRFEREFIZ05~10% TH2DICK LT,
T 37 R AT HE AT 18 D BARA IV = 7 OFFESRIE, ST HUE IR 7 BRAE B AT T 4.3 ~
83%, RARP T30~ 194% &S hTwa Yy RARPiHICHIATEN DAL =T
Biilbfiiig, X v v aofiHofET2oCkMENS Y BEAIL = 7 FRIH 23
T 5% OB T, RSO~V = 7 IEATIC & ) AL =7 OS5
AEIENZ LTSN TWS Y,

FENENCBNT, WTFRH RCT TEEWVWHDOD, Ay vyazHwnizAv=Tik
WOHERMES L LR HME SN TEY °7Y, X v ¥ 2 EYeR ARG £ 0 SSI
e atHE A < RANRO TR OER THATITRETH - 72 277, 722 L Ay
YakfuiAv =7 IR OREEICET 5 RCT 34 EET, TEF v ADHN
WCIERMMoORBBZR 2503522 ES/LETH S, —F, AFETIX RARP i
HTOAY Y2 OBHIZRBOEH L 2> TE 5T, IR CIBEZ R, #EEL <
Kok % Bl S8 2 HED AT ST b,

RARP i O~V = T Ik i OBG & Z2 G L7z RCT X 1 O ARFFEL, AIRT
fibhzzxy ¥ a REHOMRIC L BMEITH B Y0 Z OBFFETIIMBIEE N RS 72>
S 5em AMINZUIB L, HRLMEZBEE»S0MT 2 HEE2 L >TBY, 1484
DOEHEEFNRIHMTT ¥ 5 NI SN Fze F349 7 HOREBIZHZB VT, i
BREANV =7 ORERIE, FHRELZ 296 (61%) &, =it hho7M
156 (101%) THY, FEEIRDP-725OONV =T ik iifr L 72T
SEB D otz —OANNZ TR0 2B b T2 THY, SSI
R EDIAMERREO R0 NOBAMEREFTDH, RARPHIHFO X v ¥ a2 A
B DNV =T B O ARG ST w5 7o BIRETZIRAEEIZB T 5 4 v
Y aRER OV =T B O A Y& #ES L7z RCT T, SSI % & et #2 A PR
DFMEZ R, ANVZTHREDY A Y % 2% RS2,

RARP fiirh o~V = 7 B IEM IZ—E DBF RS 1, SSI % & 8 72 5 PHE D F A 3
ZEOIZEVIHEIE LV, 2 LRCT ZITL bFNCRSNTEY, %4t -4
MO TV AR T H720121%, ES5RMEPLELERDbRLS,
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for Inguinal Hernia following Robotic and Laparoscopic Radical Prostatectomy : A Systematic
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neal Robotic-assisted Radical Prostatectomy : Is it Safe. UrolJ 15 : 381-336, 2018
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rol 33 : 302-308, 2019
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CQ19. FRIMDERTFEFERINDIH ?

SSI FREICK I 2BMEFBE LN THRHERINAL W (EL; VI, RG; C2),

JEEBFAN O#E TR OPARBIRING, HAEFAIEKE W ENRESE BN fTbh T
Wb BERNTEEZAT) B, PRI > THE UG EZHE3 5L & 512, i
BIVICAEAE T 5 M % B e LM A % FAERR T 5 2 L TH 528, FNAsSSI D%
HEROEBIZHHTH 50OV TIEIRFRTH 5,

JEEBFAN I BT B IEN BRI OA HMEZ G L2as & LT, WL, BiE T
WA BWTHEIENE GO R 2 MG L7z RCT 2 EGFET 555, wWihd SSI 34
WS AR DG HEEZ O e dr o 72 Y, MIELDOEILGI R G & LT
FMIZBIT A RCT T, WMIALIFRE OB AIFKIC X 5 EEDEEE SST ¥ A H
TiE%L, FHMEHMEERSIT A2 THICThotz Vs MBELEFRELZ2DOD A
FIRATICB VTS, FAIRIOEENDEFO SSI FRCH3 268 AIIERO s hTnik
WO T BRI T 2 05 & L7z RCT T, Iies s X O IE G Je %
EIETRIHRE 7.2%, TRIFHE 167% TH 0, BEFENTEGTIC X o T B & NGO
VA ZIZE BB L 72 s EkRe 2977, P=0.033)", Ho B % T4 % 5 512
L7z RICBWT Y, S FICSSI # szt sh Ty, JHEEAN
BRI LT 7295 Gull B R0 R G W B ASTE IS IS & o T 2 o THEREN @ Jll O F38 L i
WS BI A7 ERbUREELEZORTVS S Y,

WREBRFFANC B B ENREFORGHE R Wiz o, 5%, Hr il TomEhE
Inb,
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4)

5)
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7)
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9)
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CQ20. FARIRIDEERIEKD UL FHESRICKIEIEFFSHRESNDIN ?

- ATEEIEKIC K BAMEESRD SSI ICRT 2 FHMRIZESH TIIR RS
fniw (EL; 1, RG; C2),

+ CHG > PVP-| R EDHEERIC KL DRSS RISHRESINAW (ELs VI, RG;
C2),

Al TEE (wound irrigation) (&, YIBHANIAT 25 L 72 Ml o8k o 44 S i - 18
M EZRET LI EICE T, AN TOMBEHEMEZIR S5 EE06N1TE

v,

SSI PR BIIC BT ShTws Yy BlETEEE, w0 EB K, Hi

W AVAT, WHEAZSUBRAHH L2 HoBESEshTway2? 2h
LOHFEFEENLINTE LT, HREFMAPELNTBY T Y AL RVIFKW7

0,

1.

fifE N7 S N 7ARIET RIS L 13 B Vi,
EERIRK

I EFAEKIE, GEERE LCTIRD KSR TEY, BERES X OTBIREAN
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EEUTNTOTMEMIE S ZEHHTESL Y, L L L1 A0EFEZ & 4
DD RCT #HWEE D X 7 RN T, BEEFM % 200 72 B2 B\ CRIE B 8l
AR KIC X ARG ES 24T - 72356, SSLICHT 3 5 PRz RISMEIMICHERET
7% < (HR 0.73, 95% CI 0.37-143), AEFRARKCEBAIG Z2ET 2202 v
MaehorzVs ZOBRMKMER TN 2GR E L2 RCT 28 L afife L, EFAK
A & DA TEE I, FETRIE IR T SSI B o 7oA (29% vs. 174%, p
<00D?, WRAESHTEY, —MICAMAIEKIC X 28658k SSIFHiIC
P35 H MDD 5 &3 L7 ve R BUWMREEIFFREMNC BT 581505 BT %
W21 2 v,

—0, AEFHAERKIC L B R TR SESEEE, R ERET A LIk ST
MEEEZKS L, RCTIZBWTS SSIZ TSR EMEINTHAE 27, HAN
FHEGGEF RIS X B X FIRIT T, SIEDEEIL SSTISH L THRITH - 72 L w2
Twb (RR03, 95% CI01-089) % BHxMEOEVEEIGO L EE LT, 20mL
V) VI 196 # RS 2 225 LC, 300mL FEE O A B A K E VTS A
PRI SN T VWD, 722 LIREORHE, ]I RE RS, SHROBE - )
AEDS BT d B o
2. HER®

IR I NAHBERIZE, 77 2BUR - R 2 EILFEHOWEEE N —3 5
CHG, PVPIT®» 5%, Invitro Tix, CHGIZ PVPI X 0 H BEREIMLNDH DD, 30
B LINIZHI R OB 2 B3 L, 005% DIRETNA F T4 VAR—=ADEE T K
W2 L UMNICRET 5 Vo T2 BIBAEE, OIS, B & ORE RIS
Ti3, CHG I X 2 A TG OREMICOVWTHE S TS Yy L LERTMIC
BUF 5 CHG 2 X 2 AIETEH OAMIEICHET 2 2 €7 v ZZIEFISH WY, [T
MHZZ T TR BB ZNRE LkAIMEHIRICK % &, CHGIZ X 5 FAiiffLo
Ve, B AR K & el L C SSI B X ORIEER o BRI EIc 5 72 Y —T,
TA2 B Xt & L7tk A1 & MET Tk, W EUWB 58 o CHG 12 X 2 b P i,
FEVEHBEICH R TSSI Z B BT S % h o 72 s 2013 4 0 systematic review
T, B4 P28 WT CHG 12 & 2811508 DA ®PEI controversial Th ) & 5
RAERHPLETHLEENTVS Y,

PVP-I i3, M oMIBEEZm3Ed 2720 o, WNHEE, MEE AfmEREo
B EES 5720, WEOEVT Z ABIER I LT3R TH 5 Y, PVPI %
W8S, BRI X AREFOR TRZMHINTEY, HILENEHED
50% UL L, BEIEHBHED 30% L EICBWTHH SR TwB P, B, PVPI, B
K, PR L e L7241 ® RCT 54 L 72 9,000 BILL Lo EH 205 & L
722015 4ED X Z RIS X B &, JEEBFAN CIadeis 2 L L R L C PVP-I1IZ X % ¥k
IH I SSI 2 PR L7z (OR 054, 95% CI 042-069) %%, PR & T 5 & 20
MR 572 21O RCT 25 L LMD A VA TH, s v AL
NNV TH BN PVPLIE AR SFOEEZ THRHLTWE W, La L, 2015 4L
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EWNRLE LIS R IMHADPLETH S,

CHG R PVPI % EOHBH I X 5 8MGUEEHICEH T2 87 AiZZ L <, SSIIiZ
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9) Edmiston CE Jr, Bruden B, Rucinski MC, Henen C, Graham MB, Lewis BL : Reducing the risk of
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Goztok M, Terzi MC, Egeli T, Arslan NC, Canda AE : Does Wound Irrigation with Clorhexidine
Gluconate Reduce the Surgical Site Infection Rate in Closure of Temporary Loop Ileostomy?
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14) de Jonge SW, Boldingh QJJ, Solomkin JS, et al : Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of Ran-
domized Controlled Trials Evaluating Prophylactic Intra-Operative Wound Irrigation for the
Prevention of Surgical Site Infections. Surg Infect (Larchmt) 18 : 508-519, 2017
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CQ21. FRIFDOMERIGROERFHESNSD ?

- UERIR K BRI SSI FRICERTH N HEREEND (EL; |, RG;A),
- ERESS, HERRRICK 2EREa’HEESIND (EL; I, RG;B),

PABIREICAE I 3 2 AR IEARNTIZEDTL H ), MEOREDO T RENED EVEE
DX TIE, MIBEPRORIEIIIao=—%2EL, XM T T4 NVLEBKTHIET
SSIZAEL &5 Y, FICHATICHMHSNAMHARRE 7474 P THIE O 2
O=—THDY A7 DEnE ShTnsd 2,

MU Zad A, DD O & B AR CRAEE OHBAED 72O H S s
PEAFEL SN TBY, ERDTI—T 4 Y 71T LR ERY 75 27 F 910 (Vieryl
Plus®), #V L% 71> 25 (Monocryl Plus®), KV ¥+ *+ >~ (PDS Plus®)
L ENEEN SNILUH I N T W 5B, In vitro B X O in vivo DFFFEIZBWT, bY 7oy
YHEREASRIE, SSLICBHE § MW T 2R EZRL, REHOIT=—F
WARHET 22 EAME S TS ™% HALEsRE, BSOS R
RHERIC BV TEHDO RCT B ERENTWEAY, 2R 5O RCT 26813 A
EDRAIRHICBE VT ZOEIEDZHENRTWS "™, de Jonge 5D X ¥ f#HT
2B &, 20154 F TS N72RCT 205 6462 N\OBEEZ GO TR L2 L 25,
M) Za%rTa—7 14 7 ENREE5RDSSI OFAFEE RIFICHA S 872 (RR
072, 95% CI 0.60-0.86) "V F 72 2017 4EITHEF S N7 A ¥ fENTTIX 20 i d RCT, 14
M OFIN X RS, MY 7 uH rEEPREIIGRIE SSIOY A7 % 061 5 (95%
CI 053-0.73) IZHEIK <72 2, 2019 4EICHE S N ABBLO X & T TIE, 25 ©
RCT 5 Hhii L7z 11,957 A0 @EZ 2R ELTEBY, MY 7oy EaHIERINSR
BT A2 E12X o TSSIHAEDHRY 2 27 1% 073 (95% CI 065-0.82) TdH -
72 BT M) 2 a U EEBRE WG ZTEER - IR T E B2 SSI TR AR
ThoHEINTVS P, —J 2019 EDR D A & KT TIE, TE BT THURH BRI
S O @ SSIFEE T B AHRT Y 2 2132071 (95% CI 0580.88) & A H kAR &
NTW25 25, EFRTM, HETMm, AT CEPIRBIGR O Wi A -HTEIZEED
S hotz

CHGE 7 7 A Bk - B U ClRIA WA RAEH 2 F5i0. WIREHFFHISIZ B
WU, RCT R A FEHTIZIEEICRONTWDAH, kR 75252910 (Vieryl
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Plus®) 12 CHG % &4 & &7 I% (NEOSORB® Plus, AITIERKHE) D
ZEWB XU SSIRAERIZB T LIS ZAH L7z RCT BEET 5. JEBFIENUZ 100
BlE D, B BEN - MR ERIA VT Z % & LTH Y, NEOSORB® Plus
X, AVBHAER O B TREEOHEWIGR (Vieryl Plus®) 12457, U R 7 25 W Fil
IZE o THIETH AR ZRIBL TS Y,

JEERFAM B L ORET T M 2R L LEFYHAIOM S B oW THRFE L5652
DRCT Z2EHL A YHITIC L 2 &, PURWIPCR 2 v 72 d8ffe & 1 IER DGR IS X 2 &
iR A 1T T SSI S8R AH I A o 72A° (RR 073, 95% CI 040-1.33), £l
BB DI A KA 5 72 (RR 008, 95% CI 0.02:0.35) " & XV, kst
PURIIPGRIZ X 2 e G0 HERE S L b,

W—F Y OPRHENGR ORI, 2% ) OERI A P ZET L, HRETMICBIT5
PURWIPCR OF HEIZHETH 525, HEFRTFMUT OHETFMICB T 2680
WTIERZHBRODLEZHATHY), TRTOFMIZBWTHREIRIG: % H %2
HTREPIZOVTIIE L LAV ETH 5,
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5) Marco F, Vallez R, Gonzalez P, Ortega L, de la Lama J, Lopez-Duran L : Study of the efficacy of
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359-366, 2007
6) Ichida K, Noda H, Kikugawa R, et al : Effect of triclosan-coated sutures on the incidence of sur-
gical site infection after abdominal wall closure in gastroenterological surgery : a double-
blind, randomized controlled trial in a single center. Surgery 164 : 91-95, 2018
7) Diener MK, Knebel P, Kieser M, et al : Effectiveness of triclosan-coated PDS plus versus un-
coated PDS |l sutures for prevention of surgical site infection after abdominal wall closure :
the randomised controlled PROUD trial. Lancet 384 : 142-152, 2014
8) Chen SY, Chen TM, Dai NT, et al : Do antibacterial-coated sutures reduce wound infection in
head and neck cancer reconstruction? Eur J Surg Oncol 37 : 300-304, 2011
9) Thimour-Bergstrom L, Roman-Emanuel C, Scherstén H, Friberg O, Gudbjartsson T, Jeppsson A:
Triclosan-Coated sutures reduce surgical site infection after open vein harvesting in coronary
artery bypass grafting patients : a randomized controlled trial. Eur J Cardiothorac Surg 44 :
931-938, 2013
10) Lin SJ, Chang FC, Huang TW, Peng KT, Shih HN, Lee MS : Temporal change of interleukin-6, C-
reactive protein, and skin temperature after total knee arthroplasty using triclosan-coated su-
tures. Biomed Res Int 2018 : 9136208, 2018
11) de Jonge SW, Atema JJ, Solomkin JS, Boermeester MA : Meta-Analysis and trial sequential
analysis of triclosan-coated sutures for the prevention of surgical-site infection. Br J Surg 104 :
e118-e133, 2017
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12) Leaper DJ, Edmiston CE Jr, Holy CE : Meta-analysis of the potential economic impact follow-
ing introduction of absorbable antimicrobial sutures. BrJ Surg 104 : e134-e144, 2017

13) Ahmed I, Boulton AJ, Rizvi S, et al : The use of triclosan-coated sutures to prevent surgical site
infections : a systematic review and meta-analysis of the literature. BMJ Open 9 : e029727,
2019

14) Tae BS, Park JH, Kim JK, et al : Comparison of intraoperative handling and wound healing be-
tween (NEOSORB® plus) and coated polyglactin 910 suture (NEOSORB®) : a prospective, sin-
gle-blind, randomized controlled trial. BMC Surg 18 : 45,2018

15) Gurusamy KS, Toon CD, Allen VB, Davidson BR : Continuous versus interrupted skin sutures
for non-obstetric surgery. Cochrane Database Syst Rev : CD010365, 2014
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SSI FREMRFASH TR < HER=nEW (EL5 |, RG; C2),

BT RL—g, BRI TICERYLREsIEE 5020k, 8
ek S ARBEEMG L, R TROEVIEHGZ SICRHBEINEZ L23H 5,
L2 LSRN BZOFHINE T FL— B, TETFVADPARREL TSI LD D
D, TRETHRENBIZE > TV,

THALZR VR EIS O BB P & R & L 72 81D RCT % & 2021 4E D X & ffHT T,
PRI LT FL— 2B SSI PR R Z R LT Vo #il - mhz &
DO T EHEHALETFMICBWT, FLF— V8o SSIFEA T, MR X D AFZEIEDL -
72 (RR 0.34, 95% CI 0.19-0.61, p=0.0004) »izxt LT, FEHELETFHIZBVTIE,
F L — VBEE R HEBED T SSI JeERIGA D e Ao 72 (RR 076, 95% CI 0.48-
121, p=025), &MMIZIE, V—F O T FL—ryABIZHERI N2V EHERD
FTwaV, EEROBEBFREZ NS E L8 DOdRCT 2 Sl L7 2833 A0 EF
RIRE L2 A SR TIE, T FL—rofilid, SSIOREICBVWT FLF—Y
BELEFLF—VEEOMICHELEZ RSP -7 (OR 076, 95% CI 056-1.02,
p=007)%, LD FEYEE R E Lz A ¥R Cit, EFFL— v SAEOH
T SSI FAERICHEZE &I D o7 (OR 093, 95% CI 053-1.63, p=080)%, 7272
LR ET R PHSARED: 2 Fl 72356, R REIEIEIEHEREIC IR LT SSI 4 v AL FH
RIKF A5 517z (OR 076, 95% CI 0.60-095, p=0.02)°

TR PSR L, HALERNVEE AT RS B W T SSI FED ) A 7 % 47 BAZHIR
THEMESINTEY Y, B HERE R D) A 7 EATOTR 2 dHE L7
RCT T, RFTRELEMSEZE, K FWMEI NV — > & L C SSIZAFE 2 412
BT &4, &Y X ZEGTORIREHSBEOAAEZ XL Tw5s Y, 722017
OB T 2 15 & L7z RCT Ti&, 20cm LLEOYIBIANIZA 12 SSI 38k D
) Z 27 hE < (OR 1557, 95% CI 246-98.38, p=0.004), TR BSEREZ1TS 2
LCHBIZSSLEAED Y 27 A5 L7 (OR 0073, 95% CI 0.007-0.765, p=0.029) ¥,
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WREFFFMIC BT 2T F L — VY RAEOH AT 2 WE010E, BB DE 2R
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%A, FL—YIERRECHNTRIEIC SSI DR AERZER S /2 L MEL TS
(OR 0.15, 95% CI 0.03-0.69) " W45 FIHRL o> IR ZE 110 % B L 72 B e 4 sty 43 B %
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THY, BWFFL—COfFHMERBRL TS Y, B—iiEd AT L 22 B Ay
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CQ23. HRIFDOEFEEFICAT—FILOFERIHEEINDIH?
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- EKIEERIOFERHEESINS (EL; |, RG; B),
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CI 0.31-6.79) ¥, ¥E4ED systematic review B L WX Z RN TH, AT — 7 VOfHHIE
SSIFEHED ) A 7 1B L 2\ 23, ki 2 & ORIER 2% G5 DRI IR T
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FIERIZOWTIZR T LHFEETH S L idfEmo T bz,

B2 £ B OBAN AEREEA OB TR TH S, ¥—~<K> FZ, 2- 427 F
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S LTV NDEREISSS| FHICERATHOHER=NS (EL; IVa, RG; B),
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in Minnesota and the Joint Commission Universal Protocol Standard (UP.01.03.01) "
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2) Time Out Surgical Checklist items (mnhospitals.org)

3) Haynes AB, Weiser TG, Berry WR, et al : A surgical safety checklist to reduce morbidity and
mortality in a global population. N Engl ] Med 360 : 491-499, 2009

CQ25. EififpEE’07 5 L (enhanced recovery after surgery : ERAS)
Eei:Zng gyl

ERAS (£ SSI FREICERTH DRSNS (EL; |, RG;A),

ERAS BEIZ A % A B2k S8, 2D SSIsA 2 b A EIFRs e Y, 418



CQ2e.

FAiED SSIFRICAEMTH 0, 1k B E 05 b 8 o B R E o i A & b 2
S5 2TY, ERAS @A L SSI S & o2 B-fCTld, Mpar 7547
VAN TO% LT 72 L, SSIFEAIH 10 5124 5 3, SSI#E & Ik SSIBETIZZD
AYTIAT VACHBELRERED o2V Mk EINEEZ B E L7z ERAS
DAERECOWTIZHEIR I N TV S D OO, iFEAIHEDIHNICE 3 2 BEEE P v,
FINZ—BHFFIHDO D D25 7% 5 RCT 29 i X 2 X ¥ T O#G R, ERAS IZAREIC
SSI D58 2 ¥ L 72 (RR 0.76, 95% CI 0.580.99) %, & & Z/ERE H & b 4 L 72
(SMD : —1.06 H, 95% CI —141 - —0.75), WEEBRBYNRE T4 % & £ JEEBTA4b7 %
KL LA TBIICBNT, BMiEAIHERSEDIH LA (RR 076, 95% CI 0.63-
093) %, ZH5HD#EHA S SSI PR & LT ERAS DEMGIIHHTH 5.

X

1) Soomro FH, Razzaq A, Qaisar R, Ansar M, Kazmi T : Enhanced Recovery After Surgery : Are
Benefits Demonstrated in International Studies Replicable in Pakistan? Cureus 13 : e19624,
2021

2) Grant MC, Yang D, Wu CL, Makary MA, Wick EC : Impact of enhanced recovery after surgery
and fast track surgery pathway on Healthcare-associated infections : Results from a systematic
review and meta-analysis. Ann Surg 265 : 68-79, 2017

3) Zhao G, Cao S, Cui J : Fast-track surgery improves postoperative clinical recovery and reduces
postoperative insulin resistance after esophagectomy for esophageal cancer. Support Care Can-
cer22:351-358,2014

4) Feng F, Li XH, Shi H, et al : Fast-track surgery combined with laparoscopic could improve post-
operative recovery of low-risk rectal cancer patients : a randomized controlled clinical trial. J
Dig Dis 15 : 306-313, 2014

5) Joliat GR, Sauvain MO, Petermann D, Halkic N, Demartines N, Schafer M : Surgical site infec-
tions after pancreatic surgery in the era of enhanced recovery protocols. Medicine (Baltimore)
97 1e11728,2018

6) BAABRBRPEFR, HILBEARSSI FHOOHORMBERS 1 K51 VIERZERR | HILENR
SSI FHO=HDORAMREREA A RS 1> 2018, £ Akl ®R, p.154,2018

CQ26. DB FMESETHEREINSD ?

e DER MBS IHRE=NS (EL; II, RG; B),

WR BRI OGP v e — VB T, $F DT O 12 %20 ¥ 2
TRTA v 7 LY a—"TI&, WMoz IMmpEEEM%ZO Mm% Z% S8, WMis
PERE 2RI S 272 Vo BEERTAT 484 BIORTIN X WFZET, & Oy H OB IMURE A SST J4k:
CH5-3 2 2 0SE S, TR TS & 12 R [ 1% 00 5 IR A5 SST 584 o s b 1
ThHY, MPOBMEEDORE DL SSIAEDERN T CTH-72, LPESIShTnD Y,

WA OEE T RIS BT 2 MBEFE B O BEMIZOWTIRIELAD SN TV S, FliT—
WEAVEHEIRZ £ L 02 RCT 44° % 2 L2 2 # T X 5 &, SRALIREAE B
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A SSI D% A2 HI L (RR 0.36, 95% CI 0.24-056), i & DRE O 564 b P
LTw7 (RR 05, 95% CI 044-0.72) "o (LBETAN, BREDIRIG 40, 7410 2syb e Tl
72 EWRIA BRI & W SRR P & SSI S84 & o Bl % W7z A # 3T ¢, IikE
SPLHEE A 110mg/dL BLF & L7234 (RR 050, 95% CI 0.350.73), F 7213 110 ~
150mg/dL & L7354 (RR 043, 95% CI 029-0.64) ®W§FHIZHWTd SSI D5k
PR SN2 s, MBESPIHELE LT 150mg/dL ML F &3 L Cws ¥,

2016 fEICHE I N7 KENEEE D SSI A K54 2 id— A i3 H A b il
110 ~ 150mg/dL %%, CBEAMEF T4 C1d 180mg/dL Ki AR < cBh ¥, 2016
EITHEFEE NI WHO 4 F T4 >0 Tl B EMmA#HE X 110 ~ 150mg/dL H L < i
150mg/dL BLF, KEWEHEFRiEFE+E > % — (Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention : CDC) A4 N5 4 ¥V TIIHERBE S OAEIHH b S ¢ HAZ M X
200mg/dL £iii& LTWb, EafAET 5L, AT ORED S IXHILEVETF
it D SSI VB @ 72 D\ ITE IR E, FEHEIR B 22 & T IR P H AL &
80 ~ 110mg/dL 232 2 EHFRLEF LWnE Wi 275 RILBEREDY A7 DS Hh 5
etk % 8 L C Ui HEMHEIZ 150mg/dL BUF AR F L < 7, 4% oMotz s,

X

1) Hweidi IM, Zytoo AM, Hayajneh AA : Tight glycaemic control and surgical site infections post
cardiac surgery : a systematic review. ] Wound Care 30 : $22-528, 2021

2) Bellusse GC, Ribeiro JC, de Freitas ICM, Galvdao CM : Effect of perioperative hyperglycemia on
surgical site infection in abdominal surgery : A prospective cohort study. Am J Infect Control
48 :781-785, 2020

3) Cao SG, Ren JA, Shen B, Chen D, Zhou YB, Li JS : Intensive versus conventional insulin therapy
in type 2 diabetes patients undergoing D2 gastrectomy for gastric cancer : a randomized con-
trolled trial. World J Surg 35 : 85-92, 2011

4) Cao S, ZhouY, Chen D, et al : Intensive versus conventional insulin therapy in nondiabetic pa-
tients receiving parenteral nutrition after undergoing D2 gastrectomy for gastric cancer : a ran-
domized controlled trial. J Gastrointest Surg 15 : 1961-1968, 2011

5) Okabayashi T, Shima Y, Sumiyoshi T, et al : Intensive versus intermediate glucose control in
surgical intensive care unit patients. Diabetes Care 37 : 1516-1524, 2014

6) YuanJ, Liu T, Zhang X, et al : Intensive versus conventional glycemic control in patients with
diabetes during enteral nutrition after gastrectomy. J Gastrointest Surg 19 : 1553-1558, 2015

7) BERABBREFR, EBRARSSI FHOODOAMBERA 1 RS VIERZERF | HILBENR
SSI RO DEMBERA 1 RS54 2018, ZHTLAEME, |R, pp.159-161,2018

8) de Vries FE, Gans SL, Solomkin JS, et al : Meta-analysis of lower perioperative blood glucose
target levels for reduction of surgical-site infection. Br ] Surg 104 : €95-e105, 2017

9) Ban KA, Minei JP, Laronga C, et al : American College of Surgeons and Surgical Infection Society :
Surgical site infection guidelines, 2016 Update. ] Am Coll Surg 224 : 59-74, 2016

10) WHO : Global guidelines on the prevention of surgical site infection. World Health Organiza-
tion, Geneva, 2016

11) Berrios-Torres SI, Umscheid CA, Bratzler DW, et al : Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
guideline for the prevention of surgical site infection, 2017. JAMA Surg 152 : 784-791, 2017



CQ27. CQ28.

CQ27. iiPDIRRIFEREINZID?

MROREF SSI FRHICERTH DRSNS (EL; I, RG; B).

INBFEMTOMET T, ZEBMITOER, b OB AREIZAEZIC SSI DRELY I
AEELHFTHo7 Vo X5 IHBHIE O BIBT# % R TN & BaTM 5T <,
Wi ORI E SSI DFIEICOWTHRET L7z L 25, HMEARMIT CIRBATHICBWVT
BARRBEICB W THE R SSI AR EZ RO, LERMIT CRARELZEZEDR
Morz? EWHENTWA,

M ORI, M ARIRIC X 5 EBGEE, MifEo¥m, Wikoi N v skl
Vi A ERTHRMYIATI RETH 50, KRG EGHEORE D H 572
W, EETLLEIHL Y,

X ik

1) Walker S, Amin R, Arca MJ, Datta A : Effects of intraoperative temperatures on postoperative
infections in infants and neonates. J Pediatr Surg 55 : 80-85, 2020

2) Gundersen SK, Meyhoff CS, Wetterslev J, Rasmussen LS, Jargensen LN : The Impact of Intraop-
erative Fluid Therapy and Body Temperature on Surgical Site Infection - Re-Assessment of a
Randomized Trial. Chirurgia (Bucur) 113 :516-523,2018

3) BAARRBRPEF SR, HILRNE SSI FHDOOORIMBRERS 1 K51 VIERZERR | HILERAR
SSI FHHD=HDREMBERS 1 K51 2018, ZHTLAEME, |R, pp.164-165,2018

CQ28. FAitffiDEHRRREIHERIND N ?

BB OSBRRREIHERINS D, BISICIIEELHARETHS (EL I,
RG; C1),

2016 £ WHO O SSIFilb D 720D H 4 K54 YI2BWTIE, [REWREZE) &
BRI % AT SN2 BB IS AT B X O 2 ~ 6 BFR o Ehik e % (Fio2
08) HGILSSIFED ) A7 Z KT 5 LmHHREINTVE Y, S 5ICEMBEmE
&%, MR OMERAHE, ICUAZSSLEAMYLCREDY 227 B AT 5,
EVCOWSHRIEF Y ARFE L kol ELTWA Y,

Z DFEDWIZED 7 5> T KM 7 the Danish PROXI 42 Tid, 1,386 Dtk b
L IZBRABEHTREESE TN, ik 80%IREERERRE L 30% I EREMICHT T
Wit A e SN72A5, 2 BERIC SSI AR ICH B I Rd otz LENTVn2 Y,
E 512, 2015 4@ Cochrane systematic review T, 60% Ll E o EiEEERESE o SSI
THRIRIEHO A TIE R L, EEZFTCRIEHOGERMED ZE L T, b o iR
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FOHBWAHEHIFEE S hTwRn Y,

WALERE 2 & L2 10 3R> 2 120 LT & & T 2 idT L 726558, R o
% FiO2 134 7542 SSI 364 2 L 7= (RR 072, 95% CI 055-0.95) ¥,

—H CEREREICIIREGE L2 EOMEDH D, ICU #IR CIERIIM O iR ERRE
BHET 5N T b, F72 COPD RN %7 & DMl ELZ G L T H -EH
IZBWTIEIIREZ BAL S E 2 W REMEA S V), il EMHEOMA IR S h e Y,

X #k
1) WHO : Global Guidelines for the Prevention of Surgical Site Infection. World Health Organiza-
tion, Geneva, 2016
2) Meyhoff CS, Wetterslev J, Jorgensen LN, et al : Effect of high perioperative oxygen fraction on
surgical site infection and pulmonary complications after abdominal surgery : the PROXI ran-
domized clinical trial. JAMA 302 : 1543-1550, 2009
3) Wetterslev J, Meyhoff CS, Jargensen LN, Gluud C, Lindschou J, Rasmussenet LS : The effects of
high perioperative inspiratory oxygen fraction for adult surgical patients. Cochrane Database
Syst Rev 2015 : CD008884, 2015
4) Greif R, Akca O, Horn EP, Kurz A, Sessler DI ; Outcomes Research Group : Supplemental peri-
operative oxygen to reduce the incidence of surgical-wound infection. N Engl ] Med 342 : 161-
167, 2000
5) Pryor KO, Fahey TJ, 3rd, Lien CA, Goldstein PA : Surgical site infection and the routine use of
perioperative hyperoxia in a general surgical population : a randomized controlled trial. JAMA
291 : 79-87, 2004
6) Belda FJ, Aguilera L, Garcia de la Asuncidn J, et al : Supplemental perioperative oxygen and the
risk of surgical wound infection : a randomized controlled trial. JAMA 294 : 2035-2042, 2005
7) Mayzler O, Weksler N, Domchik S, Klein M, Mizrahi S, Gurman GM : Does supplemental peri-
operative oxygen administration reduce the incidence of wound infection in elective colorectal
surgery? Minerva Anestesiol 71 : 21-25, 2005
8) Myles PS, Leslie K, Chan MT, et al : Avoidance of nitrous oxide for patients undergoing major
surgery : a randomized controlled trial. Anesthesiology 107 : 221-231, 2007
9) Bickel A, Gurevits M, Vamos R, Ivry S, Eitan A : Perioperative hyperoxygenation and wound site
infection following surgery for acute appendicitis : a randomized, prospective, controlled trial.
Arch Surg 146 : 464-470, 2011
10) Schietroma M, Cecilia EM, Carlei F, et al : Prevention of anastomotic leakage after total gas-
trectomy with perioperative supplemental oxygen administration : a prospective randomized,
double-blind, controlled, single-center trial. Ann Surg Oncol 20 : 1584-1590, 2013
11) Schietroma M, Cecilia EM, Sista F, Carlei F, Pessia B, Amicucci G : High-concentration supple-
mental perioperative oxygen and surgical site infection following elective colorectal surgery
for rectal cancer : a prospective, randomized, doubleblind, controlled, single-site trial. Am J
Surg 208 : 719-726, 2014
12) Schietroma M, Pessia B, Colozzi S, Carlei F, Shehaj I, Amicucci G : Effect of High Perioperative
Oxygen Fraction on Surgical Site Infection Following Surgery for Acute Sigmoid Diverticulitis.
A Prospective, Randomized, Double Blind, Controlled, Monocentric Trial. Chirurgia (Bucur)
111 : 242-250, 2016
13) BAABBRREFSR, HILBENAR SSI FHO-OOBAMWMMERN A RS54 VIEREZEERF | HLENTE
SSI FREDF=HDEMBERA 1 K> 1 > 2018, L& AEYL, BR, pp.166-170,2018



CQ29.

CQ29. ESFiTEDORISEEICAUREMIHRINSD ?

EERF MR OIFEAI T, HERNEOREMDHEREENS (EL; |, RG;A),

WP A O E LT, AIREME LTS Fuaof FRIZEHLZZ D, /2
R EH ORI EM ZHH L 728 MO RCT DY AT~V T4 v 7 LEa—Tld, #a
HOREBEMIZT — Bl L 2 AMEEIC R TAHEAZRD 2V H OO SSI 2 WD X &
A 572 (RR 056, 95% CI 0.31-1.03, P=006). [ikEIZ, Z DM f#EM I
BOTHHEZEIZILZWHOD SST #lA X5 WAL TWS (RR 054, 95%
CI 024-120, P=013)c F72, ST TEMAIENT LI2RER 752 OMR#EMN 2
H$ %2 LT, SSHIZAEICHA L7z (RR 057, 95% CI 0.37-0.86, P=0.008) ",
I BT A% (The National Institute for Health and Care Excellence : NICE)
HARTA T, FEOMEZIRIRTE WA 52O EMOHH Z 81D Tw
52, SREHWEMIE T — X 01X SSI PRI S R S hTwa Y,
—75 WHO 774 F 74 ¥ TIRIEENZEIREDAT, NS Faaaf F, N ka7
7T 47, WEEWEM R CR R AREIAETH L L SN TWw D,

WIR BRI T, AUAWBBEIEEBAT A N5 4 > ORAIFREHIC BV CH A
BCAICIZ L F R sEdsifiat s hTwag 7,

1. FASHA

OIHFEOEA 72 I3RS N (N ) ZAZHERIZFR <)

@ W WU D BI PR EM 34 H

QU #ES N Foaaf F, SEAHZE) 3% L OBERE

O EFRNERESNA ) A 7FEBITHRTH 5
2. FREl

OB E BT OB ET 5

@ AR EM M Z L AR 2 M T 5

QYL F 7213 G & 72 3B EUEIR DD 2 5 A I3 PURPEE#l 2 £ 5 5

DR L, WEHEREELZ R TS

G A OME % ARz (37 B)

PLEXY, AL FI4 2 Tlt, WHEEORIREM 2H N TH 2087, Fakik
M N Faaod F, fEERILY) BELOREARETHL, LiiwmoT 5,

X ik

1) Dumville JC, Gray TA, Walter CJ, et al : Dressings for the prevention of surgical site infection.
Cochrane Database Syst Rev 12 : CD003091, 2016

2) Surgical site infections : prevention and treatment. NICE. https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/
ng125/chapter/Recommendations

3) Khansa I, Schoenbrunner AR, Kraft CT, Janis JE : Silver in Wound Care-Friend or Foe? : A Com-
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prehensive Review. Plast Reconstr Surg Glob Open 7 : 2390, 2019

4) Optimizing Outcomes in Urologic Surgery : Postoperative - American Urological Association
(auanet.org)

5) World Health Organization. Global guidelines on the prevention of surgical site infection.
2016. World Health Organization website. http://www.who.int/gpsc/ssi-prevention-guidelines/
en/.July 12,2018

6) Wound, Ostomy, and Continence Nurses Society. Clinical Guideline : Wound Management. Mt.
Laurel, NJ : Wound, Ostomy, and Continence Nurses Society, 2016

7) De Vries FE, Wallert ED, Solomkin JS, et al : A systematic review and meta-analysis including
GRADE qualification of the risk of surgical site infections after prophylactic negative pressure
wound therapy compared with conventional dressings in clean and contaminated surgery.
Medicine (Baltimore) 95 : e4673,2016



| ®me. coviD-19 s

BQ5. COVID-19 3fR& U THlimI DR EIRRIES(E ?

fiT/l(C SARS-CoV-2 REANDENE S W EHIMT 27202, SEIZLRZHZD
EHENH S,

COVID-19 3% 0 T4 J2 1 T13 i 2 O WL B3 B O A BRHEAE LB A 2 & Y,
WHTIC COVID-19 2589 B8, Witk EOIGA LIk %, LEAMZOEHE I,
COVID-19 ICB# 3 B fEIR & &G ) A 7 1TEICTh b, AR OMZIIEETH Y, IF
WIERATHIRIC B W TR ZDEREIH D EEZOND Y,

FEIRE LTI, ABEHDS &2 DT 5T 10 HUIWIZ, & 8B, W, ek
WHEEG, FEEL, BEWE, BRE - MEKT (KR 2E8Thob, WITTAHICEY ELS
JERIZER 2 228, RIS DIERZ R T A E TR, 72720, BEELTH,
HiLHAmL DY 9 Do WATHRIC X B 72 BRERIZEA S8 E - E RG22 T
% AN OTER D HEA Z LT L, I 70 U RTiEadt, B, BRIk
WHEENG 7 & OREREROBENE L, BEINTHLHIET 5 T TORRHEIZ 29 H
THY, 9%H»10 HETIIRIET L ShTws ¥,

&) 2 7 47E & LTid, ABEHDS X2 01F5 T 10 HUINISHATHICHETE L 72,
BED T L~ A7 25T TR Lz, BEEZEIKE - 7o rkiod 5k
f-FREREDAO T L OREE L7z, RIERLWIGOFFEL COVID-19 L ks h/:
PRABERT 2 R R 2> O IRIE S fCE L R &Mz, B ERBITONL, T2, &) X
7 LHGEL) A7 BB S L EEO—D L LT 7 F v HEMBENDH S, EHI12, F
Wiz 5 BEDPEE RSN TV A HIZO DY X 7478 ORI E L, D
bAoA, BY) A7 RRE L0 AV EHEFIBEEL HEI»SERL TV
BHHED POHEET S,

Xk

1) COVIDSurg Collaborative : Mortality and pulmonary complications in patients undergoing
surgery with perioperative SARS-CoV-2 infection : an international cohort study. Lancet 396 :
27-38,2020

2) Komori A, Mori H, KojimaY, Tabe Y, Naito T : Preoperative universal SARS-CoV-2 screening for
asymptomatic patients : a report from Tokyo, Japan. J Cardiothorac Vasc Anesth 35 : 1265-
1267, 2021

3) PEOFSIZRTZFER  BARG, FRIOF VI ARERE COVID-19 ZROFEIE £ 7.1 .
https://www.mhlw.go.jp/content/000923423.pdf

4) Talic S, Shah S, Wild H, et al : Effectiveness of public health measures in reducing the inci-
dence of covid-19, SARS-CoV-2 transmission, and covid-19 mortality : systematic review and
meta-analysis. BMJ 375 : e068302, 2021
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BQ6. COVID-19 xtsR& U THiliRI DEE T HED ?

CHEERTREYRID 7RV (B LLHMEWL) BRIS, UL, RITHELE
WTW2 KD SARS-CoV-2 REDBER(CDWTE+RLREDDETH S,
- ATHAD SARS-CoOV-2 REICDOWTEZ DREM(FIERCRER Y X7 1T81H
ST REDDRADVDETH B,

MEHTZAR & 2 DFEIR & 5297 2 BEUIE IR 3 2 A IR WSRO M 5 b, JFICH
ITHNCIEZ Y TH 5.

HESERDMRIEZENORENZOWTUL, FEEIC L DV EZ TP ELRD LD DL DT,
ZOEBDORIFICOVTIIEMRIEE S, 7275, MENEROEISE2 5B L,
KA RTER DN EAND R 7 ) —= 2 ZI3BBRAED ) R 7 2 &8I E» S5 2 5%
WP ZOBEICIIMZTOFME AT A EVIEZLH B Y. WATIIC
BHTRAEO KRR 2R T 27200~ v 3T —RBHOAIZOWT L REILET
5o

—J7, WHNCHEZERT S & TRECTMEIT) LN TELEV) HHEE
Tdh %o SARS-CoV-2 FEEFH T 2 PR OMITIZ, BEOANHE" OALTT
WG R I DEGAZE O TR D E 2 5 TR 62w, FRICHATHOREO W
FHCBVTRIREOERIRASNTED > Y, FICERHE SHEOTHICB W
THHTRED G TH o2 DWELH B 7o 72721, TN O SARS-CoV-2 #Hife
WZDoWTIE, ZOREMNE5ICHRET2ULEND S,

TN 2 ERTIE 2 BN R CTORERME L 2 5N BEE, BRICHE
TAHREEAER L T EMMOBERICTFME TRELEZ LD, BREOTFM»L
FCHhIUE, BEYHIEEE, RERE, PN & WhikE L, SARS-CoV-2 MED#HIC (72
EZBUTH THORICHIET HUREMZZE L) 15 2IEG 3k % 5 U Tl 2 S5t
T 5o MEH D SARS-CoV-2 MAENKEETH > ThH, BICkHTEE 2 D NHRICHIET
BDUREMEEDH 2 2 E0 0, EHEFEDBRIENRERKT 5, /2, BHULTWDLE
FHIZDOWTIUX, AT SARS-CoV-2 A DS EE & E 2 555, oI B O # )
SHEFICAT) o FMEBOITHIZOWTIE, BEALTWARRTHILUE, auFhis
Rk, HEMIASTTRED &9 22 & HIWT§ %,

X R

1) Gubbay JB, Rilkoff H, Kristjanson HL, et al : Impact of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19)
pre-test probability on positive predictive value of high cycle threshold severe acute respiratory
coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) real-time reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR)
test results. Infect Control Hosp Epidemiol 43 : 1179-1183, 2022

2) Layfield LJ, Camp S, Bowers K, Miller DC : SARS-CoV-2 detection by reverse transcriptase poly-
merase chain reaction testing : Analysis of false positive results and recommendations for



3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

BQ6.

quality control measures. Pathology - Research and Practice 225 : 153579, 2021

Komori A, Mori H, Kojima Y, Tabe Y, Naito T : Preoperative universal SARS-CoV-2 screening for
asymptomatic patients : a report from Tokyo, Japan. ] Cardiothorac Vasc Anesth 35 : 1265-
1267, 2021

COVIDSurg Collaborative : Mortality and pulmonary complications in patients undergoing
surgery with perioperative SARS-CoV-2 infection : an international cohort study. Lancet 396 :
27-38,2020

COVIDSurg Collaborabit : Preoperative nasopharyngeal swab testing and postoperative pul-
monary complications in patients undergoing elective surgery during the SARS-CoV-2 pan-
demic. BrJ Surg 108 : 88-96, 2021

Kothari AN, Trans AT, Caudle AS, et al : Universal preoperative SARS-CoV-2 testing can facili-
tate safe surgical treatment during local COVID-19 surges. Br J Surg 108 : e24-e26, 2021
Gonzalez-Diaz A, Abad-Lopez P, Pena-Vallejo E, et al : Urological surgery during SARS-CoV-2
pandemic. Descriptive analysis of the experience in a Urology Department across the pandem-
ic phases. Actas Urol Esp 44 : 665-673, 2020
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BQ7. EREREFil (BEHRFMEEONY MNEFH) LRBFHOSHNE
T SSI RERICENHEH ?

CERFMTIE, MECEEROBENEDRENS L,
EERFMOBERFMTIL, EEEFMOBH S| RAERMENMERIZH 5,

% 5 ]

WRZREHIE COMEIEG A1, ESHICE L L TB ) HRFMZEEL>2H
5o B 51T 2012 412 ,%i%ﬁaﬂ#éufybiﬁﬁWﬁT%iﬁéﬁVWW
REEER E 20, aRy PEBEFNE2ECEESETFRPETETERLLTETV S,
T, ST E Ry FERTN R A DY TIRIRER T & £k 3 %,

=W, REFIEBH TN & NIRRT H 5 & &, KB EFAH ORI B
FHIZ AR SV, BIAVNE BBEDAD 2 MR BT D 1F 5 D30 G | ifl‘tﬁ
WETPHI SR TV A2, WRERHEIC B W T BT & AR BT 2 IR 2412
ﬁtt%%uukhaﬁwoy%&%ﬂﬁnf&ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁ@ﬂmﬁﬁmf%mﬁé
KR L7z Togo 0 Y Tld, HEFHTIZFE 1AL 7 702K > %, BLI
BLENR=I) VRIIWFEOH PG b L I3IERS, #EERFMHTIEE 1 - 21k
77 HBARY) R, BLIRAR= YY) Y RUEEOH NI G5C, B - §IERHERM (5
W/ BElEsE) T, RN SSI 3% /0%, RI5% /2%, UTI1% /1%, EEkobIkAm
(BA / BEIESE) <, SSI 0% /2%, RI 5% /3%, UTI 3% /3%, ARLiAHIHT 7Nk 4
Bt (Bl / BEIESE) . SSI 4% /3%. RI 3% /2%, UTI 1% /4%, B R& kM (B
W/ WEPEsE) <, SSI 1% /-, RI 1% /-, UTI 3% /- Th-o7 (Fl1)s DL LD
WHEGSE DI A ITE K 2 {, MHEBTRELEFIFO TV RV, 512, FHil
IR G0 & 2 WIRERIERESE T/NIIBH (R =< 28188 T) T4l <, IHER Tl (%
TN, YRR, EIEERRAT) o SSIRAERIE 16% TH o7z (F 1)V,

?%h%@@ﬁﬁi&w# B 5 53U By & ARAR BRI 40 WD Bl  SST Fé A 58
1, FREN13~14%, 02~ 054%T, REBEEEL-YI Ay o )5 % SSI 84313
AEIEWEHESh TS (27,

£1 ERFMICHTS S| FaER

3] 3 SSI (%) MEEKSHE
~ ) 75 3 )
B - BIBFi " BE or ERSE
{&{2EE* 410 0.2
SERFM? EEE* 373 1.6 FRE

KRR R 23 ARy b FAi
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F2 EERFMEITB SSI REX

ES0} n SSI (%) PEEKESHE
1,411 1.3
Ed

726 1.4
B TIRRAMT > ¢ ]
2,120 0.54 i
K258 PNz .
525 0.2 5
iz
B 2,866 1.5 &
2,714 0.7 )
[ERYA = ] R 9= R
1,084 0.6 v
24 BRI LLA ~
FIRR 4,824 4.5 3
&
x
x3 FBRFMICHITS SS| FAEX fitg

£ff n SSI (%) BERESEE
BR 9,624 4.67

BRI + R B
ERE. 1,565 2.95

F72, 0ARy NCERMERESE T R BRERERRAT & BB & iR Tk A I X 2R
L7285, PHIIESRIZE LI 7 7 0 2R VRPTEHE % 24 BRI DI 5-C,
SSIFEER 06% & 45%TH D, TR v bLIRTFN THEIC SSIFEEFRIML A > 72 &
LTwa (£2)Y, F7-, Wi v B4aREREm 11,183 Bk L, propensity score matching
ZHWZ-EBFNB X MR E T 0 SSIFAFIE 15%, 0.7% & KR #E T4 T SSI
FAERIIEHEHE SR THDE (F2)7,

WRIZ, THYTATCH 5 B bR B & O 58 51, PPt o,
RHIE %, ZHiEoHE T, SSIEA IR TM T 467 ~ 14%, (K28 FAl
T295~3%TdhH, MEEFMD LD SSIFERIIMNE ShTwd (3™,

Xk

1) Togo Y, Tanaka S, Kanematsu A, et al : Antimicrobial prophylaxis to prevent perioperative in-
fection in urological surgery : A multicenter study. J Infect Chemother 19 : 1093-1101, 2013

2) Kijima T, Masuda H, Yoshida S, et al : Antimicrobial prophylaxis is not necessary in clean cate-
gory minimally invasive surgery for renal and adrenal tumors : a prospective study of 373 con-
secutive patients. Urology 80 : 570-575, 2012

3) Kern SQ, Lustik MB, McMann LP, Thibault GP, Sterbis JR : Comparison of outcomes after mini-
mally invasive versus open partial nephrectomy with respect to trainee involvement utilizing
the American College of Surgeons National Surgical Quality Improvement Program. J Endourol
28 1 40-47,2014

4) Autorino R, Zargar H, Butler S, Laydner H, Kaouk JH : Incidence and risk factors for 30-day re-
admission in patients undergoing nephrectomy procedures : a contemporary analysis of 5276
cases from the National Surgical Quality Improvement Program database. Urology 85 : 843-
849, 2015

5) Tollefson MK, Frank I, Gettman MT : Robotic-assisted radical prostatectomy decreases the in-
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cal site infections : results from the National Surgical Quality Improvement Program (NSQIP)
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8) Bochner BH, Dalbagni G, Sjoberg DD, et al : Comparing Open Radical Cystectomy and Robot-
assisted laparoscopic Radical Cystectomy : A Randomized Clinical Trial. Eur Urol 67 : 1042-
1050, 2015

CQ30. FRFMICHREIND FHNEEE ?

FIHRET77ARRY VR, BLIRREGERZVY VRAEEROHELOKRSH H#EE
N3 (EL; I, RG; B).

REEDBICE P 2 EIEERFA (R RRRA - ERbRAN - B30k & 5w
BRSSO TAMNIE, ENETLELMEIIEE T FYRER D7 5 AT
KWTHY, £1HRt7 72 AR) VK, BLIRAR=YY VRITHHED H A% 5.
MR IND (R4,

ek, EIR IR, EIRERERAT - BRI U BT (X RE IRBE DS S B 728
HEIFRTMICOETRE EZ L 5N T W25, SSIFAERIBERTHEMSETHS S
X0, RS O 2 T UDTER TN L ABEOMIGTH5 & ShTwa (E5) 7,

% Wi i 3L IR 22 T W i BB SIS 0 JE 40 100 B e 2 1T 1) 3 L2RET L 72 Togo & ¥ ik
HTE, F1MRe7 70 2R ¥, BLIRAR=Y) VRILEEOHEE S L <
EIPEG Tl - 12E RPN CH 28 - BB (B / BiFESE) <k, Theh
SSI 3% /0%, RI5% /2%, UTI 1% /1%, B&#Rs-UI8ar (BAR / MEHESE) <,
SSI 0% /2%, RI5% /3%, UTI3% /3% TdH Y, MHITHEIADR,

S 5T [WIREFFHEIBNZ BT 5 M &G B 7 A R 54 > 2006) Z2&¢ifid 5 HBY
TIbRZZHHS 0L Y T, H1#AL7 70 28 ¥ RPUHERER S T,
FEIPESE TR B X OEPESE T BRI CI1k, €2 SSI 34% /3.7%, RI0% /

x4 FRFMEAMBARIE FNEREDRER & RSHE
Filit (RER) B B’ 5 HR

NREFMN (BE, BE EBLE), B - BIBHEERIW,
BB UIBRAT, HISIREEE R, | >/ \ENFRE, RE B,
EREIEFI, SERBMFMRE

* FiRED 3 B ZB A 255 (CITEMkS
* % PIPC/TAZ [3Bx<
KEERESR - ARy SBFM : ERFINICET S

F1HRAE77ARKY VFR

3 *
BLIFE&~RZY U vR** HE




CQ30.

x5 BHRFM (BREBBRMET) 26555 SSI HREX

fr=t F iy SSI (%)  HEERSEH
ERFEMY B - BIBERN 75 2.6
B3 Bi[o]
EEREN D BREREERN 120 0.8
SERFM? B BRI 4,159 1.8
—  (EEE T8
EEREN Y BREMEERN 745 1.3

F6 BEFMEONEERERS S SUFHFRSICEITS SSI FEX

SSI (%) MEE MEZEEK SO
i e g1 T77rORKRY Y .
B-BIBERNY  BK 75 2.6 BLIBAA— Y B[E
B - BB kRl > 270 34~37 H1tRe77ARKYY B[g|
328 0.6 F1HRE77AORR) v H[o
SERFM B2
378 0.5 F1HRE77ORRY v B[g|
ERFM Y 1,013 1.6 BEHL

37% T o7

FREPUR B 512 X B W IREHIENESE T/ (I =~ 2A8INHEET) FHre, &
BEM (CBERERAT, B vIbRAly, EIEREERAT) o SSIFE=RIL 1.6% & ik ST
w5 (£6)Y, 2512, ABEOTAHT, #Y AR (HbAle > 7%, KR,
o PRI, B  BMI > 30kg/m®, FEHREER ORI Z AAD S B 1 ELEEY)
DR 2 AL 7 71 AR U RPUEEH NG T, MWIEIER G- TV, SSIFEAER
1329% LW EhTWVD 7,

WR BB SEIR O IEES T 123 H L7 George D% AN E % Y <ld, TR
A 24 WER AN & U SSTF8AE=1E, PEMESE T B bRl b X OREESE T R B bl <
FREN68% /21% Th o720 AFTH, HEPMT, Higuchi b7 4% CEZ O Hi[|
P2 5T SSI J £ %13 06%, Yoshida & ¥ 28 BLIBLA =3 ) ¥R HUH 3 o Bl #%
5./ 45T SSI 5313 32% /0% & i LT b, X 512 LaMattina 5 I3MR %R
JERESE T/ANIIE (3 =~ 2BINEEET) TR LM<, CEZ Hl¥k5 o SSI
FERIZ05% EWME LTS (£R6)7,

HRFMTIE, 1AL 7 70 2K) VRPURIEO B NG TOMEH» KIS T
Holzo LAy, FMFMTCOMRGIZIEFICA R L, KREFM TOME RIS T,
R TFAN TIE SSI ZEAER 720, BN S IIHER SN D, Ak L7z & ) I2EER
FAClE, BTN & AR BTN To SSI FAERIZES TV ESNTEY, MG
DRV CO MBI GIIZUTH L EEZ D, T2, KBRETFHICBIT ST
PUREEIEF G- TOMEHIIEEITA R, RN TIRHERTEZ 20D, SO TV
ADWEFETIEIER G- b BIRN R 2WHEHERH S LEZ 5,

w2, B L BRI O FANIW IR FHI RN Td 5 A%, SSIFERIZET 5 it
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132 v, HEEB T SSIZeAERL, 1 -2k 7 7 a 2R ¥ RPLHIE
OHEGT, 0% ' 7213 35% (FBIEEA1.6% , BEEHA65%) " L sh
TWwb, TNHOFMS, 1AL T 70 XK VRPUR IO Hadz 5 CRE Z »
L%z % (BQ4pll #5M),

Xk
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WIRHCE 54 1 587-591, 2008
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CQ31. HEFERFMICHRINZFHREER?

F1- 27 7ARRY VR, BLIRERZV) VRIAEED 24 BEMUA
DERELHEESND (EL; I, RG; B),

R E 35 ERMEEHE T N2 ED 7T ABMEERE, KERE23:E357
S LABEHHRRECTH L. FHPRIEE LT, 12K t7 72 28) V%, BLIE
HREVY VRPHIED 24 B DN O G ER SRS (R7),

AF2S, MIESY OWET, FHHEE F1-21RL77028) VA,
BLIFELAR=) Y RPUWEE) & 72 W LA C, SST ZEAE 381, BHCHT 37 Bt 24 Bt



CQ31.

x7 EFRFWANMPRRMETHNEEDRR KSR

Fiit (RER) MEE BE5HE

BRERRM, RBNOIIRSRIRT, RBIETRE
BRI, BERLER O YDBRYN, EERtEMEERIT + REREE,
VUR #RIGT 7% &

F1-2HRE77AORRY VR

BLIRAR=I I UR* 24 BRI

* PIPC/TAZ 1$BR<
KEERESR - ARy MIBEFM : ERFINICET S

*8 HIIUREMRMIEORBEERELRSS LU 24 BEMURKRS(CHTS SSI FEX

SSI (%) 1B 5 HAR
- 247 3.6 m2RET7FORKY Y
MR Y 201 39 m1tttborOaRyY #
(E28E 369 3.1 BLIFEE~R=Zv Y
4,824 45 s1RE7 ORI Y
5] 187 14.4 HIRET ORI Y
Az AR S FERRAT ° 7 93 2.2 F2MRET77ORRY Y 24 BREILA
1,084 0.6 s1RE7FORY Y
EIREE
2.1 FI3IHRET77ORR) v

FEIPESE T IR AR T 1.7% /95% Tdh o720 Togo b DG T, FHiHLHH (4
Lkt 7 7o AR ¥, BLIRAGR=Y) YR) & HEEL TIT- 728460 SSI %
AERIE, ERERRRART, B BR AR, WERESE T T RIS T 09%, 39%, 3.1
%BTHolo S5, IS Y, Terai b Y&, BIHHT IR O FRPIREIEIC,
7+ F T L (cefotiam : CTM) % Hiln$e5-& 24 R4 G-, 24 WEfH & 96 W% 5-
T SSI DFA A W L CENZEN36% /22%, 12% /0% & #1137 ¢, Takeyama®
Sid, 127 72 AR VRIHEZ M L CRAMBARBRTD - 72 & il
LTwh,

F72, Oy bCBRIEIESE T AR AR & BT 2 i L 72 Tollefson & ©
% Osmonov 5 " i3, 7 7 LF ¥ ¥ (cefalexin:CEX), £ 7 + ¥ ¥ ¥ 2 (cefotaxime:
CTX) % 24 B LI 5.C, SSI A3 u Ry FBFHTENZN 06%, 21%,
BT T 45%, 144% &, TRy bIIRPH THEIS SSI I LRI - 72 &
HLTWw5D,

HEEBETROFHPIREER, 123t 7 70 2R VRIRETORED
%<, BeHGWIENE, B 24 Bk G- L&, Eh L Eofeh 2 i LT SSI I AR
23EE K, W~ 24 B SARYTH A * 77, 24 BHHGOM4, BT
O SSI B84 HIF BN A, FEEIR LI IR R R AT I KR AR 3 Tl <47
bNTBY, B THEHEL - 217 70 2R VRITFEED 24 BEH G % 55 <
252 (F8)o HIGDT— 5134 7% L, 24 Rl 5 & g § % & SSI 5A: =
bEL, SBOIETFT Y ADORERETIEH 525, BN TRREEFHTH-TH
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P 513 EIR T & v,

RIS, PRERDSBAT S N % M BB T4 TR O R B &G D A 2k L, Al A
O PREG AR IESZ VAR ORE RN o 7 PR BEIRIHE AT 9 T & DM IRGRE T Pl K 8] 2
ZLTHb (BQ4pll 2BMH),

X ik
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2) Togo Y, Tanaka S, Kanematsu A, et al : Antimicrobial prophylaxis to prevent perioperative in-
fection in urological surgery : A multicenter study. J Infect Chemother 19 : 1093-1101, 2013

3) HEAED, WMERE, LEE, M IREHERTICE T2 BMBEREERKRSEDORE | BEIREE
&1 HREREDIER, WREBHCE 56 1 559-563, 2010
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tion of antimicrobial prophylaxis in radical prostatectomy. J Infect Chemother 13 : 320-323,
2007

6) Tollefson MK, Frank I, Gettman MT : Robotic-assisted radical prostatectomy decreases the in-
cidence and morbidity of surgical site infections. Urology 78 : 827-831, 2011
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CQ32. BZFi CHIEEFAFIM) [CHESNSFHREERE?

7 7PVA YV VRMEERD 72 BEUNOERSEN#HEEINDS (EL; IVa, RG;
C1).

R E 35 E0MEE, EE7 FORELRED T T ABEIRE & BNMER O 7 5
LMW, WRMHRTH S, PHILEIEE LT, BEKERICHDIIREEZ AT 558
27 7 ARY YRIMEEDH B, CMZ & FMOX 235Efl & 72 5728, BIFEAT
BZETFT Y ADBELRYT7 734 Y VRVMREZHEIRT L, LALES, RN
Y7 7~ TV RIIE OB LNEIEAHED X, MNZ & OPFHEEED MG S 5]
BEtElEd 545, BIRFH CIIHERIITE v, BIHRGICE WAL E2Pi DI
b T2 R UNOR G2 HEET 5 (F9),

I A BRARTIE D IR BR S N IZTHALE AR S B 2 L 03% <, BUAMENSHIBIE
# & LCTURBT 2% CTHEY, MREEOBRESLRBIEEEZALTVLLAL LV,
FD72%, SSIFAZR L WIRESEHEBOMO T4 & ik L T 48 ~ 233% & EHIAYIC
BV EHE TSR TW A, 2012 4 & ) BERESE T EDE SRR, 2018 4EA 513 TR v
b S PRMEESE T R RN S RBEH & 22 0, AR, RAR B TTARE 1 A S e g 12
Hbo HALEZFH LREEEMEZIT) %6, Bafild 2 $ TIHKE RN C1T



CQ32.

x99 BRFMBAMBRPE TR EEDREIR &R 51

Filit (RER) B3 ®E5HAM

BBt 2 /IR + B EF B RBE R,
EALEF BEEBIE A % &

MEERRER - ARy MEFN  ARFIICESS

I FYA Y URIEE 72 RN

F10 SBERERFMICHFS SSI FEASK

SSI (%)

BLI EE&HRIRE =2 ¥

35 5.7 (PIPC/TAZ) 72 RS
44 20.5 mEEE~=>1Y Y (PIPC) 72 5
S 49 12.2 BLI EAHEIEE =V v 48 B5F9
i 33 18.1 FHRIRE~R=2 YUY (PIPC) 24 B518
F2MRET77ORR) v+ .
147 7.5 DSl o]
58 12 7rvA4Yy (CMZ) g
F2RE77O0RKRY v+
30 6.7 ROl 72 5
L ESEE 13 14 F1HERE77O0XKRY Y +
BN - (S 96 22.9 S m=
— e 24 B
50 18.0 Rig~=>1) v (ABPC) +

*/0v (CPFX) +X k@=4vJ—IL

ADY, REREM ZAT ) B TR 2 W L CRTM T I247 ) fifk2i% <, 5y
AHERL TR VIR TIEIBRTFMICE L 2 008Z 4 TH A9, LrL, Ekad
B 2 K5 & L7z FRibu i S & AR IR GiE O BIfR & it L 725 s0id A s

B RUBE e A Bl T o> SST 384k # 1, TAZ/PIPC (BLI EEAPUREIRE <=V ¥ %
PUBSE) HOM A BRRRE S Y, T2 WRHR ST TEREN122%, 57%, CEZ (41
Rt 770 28) Y REEHK) 12 MNZ B0 7203 CMZ2Y oS cEhzh
75%, 12% L WMESNTwD, F72, PIPC (JUkkEE~= ) RIURSE) Wk 24
B % 5, 72 W% 5 T SSI AR IZZ NN 181%, 205% L HE X Tw5
(i% 10) 12)O

S IR R (BT + R B F4) o SSIFEA=1%, CEZ & MNZ
B, ABPC & CPFX, MNZ o 24 B4k 5- ¥ < 229% /180%, 7 0% ¥ 2
7 ¥+t F )V (cefuroxime axetil : CXM-AX) & MNZ BEJH o 72 Bif$s 5. Y ¢ 67% &
WEENTVWS (F10),

WO QIEBI DD 2 IR HESE T iU S, B G2 S LASTE
i, HALENOMEE, WRERFFM O, AR o EMIIERGE T4 T
A V2B E HWT 5,

HILE IO KR TIE, B TS ICRET 51387 T AEURH B
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L OBEMR OB GAREVE SNTBY, REZNTHILEZFHT 2546121,
7T NEWREIOMZ THRAER O A N—dEEII R b, L2 LAEMPSTFRHiBRIET
HY, PHEEEMHOBELS L LEY ERNSIIREOMHIIHEGRETH S,
[ e T B PR S EE I D720 DEE T A N5 4 ) T, sk (F)
MEBFMICHEINTE Y, HERPIRIEIZ CMZ, FMOX, CEZ+MNZ, 5
(THL I~ 24 BERY, AL —FA-T LS Twb, 72, EBEWEM (B,
AT AR OIS S L (mechanical bowel preparation : MBP) O &) b IiHEB T
SHEENTEY, HIRPUFEIIE CMZ, FMOX, CEZ+MNZ, #5548 ~ 72 1
M, L7 L —F AT LRSI, REZMMCHLELRAMNT 2 & &1, Lits
Rl fIETRELEZ D, GHIMIE, HROBERICIES X, BIEEE &M T
HAUZFEWI, B ERM CRENM O X5 ISR ToEALEE Z 2 bh, #
GG 24 ~ T2 RIS R U TH D L EZ Do KL VMBS R iEZ2FIHT %
ZEDLVIRER TR, SHROTE T A DOREIC L ) ARHFE & ) FRPIR
OG- REE B b LNtk v,

WA DH A K54 > 1% T, CEZ+MNZ Off NG AR SN TV B, HidE
PURSEIE FEEIR L2 BY) TH A, WG 3BTtk e sy Aidk
CHEIRT & v

SEDTA K54 2T, BHRLHEROTA K54 2 THFEINRTW5S CEZ+MNZ
BRI CHER LR WEHNE, DTO3 M TH D,

1. B PRPLR IR L LT, 2/ %M 5 2 & A%

2. BIEOARFFOF— % Tlx, BERVEW O CRIE & 72 % Bacteroides J&, Prevotella

BAZHT 5 CMZ OEZ AT BT (i 60%, %% 90%) 7,

3. MINZ &, FEHE 7 BEE R GE R M5 R GHIE D 72 D DR M L L CTiifr S
LREPUHIETH Y, AT B PR S T oM BEE R SRS A i & B
B3 2R E= .

2L, HYTAMERICERE CMZ DA R 5 &, CMZ T8 o 3 % s
TAHWREDH Y, T T AP FEKLIREAXRZ b7 4% 5D FMOX %
BT 52 L, SBROMEREEINIC X 5 TiZ MNZ O PR32 LB 2 B AT % A
bl (BQ4 pll &),

Xk
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5) Parekh DJ, Reis IM, Castle EP, et al : Robot-assisted radical cystectomy versus open radical cys-
tectomy in patients with bladder cancer (RAZOR) : an open-label, randomised, phase 3, non-
inferiority trial. Lancet 391 : 2525-2536, 2018

6) Maibom SL, Joensen UN, Poulsen AM, Kehlet H, Brasso K, Rgder MA : Short-term morbidity
and mortality following radical cystectomy : a systematic review. BMJ Open 11 : e043266,
2021

7) Parker WP, Tollefson MK, Heins CN, et al : Characterization of perioperative infection risk
among patients undergoing radical cystectomy : Results from the national surgical quality im-
provement program. Urol Oncol 34 : 532.e13-532.e19, 2016

8) Shigemura K, Tanaka K, Hamasuna R, et al : Japanese Research Group for Urinary Tract Infec-
tion (JRGU) Efficacy of Prophylactic Antimicrobial Administration of Tazobactam/Piperacillin
for Radical Cystectomy with Urinary Diversion : A Multicenter Study. Urol Int 102 : 293-298,
2019

9) Tanaka K, Arakawa S, Miura T, et al : Analysis of isolated bacteria and short-term antimicrobial
prophylaxis with tazobactam-piperacillin (1 : 4 ratio) for prevention of postoperative infec-
tions after radical cystectomy. J Infect Chemother 18 : 175-179, 2012

10) Kolwijck E, Seegers AEM, Tops SCM, van der Heijden AG, Sedelaar JPM, Ten Oever J : Inci-
dence and microbiology of post-operative infections after radical cystectomy and ureteral stent
removal ; a retrospective cohort study. BMC Infect Dis 19 : 303, 2019

11) Numao N, Fujiwara R, Uehara S, et al : Intraoperative Only versus Extended Duration Use of
Antimicrobial Prophylaxis for Infectious Complications in Radical Cystectomy with Intestinal
Urinary Diversion. Urol Int 104 : 954-959, 2020

12) Hara N, Kitamura Y, Saito T, Komatsubara S, Nishiyama T, Takahashi K : Perioperative antibiot-
ics in radical cystectomy with ileal conduit urinary diversion : efficacy and risk of antimicrobial
prophylaxis on the operation day alone. Int J Urol 15 : 511-515, 2008

13) Ross JPJ, Breau RH, Vigil H, et al : Association between radical cystectomy prophylactic anti-
microbial regimen and postoperative infection. Can Urol Assoc ] 15 : E644-E651, 2021

14) Schneidewind L, Torabi L, Drager DL, Hakenberg OW : Reduction of Perioperative Antibiotic
Prophylaxis in Open Radical Cystectomy with Ileal Conduit Is Feasible : Results of a Prospec-
tive Clinical Trial. Urol Int 106 : 825-831, 2022

15) BAREEREZR/ HAABBREZR | [TERBRRAFHIEEBEEROZODEREA A K51 V]

16) Lightner DJ, Wymer K, Sanchez J, Kavoussi L : Best Practice Statement on Urologic Procedures
and Antimicrobial Prophylaxis. ] Urol 203 : 351-356, 2020

17) ZHER, ZBREZ  RXMEERRPE. HARKFE 107 1 2282-2289, 2018

CQ33. BEREIDFMICHREINS FHREEI?

BEREICHCTER SN, ERNIC(E empirical /BB E L TABINEEDE
Epgansd (EL; IVb, RG; C1),

WHO D533, classIV  (infected operation) [Z3HEN L FMiTH B, ThbbH,
HOCARROFRAF S 5 BRIHMESME, 3 CITERRIIEG D % WIZTHLE L2t O Al 25
ZTHY, WREHFHHEHBTIE, REE GEEELEREG) OB, RIERR
B/ 7NV THUH (BIEMERIER) O FLF— VM Richb 2 b,
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1. REE (KEHEEZBERIT) OEREBH

MRTEE 35 & OV PR B B 2 3 BN PRAF TR 2 AT, € O RAFHEIY 22 B i
Wi 2 DLV, SIEMEERE %E, BaERMBMICL2REDLH 5,

OB TOME IV VDS, SR BICH L TR &7 720 (BIRCFEM £ 7213
JEIEGETAT) @ SSIFAEFIL 30% T, X512, SMEMIHEOHFE, BaTil, KiE
ey (R - M) 2> S B PS5k it S 72358120 SST A HAT EH-§ % L 3 &
nTwns ',

EREOKEBTIRGE: ED 7 T ABURRETH 558, EEOIYER O, B
RIFEF L REO 72 DYURIERAEH b & 5 PUR 3 T empirical G Z MG L, B
ARG T de-escalation #4179 S EAEF L, FEFAICHILE, B o EYens
%58 L C definitive 1 R o> TR HAT) ODEF L\,

2, ZIL-IRE (RFEU/MER) ORLF—If

e A CRBAL L, PHRARZETEORBTH Y, BNMERLHAER, AR
TIPS BRI 7 SR E XL IG5 720, BV SR LR T 721 BLIELA X
=V YRIWEIL, BERAMEHET L2 ¥4, MRSAXHRE LT
Nra< Ay RN LUCHBEZBT 5 LR, LETHIISIHEERNAZ
THITERBELTE ROV, S50, HEKE T de-escalation 2179 2 & ATE
F LW,

X

1) Stojadinovic MM, Mi¢i¢ SR, Milovanovi¢ DR : Predictors of surgical site infection in dirty uro-
logical surgery. Int] Urol 15 : 699-703, 2008



| EEENTES

BQ8. FHDFHMERRTDIRNIE ?

EHDOAA RS AV DETFR(ERZFMIE82.8% THBH, EFRFM T
64.3%ICE EFDEBRICKNMERRSHECERIRLLIONRRTH 2,

HWIEBTMICBT 2 FHIREERGICOVTERIEON A K54 > OBFEH
64.3% &P LTE < v Vo SHUISRE T 2B & v o 22T VN B o 13
BFEMDO 1L LTHEEL TV DEDETH LS, KB TROEEDENR, WA LE
LWz Sl b7 2 T AAMFAE L, MROIRE D 7— 7 )VEH B X
MR & o TR B, TP, SO T BT ZE O 5 W L 2 O LR S O
BINEG-OA M, BIRS TN ENONERR TRZR L. WAL RRY, EFRTPMR
DIRE A T — T VEERERRE 2 7 > N E PSRRI PR SR O PR 503617 &
NTwab,

X ik
1) BIELC, E4KROEE, AUBE, i /NEBREVEANRICE T2 REEFHREDRRICONVWT
—HA RS VRO OREEAN—. B/NRWEES 20 : 41-44, 2011

CQ34. FEHMBERFEREINZIN?

BADBRBERBEZEOFMICECLFHREERSNERESNS (EL; IV,
RG; C1),

NIRRT IS BT 2 AW O F PR 3 5 SRS L7274 B2 4 2 idist
TIEBAEMAELTB LT, FHIIRERGIEHRMICIE AUA 2 EAU Lo 72l A
DHA R4 VL TITDOR TV EODBURTH % Vo 4 TIIE 4 O/
BEE#FIC BT 5 SSI OBE R FRIIHEICOWTOMENSNTEY ?, Z¥F U2
PEHINTVE, —FT, BEN2AHREEOHEEICOVWTOHFIZ6%IZE L
), PHiHREEOERSE, HSEBIZOWTOREZEED 1% DY,

NSRIRERRF O R TFAlT & U CUIoRE BE e Al R B KRG ISR S N B IER T
iy, BTN R IR AE BT A & v o 7R A BT B EETEBR ISR T A2 &
BT&E D, EHITIE, KB TRIEHMITRE SN LT D TSN T DS, FE
TIXBE LM R R AE T A BV TCIIERETRP e Ry BT IThbh
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Fim 2. INRFM

THY, BRTHE LT a2 WEREREZ 725 L TwE 77,

TR TR BT BT 2 & O 7/ RWRZE Rl &K T SSI O#FE L 0.83%, i
FEFMTIX034%, HEFBFMIHTIOT 2 IREERROFM Tl 228% Lt S TH
D, THHE#EE LTIECEZ23926% b H S hTw Y, BB TTH;
PR G T 2BV TONEOER, EERFMHO SSIOFEIZRIFICa Y ba—)L
ENTWBEHMTE S, — T, /NNEONV = 7IBEN & FEHEEEM (HR T
xR L L72iiE 1132 2 25 P RiPUR 3% G- & IR 506 C SST OB I BAEZ 7R
Dol T rHELH Y Y, HRFMICBIT L FHREEOHEHICOWTIZSH
DI Ty ADHERBHFEE NS,

X

1) Synder E, Mohan C, Michael J, Ross S : Inclusion of surgical antibiotic regimens in pediatric
urology publications : A systematic review. ] Urol 16 : 595.e1-595.e7, 2020

2) Ellett J, Prasad MM, Purves JT, Stec AA : Post-surgical infections and perioperative antibiotics
usage in pediatric genitourinary procedures. J Pediatr Urol 11 : 358.e1-358.e6, 2015

3) Cundy TP, Hughes-Hallett A, Mayer EK, et al : Meta-analysis of robot-assisted vs conventional
laparoscopic and open pyeloplasty in children. BJU Int 114 : 582-594, 2014

4) Deng T, Liu B, Luo L, et al : Robot-assisted laparoscopic versus open ureteral reimplantation
for pediatric vesicoureteral reflux : a systematic review and meta-analysis. World J Urol 36 :
819-828, 2018

5) Bustangi N, Kallas Chemaly A, Scalabre A, et al : Extravesical ureteral reimplantation following
Lich-Gregoir technique for the correction of vesico-ureteral reflux retrospective comparative
study open vs. laparoscopy. Front Pediatr 6 : 388, 2018

6) Vaze D, Samujh R, Narasimha Rao KL : Risk of surgical site infection in pediatric herniotomies
without any prophylactic antibiotics : A preliminary experience. Afr J Paediatr Surg 11 : 158-
161,2014

CQ35. #HEINSFHREEIS ?

-FARFMEIBRFWICEVWTEE I HERET7 »ARK) v, EFERFM, K
BEBTHEEMTEET - 2R T7 70K RO ERE NS (EL; IVD,
RG; C1),

- REXTY FBEREFHRAEEOR S #HESINS (EL; I, RG;B),

BN DR BT % & CICHEF BT LT AUA A K94 > cixY, FHiE
EOHNPZGPHER I N TV S, R, RESCEEBOEZTFMICB WL CEZ &
B 1aIRE L, MilZid ABPC/SBT OF5-5ERE S NTB ) Wi d Bk 5. % 5 H|
ELTwD (F1), EBEINEWMREFFTFMICHBNTS CEZ 232K D 926% & & b
ZMHENRTEY Y, DNEOHRETFMICBIT S SSIOFAEFR BN D5, iHH
FMIZBIT 5 CEZ O H I 513/MNRIC @R S ) 5,



CQ35.

x1 FWNLEERPEEOEE R5AE

Fiit (RER) S RE5HHE
TERFM 1A G
BREEEM, BEKERRMNRE wI77AXRUVR
EERFM 121K

BEAN, REEMFNALY tIrOxKUvR  TOPD 24RHES

HEHS 72 BEMADKRS

Rl TR S o ADELTOZRYREOAEED 7 B
g T EoemRsEERLTE &L
REZ7 Y BELRIS
REATY NEER TMP/SMX TMP/SMX 1 H 11 (&A1)

(TMP & LT) 2mg/kg/
(ELEFER, FERADRSIIER)

B AR R IR A B W A E AR ICHRE S N L Tl Th b, #EZETF
WA END, EHFBRFHICELTIZAUA FA K94 VR 6WPICARTAL R4~
BT BRADMEEBFMAOHLGICHELTEL- 2RO 770 AR VRDH
W5 24 BERIHE G- 2 HE3ET 5 (F1)o LA L, WREBENIWAICE L CTiE, Cohen
L EOBERE B L TIT ) i &ili &, Lich-Gregoir 7 EDROFEBENIT L AL
7 WAV EE T & R I > TR W IEER OB D 5. PIREORGHEIZE L
TOZNETNOMAT L OFHENR W20, BRI TRTEFEFME LTRISTR
ETHLLEEZEZOLNED, SHROMEANVRGI-NDLLIATH S, HEIHFRETFAM TIIAMH
WZHRIR, MIBIROF % iR LRI O LEED S IR IR R 2~ & 5 L THRL%E
X5ZENEETH 5,

NIRRT CIEE RN R OIRE A 7~ PRAERICHEEO VRS 21T
T ENLITLITRBREN S, AEWREBRTFMEORE A7~ M EH I TMP/
SMX O -FBi Rk % iifT L 72B512, A EPERIEGGEZ FH RIS L7z L 35 RCT O
WEhidh ) Y, REAT Y MEBEDOTHIHEER S RS (F1),

JRE T RIEEMICE L TIE AUA A FI4 Y OREEMICHET L L, 1.2
At 7 70 248 ¥ RB X ABPC/SBT DS & 74 b0 —75 THRIE TR
MHTIRBEIEEOMIZ, BRI, BEEKRE Vo 2@ERLEE R, BIED 72 K
MLLN O F LR EE DO G- DR L ATb N TWw b EEIZAFRT 2010 FI2FE i S 7z
7 v — MR TIE, JRE TR Z O - EER M B W T T2 RN O
Hrx7yarye L To7HEOKOL7 70 XK RPEER SR IR T
2RI TOFHHHER G OMFRIL 643% Th o 72 Vo KE O/ R EFHE % 2
BE LT U — FRETIIRE S 7 — 7 VEE 2089 JRE T 2 5 O JU R 3%
52 91% A To TV b WS Twa ¥ o RE TR Tl CEZ O
B4 GAE G TIEIM R OPIRER G OG22 53 SSIOHEEIL 03% 12 & F
EMESNTEY, MEOPHERGOFMET SSIOFEICHE AT ZVE SNT
W5 Y BT, EAORE T AR EOPMEER G IZow T, ES5HE
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Fim 2. INRFM

G HECTEMIEDEIIRDO WS, MIEEEMEIR O ARG HTHEISS
Mol WEENTWS ", ZO7ORE T 2N %O CIH R #5128 LT3,
B E5EEZBLTHEIWv (F1),

Xk

1) Lightner DJ, Wymer K, Sanchez J, Kavoussi L : Best practice statement on urologic procedures
and antimicrobial prophylaxis. J Urol 203 : 351-356, 2020

2) Ellett J, Prasad MM, Purves JT, Stec AA : Post-surgical infections and perioperative antibiotics
usage in pediatric genitourinary procedures. J Pediatr Urol 11 : 358.e1-6, 2015

3) Akinci A, Kubilay E, Solak VT, et al : Effect of continuous anitibiotic prophylaxis in children
with postoperative JJ stents : A prospective randomized study. ] Pediatr Urol 17 : 89-94, 2021

4) BNELD, ELAARVEE, AUBE, fib i NERERERBEMECE T 2REEFHIREORRICOVT
—HA RS VERD ORREEAN— B/NEBSRE 20 © 41-44, 2011

5) Hsieh MH, Wildenfels P, Gonzales ET Jr : Surgical antibiotic practices among pediatric urolo-
gists in the United States. J Pediatr Urol 7 : 192-197, 2011

6) Canon SJ, Smith JC, Sullivan E, Patel A, Zamilpa | : Comparative analysis of perioperative pro-
phylactic antibiotics in prevention of surgical site infections in stented, distal hypospadias re-
pair. ) Pediatr Urol 17 : 256.e1-256.e5, 2021

7) Chua ME, Kim JK, Rivera KC, Ming JM, Flores F, Farhat WA : The use of postoperative prophy-
lactic antibiotics in stented distal hypospadias repair : a systematic review and meta-analysis. ]
Pediatr Urol 15 : 138-148, 2019

CQ36. EEERFH - 0Ky FXEFMICHRESINS FHRREREIFRERFIT &
RB3h?

FRFMICE - FHREER SN HER=NS (EL; IVb, RG; C1),

NIRRT BT 2 IS T O e BTl & LTI CILEMEPES TR 3L
R EAT, R T CIIIERESE T Ul R IR E BT SR b T o b, JEIE
B TR EAT O SST OBEEE I 1.3% L G AH Y ¥, 2 A BRI B o8 B 2
M SSI OMHEETH B 1.9 ~ 25% L AT HBEM R VHERETH S > Y, IS T R
[ B 5 D F B PR K G- 12D W T O IE 4 < BRI O K5 HEFE 2 12#E U CEZ ©
G232 LE2 b b,

PEEGE T SR LR & BT 2 FiliCH 1, MEFRTFMICE YT 5. MEHES
FTEEEEM O SSI OB EICHE L TREAKERID R VA 41% EHEShTws Y,
— T, AEMERBEEGIE DO IIME L > TIRITH EBVHEZETLHDY
557 BTG T 0 R B IESE DS IEIL 76% & 5 A5 H Y ©,
B, BEHESE T M b M5 ORI Y ISR E T AU H D, TRy NI
T E TR TR B GE DS 24 WER AN O P B PuiE 382 5- T T 5.2% 12780 B L7z
LHESNTWS Y, JEEEET, Ry FETME B, BTN & FARHE D S
24 K DNO P2 L E LT HEEZ LN D,



CQ3e6.

RGBT A B, SR T, vRy N ERETWAEAET 5. KEOHE T
RS WEEH W A O Tl O R EIZAEIC 143% A L7275, Ry N IRRE BT
WA 1E 2012 4R 1213 KD 51% % 5D B F Tl o 72 Y KIBTIZBRTFR oM,
FEBEE I BEESE T @ Cohen 512 X AR E MmO G 2 HIY & L 72 R E BT
EPRBIGER S LTV 5, 7D I IEES T D13 3# 3 @ Lich-Gregoir :®
WG SN D, TRy N IREIES T IRFBERITW &30 X 9 1SN Cldfib
NTWDA, AFA S b Lich-Gregoir IB:OMEL 2 SN T2 Yy AFoOTRY b
FRMEPESE T IR BT Y A PRI A 72  — I TlE 22 v

TR A BRI BE T O IR BEERTW & & B SE T IR B BT & O A PHE O fESRIZ Z
NZENT735%, 535% & MEINTVBEDY, REEMRIBIESS T o RE BT WA O
SSI R4 % D JR R IEGLIE O BHEE I S 2 7% o TV e\ JEIPESE T O RS BEME W &
DA BN TR BT DOFE 1L 65% & S Vo mRy N TS T IRE W
HIZBUF B SSI Rl O SR IESAE DB I S 0227 o T v BURTIXBRT
MACHE U 22 PREIR S 52 LB LT L EZ HNb,

Xk

1) Hamidi N, Telli O, Bagci U, et al : Outcomes of lapaloscopic treatment modalities for unilatera-
non-palpable testes. Front Pediatr 4 : 13,2016
2) Thomas RJ, Holland AJ : Surgical approach to the palpable undescended testis. Pediatr Surg
Int 30 : 707-713, 2014
3) Feng S, Yang H, Li X, et al : Single scrotal incision orchiopexy versus the inguinal approach in
children with palpable undescended testis : a systematic review and meta-analysis. Pediatr
Surg Int 32 : 989-995, 2016
4) Mei H, Zhao X, Li D, et al : Comparison of transumbilical multiport and standard laparoscopic
pyeloplasty in children : mid-term results at a single center. ] Pediatr Surg 52 : 473-477, 2017
5) HeY, Song H, Liu P, et al : Primary laparoscopic pyeloplasty in children : a single-center expe-
rience of 279 patients and analysis of possible factors affecting complications. ] Pediatr Urol
16 :331.e1-331.e11, 2020
6) Vidovic S, Hayes T, Fowke J, et al : Pyeloplasty with ureteral stent placement in children : do
prophylactic antibiotics serve a purpose? J Pediatr Urol 18 : 804-811, 2022
7) ChanYY, Rosoklija I, Shannon R, et al : Urinary tract infection after robot-assisted laparoscopic
pyeloplasty : are urine cultures and antibiotics helpful? Urology 148 : 235-242, 2021
8) Bowen DK, Faasse MA, Liu DB, Gong EM, Lindgren BW, Johnson EK : Use of pediatric open,
laparoscopic and robot-assisted laparoscopic ureteral reimplantation in the United States :
2000 to 2012.J Urol 196 : 207-212, 2016
9) HayashiY, Mizuno K, Kurokawa S, et al : Extravesical robot-assisted laparoscopic ureteral reim-
plantation for vesicoureteral reflux : initial experience in Japan with the ureteral advancement
technique. Int]J Urol 21 : 1016-1021, 2014
10) Babu R, Chandrasekharam VVS : A systematic review and meta-analysis comparing outcomes
of laparoscopic extravesical versus trans vesicoscopic ureteric reimplantation. J Pediatr Urol
16 :783-739,2020
11) Bustangi N, Kallas Chemaly A, Scalabre A, et al : Extravesical ureteral reimplantation following
Lich-Gregoir technique for the correction of vesico-ureteral reflux retrospective comparative
study open vs. laparoscopy. Front Pediatr 6 : 388, 2018
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|EEEE

BQO. RElftHARRAE DY X ITAFIF ?

- SSI DY RUVAFELTIEEE, &, Expanded criteria donor 5 D1E,
RIFBEOSGHEDL, BEBKERKIRELZ (delayed graft function : DGF), &
BEMHE REBEFMN, mTORBEEZEELRTAA P28 REIHIAIOER
BENBESIN TV D,

-UTIDVRVRAFELTIERM, S, #BRE X704 Kozt z
EI228MREBOHFEE, BTFORBRRIE, MEBIE BHBE DGF, i
KRIG. RERT Y NEBE, REBORBEAT—TILBBRENRESINT WD,

BRI A 2B B IS 2 ME— OB 2 BRBIRETH ), AFFTiddk
A L R & A D AR 2000 IRREE T DTV B, 2RO 9 8] % AR
BAANE D, LMEIRT & NMIET % AbE 2 EBRIE 200 FIRiIcE E T oTwa Y,
GIEIIHIRRE DML L PN TH oM EICX ), BEOAFR LB OEER N E
LTWwa—J, IM#ERAREERH N F — HLA YUK TEEBAE 2 E OIS ALK &
N, SR RERITES LR L o 7o BRIEHICBW T, EEIIEHREN & & D
THICHEBRZED RN RO WEIHETH 0, Witk DRGYEX K & T DOEFITE
FZBLUOBHBEOFHREREELAT bo BRMM ST T 2 RYSE (M g
BLRRY, oA VARG BB A T, BOBOOBRYE PR AEET S B 1) 7,
ZOHTYH SSI & UTI OHED R D HvEvbhTwa * Y,

BRI RS W A R RSB S M B 220 MEIE B T I & Y, R 72
T HEEORGEIIR SN LENH B EE L 5N L, AIHIE, AL WE
R BRI L, FIERG 7 iiE & PRPIR SR 5B 2R Hi e L
7zo Fl2, RAA KT 4 VIEFREIERR S 2 B HRYYE T2 THE LTw
L7z, Mt 1 » A LN & 36 & 2 AT I RGSRE, 49 LMl IR GYE 2 H O ICRE R 3 % 6

BBHIMIC BT 5 SSIFEAFIZ 2~ 20% & Hifk M CEFFEDSLN TS > 7,
SSIDOV A7 W& LT, —#mFaMi) A7 L LT BMI &l K7 V7 3 VIijE,
BELRIE, B ORBIBISE R ERHIT 5N TV D, BRIEL LY MIEAEDY A
7 WF-E LTI, 4E# (60 i%2L L), &I, Expanded criteria donor (P77 K —
MR T RTHi 7z LTIV aw Fh—) 2256 OB, R OGN (30 KEk2LLE),
DGF, R 7% & ORBEHHE, REHRFMH (200 5720 E), mTOR BEHREL R 70
4 FaaREMEROMHE & MEXhnTns W, SSI ORARLILT X ¢ 2 W hEM
D D THRREMHIRE L LT, RTRAOER, JATRBRAE, mEHHEORRIC
VUNER Y- U ERRRERTAIE, A7 04 FoRE, X mTOR HE
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VAR 3 Fo R XAOTAILR
‘ LU R XAOYALR R | HRAS 1B
I 1

ET NN Y- =3

| PARXARYANR KEEREZ VAL SOOIV FF/OALR
T 1

B2 C RRFH

HERRE

[ |[ —a—Es 7 2ms

AT 7 RGE

FANIVFILR, S ALIT, ~FYTTITERE

T
ik |
|\ HWTF—TILEE |

RERREE, BIME BHRBL

U7 by HhRABRE
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~ L
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6 (nA)

> O —-—-

BiER
BiE

B1 BRBEEEOTRBMEFRIEE OO 2 £03IAKE)

G OMBDH TSN T WS Y,

BB D UTI OBIEEIZ 35~ 79% 75 B 19 Lim S hTw b A, RN H
LTI~ 2B%MREEENTEY * 7Y Bl » HombLE<H3 » AR &
HWEshTwas Y, FREE LTRERZHDOLE LY T AR CE RS
SBESR® Y Fa)AZHTE LT (KMH), Sl Yy ey b, BRI
AT aA FRBEMHHA 2 23 52 R B0, BB, HEH, DGF
SIS DOLEAE, BAlH] UTI OfFTE, REAT ¥ ORBESLENMMORE D 7—7 Vv
B2 EFPRE SR TNE Y,

X #k

1) BABEFS 2021 BEBEZ 77 Ty o
http://www.asas.or.jp/jst/pdf/factbook/factbook2021.pdf

2) Rubin RH : Infectious disease complications of renal transplantation. Kidney International
44 :221-236,1993

3) Wszota M, Kwiatkowski A, Ostaszewska A, et al : Surgical site infections after kidney transplan-
tation - where do we stand now? Transplantation 95 : 878-882, 2013

4) Mufoz P : Management of urinary tract infections and lymphocele in renal transplant recipi-
ents. Clinical Infectious Diseases 33 (Suppl_1) : $53-557, 2001

5) Mangram AJ, Horan TC, Pearson ML, Silver LC, Jarvis WR : Guideline for prevention of surgical
site infection, 1999. Hospital Infection Control Practices Advisory Committee. Infection Con-
trol and Hospital Epidemiology 20 : 250-278, 1999

6) Troppmann C, Pierce JL, Gandhi MM, Gallay BJ, McVicar JP, Perez RV : Higher surgical wound
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8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

i 3. BtEil

complication rates with sirolimus immunosuppression after kidney transplantation : a
matched-pair pilot study. Transplantation 76 : 426-429, 2003

Martin-Pefia A, Cordero E, Fijo J, et al : Prospective study of infectious complications in a co-
hort of pediatric renal transplant recipients. Pediatric Transplantation 13 : 457-463, 2009
Menezes FG, Wey SB, Peres CA, Medina-Pestana JO, Camargo LF : What is the impact of surgi-
cal site infection on graft function in kidney transplant recipients? Transplant Infectious Dis-
ease : an official journal of the Transplantation Society 12 : 392-396, 2010

Ho D, Lynch RJ, Ranney DN, Magar A, Kubus J, Englesbe MJ : Financial impact of surgical site
infection after kidney transplantation : implications for quality improvement initiative design.
Journal of the American College of Surgeons 211 : 99-104, 2010

Ramos A, Asensio A, Mufiez E, et al : Incisional surgical site infection in kidney transplanta-
tion. Urology 72 : 119-123, 2008

Bachmann F, Adam T, Friedersdorff F, et al : Perioperative antibiotic prophylaxis in renal trans-
plantation : a single-center comparison between two regimens and a brief survey among the
Eurotransplant renal transplantation centers. World Journal of Urology 37 : 957-967, 2019
Bratzler DW, Dellinger EP, Olsen KM, et al : Clinical practice guidelines for antimicrobial pro-
phylaxis in surgery. American Journal of Health-System Pharmacy : AJHP : official journal of
the American Society of Health-System Pharmacists 70 : 195-283, 2013

Breda A, Budde K, Figueiredo A, et al : European Association of Urology Guidelines on Renal
Transplantation 2022. Available at : https://d56bochluxgnz.cloudfront.net/documents/full-
guideline/EAU-Guidelines-on-Renal-Transplantation-2022.pdf

Rgine E, Bjgrk IT, Oyen O : Targeting risk factors for impaired wound healing and wound com-
plications after kidney transplantation. Transplantation Proceedings 42 : 2542-2546, 2010
Dantas SR, Kuboyama RH, Mazzali M, Moretti ML : Nosocomial infections in renal transplant
patients : risk factors and treatment implications associated with urinary tract and surgical site
infections. Journal of Hospital Infection 63 : 117-123, 2006

Camargo LF, Esteves ABA, Ulisses LRS, Rivelli GG, Mazzali M : Urinary tract infection in renal
transplant recipients : incidence, risk factors, and impact on graft function. Transplantation
Proceedings 46 : 1757-1759, 2014

Nishimura S, Wada K, Araki M, et al : Use of single-dose perioperative antimicrobial therapy is
acceptable in recipients of living-donor renal transplants in the rituximab era. Journal of Infec-
tion and Chemotherapy 25 : 247-252, 2019

Meena P, Bhargava V, Rana DS, Bhalla AK : Urinary tract infection in renal transplant recipi-
ent : A clinical comprehensive review. Saudi Journal of Kidney Diseases and Transplantation :
an official publication of the Saudi Center for Organ Transplantation, Saudi Arabia 32 : 307-
317, 2021

Valera B, Gentil MA, Cabello V, Fijo J, Cordero E, Cisneros JM : Epidemiology of urinary infec-
tions in renal transplant recipients. Transplantation Proceedings 38 : 2414-2415, 2006



BQ10. FRQ3.

BQ10. BHERIDRFELRREDRAEICEY S HRERFEME>TEELTSH
REN?

- BHERIC(TEBMEDRRPEZRRL TERLTERNETH S,
- BERICREEDORRAICAD 5 2REICOWVWTH, BEIZEKILZI> TRELTH
KNETHS,

BN F—, LYYy MR ORYED D L4, BRI E KT 5 2
LFFHIEESTH %o M OBIEN 2 BYIEE, RIEHO T TR Z 1T % L B
BORIEIHIREIC L ) BEOAEGTHREZ LA T HWEBICET 2 RELD 5, &
Sl g R I NIE G D IR & 72 Z Blvk, o 1 T A A T L iR 2 AT - T <
I B3 FEASE R VR ML B BRYSE IC DO W T, B TH > THMEITHBEL T3
L ERMANC TR T 5o EBLENBEIC N A VKD D 251, MY v v b
WREREN A T — T VHBEZFER L, BEEEN A 7 — 7V % k2 U CE RN 12 A
Z 5o ERAMI BRSNS 720, MENRBRIGEOFEEZRKRL TEBL S
CNIVHTH Do BN LIREBEBEGSEDAAET 2560, HNEHOKRZHLERE L7
PUREEIC L ) BTN E TOBRKZ HIET. Lo L, BAEI L o TREDHADRIK
HFHEMBEAME T L TR 2 ehn, BEATERWIEMND TG EZ N5, TOLH) %
SEBNIARAT A ®F 4 2 OBRER & LT, M IIMERT 22 5 BliG S 15 FRiPig 3E s
HIBILLCHIBSN TV AIEHEDH L EEZONLD, TETF Y RIZZLVOFBIR
Thbo WREREARLEEMIRE BT &, BHBIRBIRIYEZ FIET 5 A7 HT-
WZOWTH AN L, MRTdH 2 WIE TS 5 2 0B L 7 b,

FRQ3. BEEDRISEVITPAV IV RU—TDERG#HESINDH ?

BERELEIY MIBATZIETVRIZZELL, SBROFETH D,

TRAMNZ DD DREERZEFMTHY, —HWEMPEHREZERT 5, T4bb,
BRENFLETHIUIWE RN TR E TV, AIRREICSD, KARZERES S, 7
T — T VEIIHE R B ) BSH IS & v, B RSN E S T — T VB (FL—2,
HLEHIR 7 7 — 7 )b, JRIBRES T —T VR E) 2@kl d sy, Fiilo
BHII BN FMICEETITIORETH S, Thbb, HTORESEK, Vo
DM EREEIIT, REAT VY FOFBEIZOWTHEEIHK T 5. Mz T,
— W TR R BRI O PANCHHI L CTY A7 P EWEEZ SN TWwWA 20, HIRT
T R HEER TR LD DA AP REIHEINTNE I EPE v, £ Ol
XTI, REH T — T VEBEREOBERIEG, o T I vEHVERE NI —F
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(povidone iodine:PVP-I) 12 X % FM#IEHRDO R 7 € 0 7 H#HEHDOA VY FL—
7, B T — T VEEROREE TG R &A%, B iRk TRERM F 72 1B T b
Twb, LeL, TRS0FEMEEZRLARCT Wiz, 5HOBETHL L%
Zbhb,

WHBORRe FL—VHEl, 799 T 7R AHT—F VR N L — V&g
IZDWTIE, BERAUEFREREOGHRIEOBIRICHE LD L EZ ONLD, V—F VIZE
THILEWRTLIIET VAL, EiiZBF52IET VAL, /2, 74
T—TVHR F L — Y OREROPRIEOREG L, V—F VIZEBINLEZNETIEAR
<, FEBNIIE L THIE L TW2D08IREEZEZ b b, BRIFFIREAT ~ M2 HiE
LTWBREFTIE, HEBRDIRTA) o d 5 Z LI & 2 BFHEERACT & PAZEMEE
RKDVATNS b, WERMOTFHIHEORG % iE RS L2872 23RV,
BEIIIEFI R G B II0 U TG I TwB L E 2 oM, RitoRMI K5,

CQ37. EFBBAEMICHRESIND FHREER?

- FHMEERSEE ] - 2HERET77ORRY VR, BLIRERZV U VR
EEOHEO X/ 48 KEUROKREI#HE=NS (EL; IVb, RG; B),
- BREZEZEET DR, MTOBIMKRESEHEESNZW (EL; VI, RG; C2),

BRHINIC BT 5 SSTFAESRIIMA 10% K& Z2 6N Thh 7, —Hm %
JREFFHFIROMEFEFM E K LT, MEEFZERREVWEELEZONSL, B
AR 2S5 5 SSTOFEf E LT, RIEMBRIIMEMICHET 2 L S h, FEIZ
BMI : 35kg/m* DL EDFEFIZB VBT H52RE* LEE$5, &) 227 & LT,
BETRRPERMOMEE (AR mE ), ek, MR, BCERALCIZIEE
BEMILLZ: FF—2 508 bRAREYRR L, M4 OEFICE ) ZESNENERHT
DBEBIAET Do ZD720, EPNIMED T K hisk TR Z & 12T PP Sk A RBRY 12
BHENTELOPEMETH Y, FERHMICEIT 2 TR IEO LN L 53512
WA L2513 v, ThE COMEICBVTE, EEOFHMBEH O 112
FUOSSIICH T2 PRHHBEERERG FLERVETZHEY, a7 HE 5%
o600 FaUH DAY 7203 3 HEIMN Y %2 8B4 TH Do AFICBWTIZ,
(WA IR 23 B FEISC BV 5 M G PR 74 K54 >~ 2015 RS H 720, 4FER 20
JEBILL E OB B2 AT L CTWd I3HERICT Y7 — Maefro7ze 2 A, 1 1HL+k
77 AR YRIEHEE 1 ~ 3 HERG T 20K PE2 HDTniz, ZofiRke
AN OB Z I L, [WIREGERHUSIC BT 2 M &GP A K24 >~ 2015] T
ML 27 7o 2ARY VR, BLIRAR=Y) Y RIUFEEOHA F 7213 72
BERI AN OF 5| AHEIR S N BICE 5 720 WIMIB WV TIE, WL 22D RCT* 12X 5
THRGWMIIER SN AEMICH Y, BROFTA NI 4 2 TIEmE 24 BRUN Y 3
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[BRQES: AR (S QRPN

PEXY, BFEALRFTA2TIE, BR) R 7 ORGERERZEEREBRL YT
VMR LTI, EHEBPMELTEL- 27 70 2R VRIEED 5 0L
BLIBAGR=Y ) Y R2&2 T L5, BN TETIHA T v ORGE2HRTIHMEL RS
NBELOD™, HEANRY b ADBELNT VD 2 ERBIEOBERBLEE~D
VA7, ERREADE T X 2 WIEFINDIHEIRIC L LD L RETH D, 5
&L TUE NREFFHEISIC BT 2 MRS i A A 4 > 2015) TlLHWE F 72
X 72 RERIDAN (iR 2 HEH ET) & LCWwW7zay, HibF 7213 48 REMI LI (% H F
T) OG5 IS B, MhoBhixG1cowTid, BRMEZOFRICEIT 5
WD PK/PD ICT 27— 237 <, MWBILE U Cilirpie 5 2 HE3% 3 2 B 7
Vo TD720, Mt OB S EHERE LR v,
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FRQ4. EEBBIEMICHESNS FHNEEES ?

FRHMERDRS T EISEAREBEICET 21, RIRICEWTIEE < DEFI TR
EL, FAMBORBICHCTEEICKREL TWINETHD,

AFTIEFF—ARZERE LTHERMZ & ORI OEN I %2 & CERBRMICE
LYY LT, WBREGGERAEY A7 IIE T L ICKRELREN DD,
HIROA M, BRI B RE, el OB MIRBIEGIED AR ED Y A 7 T
TR L7229 2T, fHA IR T 2 LENDH S,

HRE A C b PR DU 3E CARE AN & M S E O F LSRN v Efiih &
NTWa Y A5, AR E L CH5o % TAERNH O 2 wB2NTiicdh s 2
END, LYY b OB 2 R IEGRER B S E R, BRI 2 W - i
PARTGRGEL DV I Do T2, OMEIE FF =TI RV 2% L, IKNE
FF—=TZE L DH 57— 7 VENOME O EAE R EY:, ICU FHIZ X 2K EEG D
VAV REBRT AUEVRDH L, TDH, HEEFEBILD S N =208 5 AR
BOREHEMT A LTSN E, UEXD, BERMEL L MIxF LTI,
BRI O P 5 PUR S O R G- WL, BURICBW T %~ DIEBITEL,
M ORBIIE U THEHEICERBL TWLRETHLEZLZONE (F1),

RN HOREIEGIEICE L TCOM4 270 I — VL TOMERLE SN TWS
A, WINOMETH FPHPIREORGHIMALERET 2 2 LICX 23 RIEIATH5E S
NTHBY, SHORFEET 2 2% BRBHZHS CEBL TV AHRIZIEE 3% L,
KRB ILFIFZEIC & 5 TV A 7 JNCRE ML S - FRiBR S O $c 5352, HumSEDL
YL M G E PRI 2 a3 5 2 L 12% L D= FVHEAES b, BRAIL Y ¥
I MIUATEFI T EICEE L T REUENLEETHLHILdH ), KHTREN
e PP R SEC, EMNICIN U CTERINZISHIE L TW 2L S UETH 5,

xR1 BBEICEIZFHIER

Fifi%
" S . e
B - 48 BRILLA
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BQ11. YA ILAPERRFRRDFRIEHE ?

BEBEDRICY 1L AFEMPCREDOREZFML, BBERIEVMILAPER
[ U THERRFIHNRDEETH 2,

R TR O 5 TH 5720, BRMBIITHE 2 TRvg
WARHEHWANOBEGT xR D BETH 5o FRICWIRGC L Y BHEILS 2 W hEtE0sd
B, KKE, BB R ERH T A OV AHURIEIZ LSRRI L S ¥ Y P TIREL T
BLULEDRH D, BBRMBEIIINOOET 7 F VB ES L R D720, Pilkr Bk
THIET 7 F V HRBIHURBELZ AL T OBIICHELRNXTH 5 Vs 20
fi, ERAAZICES T HR LT v HBY, HCV, HIV, HTLV, CMV, EBV,
HSV, VZV 7 EOBER O A DS — R A 7)) —= v Fif & L THRXLhTw
bo FFICHEBEAET L CMVICHT 5 IgGARF =kt / Loy MDD +/R-)
DHMAEDHLREIZOVWTIE, "V H Y78 LVoFHiESLRFTRETH 5,
CMV EHHEIZ DWW TIZ H AR B BRSEE P 5B A N4 2 7 PEFSshTw
LOTEWMEI NI,

RKAA R ITA NIFMTEE S 2 FMIIESIHE T2 FHWE LTwb 720, itk
1 7 AU & 38 S N2 FMIEGSE, JRICHBRGYEZ P& Lzidh e Lz, B
BRICREE L7 AV A, BRI, EOFFIICOWTIE, fos A4 K4 5%
bW Nz,

JAE, X0 R RIS SN VA2 DL YL Y M ERRICL:
RN TV 5205, HARTHBCRRERRICS AIMER O 13 & SIEA~ORF LA
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CQ38. BEHREFRREICTFHNEREHESINDIN?

FHMEEOKRS FHEE=NAW (EL; |, RG; D),

BEBER B SR, WIREFHIB W THELRMELTH 5, BIE, MR TERRE
DR, BB OBRL 7+ 0—7 v TOARL LT, REAXAT Y MOA - LR
V) X AFFRIEARE, HESEIZBOWTREL B STV 5, FkTidikiE kb
BT E %2> TV 525, MARORBEIGEDIEEFRIL 085 ~28% T, 1FLAL
DOFFET 10% Kili Tdh - 72 Vo FIZ, MARISHIBEIRA S 5 BA121E, 17% 2
FEEZFIETH? L&, HohLOROEHEILE M- 2 BICENSERELZTH 2 &
BEF LY,

R EFEICRKGR R ED 7 7 ABERETH Y, BLIRRGR=Y) YR -1 -
2L 7 7B AR VRIHEONIRE 721E7 I 7 7)) 3 ¥ FRVUWE DK iFE 053
"INd, ABELLTUL, F/u0ryRWELHG T2 (F1). B AT
WIAGE AT B RETE 2 2B L, 72 B LINE 3% 5 % £ 18§ %,

WIS A 5 D JE B VR R BRI LS B PR B O A MEIZED 2 b oD 2,
PR DM 22 5 £ 2B L, EAUAA N4 Y TR PPIMEEDORK
5232 LTz, AUA @ best practice policy statement” Td, Vi3
504 TR SRA L ORI ESIE IS A B R EPRD LN Tw ARV Y 2 Xy,
THHREHEOHK G ZHER L T, £oT, ATA FIA4 X12BWTH, TR
EHGITHERE NV, Lo L, [ ALBIE@ERM % 2 40N ] OfFEFIZOWTIE,
WIMEFIE RIS GIHED B ENAE W (R2) & LT, FPHHEERGZHERL T
57, —HT, [EGPELABERISED Y A 7 BE iR ] 28T 2RI LT,
DT D 720 OHR 3G 13HER LTw v ', Gregg 5 13RI EGeE O
VAZ T 72 7 —%ZEB L2 MEAO70 ha— Va2l L, FHHRBEEOLER BE

x1 BRREFEREICS TS FHREE (VRVT7 775 —0DHBEH)

BREZ =R S &5 8/
% 158R
(&) BLIfieg~=> U VR* 3 HM
S (BO) 81 - 2#RET77ARY VFR
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K2 BRREZERBEORREIRI 7705 —

. PHTHBBRERD S U RV L B EER
FEAERIEHER

REAT—TIL - REATY FEBE

IREER

e

BROR DRI
2. EIMEERIERDEHERIED S Z NS VES]
AT REEERRIMTR 2 FUA

RREL, SREEIGEDSIERABII L 2 r o 722 L2 HE LTS Y,

2019 4F 12 A BRIAR Y ) X ZA|HEBEHF (K by 2 2% 086 BB < ke K Pk B e
ANOPEBOE T ARG S, IS E T L 72 8RB AR Y ) X A R N TE AR
EDIELATON D XD 12572, ERNEIAHRE Y <3, FHIBBRERS 1 ~3H
RSP SEZ PG L, HBRE S 1 ~3 HEE Tkl LTBY, RETIEZ okh
FEEZBEZICL TV RIRESE V. &b, #5 12 #8%ICKY ) X ARG8T 13% (7
T REET%) (IREEEG: GHRIR) DA SNz, AT, TR 3R 5255 %
UTI AR Z TSR0 ETH2HE Y LI X VREBEORE " 25555, v
TNODHBIOL PO ART T4 TAY T AT 5, 72, KV Y X ABHEOFER
ELTCT I/ 7)) ay FRVIWEOEHFERICEET I LERDH L, TETF VAN %
CHERROT LNV, AHA BT A4 ¥ TIE, SR ICHE U2 PRIt 3RS (7
I 7N AV FRERL) BRET S, SHBOTIE TV AOEEM NS,

X ik

1) Carey MM, Zreik A, Fenn NJ, Chlosta PL, Aboumarzouk OM : Should We Use Antibiotic Pro-
phylaxis for Flexible Cystoscopy? A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. Urol Int 95 : 249-
259,2015

2) Sullivan NM, Sutter VL, Mims MM, Marsh VH, Finegold SM : Clinical aspects of bacteremia af-
ter manipulation of the genitourinary tract. J Infect Dis 127 : 49-55,1973

3) Quintiliani R, Klimek J, Cunha BA, Maderzo EG : Bacteraemia after manipulation of the urinary
tract. The importance of pre-existing urinary tract disease and compromised host defences.
Postgrad Med ] 54 : 668-671, 1978

4) Bavetta S, Olsha O, Fenely J : Spreading sepsis by cystoscopy. Postgrad Med J 66 : 734-735,
1990

5) Garcia-Perdomo HA, Lopez H, Carbonell J, Castillo D, Catano JG, Seron P : Efficacy of antibiotic
prophylaxis in patients undergoing cystoscopy : A randomized clinical trial. World J Urol 31 :
1433-1439, 2013

6) Bonkat G, Bartoletti R, Bruyere F, et al : EAU Guidelines on Urological Infections, European As-
sociation of Urology, 2020

7) Lightner DJ, Wymer K, Sanchez J, Kavoussi L : Best practice statement on urologic procedures
and antimicrobial prophylaxis. J Urol 203 : 351-356, 2020

8) Garcia-Perdomo HA, Jimenez-Mejias E, Lopez-Ramos H : Efficacy of antibiotic prophylaxis in



CQ39.

cystoscopy to prevent urinary tract infection : a systematic review and meta-analysis. Int Braz J
Urol 41 : 412-424,2015

9) Herr HW : Should antibiotics be given prior to outpatient cystoscopy? A plea to urologists to
practice antibiotic stewardship. Eur Urol 65 : 839-842, 2014

10) Nishimura RA, Otto CM, Bonow RO, et al : 2017 AHA/ACC focused update of the 2014 AHA/
ACC guideline for the management of patients with valvular heart disease : a report of the
American College of Cardiology/American Heart Association task force on clinical practice
guidelines. ] Am Coll Cardiol 70 : 252-289, 2017

11) Gregg JR, Bhalla RG, Cook JP, et al : An evidence-based protocol for antibiotic use prior to cys-
toscopy decreases antibiotic usage without impacting post-procedural symptomatic urinary
tract infection rates. J Urol 199 : 1004-1010, 2018

12) Yokoyama O, Honda M, Yamanishi T, et al : OnabotulinumtoxinA (botulinum toxin type A)
for the treatment of Japanese patients with overactive bladder and urinary incontinence : Re-
sults of single-dose treatment from a phase Ill, randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled
trial (interim analysis). Int ) Urol 27 : 227-234, 2020

13) Leitner L, Sammer U, Walter M, et al : Antibiotic prophylaxis may not be necessary in patients

with asymptomatic bacteriuria undergoing intradetrusor onabotulinumtoxinA injections for

neurogenic detrusor overactivity. Sci Rep 6 : 33197, 2016

Paradella AC, Musegante AF, Brites C : Comparison of different antibiotic protocols for asymp-

tomatic bacteriuria in patients with neurogenic bladder treated with botulinum toxin A. Braz J

Infect Dis 20 : 623-626, 2016

15) Houman J, Moradzadeh A, Patel DN, Asanad K, Anger JT, Eilber KS : What is the ideal antibiot-
ic prophylaxis for intravesically administered Botox injection? A comparison of two different
regimens. Int Urogynecol ] 30 : 701-704, 2019

16) Bickhaus JA, Vaughan M, Truong T, Li YJ, Siddiqui NY : A comparison of antibiotic prophylaxis
regimens to decrease the risk of post-procedure urinary tract infection after onabotulinum tox-
in A injection. Int Urogynecol J 31 : 1907-1912, 2020

14

~

CQ39. REFREICTFHNEREFHESINDIN?

FHRUEEOEOKRSNMHERESNS (EL; |, RG; B).

BRI RS S, BRSNS RIRE KA R EORAERN TIIbL G, TOB
20, HEVRIAC X B2 EENILED EARIRES - 4 P74 X — ORI X ) JREKHK
DG E &L, MEZEFEENDSMENICRBASELWRERD L, LrL, K
MAORIRE L, WHREORE (SRS 04 X, RENE, FRONE
BE (REMRZERHMZ &) RUERHZEST ST TH D,

RESICET M BB T 2B L2503 & A A IcBE L Th
D, BWINRERZZOZHETITLSDETH S, Sun 5D X5 T7F1) Y AT, i
HIR I IEGIE D FAEHIL 204 ~ 183% TH ), BWHIREHFH % 5L WG TIE 38 ~
74% L RRIMEINICH > 72 Vo T, MBRBEEIED )R 27725 —L LT,
ik, BERIE, WTRIHINIR, AHT - WRIRE AT 2 MEA, FMIRHOER L HIFT
Wwa Y, Nevo 52 1&, REAT Y MIENL » AU LB 2 &, RESHO KL
FEY A7 SBINT 5 &t LT b, MRS & RS 2 L L 7o i 13 v A,

91

R
B
A
2
=
1%
"



92

i 4. REREHRRE

%3 REEREICSIT2FHNER

BRES MER RS HAR "
(8%F) BLIlca~=>1)vR*
RERRE EFE) £1-2MRtE77A0RKRKY VR EH[AE

(EI) 7I/7U3VR%

* PIPC/TAZ I3BR<
*Ok BHREZRTERC U X7 DIRWERITIIHREELERT S

R4 REBREICHIT DR
YR 7705 —DiEH

7

YRR

HE R

RERTY NEE
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AUAFA FIA4 1%, PN PRIRER G 2 H3 L T2 0%, SRR E SR
HETOERMIAHEE LTWE Y, PHREERGSOFERARIEIRER TV
WY 2 XY, B AZEIN L TTEER S 2R L Twb Y EAU A
K427, PHRRERSICX D RERYE UTI 0FRERIERS LV oo,
MBEROFERAE TS E2 Y 2L X0, PHREEORG 2 IERL TV A,

FHMEHEOVLEEICEHLTEIEFT Y RAIZZL WO, KkDH A K54 2T
ETPHPREEZIERLTVE ST, SEMIE IR, 7T A RTERE O KB #E A AT,
KOCTHERERREIEE IS e S M3 >0 89 2o, HEITHEKNI LTI,
BLIBLANR=Y Y VR, 12770 2K) V%, 73I /703y FRILAE
EOHMEFEZHERET S (F3). LaL, PHIIEENOL ¥V X HiKHZIF TUL T
OHEITH Y, BWRIREFMAEORIZE L L CTRmoT 22 L3 L v, $ 500
IZoWTIE, HES VX AEET v — MEATIE, BB X O HE SR
bEDoTze RAAL KA BV TIE, FHAIHEEI O PR E 2 H3R$ 5, 72721,
BB HR Y 27 (KW, R, MK, JREAT Y MRE) O%WEERT
G LERLTLY (T,

REFEREOMRIEY TS T 552 TUL 2 5 ATWA 720, SR RIRE
FREODIETF VAL LTRZELWEE R b, 5, BWINRIREFREICET K
B2 {1 & AR A LB R 2N b L 2 ATH S,
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CQ40. DJ A7 hEEE - IRICTFHHIMEREHRIND N ?

FHMEEOEE X 72(3 24 KRAUADKRSI#EESNS (EL; I, RG; C1),

RE WG ReskzE, IREENANOEMEIESC X 5 IR OMZEICH LT, REMED
HITREAT v bORE - KWHITHbNTwb, Souhail 51, PAZEMEIRERAE
223 N e L2l dbmABRIC BT, D] AT ¥ Ml A O R EEAIE S
HHIE63% EWMELTWv5 Y, E72, Matsumoto 51, FHiPIEHE (LVFX 84 fi,
t 7 HRYERF VIV (cefcapene-pivoxil : CFPN-PI) 52 f5, Prwiz L 26 67 &)
BT ZIREAT v MRETORBMEAIHEX 34% (7/201 ) L#ELTWD Y,

AT v MR - SHRTIE, AL OMIE 2RI AL RESD 5. REBEEYO
AT v MZIZHIW OB % HIKT % colonization 233843 5 & & b2, FEME %2R
THIWRDGFEET D & &b,

Farsi 513 A7 » MRAERICTHPIR SIS & LRI BT, /IR (29.9%)
& A7 ¥ b ® colonization (67.9%) %8, W1 » AL Lo R E T coloni-
zation DFE D E o7z LT3 Y, —J, Riedl 51&, A7 ¥ MEERIC TR
W2 PG L72ERIC BT, 40 HIRIZIZABIME IR & colonization 2 72 Y,
Kehinde & (MR K230 H LN O ET42% 123 L, 90 HPLETIE 34% Tdh - 72
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L LTwa Y, colonization & ¥4 WM 2w TIX, Lojanapiwat i 2 38 M LA
TRFEDT, 4HRMHT33%, 4~6HMT50%, 6HL ET54%° &L,
Rahman & (% 4 H AT 235%, 4 ~ 6 T333%, 6 MU ETTI4%TH-7z&
HELTWD 7, XoT, BMOMELMTIEMERR colonization DHIEE D & < 7
HEwvzs T, 5512, MERIE colonization & HEARTREE S &9 & L CI3MKHHREE
THH > "W colonization FEBI D 60% THIH K2 BDO b o 72MEY bHHZ L
X0, BRSPS THREDBEEL L LW EIIHEREITRETHL, 72, RE
ATV P LAEENEHOREK TR, ZIZEAEETIME Y Shsr—HT, B
BBEVHWE Y b H B0, REEEEE L BAEOHNEALT LS~ L%
WZE L TBLALEDLED S,

SHERAEE LTI, T RYREESRDEL DSR2 E VI HELDH LY Y
KT, IR, WEESE SN e T MENRLE VIO g 2575
7= LTiE, LiLoRHoOZRT >y MEEDANZ, Kehinde HIFEEFRIZOWT
et L, VA7 O%RWIEERTIIMEIRDOBEEA 3.3% 128 LT, BERHE T 333%, 12
MR 4 T396%, HRBEEETHU4% THo R MELTWE Y, 72
colonization X X THBEIZE L, MIMMFEICE > 7ZHEBI DS B ) A7 DB % LD
T78% % HOT Wz b M L TW5h, ZDIFHIT Akay 5 ' & Al-Ghazo 5 ¥ 232 h
TR E BEMIRBIZOVWTY A 77 79 —=TholzbMEL TS, /2, Paz
DIEFETITo72 AT ¥ MIBEOHBREGIHE 3% 123 LT, BRTIT- 7255121
56% & EWIIER 2 WL Y LTBY, BREATAT ¥ MIBE LA PR E
BREEEZEZOND,

REAT v NEBEIZHET 2 FHPILHED RCT IHFEL RV —HICAT ~ MY
B - HTlE, BIRENERIEL R, FRICRERIESEIT RS 2179 %2 Bk
PHEDR EAT5EE2 L) WEEtEDH A 2 &R, HIFE KR colonization DAF-AE FC.E
IR ERVE R AT O WREEDSH 0, HiEEOK G 3#HATESL 7, LarL, L) 2
77778 = FLRVEMIOWTRENHEOR G ZITb VT IwEER %,
BHEIMICE LT, A7 ¥ MAERICTVPIRSE L2 B G- L 7272 b 50 £ 4K
FH 2 O PUR SRR 58 L 12 TR L 72 EHC B W, UTI OFIEFRIC AT R
<, Mkt G- CRIVEH FE B & AN ER OBEN R o 72 L DMENH 5. Lo
T, BHIMO TR ERS sz n P,

JREAT ¥ OB - BT, HEREEE M R G A P o fa B[R 1 &
ZiZonY, EAUHA RS54 2 Th, RRERILER O MEREGEYEMEREO 2 7 1) —
SV T ERBESHERE STV Y A, RBEO FHIEEIC OV TORIIE A,
AUA A4 FI4 T, BRENLE - Tt LTPHiREOH LG & L Tw
5%, LarL, Westhoff 5 % 13, MEBIEMBEIROEE TICBWTH FHIEED
AT UTI R AERICED o2 WMELTBY, SHRORMBAR AN X M/E51{L
HGRER T ORI 2SR 72 5 6

FHMEEOLEHICE L TR T Y AIZZLL, Mmoo s03EL v, K
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HARNIA L ELTIE, KBOREZF Y bv=a7V® LELL, BLIRAN=
Y URREL 2T AR YROWR C4REELDN), TI 7V aY
FRIUHE OB FEZMEIRT D (F5). 2L, VA2 7725 — (BRMoORE
AT v NEERHRE, BEEAS, B, otk iR B (R6) onw
FEBICTIEIER G2 ERT 5o
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CQ41. BEER, XRICFHNEREFHREINDIN?

- BEERICEWVWT, FHREEORSI#EESINS (EL; IVb, RG; C1),
- BEXRBTE, #EREEINLW (EL; IVa, RG; C2),

&
%&mmﬁﬁﬂmié@%ﬁAﬁrmﬂimi1va%aﬁiénfwé” JL
BEGICHET ik d BEELAGIERRIIETH S 2 H, RILEEY 3 v 7 %4
ESES &vM%k%f%él

o IR BSRALE & [RIRRIS,  TEFE 2 R T D MERE £ M T DR (e & DRE O fec B IR -1
ThsrY LIy, MBEHOBEREMEROZ 2 ) —= > 7B X ORBIHERES
N5 Y, BEEROTEER SIS 5 RCT BFEAERT Y, T¥F Y 2dhn
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* PIPC/TAZ (FBR<

OO, MIMKEDIIE = i/NRIZT 572D DO FiPIE R 51374 e E2 o b, L
L, BB - SRR ICHE MR OSFTEL T, PHIPIRER S OFETIK
e EGSEFERICEDS L VW EORED H S Y,

B e o BE T, BEEREMERROREETH D, PRI X 2BRWEIEHRT
X¥, h T —FIVEREHE RN OB S e v T, BRI 6 BT
MEREEH Y OTRPFEET DD, AT —T VHHELLRWIRD, A B RFIK
YIERTIET H 2 L13IT L A LAWY, Batura S I3 BHEE % 0 B R B 38 & 2V
L7285 T, BUMIER OFF 2245 R & kg O B R B2 OB I & LT
D, EMEBRZHEREL TRV,

B NI 2 PRI EO A HEZHEIC L7227 v AEFEL
w90 Rizzo 513, PRI 2 503 1B 0 B e A O RE 2S4S L 720
M & BIEFFEIC BT, 135% (17/126 ) IZHEMA LN, EOFEIIHRMEL
ZEWMELTBY, MEETPHHGOAERMIEVELTWAE Y, &b, MERO
PREZFERE & BN B MBI 2 <, B EMBT 2 ME—DfEREFIZF v — Y
VPR IR (charlson comorbidity index : CCI) 227 3 EME) THolzo

PRI % BT A LB D720, #EIERTM L RO FHIIRE B IRSZ YU TH S, B
WETHELRMBERIER T YRR R ED 7S AGWERE, KEFEZ2IETH7 54
YRR CH 5. PNLIZBWTIE, EAUAA Ko 4 >~ Y THEEE, AUA A4 F
FA4 20T, 4 WHUNOFHMEER S ZHIRLTVD, XoT, AF 4 F54
JIIBWTIE, BHEERICBTATFHUEEL LTE, #1277 02K
Y FHRRBLIRANR=Y) Y RITHEO BN EEZ T2 (R7). —HT, HUEK
2B L PP SR 513, BZER 23R, IRE D 7 — 7 )V osgH b kIS
RETH b,
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CQ42. TURBT [CFRIERIFHERINDH ?

- BEORSHHESINS (EL; I, RG; B).
AR RVERICISERSEEETS (EL; |, RG; C2),

TURBT (2§ % FHiPimi 5% 5 O BGHIRR B TR & ICET 5 b 00% <,
TURBT A CTHGET S M7z b DIdA v, & SIS HIT IR R IR IR & e 7 L 14 Ik
DEZRMPEAIZERESINTZLDTH S, Upton H1iF, 05~ 3cm (K3 1.6cm) DJfE
e %5 12k L TURBT % 7T L 72 30 Bl & xb 412, FRifS# (hvx=31) ¥
CBPC 382mg, #1015 HH) LIELGHE (FF 1K) 12532 ZEHEMRRCT 2BV,
T P DR B B 1 X T Bl 5B 1/16 B vs IR G-HE 0/14 BITH 0, I RIREEIEG DB
2EZ D Lo 72 Vs MacDermott 51%, TURBT % Jif7 L7z 243 Bl % 5412, ¥
Bitk 58 (€775 Y :CED lg, fiiEd L OHHE3 ) & IE% GBI 72 RCT
BT, WERMEROEESE PG 45%, FRGRE1T%TH Y, THi&ES
2 & D AR R ITRIE IR T L7z b O OREHEN 222 3380 o 2 MG L Tw
% 2, Delavierre 51%, TURBT % Mif7F L 72 61 Bl &2 5f 512, FRitk5H (7o F
¥ v PFLX 800mg, HHiEH ) BELIEHGH (FI9ER) CHTF-_EEK
RCT I2BWT, WEMEROREFRIEFRi$G#E 94%, FixG5H241%THY, F
it 502 X 0 MR RIS T L2 2SR IS M2 22 2 3008, M e iR i ik e
FEITBECRD D722 L2 EL TS Y, CNODORREEIE 2, WRERT
MBI 5 FHIEEOLEMIZOWTH U7z Bootsma 5D Y AF <5 4 v 7 L
¥ 2 —Tl&, TURBT B} 5 FHiItEEOLEEN W & 2 RIET A~ &R
DIVCFUVANDLILERINTWD Y,

RCT TldZWwbon, VA2 772 % —07%\ TURBT 162 % %412 L 72 Yo-
koyama & ORjIA & I A& — MIFFETIL, 7R 0 IR B B GShE O B B2 137 Db 51
(LVFX 200mg, #EITHE) T 1/44 61 (23%), FEHGHET4/118 61 (34%) &#%%
BOB,o7z (P=061) ZE05, 2LV ATHFRVEMIBWTTHPRE
HIIARE L HE LT 5 Yy TURBT 2B 2 it bR e o T B i 3 0 L 55 12
EhLHIED Bausch 5O X7 7F 1) ¥ 2B WTH, TURBT BB IL—F ~
OF BRSO AMEIZ R W23, PLRSEORIEH R 2 AR FAR O FE A & v 9
HFELL AW A7 2HWAIZTWEIEHSH L, TURBT &N FHiiE#E 2535
CERTFHLAVWIERZMELTYS Y S STHETMIEKR (> 10'/mL) HEFI R
BATF—FN REHTF—FIV, DI AT b, AT —FI) BEIEF RIS
N7z TURBT 459 Bl & X412, FHPIRELXEK T LN TEX 0L 220w T
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KRk L 72 Baten & 28y L 72 ik L[ RCT CTl&, FRi#cG-#F 202 1 & FE4e 5
T 257 IO 52 (Ri=383C) DIIEMEICB VT, THHESHIE29%,
BGHEE31% & A=EBDT (P=044), MraqhRE = EMIEF R W a7 7 — 7 )V IER
BHCEPHIEEOBEITREBEL VDL, Z0Xk) ERL2S, EAUS
A RS54 Y TIETURBT IZBW T PHiH RS 2 SERICIZHERLTE 5T,
KREREEPEIC ) S &) X2 7 7 7 ¥ — 2 FOREFICB WV TOATFRPUE
HOBGDPHIEEINTWE, —F, AUAFA K94 ¥ Y TRTRTOREFTORS
RHERLTVh,

W BYIERED ) A 7 TN b W {22 fTbN T b, TURBT Ok RGeS e
DY A7 WFEN %47 - 72 Kohada I X 2% AMEMEICX 5 &, TURBT 687 %
W TR IR IR 21 B (31%) TdH 0, SN OGO MR, A4 X (=
2cm), 4E#E (Z75%), AT AR (5 HELL), frel S et R B & O i il s
RO SRR & B L T2 2 2 HE LT b Y Togo b OMENIHBWTIE
FIRBEFRIC B BWBERD ) A7 WTRIT ST TBY, LERMITICBNT
T OADEE TR TH 721

PWEORGHEICE R LHE 3P R, EAU A A K54 ¥ Tl S i<l
MR G, KX RS T L MG RIS TwE, /2 AUATA K94 2 TIET
NTOREF THEFE G AL SN TV D, RSB DMBIEA TR T 5T~
r— FREICBWT Y, [WRERRENC BT 2 BRSP4 K94 >~ 2006
B L2015 W] AHEIET B 24 eI DIN O P G-I & B4R LT W B Rk 374% &
K<, RREOICHELGIN TV % bz, 48 R DL o7 Bl bt i 38 8%
HAdMERBIMOY 27 ThHhH I L2 EET 5 &, MBEHH T2 5 0HEOHRS1&
WEVF B BN B o AFRTIT D N7 WIRZFE TS 331 % JEA B iE 0 31 % A
L7z Togo b D% sk LRI & R BV TIE, PHPIHEE BE1-21Rt 7=
L% LIRREAR= ) VR, EHEHRE) %5217 TURBT 1497 B, iR &
R 3561 (23%) LMMETH > 722 A WEIhTwE Y, 1,000 6% W2 5%
BB TOMETH Y, TURBT B2 GOFHESHER INERTH S L
Zr2oN5b,

PLEX D, TURBT IZBW T PRI IE I G525 S5 55, JER A A5
INE S FARE 2SN 22 &) 2 7 S WIEBNCR LT3R 52 E 35 (F1,2).

HEREHNCE L COW ORI EFT Y ANV, SIS DML T L BRYERE
WOKEHE HDDEVIWMENL VI ELD, ThoDMiEZ Y —7 v bE LN
WHl 2 RIS 2T DH Do EAUFA FI4 ¥ T, WEREERIEDOE) A 7 B
IZBRY TMP, TMP/SMX, #2311t 7 7oA R VR, BLIEAX=Y) Y%
DGR INTEBY, AUAK AL K54 0Tk, E1ie7 70 2K) V%D
L <1E TMP/SMX 25HEZEE T W 5, [WRAFHHISIC BT 2 MG PR 7 A4
I 4 2006] TENR=YYVFR, H1-2RET7 7 AR VR, TI/r)ay
FRPUA I 2 HESE L T728%, HUE S 2SR 2RI B 1 2 i & e T B S 12 B3
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Zl3 i =
e Aok PP OINEY - ETE

* PIPC/TAZ (3Bx<

%2 TURBTICHIFRREIVRI 7705 —
i BHE AR

MRIREN T —TILEE

RELES (2 2cm)

BRI ES

FiTEsE (2 60 2)

BT —MREY 27072825, BLEALOERTE L HMAD L I 2 4L
7 2 AREHPR= D) CRERDEIRS N T W7z, FAH S IR SRR
BB MRS P A K54~ 2006)] TOHEIEIEOMUFERE X OG5
HRERE L2E 2 A, Ml JEMREE DICRAERIIKL, RETHOIFEAL
ABLIRAN= YY) YRIHIETH > 72 EME LT P [REEHIRICBT 5
MR G TR A K54~ 2015] ICBWTIEE DR ERT, H1-21HKLT 7
T AR Y%, BLIRRAR=YY VR, 7TI2Z7)ay FRZHERELTBY, SHD
HARTA BT HRAMBOSRER ZHELRT 5, 72721, PIPC/TAZ & BLI Bi & X
:9)/%&%%@&#f%ﬁﬁ#0ﬁﬁ&(%%kbfﬁﬁ#«%h%%f%h
WE I TFHMEROHIEZ B2 57208754 F5 4 2 TEHERL v,
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1) Upton JD, Das S : Prophylactic antibiotics in transurethral resection of bladder tumors : are
they necessary? Urology 27 : 421-423,1986

2) MacDermott JP, Ewing RE, Somerville JF, Gray BK : Cephradine prophylaxis in transurethral
procedures for carcinoma of the bladder. BrJ Urol 62 : 136-139, 1988

3) Delavierre D, Huiban B, Fournier G, Le Gall G, Tande D, Mangin P : The value of antibiotic pro-
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regarding antimicrobial prophylaxis (AMP) in transurethral resection of bladder tumor (TURB).
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CQ43. TURP [CFHHEZRIFHREINZH ?

- FHMEREEDATH D EHEESNS (EL; |, RG;A),
- REMEGEORSZHET S (EL; I, RG;B),

TURP OF A3 O LEW IO W TIIH 4 252 % ST & 720 Berry 513,
TURP IZBT 25 PR EDOR R L RIET 572DIZ32DODRCT 2 LD/ AF T F
)Y AIZBWT, MEEZMHT 52 & TRBMEROHEL 26% 205 9.1%~MET
(XY 2 7 % 65% WD) &8, WIAEDOFAEHE % 44% 55 07%~MET  (FxtY
AL B TI%WY) ST LERELTWS Y, Qang HiE, 280 RCT % F L7
VATRTA I LEL—IIBWT, SUWEZMEH S5 2 & Tl kR O #E %
265% 75 92% KT X4, MBEHE 11%, WIUEZ 2% WAV 35 2 & 2#HEL
TWwb Y, F7220%IATONZ39ODRCT 2F LD ATFITA v LE2L—T
&, FREPUR I X 0 IRIAE DHEIEZ 34% 55 14%~MET (HIK Y 2 27 % 51%84)
S, WRFEHAE 36%, MERE 63% WP 38722 Eh5 Y, EAUN A F54 2T
1Z, TURP 2B 5 FHIHREIZEIT) 2L 2T LTWE Y, 72, AUA Y
A P4 27 12BTHTRTOIEFICB T T REEOHRG IR SN TV S,

BEWIMICET 23 7N T 5B, Berry 5 DOMETIX, single dose (HL|A[H%
5.), short course (= 72 R LLPY), extended course (> 72 BifH]) 128w Tk
RIZHEEBD LD o7 Y Wagenlehner 51, TURP 376 2 x4 12 LVFX 500mg
it (il #£1038), TMP/SMX 1920mg # (Hill, #E11%), Jekb#Ez2:2:1
o, TR OB R PR SE (PRigE L A L) OBV THRE
L7 Zii% RCT 2BV, MigMER (FHIE= 10"/mL) OBEEAS LVFX # 21%,
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BLZR 75 A CHELBHEEEZERT S

F4 TURPICEIFZREVRY 7705 —
TRIRRR - MTATHREIR
WRiREH T —TILEBE

RS

FiiEEE (2 60 %)

it 3 BN EOREA T —7ILEE

TMP/SMX # 20%, FEHGHE30%TH Y, HFEEZZVDOOFHHELGIZL) 2D
BEDZHA (P=009) L, HUREORIZA ML FPHHGHTARICHI L%
HWELTWD (P<0000D)” Z0k)AHEHR,S, EAUSA FFA TR 22
WY IEBI TIZHER G2 MR L TBY, AUA TA K4 ¥ TRT_TOIEHR]
THNFRGEIHERINT VD, KO A K54 VK RKFA FI42I2BVWTH
B35 23R 52 (£3),

WIETHRAR (> 100 WBCs/mL) R4l 71 7 — 7 VS B B A7k 4h & L7z TURP 474
Blext gz, FPHPREEZ BT 5 2 EDTE B0 L) POV THGE L 722 ik It
[l RCT Ti&, FHisk58 (/02 664%, CEZ 275%, 7 3I 47 ¥ 62%) 211 #i
& IRPEH-BE 263 Bl oAl RSB (KiIR=383C) DIIEMIE TIX, TRtk 58 44%,
PGB 4.9% & 2% BDT, MRS 7 7 — 7 VI EIER TR P Hibia s o3
LB TELWRERICOWTHELTWS 7,

Wt IEGIIED ) A 7 W FRNT b\ D fTh N T b, TURP 424 Bl OMi {4 &Gy
FRED ) A 7 WFRNT % 47 - 72 Hwang & O sk i et i, #IRmaiE (P=
0.025) & TR (P=0004) THho72Y Togo 5HHYT - =2 Mk X METT b
SERBITICB T RMEER O (P <001) PMBREREOLGE L) A2 HTT
72", Schneidewind & 2547 - 72 TURP 444 D% fiik % A 1) X Mead <&, Wi
FED Y A7 HT1% 60 5L Lo FArkERH (P=003) Ltk 3 ML EORE S 7 —F
VEIE (P <00001) Tho7 (Fdo 4HIDL) %m) A2 FEBNIHT 2 4%
PPN EOHGHEICE L COMET 248N H 5 L Bbh b,

FRIPIRSEOFERIZEE L Ci&, TURBT &k, SEESNAHEOE VT T LBEN
WHZ 25—y b e LR ZRIRT 20805 H 5, KT TWAIIEDS
TR 3 AL 7 = 2 %FH L LVFX, TMP/SMX DL Y X 3% <, Bk
DHFA KT A4 2 THRBERPHERIIFN R IN T D, —HTRIFITBWTIE, 5
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i 5. FREBPRREHRFM

L5OT7 Y —bMAEIIBVWTEL- 27 70 AR VR, XR=V) VROEH
BIFE AL TRIRENTHEY 'V, BETHHER TV LEA L Z ™25, 2
DZENLLAERLORHA FITAL VIZBWTHEL- 27 7o 2R VR, R
=YY r% BLIEAEDLEGE), 7I /7703 FRVPERINRTHWS, KFA K
TA BT A Z R e L7,

X #k
1) Berry A, Barratt A : Prophylactic antibiotic use in transurethral prostatic resection : a meta-
analysis. J Urol 167 : 571-577, 2002
2) QiangW, Jianchen W, MacDonald R, Monga M, Wilt TJ : Antibiotic prophylaxis for transurethral
prostatic resection in men with preoperative urine containing less than 100,000 bacteria per
ml @ a systematic review. J Urol 173 : 1175-1181, 2005
3) Dahm P, Dmochowski RR : Evidence-based Urology. BMJ Books London, 50, 2010
4) Bonkat G, Bartoletti R, Bruyere F, et al : Guidelines on Urological Infections, European Associa-
tion of Urology. 2022
5) Lightner DJ, Wymer K, Sanchez J, Kavoussi L : Best Practice Statement on Urologic Procedures
and Antimicrobial Prophylaxis. ] Urol 203 : 351-356, 2020
6) Wagenlehner FM, Wagenlehner C, Schinzel S, Naber KG : Working Group “Urological Infec-
tions” of German Society of Urology. Prospective, randomized, multicentric, open, comparative
study on the efficacy of a prophylactic single dose of 500 mg levofloxacin versus 1920 mg trim-
ethoprim/sulfamethoxazole versus a control group in patients undergoing TUR of the prostate.
Eur Urol 47 : 549-556, 2005
7) Baten E, Van Der Aa F, Goethuys H, Slabbaert K, Arijs I, van Renterghem K : Antimicrobial Pro-
phylaxis in Transurethral Resection of the Prostate : Results of a Randomized Trial. J Urol 205 :
1748-1754, 2021
8) Hwang EC, Jung SI, Kwon DD, et al : A prospective Korean multicenter study for infectious
complications in patients undergoing prostate surgery : risk factors and efficacy of antibiotic
prophylaxis. ] Korean Med Sci 29 : 1271-1277, 2014
9) Togo Y, Tanaka S, Kanematsu A, et al : Antimicrobial prophylaxis to prevent perioperative in-
fection in urological surgery : A multicenter study. J Infect Chemother 19 : 1093-1101, 2013
10) Schneidewind L, Kranz J, Schlager D, et al : Mulitcenter study on antibiotic prophylaxis, infec-
tious complications and risk assessment in TUR-P. Cent European J Urol 70 : 112-117, 2017
1) REEM, BEAES, WERE, it RRERRRICH T2 BNHRREFHREZEOEARRICS
WThT7 v — hRERS. BWRSEEE 104 1 579-588, 2013

CQ44. EREMFIILARZ LT (HOLEP, TUEB) ICFRAEZEHRESINZH ?

- FHIMER(EHEE NS (EL; IVb, RG; C1),
- BSHARESBEOR S, HESNS (EL; I, RG; B),

TURP IZX L CREMBI PR EOLEE 2@ LS 3 8EH b b 00,
HoLEP X TUEB 7% & O#F bR &N Tl IRAZ A 1256 U TP B Ui 38 0 b 22 R #5530
B2 LIZoWTER LG RV, AUAY RAFOH AL K54 2 128w,
REIRE RV ICE T 2NED RV AT TS 50D, TURPOILE T~



CQ44.

x5 RREMBIZBRZENICEIT S FHNEE

FiT 4 ESBS %5 HAR
F1-2#RET77AORRY VR
?8§P BLIRR&~R=Y 1 Vv R* s

FI/UVAVRR

* PIPC/TAZ (3Bx<

AZBEL72HDTHY, EAUTA N4 2 ¥ (2B TR MR I A 12
T HIETVANZLWZ &N, FHRREOLERIZHET 2NEITEHINT
W\,

A7 ST R R Aty 1A BEE DB EE L2 D T TURP & 8 PR T8 B9 R A% Al % He i
L7z RCT Z#Z 7T 525, BAAGHHEICH T 2 851340 % v, B ERIEX
JEIZ BT B BRE T DM IHEOHE 2 K L7z Ahyai 5O A& T7F 1) T X
T, MR B R I R GYE DS EE 13 Z 1121 monopolar TURP 4.1% (0~ 22%),
bipolar TURP 26% (0.0 ~115%), HoLEP 09% (0.0 ~49%) T& V), ¥zt
B3 bh TR Wnd OO HoLEP 2 bR Th-72 Y. — T, Z0%iTbh
72Cornu 5DV ATIYT A4 v 7L E2—=BIUPA¥ 7+ T ATIE, HoLEP & mo-
nopolar TURP Tl MiZ IR B IEGSE DFAEBEICH B LA BD o 7o 2 L i
ENTWE Y, 20X HENOEEICBWTIE, YRR & i U O il o &g
O IV D LAIEMAETH L L SNTWD, —T, ARIFCTRIRE NI IR
M BT B A8 IR D IR 2 A L 72 #4512 X % & HoLEP 0.7 ~58% ¢,
TUEB 03 ~55% """ T, #3:0 TURP IZBIF 2 B & g LTk L
FTHEEFHA SN TS,

& 5 ENOZ fiak 3 RCT Tld, #EIRE W ET A% il 203 JE61 (HoLEP 125 f,
TUEB 78 #5l) % xt%1\2 CEZ OBl 58 L 3 HBE 581 1127 v F AII2E D
Firoh, HEEES5HE 1.0%, 3 HEHEGEIE 20% &Mk GHICHEERE2RO %
Mor: (P=100)". ZOZE XY, MENCHRCHMERZ A SRV 2 2 FEBIC
BT, IR E L IRAZ AN O F B PUR SR o B 5 NG G- 2 SRS S
(&5),

s DG 2 g L 725 b v o frb N Tw b, Pirola 513 HoLEP &
)7 A L —YF—Ri VIR A (thulium laser enucleation of the prostate : ThuLEP)
& DA IREGEGIE D FE & M) L 72 HBINBIENE (= v F FRTT) 128w
C, HoLEP #f 342%, ThuLEP ¥ 427% &L W MICA B L Z IR0 e o7z (P=
0.734) ', %7z Togo 5 DMEIZHB VTS HoLEP 1.6%, TUEB 1.3% &, JE&4RICH
BEEBOLD o7 (P=1.00)",

MRIEGFERE D ) A 7 T2 L7l b w oS Tw b, Kyono 513,
HoLEP 847 # (CEZ 1g Hilul4%5-2%87%) % tf AN 2 I GLE D S S ML 35 & V&
e ) 27 W2 LA M EREFTIZBWT, iB%EH (=2 38C) 12103%, v
Ot 7Y A (REEFEPERINAE) 1X07% T, WEEAOMERIN T 125 Z BRI
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%<6 RERENRIMZBRZEMICHITZREVRY I705—
TRTBRER - M ATMEAR

MEIRED T —TILBE

“RE (2 100mL)

FirsE (= 60 93)

BOTRIEB N 7 — 7 VEEIEGIOR¥EREETH - 72 FI S D TUEB 209 # %
TGS L7z %A M E MG T, MisgAEWE UT/GTI OFAMEX 29% TH Y, itk
JEYTEIE DGR T IR = 100mL (P=0.04) Tho7z (F6)o S HITRR
AT HAEBN B THE B 53 & BRI 512 B0 B MR IR GE O FEAE S E % iR
L 72HEH, I 6.3%, N 54% Tdh ) MFIHEIEW R EZ2 RO o7 (P
=1.00) ",

HESLIR IR T 2 MEH I b oo, FHEEORIUCE L TE R LA
DLIAVDIFEAEIE, 1277 28E) V&, BLIEAR=YY V&
HNTH > 720 £ HHAT > 72 ARIICB ) 5 HOLEP D% ik L [F % A 10 628 T,
BIRSNPEEOMBIIR T L IZR 2> TV 2b DD, (21T TURP K& [AEkD
PIRHEANRINENTEB Y, HEGUHEICBVTHIRTORMFTTURP EFL, L
CIFEWERE SR TWS 7,

X #k
1) Lightner DJ, Wymer K, Sanchez J, Kavoussi L : Best Practice Statement on Urologic Procedures
and Antimicrobial Prophylaxis. ) Urol 203 : 351-356, 2020
2) Yamamoto S, Shigemura K, Kiyota H, et al : the Japanese Research Group for UTI : Essential
Japanese guidelines for the prevention of perioperative infections in the urological field : 2015
edition. IntJ Urol 23 : 814-824, 2016
3) Bonkat G, Bartoletti R, Bruyere F, et al : Guidelines on Urological Infections, European Associa-
tion of Urology. 2022
4) Ahyai SA, Gilling P, Kaplan SA, et al : Meta-analysis of functional outcomes and complications
following transurethral procedures for lower urinary tract symptoms resulting from benign
prostatic enlargement. Eur Urol 58 : 384-397, 2010
5) Cornu JN, Ahyai S, Bachmann A, et al : A Systematic Review and Meta-analysis of Functional
Outcomes and Complications Following Transurethral Procedures for Lower Urinary Tract
Symptoms Resulting from Benign Prostatic Obstruction : An Update. Eur Urol 67 : 1066-1096,
2015
6) Okamura K, Nojiri Y, Seki N, et al : Perioperative management of transurethral surgery for be-
nign prostatic hyperplasia : a nationwide survey in Japan. IntJ Urol 18 : 304-310, 2011
7) Togo Y, Tanaka S, Kanematsu A, et al : Antimicrobial prophylaxis to prevent perioperative in-
fection in urological surgery : A multicenter study. J Infect Chemother 19 : 1093-1101, 2013
8) AILEE, BAKE, HHWE, fb: BREWNRILIVLL Y —BIIZRZEMN (HOLEP) OBFRIM,
BHHE, BREOEIT~ 363 HlOREN S~ Jpn ) Endourol 26 : 310-313, 2013
9) Kikuchi M, Kameyama K, Yasuda M, Yokoi S, Deguchi T, Miwa K : Postoperative infectious
complications in patients undergoing holmium laser enucleation of the prostate : risk factors
and microbiological analysis. Int J Urol 23 : 791-796, 2016
10) Shigemura K, Yamamichi F, Kitagawa K, et al : Does surgeon experience affect operative time,
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adverse events and continence outcomes in holmium laser enucleation of the prostate? A re-
view of more than 1,000 cases. ] Urol 198 : 663-670, 2017

11) BMAEM, IBANE, KR, 1 BREOBIIZBRZEM (transurethral enucleation with bipo-
lar : TUEB) (C&H (T B i BEAMERIEMESR BIEFREHE(COWTOKRE. Jpn ) Endourol 28 : 317-
321,2015

12) Sato K, Obinata D, Funakoshi D, et al : Efficacy of transurethral prostate enucleation by bipolar
system for patients with benign prostatic hyperplasia. Minerva Urol Nefrol 68 : 337-341, 2016

13) Hirasawa Y, Kato Y, Fujita K : Transurethral enucleation with bipolar for benign prostatic hy-
perplasia : 2-year outcomes and the learning curve of a single surgeon’s experience of 603 con-
secutive patients. ] Endourol 31 : 679-685, 2017

14) Togo Y, Fukui K, Ueda Y, et al : Comparison of Single- and Multiple-dose Cefazolin as Prophy-
laxis for Transurethral Enucleation of Prostate : A Multicenter, Prospective, Randomized Con-
trolled Trial by the Japanese Research Group for Urinary Tract Infection. Int ] Urol 27 : 244-
248, 2020

15) Pirola GM, Saredi G, Codas Duarte R, et al : Holmium laser versus thulium laser enucleation of
the prostate : a matched-pair analysis from two centers. Ther Adv Urol 10 : 223-233, 2018

16) Kyono'Y, Endo F, Shimbo M, Ohwaki K, Hattori K : Positive urine culture under indwelling ure-
thral catheterization is a risk factor for febrile complications after holmium laser enucleation
of the prostate (HoLEP). Low Urin Tract Symptoms 13 : 377-382, 2021

17) ANEELZ, &K, BT, BAR—, EREE ! RILIVLL—Y—RIZEZEMN (HoLEP) O
BWAREEFHREDRRET VT — MABDRERICDWT, WERICE 57 1 539-543, 2011

CQ45. ERENL —Y—RIIBREEIT (PVP, CVP) [CTBHEZRFHES
nam-

- FEHIER(IHESIND (EL; IVb, RG; C1),
- RSHESBEOR SN EESINS (EL; IVb, RG; C1),

FEPRIE I L — 4 — B L BRZSHAN (2B L C PPt B 0 LB 2 /R L 723t 13 2 v
TURP & PVP IZB\WTIE, M RESIEGIE O FIERE IS A Z D 5\ & § 5 i
%\ BIEBRIE K 12 3 1) & RE IR 3 T4l 5l O At 4 5 PRE O B % ik L 72 Cornu 5
DYATITAYZLEa—=BIWRYTF) Y ATIE, WERIREEIEGE ORI
monopolar TURP # 15/290 ] (52%), PVP # 18/287 %1 (63%) TH VY, AEHE
2BOL,-72 (OR 123, P=056)", D%, PVP & TURP Ofifh & i o5k
BRI L2200V AT T A v 7L E2—BIUOXFT7TFH) XD TbNTW5S,
Kang & OE T, iR M YehE O 5 EE 13X monopolar TURP # 33/493 1 (6.7%),
PVP B 34/474 61 (72%) TdHH, WEEICERFCHEEEZZRDT (OR 110, P=
0.72)%, Lai 5 OMEIB W T M HREBAIEOHE L PVP THTE W b DDk
AR s 2 R b o7 (RR 115, P=038)7,

FERIEIY L — — Wi IR O F XIS B 2 E b w o frbhTwn b,
Chiang 57572 PVP (120W) & $filis L — W —Ri 2R A B (contact laser va-
porization of the prostate : CVP) (200W) & Ol G5 E O SR % el L 72 /i)
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xR7 BRENL—T—BIRERMICE T2 FHREE

Fii# X5 HAE
PVP F1- 27 7AORRY VR
VP BLIFe&~=> Y vR* B[O

FI/UVAVRR

* PIPC/TAZ (3B&R<
XTI ICHBER Z RO BEAITIE, METICHEERSICTROE
BLZR 75 A CHELBHEEEZERT S

x8 RREWL—P—RIIREMTICEITS
BREYRVIT7I5—

MTRIBRER - AT ATAEE PR

eIREAT —TILEE

FREGRERBETE

MEZESRE

REPBERE

ERCTIZBWT, HRIAREZEDOTKIEN CVP ICBWTHEICE,-72 (P<005) 2
EHHE SN TEDY Y, &512 Kobayashi 5%%T7 572 PVP (120W) & CVP (300W)
& DR IEYTERE DBE & B L 225 & RCT 2BV T, MRk bk g o s
3 PVP B 38%, CVPBE68% E A HXEIIHWH DD CVP TRERRERSE P22 &
EMELTWSY, Tl LT, CVPIZX ) LRI HMNEIC X 2 REH
ENEPFIED R T WN e EEE L TWh, TOX ) ITRIKEN L —¥ —THi.
TR ZEHNT 2 BT B R IEGe DO HEDS TURP & K L TS L I3RR LWV &8
WEINTWEZ LB Y, TURP LM UL PHRRIEOHRGITLHTH L LEZ
% (R7)o

TFEHMBEEORSHMICER L HEIEZHL TN TH S, Bausch HAYT- 72 A
&2k — MIFEICE A&, PVP OMBERFIIMREOL Y 2~ (R, #5-HI0H)
EW S REEEED o2l B WRELTWS Y BE, PVP OTFRiHED
A G W 2 e R, TMP/SMX %60 L7z Bl 5.8 & 3 H 58515
F7% ik T v & 2ALIES R (CITrUS trial) 2SR TH Y 7, 2 OREH
7N b,

PVP 665 5l % 7t L7z Bausch 5 O Tld, MiREIESRD ) X 7 WT1E, K
FAR4 (p=0001) BLXOPVPHiHI 3 » HUHNORE S 77— 7 VORE, MEIK,
IR, FURBEROL L LD 1 DORFOHEAE (p < 0001) THo7z? (£8),

R T A RENZIZ E A LTI TV WA, ¥ =4y b &% MBI bR
BRI R FR E R TH L EROLARTA N4 o TlE, 12t 7 70
AR Y&, BLIRGNX=V) VR, TI/7)ay FR&HERET 5,
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X

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

Cornu JN, Ahyai S, Bachmann A, et al : A Systematic Review and Meta-analysis of Functional
Outcomes and Complications Following Transurethral Procedures for Lower Urinary Tract
Symptoms Resulting from Benign Prostatic Obstruction : An Update. Eur Urol 67 : 1066-1096,
2015

Kang DH, Cho KS, Ham WS, Choi YD, Lee JY : A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of Func-
tional Outcomes and Complications Following the Photoselective Vaporization of the Prostate
and Monopolar Transurethral Resection of the Prostate. World ] Mens Health 34 : 110-122,
2016

Lai S, Peng P, Diao T, et al : Comparison of photoselective green light laser vaporisation versus
traditional transurethral resection for benign prostate hyperplasia : an updated systematic re-
view and meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials and prospective studies. BMJ Open 9 :
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Chiang PH, Chen CH, Kang CH, Chuang YC : GreenLight HPS laser 120-W versus diode laser
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624-629, 2010
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BQ12. REBBEOEDFMICEVWTEETLICTFHNMBEEZZRNT DT &3
BEnhasn?

VRO 7709 —DEESLHAICEIVWTRENBTZRTT 5 RTINS,

JREASARED FATIE, ESWL, PNL, TUL, %% REWAHRZ ERH TSN,
FNZENTHROT Fa—F, fiith - itk OME O AR R R 5, ECIRS L4
AIETEIML TWDEH, BIEFHICEHT 2Ty 230 Tirhv, REFBOOT
TR L VMWK ZED L Z LB RL L, ZORAGMBAERMEUTI % & 72
FTHEAFBEIIE LV HE LD L, PHIIRERGEEZRET L I2H2D, MR
WHIHEIROE W2 T B ULEND b,

PRE&FE AT OFAMT2IS, WOEASAE LRI 28562059 5. PNL % TUL, ECIRS
BOBGYEZ TR 572012, @Y% PR TR 28535 2 LIdEETDH
o UL, PHPRHEOHRE L MBICEETH L, 72721, RO FRPUR SRS
Gt o MBS S, HER SN Wz, ST oMM ERN T2 0 L
TRIPUR B Z WL 2 Wi 5356 2 LA E L,

CQ46. ESWL [CFIHIMBEREIFHEREEINZH?

YR T77 09— (MER, BAEYC X 2cm ME, BEER, NERERED
B, BEDOREREBOBEFE, B&DRT ESWL DETT) ZR& DEH TIEF/HIN
RHEZEES($HEEINSD (EL; I, RG; B),

- AIREABR D MTET (CHIERDSER L= & #/ER L TH S ESWL 2175 (EL;
IVb, RG; B),

HIERD RO DN TERPEHER EHEI SN ZEF TIE, FHAEENRS
MHEEENS (EL; IVa, RG; B),

- FEAVIEZEE, BLIREGERZVUYVR, £1-28KE770ARY VR, 7
/7)Y RRMEEE(E TMP/SMX (BO) OBEERSENHEREIND
(EL; IVa, RG; B),

CHERMNRL, VR 7709 —DRWNEFI TIEIFHIMTERDRS (SHEIN

W (EL; 1, RG; D),
cREATY R EZBLTWSHEATE ESWLBTICHERI S WER T, F
BIMEERDKRESSHEEINL W (EL; |, RG; D).




CQ4e.

ESWL "l (MR IR DS WIEBITlE, ESWL #OME IR OFEEHFIL 0 ~ 13%, FEME
P UTI OFERIZ 0~ 26%, WIMIEDORAERIZ0~4% EHEIATHE ™7, &
At LT, ESWL il IR 5 FEBI TlE, ESWL BZOMBEIROFEA T 16 ~
21%, FEBENE UTI D% E3RI1E 79 ~ 11%, W DFAERIZ 0% & W S hTwns 77,
ESWL BilZMIH R A 2 HEGI T, ESWL BIHIR IR H 5 W IGREMEYE UTI 235849
BB W E 233 A A5, WGE O F8 A 31 ESWL /i WM R 2370 WRE B HX
THEDR,

TR R G L 77 YR58/ G RE 2 IR L 72 9 2D RCT Z it L 72
VAFRTA v LEa—Y TlE, ESWL BRI R RS2 WEERITid, ESWL %0
HEWE UTI o F%E% (RR 036, 95% CI 0.07-2.36, p=031), MIEROFER (RR
077, 95% CI 054-1.11, p=017), UTI ®F45% (RR 054, 95% CI 0.29-1.01, p=
0.05) IZBWT, MEMICVWINOAEERZIALN LD o720 MERD 2 VEE %2 &
G L7 ESWLIZBWTTHHHIEDOR R Z i L7216 D RCT 2 L7723 A7
Y74 v LEa—TIl MEROFEAEE (RR 09, 95% CI 063-128, p=055),
UTI ®%4% (RR 118, 95% CI 038372, p=077) OWFHIZHHEAEIZALR
Lol Za—Y—5 Y FH 50 10000 FILL LD ESWL 2344 & LT,
IR oM TR IR % 5RO 70 WIEBI Tl PUEWE OF Ptk 513 ESWL #0 UTI O %45
R R W

Shigeta & Ot T, MHTISHIE IR AT 72 WIEBITLE ESWL #% 0 38T L E o> F 3k
DIEFRDI 4% T > 72D L, MENSHITR IR Z 720 2 5E 5 T LA IS PuR 2R G % %
ToTH 3% THYAHEICEP-TZ NS, MATOMERIZMEAEME UTI DY
A2 7705 —=ThHbELTWS (p<00)™, WHEREDSHM (p <0001), &
FoRBOBE (p <001), #YEF ESWL OHifr (p <005 7 &b AH#M UTI
DYVAZ T 75— LTHESRTWS P,

KRE%G#Ef Cem L), BIstEa, WREAT v MEEEICBWTIX, ESWL #%
DOWA R X 2 IREEPHZE &5 AN OMTE A ESWL £ OB LB RIEAEICHEHRT S L &
NTWB Y, —fMA#AC3B 5 ESWL #% 0 BRINEET LRI 1% Kl TdH - 720
Wxt L, By TIREA B AMIMEDFAEFRIZ27% I EAT L EHES LT
%, Shigeta 5%, #ADKE X% 2cm Y ETHERZ &L T A4, ESWL
BOFBDO) A7 DV ERELTWBE Y, Bk 5T 57291 Bl ESWL 1234 %
GHTZBWT, 3em DEOFAIZI0FIE TN TWAD, MAaZIZLALHRTER
otz 1% 9PN EAEN AL, FMERICBWCIXIEMZERIZIER L T
BBENPEDP o2 EME LTS, 2D, Bkbi, REOEEMEZREI W
RO H % 3cm DL LA LTI, PLHEOFRiHG 21T 72 L w & ik
LTwa "W, ADHME L OKRE S EMEREOBRZ A L#E TR, B
AIZBNT, KX & 04~ 3cm T TORAIIH 10% OMMERETER TH - 720125 L,
K& % 3em LU EOBAIZ 20% & MR IRFEERDE 2o Tz (p < 005) 7 —7,
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i 6. FRISHEBDFM

%£1 ESWLIZBITZFHIER

Fili YRG T 79— B R 5 AR
(UGIEHE)ES
BRiEa BLIFEERZV U VR
2cm Bk £1-2#HRE77O0RKRY VR s
ESWL BHEIETE TI/UUAVRER
AR IR AE G &0 TMP/SMX

BED UTI DBEE
LRSI ERE

PR TS XL K & S LB R MR & OB BRI S h ko727,

WOy ERBEMEROMRTIE, VYBY A Y Y LAT VEDY ARA
(struvite), U YAV I NREEH NV T 7 AEL, Y2 BHIN T T L) VSV
Y LFEEN VYT AFEAIZB W T, ESWL HEITOMEREEEE L (Fh
ZI62%, 22%, 22%), ¥ a WAV KA TIE ESWL IR EHT o 4 B R Bk
F(F 4% & IR 2> 72, £ 72, Dincel b, struvite TIIMD ¥ 4 7 OREA &
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BAEA AT 2 BHEITBVTE, MRz D e < TH ESWL MR F B
PR GIILETHHE LTS Y,
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[IRERFS AL D BN OB EE BT O LFMA | 1456 EB OEFHRE R 12X
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MR CTH o720 MEIKZ RO BHITIE, WHER R Y JuAFIP 512 X 0 MR & L
72T BB LTHS ESWL 2479 EAUAA K94 0¥ Cid, 2-3 L7 7
OARY YR, X=P) R BLIRAEST) PURE, 7212 TMP/SMX #IHT
WO M 5 HER I N TW225, 2022 SEMTIZPTREOHEIR O S Nz
olze AUATA K542 (20194E) TiE, 1.2t 7 70 xR v HH|
TMP/SMX Pl EASER STV B Yo KA 4 FF4 > TlER=Y Y ¥% (BLI
BAEEL), H1-21ME7702KR) V%, 73I /2703y FREUHEE,
TMP/SMX IO WG 2 {E3E$ 525 (F 1), MR EOEKZEEIH O
TWDEEIIEZENICHE) o PIHSEHEIEFHOBIE2 S, HitoSREAIRINTE 58
BlEF /0 vREERTRETE RV, REEERSEIOF /0 REERESS
RV EICEEE SN,
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CQ47. PNL [CFFHIMEEEHERINDIH ?

- PNL T3, fiigB#E UTI REEAEL, 2EMICEVWTTFHREERSD
#EEn3 (EL; ll, RG; B

- BEEFHRERRSGHELOKRESE TRV, KBEZ#-S1BE, H2WE
2cm U EDORZLFEEDES, MiZzEOL) REOMEERKSNHEIN
% (EL; Ill, RG; B),

- FHMEREE - 2R 7 7O0RKRY VR, BLIRERZVU VR, 73
JU) Y RRMEEOKRSEN#ERESINS (EL; I, RG; B),

PNL 1235 F A i BGFETEEHRIE 35 ~ 10% %, FM M7 Hibu s 342 5 2 17 h
o 728t WHREGEREER] T MM R IR 2 35% (2589, AEME UTI 2 10%
CEDTETBHENDH B Vs 7272 L, PNLISHT 5 FHiHLE KK 5 0L BEMEICD
WT O RCT BT, PHIEERSOGMEE 23LERCET L TV X
FZ L\, ME—, FETRESZEREVEGNIN U TP Pipum s 5-aF & e G-t 2 ik L 72
EZAIEEGHICBOTHBIINBRAEBNE UTI 2 & 23R Tm o728 W) A
WG S TwD Y,

PNL Ol i3 A EWE UTI FAERBE N D5 PRI EER G ILEEZ 2 5
N, WHEORBERTFRCRRENTRICELH - 27 70 2K) VR,
=) % BLIEAESEY), 7I /7793y FRIWEIZL L PG PLEL
ZZ2oN5b, PHIHBEEOHIEIZOWT, EAU A4 K54 ~Tid TMP/SMX R4 2-
3t 770 2R VR, 73I/R=V) v (BLIESE) 2L, AUASA K
T4 TR, H1-2Mt7 70 2 F ) YHRFL, TMP/SMX Wiz EAEIE S hC
w5,

FHPTEE M B GHMICOWTIEX, CTRX OHEEG L EEH %5 2 kL,
WA EEZROT, WIS OIELME R LM X EEE RERBREH 5 7,
ABPC/SBT &t 7uF v A toltlg, B, FHIHEDHE L & HEH &S
Z LRHE U7 & VR SRR Cid, W ICAEAZ RO T, 5 HED Wik
BECHlit% SIRS ARG R G H L £ %2R0 b -7 F70F% v v o
H B TR R R 2B A L ORERICBVWTY, AN UTI % X723 #4&
BV 21% & E2 RO EWMESNTWE Y, AUA # 4 F54 »Tlddk
HHIE 24 BRILINZHEIE L CHB Y 7, EAUHA o4V TIHEHRG 2 3% L T
w5 8)0

T PR OMETH SR D W TIE, IRFEEECTREY T —T Vo wEEE
WMRELZRCT T, Migiic=ra 75 b Y2 7 HMEST256LE5 LW
LA S 22%, MIEDFAFRIE, MK ZR2ZE % (FREN12%
& 14%, 95% CI —0163-0.122, p=10) EWMEHESNTEY, BIEMAIHED ) 22
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%2 PNLICBIT2FHiEE (ECIRS £HKERTIE PNL IC££Y'3)

FiiT DR 77089 — EES BRE5HE

L
f;;;{gi BLIR&~R=VUVHR s
B E1-2#RET7FORKYVRE o
)7} - B
NEERINE, At #g]

XTRIRIBELGED D W ERBREEA E FRINBIEMNICSVTIE, REBICLSDEFRZEZE
SECTFHMEERERRL, M oDREZERT %

MW EFIZB T, M 1 AROROPAEWER G 2179 AV v MdhwvweE sh
729

FO—), KBEZED D, H5HWIE 2em P EDOKE KA DRGNS L TR
W 1EMPIRIEZ G342 LI2X o T, HRHGIZH AWM % SIRS F84:%AH31/3 12
KT LEHESNTNS V) KBRED S\ 25cm P oA 05BN LTl
IS 1 EMPTEEZ 595 L, WBROBIMEMEY 3 v 7 OFERPKT LzE )
Hill X RCT bME S Twa Wy IRV H5WIIRES 7 —F VASE &
NTWBBEIIOWTTHIOVUEWE G- % 2 HE £ 7213 7 HE# 59 % 2 BEICH0 0T
72 RCT T, 2 HREF%58E 7 HRIB GBI THRIAAED ) A 27 23580 - 72 & ##)t
EERTWw2S (OR 31, 95% CI 1.1-89, p=0031) ", HEHIOMETHG 0% F% 13
DOWFFEH HIRET L7z X 7 T ClE, U OMRIH 512 & 0 Ba$ 5 X Tilig o
WCIMLAE & FEBAHE IR Lz s W s hTwa (R 0R 031, 95% CI 0.20-
050, OR 026, 95% CI 0.14-048) ¥,

PLE X Dil% PNLICBWTIZHEERG TRYBEEZ 5NL5, MATMER - 2cm
Y bkoif, KEREZREDE) A7 ORI TIIMENICHIRER G 2 ZRT 5 RYHE
AETFHINDEFMIBNTY, JREEICL ZHEAEZN 2 SZ TR SE 2 8 IR
L, W2 oo52EZEIRETHS (F2),
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CQ48. TUL [CFHIERIFHREINDH ?

- TUL OB FHIMEERSICET 2T ET Y R Lm0, BEIOFHN
BEEENHEREINS (EL; I, RG; C1),

- FREMERICEET 2R 7 7ARKY VR, BLIRARZVY VR, 7
/7)Y RRMEENHERESINS (EL; IVa, RG; C1),

INETOHREIZL B & TUL WREPHEDFAERIZ 4~ 115% 'Y Th b, 7272
L, #AofE, KESICX) FPMREHRPERBIE22 D RR), MBRERGSERIED )
A7 bR BEEZLE, FHREEOLEYE, kG MEICET Ty 21
T+ TlE v,

TUL 2B 5 FRiiR G5 OB 2 R L2 RCT TIE, FHi@EHEE LT
LVFX B[4 58133685 58 & el U B 8 R O BB ASA AT L7z L 3l &
NTW53 (2% vs. 13%. p=002) ¥o CEZ H¥ 58 L 4% 582 L L2 RCT TH,
WA R OB ICH EE 2RO TV D (5B 35% vs. I G5B 35%) 7 HiTIc
PR IEYe D 7o W HBE 2 0F R & L 72 meta-analysis Tl&, HoAE#] o Tl e 3 A £ 5- 1%
TUL % OJER (RR 065, 95% CI 051-082) 3 X O#ilE R (RR 026, 95% CI 0.12-
060, p=0001) ZAHEIWHP &, HEIWICHELRZZ L2 o72b00, fFHME
UTI ®5AERPMENEITNICH 572 Y SRS DOWMETIZ, & bITHBERNE UTT o
BRI REIERRD T v, &5 LS D IEREKA 100 FIFRE L Vw2 L2 b,
IO DA DR TIEI TR IER G- ORIFDOHIWT IZHE L v,
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T, REBICLZEARTEEZSEICFHREEZRRL,
MEIh o DREZERT %,

vruzudY Y RS, WS (ET 30 43), 2 m$EG (iiET 30 42wl
e b, itk 6 R LAIZ BN S) & Lk % RCT Tl, MHGHIE 2 M5 L
WK LT, SIRS OFAEFIIMEIMICHETH 72 (99%, HMEZL5H 49%, p=
0112, 2 F#% 5.8 42%, p=0062). 200mm® LT DA Tid, 38 & H SIRS D%k
RIIME L, HEAEEZ RO B o720, LA L, 200mm? YL EOF 2B 5 MR 58T,
SIRS DFAERNAH B F Ao 72 (P58 18%, Hilaldk 58 43%, p=0036, 2 [l
P 5BE55%, p=0.044) o ABFFE TR O JREE 2B T 200mm” LU T O 1 D4,
PoAERPE G 1350 < FHEIR SN vAs, 200mm” BLEOKA OB, FHiEEOH
B3 5 A UECTH B EREROTFT0DE 7,
WBIEGIZONWTIE, HBAMEMETIEH 5, PUHEHEEG L 2 0 S5
LRHBE L 223G TR, WA RN UTI OFERICE AN Lo 72 v ) ks
H5Y, AU BAMENIET, PURIEEETE G & MR R 58 L 2 ik L3
BT, MiBRASNE UTI ORERICHEEER Loz W) MiENRDH S 7,
FRIPIREDOREIRICONWTIE, T TOLL OHERHAKTA K4 ¥ & kk
El-2We7 7y ARY VR, BLIRRGR=YY V%, 73 /73y FRLW
EARBLEZ L2 EAUR AUA OF A KI4 »Tld, ThHITHiZ TMP/
SMX bR LTHBY, HSHMHIZVFRD KRG TH 5o HUkHSEEIE M OBl8
o, FEAOEHASEIRTEX YA F /0 v REBINTRE TRV, JREGER
RENPLF /0 v REBNCEL 2B 0EEICEHFESIND, BRGAL PRI
BIEBNC BT, IRFGERIC X 2 EANRZ UL SE TP EZEINL, Miais 5
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CQ49. ECIRS [CFBHBEZRIFEREINSZD ?

-ECIRS LT A2 IETFT YV RIZFEALERWY, REETIEIDERICEVWTF
PMEERE SN HEIND (EL;V, RG; C1),

- FHEMEERSIHEORE TN, RESIBEDEEH I WIEKELEL
DBEICIE, WRIZEHLNRAOTEERKRSHHEEINS (EL;V, RG;C1),
- FRHEMEEEET - 2HRAE 7 7AORRU VR, RZVU VR BLIEEGES
©), 7I/0) Y RRMEENHEREINS (EL; V, RG; C1),

ECIRS 1, B#i412k LT TUL & PNL 2P 3 2 IR A NHEEEERE LT
2008 4E12F — 0 v N THFES N2 T CTH 5 Vo Wi - WARROE W PNL & #5
HPHDOIR WK RS FEZHMAGDLEDL I ET, BOBEEIIRIERTE 5,

ECIRS @ 6 3CHk% F & 7=k R (n=827) % PNL ORI X BERMIEOHE (n=
11929) LIk % &, % L3 L 3 % IO S E R ERREE O ) 2 7122w T
X ECIRS IZBWTA R o TWD A, %2 (ECIRS 184%, PNL 108%) =kl
it (ECIRS 16%, PNL 05%) DV A7 23R EALTWwAEHEIRTWDS Y, W
KYMAOEEDO XA 57 F ) T AICBWTIE, EYEVEATHEDO L PNL & T

BREIVEDOHEDLALND DS, B2 6OERIC X 2 G0 ) X 7 1ZIFTE
BORRLELEZOND,

B1E Valdivia A1 817 5 ECIRS TO SIRS DY A7 N T-# et L2 A &8l
BT, HAOHETL2EMHROH4DOULETH D2 L, iAo RMMEN
500mm’ VL ETH B Z &, AR IESE O BAIEDH 5 Z L ASIRS OV A 7 A
TThHHEWE SN Y, SHEHOKA N SBEMETIE, THERIREVC &,
W OREEDVEETH B Z &, KDBELTH B Z MWD UTI DY A 7 K-
ThabrEREENRTWVDE Y,
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ECIRS 1281} 2 HHBEDOHE GIEICH T 2 W IZIE L A LR, DFRITAKR»S
YT A FTHERARTA VY R IR L 2B A M SN D HRETH S Y DLEX
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CQS50. IEEMRARS &UBBEEMICHT 3 X v Y 1 FHICHHAEER
HEINBH ?

cEEUEREZICNT ZHHERER Y VIMICEVWTIZEORSHHEREINS
(EL; IVa, RG;C1),

- BRESRBRICHT HREX Y aFMCEVWTIIBEEBEENHEREENS (EL;
IVa, RG; C1),

- TVM FFICHEWTIE 24 BRERUAOER SN #HE SN S (EL; IVa, RG; C1),

% 5 ]

1. EEMRREZES JUOERBERHICKHTIERA v 1 Fiil

J&£13 clean-contaminated field & SRTHH V', 2019 4D AUA #4 K4 ¥ TI3IR
WA ¥ IR ST RTOBER T HE O PR EE S EEShTw b 7,
(1) HEBREA ) ¥ Tk

HERRIE R Y & T % TR BI04 %k 2 MGk $ 5 /M8 2 RCT 283
K, XFT7F)YAN1IARD D, iliaio CEZ B #% 58 (n=29) &IEHKG5H (n
=30) TIHiIEDOBNEGRCMBIROFE A ELEERO o712 72, it 7 7
T AR ORGSR (n=158) PRI GHE (n=147) ZIHE L7z RCT Tk
With UTI SeERICH HAEZ RO L h o7z Vs MikOPRHER 52OV To RCT T,
MR OPURE I H AP 512 TROPHE 3 HE (=ha 77> M ») WHIkOEDN
B (n=74) LIEEIMBE (n=75) O TIEMHE 6 BELINO UTI 384 I PIIREE T
HEA o7 176% vs. 32% : P=004)", L2 LaA5A8 7+ ¥ ATA,
MBOPHEEANR (= b 75> M, V) 1 UTI 2 ARISRD S 580 R E2 8D %0
7z (pooled RR 0.73, 95% CI 042-1.25, I°=555%) %, £¥Blontk AR EHiZzE LTI,
9,131 BIO PR H R ZEI 5- 8 & 19556 FIOIH 5RO A H 1, SSI dFsESRIE (06
% vs. 12%, p < 001) EHEEHGHETHBEIEP > 2EWMELTVDE 7, Pkok
INTIIE D/ RCT R KB IR — b A ¥ 74 OFERED S X FRIVIE SR 5 D=
122U controversial TdH 575, HE DO FRPIRFEEZIT) &I X A AFIREOHE
bWELE, BURTIEHNO ViR ER SR IND EE 2 L. KAPLDORY
S & L CTHAR UTT SLMEBFZE S AT L - & E A T, 97 Kzt o 1,627 o
TOT (Trans-Obturator Tape) Fiff& 1,045 81 TVT (Tension-free Vaginal Tape)
FM O CTIE, EBICTFRPIRE (65 1H#HA 62%) b L IEE 2R 34%) o
770 AE) V) BFEHENTEY, SSIDFAERIZ022% L EVFERTH 7Y,
FERPIORSEOMBEICBE LT, AUA #A N4 CRRHFRIREARY ¥ 7 FMIx L Cid
HE2MET7 7O AR URIUEHE T 2IE CEZ ARSI N TEBY, USRS LT
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1 BEEEREES SUBBEHRBICNT 2 A v Y aFiMlIST 2 FIHREE

FiiT# E RE5HE
REBRER Y v Tl E[g|
TVM Fif F1-2MAET77RARI VR 24 KFHEMUA

Ao — 3 N *
B v & 1 il BLITeE =21~ %

(ASC/LSC/RSQ) e

* PIPC/TAZ (3B&<

ABPC/SBT 2T 65N T WA Y AHA FIAL VIZBVTHHEL- 27702
RY V%, PIPC/TAZ %#K:{ BLIRANR=YY Y REOHNPLG 23525 (F1),
(2) TVM T4l

TVM Tl O F PR ESR 512DOWT D RCT 13 7%\ AFRIZBIT 5 9,323 B4
EFMATIE PR E TS T I TEY, SSIDFAEFRIL092% & K0 -
729 KEETIE, H1MRE 7 7o 2R Y VRUAOPURE M A I SSI D%
AEEMIMEBELTEBY, 72, 1 HEGPENL EOHE L Y & SSI FA DML
M o 72 Y WIS OB RIETIE, A v ¥ 2 H OB BB TFH T,
H0 O PR Hu RS G- % S0 72 154 %4 & BN O U SR 5% 21 72 306 44 D kIS
BT, MBEOERIERERICEELEEZRBO D> AUA AL K54 Tld
TVM &) i3 vy, BRXFMEemicE 2 itfotry 7 u xR Y RO N
B sncBy, BRI L LT ABPC/SBT, 73 /7Y aY K%+MNZ
(F723 270 <43 Y) BHIFSNTVD Y, —HT, BEM N TWiEATFHi
TREHNITI /7Y ay FR+EL- 2R 770 AR) VR GE2#IRFEE L
TBLIRAN=YY) YR) O24BHUNORGZMERLTVDE Y AT 4>~
IZBWTH TVM BBV TId 24 DA OE 1 - 27 7 a2 R Y RE /-
& PIPC/TAZ # B < BLIBLA =) Y ROFL2HIRT L (FR1), TVM Tl
B2 TPHVRER G ICHLTOEENZIE T Y AE 5Tk, BTy
ADERIHEE NS,

2, BERESRMRICHT SEEAA Y > a1 Fi
(FMALBEEEEH (abdominal sacrocolpopexy : ASC) / EERESE FILBEREE
fii (laparoscopic sacrocolpopexy : LSC) / AR v b XEEEFE TIIFERE
fiff (robot-assisted sacrocolpopexy : RSC))

g e ey (Bak, MERESE, oXRvy FZ3R) OFBPiEER S5O WTo RCT
I¥7%2 v, Systematic review TP FhEPUR HS: G- 12D CTHa G- 88l % G- T
Wite g X O UTI ORFERICHEED BV ERELTWD Y, F72, AICTE
fl - MR E T 2 E 3T ESEE - BESRRINGD, FEER -
RO I X 2 BTG OFRE O BEHEE 0 & W & 5T L 72KREl O 7 — & X — A58 T
(&, A#E 30 H AN o RN B g (3R0g - BRI - BEF SSI, UTL Wi o A 5t)
OBFE, ANEIERE E T HARBET 4.8%, FE4H - WA T47% Th o722,
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AUATA K427 Tlid, RETESICEBEA S TRy b 3BT R I e g Tl
T, S AZBEICRY CEZ OHEBEG ARSI TE Y, KRBTSRI B S
B3 BT CEZ % 7213 TMP/SMX O B #5235 ER ST w5, F 72 HAS
BHEYIEF R0 D 2018 FFICHKRENTH A FF4 VTlk, A v vazflulzflEA
V=T HIENTTH PRSI G 25 E I SSI B AEME 2K T X¢5 L LT, &fT
TR HEEOHEEN 2 HR L TV L P BIRTIRIEF Y ZARZ LW, BIHIC X -
T T ESHE - IREDVBHR SN A TRELRD 2 N TRUIFAFHTHY, KIT4 KT
4 TIREFTEL 21t 7 71 ARY) Y%, PIPC/TAZ #k< BLIRANX=Y
) VROBEPEGEHERT S (R 1)

X

1) NICE National Institute for Health and Care Excellence : Surgical site infections : prevention
and treatment. NICE Guidelines 2019
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/ng125/resources/surgical-site-infections-prevention-and-
treatment-pdf-66141660564421
2) Lightner DJ, Wymer K, Sanchez J, Kavoussi L : Best Practice Statement on Urologic Procedures
and Antimicrobial Prophylaxis. J Urol 203 : 351-356, 2020
3) Harmanli O, Boyer RL, Metz S, Tunitsky E, Jones KA : Double-blinded randomized trial of pre-
operative antibiotics in midurethral sling procedures and review of the literature. Int Urogyne-
col) 22 1 1249-1253, 2011
4) Rudnicki M, Jakobsson U, Teleman P : Impact of per-operative antibiotics on the urinary tract
infection rate following mid-urethral sling surgery for urinary incontinence : a randomized
controlled trial. Int Urogynecol J 31 : 1545-1550, 2020
5) Jackson D, Higgins E, Bracken J, Yandell PM, Shull B, Foster RT Sr : Antibiotic prophylaxis for
urinary tract infection after midurethral sling : a randomized controlled trial. Female Pelvic
Med Reconstr Surg 19 : 137-141, 2013
6) Sanaee MS, Hutcheon JA, Larouche M, Brown HL, Lee T, Geoffrion R : Urinary tract infection
prevention after midurethral slings in pelvic floor reconstructive surgery : A systematic review
and meta-analysis. Acta Obstet Gynecol Scand 98 : 1514-1522, 2019
7) Svenningsen R, Kulseng-Hanssen S, Krakenes EBC, Schiotz HA : Is antibiotic prophylaxis nec-
essary in mid-urethral sling surgery? Int Urogynecol J 32 : 629-635, 2021
8) Kamei J, Yazawa S, Yamamoto S, et al : A nationwide surveillance of surgical site infection after
mid-urethral slings in Japan. J Infect Chemother 25 : 567-570, 2019
9) Kamei J, Yazawa S, Yamamoto S, et al : Risk factors for surgical site infection after transvaginal
mesh placement in a nationwide Japanese cohort. Neurourol Urodyn 37 : 1074-1081, 2018
Andy UU, Harvie HS, Ackenbom MF, Arya LA : Single versus multi-dose antibiotic prophylaxis
for pelvic organ prolapse surgery with graft/mesh. Eur ] Obstet Gynecol Reprod Biol 181 : 37-
40, 2014
Nemirovsky A, Herbert AS, Gorman EF, Malik RD : A systematic review of best practices for the
perioperative management of abdominal sacrocolpopexy. Neurourol Urodyn 39 : 1264-1275,
2020
12) Brown O, Mou T, Das D, Collins S, Kenton K, Bretschneider CE : Perioperative outcomes of lap-
aroscopic sacrocolpopexy with and without hysterectomy : a secondary analysis of the Nation-
al Surgical Quality Improvement Program Database. Int Urogynecol J 33 : 1889-1895, 2022

13) Ohge H, Mayumi T, Haji S, et al : The Japan Society for Surgical Infection : guidelines for the
prevention, detection, and management of gastroenterological surgical site infection, 2018.
Surg Today 51 : 1-31, 2021
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CQ51.

CQ51. BIIBRIVREEEICFINESRE RTINS D ?

| cHORkENHEENS (EL; IVa, RG; C1),

AIBHRNIHS T 5 T B PUE A OMREHI MRS FED A TH 5D, WIho
WEICBVTHHAKGOFAMITRENRTWA Y, 728 212, iHiIC CEZ &%
PREICE R G5-3 5 L, 125809 5 16 (08%) I[ZOARREEIENSMHER SNz L
FTRHEDNDH Y Y, KIBTHRENRNIC PZFX % Rl $e 5T, 84 6 v JE 4 ] gk e
F1BLRD Lo THMEND L Y AT 826 BlE % & L%k
HFEFZAIMEHIETIE, 661 (073%) TRMPIEGIEZ RO TBY, £flTrpid
BRI SN TW724%, BRI GIR L T 24 Be DL o3 51348 B R 1 & gy
ODHEZEO L EWELTHY, UBHU ORISRV, —F, T
MEEAZMH L% CTOABME UTHIZ 114 B 28] (1.8%) D729, k) A ¥ HE
TRTPHIMEREARABE LT 2HERH S Y 72, WO EIRSZ 34 L 7-5F%%
T, CEZ %721 CPFX IZ X 2 FRhPumissk 5.5 258 B & Itk 58 259 Bl o bk T,
W EARZIE TIPSR G T IR (04%), FEGHET4AH] (15%) 2HHEL T
WG LTHE Y, HHEERS OMEHFNEMEZRE TV RV Y, LaL, %I
HIF 72 PR SR G- O/ e & e L 72 3es o BT EGeE5»31d 1% LT
ThHhbHIEeEEZDLE, RGBT B FHVREO NG IZIIERIDH L LEE L
SNbo AUA A FF4 ¥ TRTRTOEHTHEHSIHERSTBY Y, A
4 FF4 2BV TH RIS L CTHNES 2 H#RT 2 (F2),

R APUEEEIE, 203 2 B8 OEEME 25 OH 423 5 2 &R AUA
L RI4 29 D5, 1t 7028 ) ¥R $7213 PIPC/TAZ %K< BLI R4
RV VRERALTHERETH L, $72, FHUSCIIETZIEAREA~ OHEF T
PEAS BT CRIVRAERICBW TR STV A F ) 0 v R OHEE > ¥ 085
b

x2 HRIBRIMRREEICST 2 FHRER

FiT4 MEZE x5 HAE
F1HRAEL77ARKY VFR
BB/ ERRE  BLI A=Y v R* B[O
£/ O0VRAEE

* PIPC/TAZ (3Bx<

X

1) Taoka R, Togo Y, Kubo T, et al : Assessment of antimicrobial prophylaxis to prevent periopera-
tive infection in patients undergoing prostate brachytherapy : multicenter cohort study. J In-
fect Chemother 19 : 926-930, 2013

2) Dicker AP, Figura AT, Waterman FM, Valicenti RK, Strup SE, Gomella LG : Is there a role for an-
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tibiotic prophylaxis in transperineal interstitial permanent prostate brachytherapy? Tech Urol
6 :104-108, 2000

3) Nomura T, Hirai K, Yamasaki M, et al : Efficacy of prophylactic single-dose therapy using fluo-
roquinolone for prostate brachytherapy. Jpn J Radiol 30 : 317-322, 2012

4) Wallner K, Roy J, Harrison L : Low risk of perioperative infection without prophylactic antibiotics
for transperineal prostate brachytherapy. Int ] Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 36 : 681-683, 1996

5) Hoffelt SC, Wallner K, Merrick G : Epididymitis after prostate brachytherapy. Urology 63 : 293-
296, 2004

6) Lightner DJ, Wymer K, Sanchez J, Kavoussi L : Best Practice Statement on Urologic Procedures
and Antimicrobial Prophylaxis. ] Urol 203 : 351-356, 2020

CQ52. BHURBE~NDODAIYMEEFH RBEITORT—YAF, ALRE
ERIEEZ AR [CFRAMBEZREHEINSD ?

BETORT—YAFM, ALREFENHIEZAKMTICEWNTIE 24 BFRELIAD
‘’EHNHEINS (EL; IVa, RG; C1),

EETOAT— Y APMB L OANTIRERERT (AMS800%) #i 2 AAMIZBIF 5
TP G OF A MRGE L 72 RCT @A 74 L, wFhofiic LTty o
ETFVARTHERT ARV, TNHOFMIIE, ThEhshieins, FERERESITH
TAHFRMTHY, WHIIEEUHOMNE D R% 25, BHEOKER~O N LA
T & v ) HCEEHIE OB TIIILENAL L, AUAFTA FS5A4 0 TlRTEDT
PoTwnar Y,

WK DMBEDHE BT HRET O AT — ¥ APy, ANTIRBRRI T2 AR
B BTN ZAEGOBEL, FREN 2] ~45%, 05~ 106% & HEIZ X 0 iEH
BH5H PV FAL ABAIPR ARSI R R L, KEPLBEIC LI ELH D
720, MRRZRY PHTHZLPET L, 207D, ATHTHSLTUAT—T A,
AMS800” D/NA F 7 4 VAEH DY A2 ZRNT, FHPHERGHPEMRICRD
BETH LD, BUHMESELENTHLEVITEF Y AE 5V, WTFRofiXics
WT AR IR R S OE IR E SR TBY, 26l0BRETTIATF—V AT
WHREZBY) A7 I L ORI SIS G, &S A 27 B D) hOMitahim eIk
PG, Y A2 B ) D OMBYRE IR GRED 3BT DU THEBMGET L7458,
EFMAEL 72T ABRREB LI OFME DLW T A ABRROBEIZE D ICHER
FEROLDoTEMEINT VDS (FMEELZESL 0% vs. 4% vs. 5%, P=
0.130, FAiztEb 2 V&g 1 1% vs. 2% vs. 2%, P=0829)", F7:, 155 B0 AT
FRABFERI A 2 A B E & WD 3 B CHKRE L72RE T, 754 A&
A WEFMB LA 7L AOHEICHEAZ RO o2 bW EhTw 5
FRFEFH:0 % vs. 2% vs. 6%, P=0172, 7 75 A 2% vs. 2% vs. 8%, P=0253) 7,
10847 FIDREE 7T A5 — ¥ ATl & 3594 B> N TR EHERIMHE 2 A A DO N



CQ52.

X3 BUHIBEANOAIYBEFWICHT 2 FHAEE

Fiir# AP BE5HAM

BEIORT— AFM F1-2HRET77O0RRYVYR+T7I/ UV RR

ATREENGHELALN  BLIBER=S ) VU R* 24 LA

* PIPC/TAZ (3B <
MRSA D' DBESN BB EPER Y RV HBWESI TINAY AT Y OEAERELTE LW

MRPTH I DRI E 3 7 AL D 7354 AR FAM O FE o BIAR % 374 L 72k EIC B
55— & X—ZWFZeTIE, Wil E ISR 6 o BETHRiBNIRTTE L S h
TWize LA L, WP HE & IR TRE L OFTT N4 AREAM ORI DS
holzb @B LTwDE (BETOXAF—Y AT 1 22% vs. 1.9%, P=0.18, AT
FRIEFERIFI 2 AR 39% vs. 40%, P=094)"

KON T ATNICBT 2 PRSI, BEEERZT TR YT 2B
BEE TR AN =T B ENREREIN TV S, 2019 4E AUA H A F594 »Tld
INLOTHMICHTLETRIRELCEL- 2770 AR) VR+T73I 727
aY FRIEEDL L3Ny avwf vy, F2E373I /X239 Y +BLIZHER S
TWa Yy RIRICBT 5 2N S TR BT 2 RIATHIESE 1 2 58U IR 124 %
WA, RHEA RITAL Y TIEAUATA FIA VICHERILTEL- 2t 7 78 AR
DYR+TIZ) Y FRIUASE (55 2 #IFE L LT PIPC/TAZ %k < BLI i&r
RV VFR) O 24 BB PN G- %SRS B, 72721, MRSA 23558 S 2 554 R0
) A7 HPEERITIINY I~ A TV OfHEBRE LTI Wb oEEZ2 % (£3),

N TR EFERI AL Z AAMIZ BV TIE, AMS800" O Tl E~ = 2 7 )V THFTIC R
¥ F ¥ 3 —F (povidone iodine : PVP-I) TI10 4% X7 5735 2 & Hadik
ENTWwWb, 72, Maib HIM, 4% 27 ai~F Y (chlorhexidine : CHG) T1
H2W55MDAZ FE Y ThT DI ENRFMEBMIEEOGEFREZETIES L0
WEL DB, TRNHDWH DAY T ¥ ZFHPERICEAMPIEEROETICEFS Lk
THWMEE AL, BBEBTRINSOWEHOERIREETH L Y,

X ik

1) Lightner DJ, Wymer K, Sanchez J, Kavoussi L : Best Practice Statement on Urologic Procedures
and Antimicrobial Prophylaxis. The Journal of urology 203 : 351-356, 2020

2) Carson CC : Diagnosis, treatment and prevention of penile prosthesis infection. Int J Impot Res
15 Suppl 5 : S139-5146, 2003

3) Rezaee ME, Towe M, Osman MM, et al : A Multicenter Investigation Examining American Uro-
logical Association Recommended Antibiotic Prophylaxis vs Nonstandard Prophylaxis in Pre-
venting Device Infections in Penile Prosthesis Surgery in Diabetic Patients. J Urol 204 : 969-
975, 2020

4) Dropkin BM, Chisholm LP, Dallmer JD, et al : Penile Prosthesis Insertion in the Era of Antibiot-
ic Stewardship-Are Postoperative Antibiotics Necessary? J Urol 203 : 611-614, 2020

5) James MH, McCammon KA : Artificial urinary sphincter for post-prostatectomy incontinence :
areview. Int J Urol 21 : 536-543, 2014

6) Linder BJ, Piotrowski JT, Ziegelmann MJ, Rivera ME, Rangel LJ, Elliott DS : Perioperative Com-
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7)

8)

9)

plications following Artificial Urinary Sphincter Placement. J Urol 194 : 716-720, 2015

Dropkin BM, Dallmer JD, Chisholm LP, et al : Are postoperative antibiotics necessary after arti-
ficial urinary sphincter insertion? Can J Urol 27 : 10437-10442, 2020

Adamsky MA, Boysen WR, Cohen AJ, et al : Evaluating the Role of Postoperative Oral Antibiotic
Administration in Artificial Urinary Sphincter and Inflatable Penile Prosthesis Explantation : A
Nationwide Analysis. Urology 111 : 92-98, 2018

Magera JS Jr, Inman BA, Elliott DS : Does preoperative topical antimicrobial scrub reduce posi-
tive surgical site culture rates in men undergoing artificial urinary sphincter placement? J Urol
178 (4 Pt1) 1 1328-1332; discussion 1332, 2007



| =@ mEwEcHysRET

BQ13. SSI FFHDRIEERIS ?

HREBEEDEWFMITH D, high volume center (CEEFINEFRT 27-8, &
MEAMEEE SO AEN R EDETICHREIN S,

PRIEARAE RS % IR ETE AT 3R 22 5 U0 B - PRi&E NG 4 W) 4 (excision and primary
anastomosis : EPA) (2K SN ERI T4l & LIPERE 7 Z 7 MITRES A M
HRRF IR ETE M s — D DREW MK TH 5o D 7h 5 RIEG]TIEHRIR F o 72
OIHENCBEMEARE S N TE Y, JREBEINRIIIRE S 7 — 7 V2% 2 ~ 3 B
BESNLODPEENTH LD, ZD/ZDITH T — T IVEEEGD ) R 7 BT A S it
WZh7zo THIET 5,

W E DR WT#MTH D, high volume center IZFEFI AL 5 720, PUHHE
BROM I S & OEATISHE SN S Z L%\, RO BRETEREERER] 200
BIBL LM 34 #icAT bz 7 v or— bRV, SERBOL B WiliE E G0z 138 4
DT v — P OVTNICBVWTHEET Y NI — VD7D DOHFEIILEHTHL S
ENRHEENTEBY, EAU TA K54 ryRdvkoLaRitFmse s v—7Tdh 5t
KWAR 2 ME: - IS i gk L RIFZE 7 )V — 7 (Trauma and Urologic Reconstructive
Network of Surgeons : TURNS) 7 & C4#%OMIFALOLEEIRZ SR TnE > Y,

X

1) McDonald ML, Buckley J : Antimicrobial Practice Patterns for Urethroplasty : Opportunity for
Improved Stewardship. Urology 94 : 237-245, 2016

2) Hoare DT, Doiron RC, Rourke KF : Determining Perioperative Practice Patterns in Urethroplas-
ty © A Survey of Genitourinary Reconstructive Surgeons. Urology 156 : 263-270, 2021

3) Campos-Juanatey F, Osman NI, Greenwell T, et al : European Association of Urology Guide-
lines on Urethral Stricture Disease (Part 2) : Diagnosis, Perioperative Management, and Follow-
up in Males. Eur Urol 80 : 201-212, 2021

4) Kim S, Cheng KC, Patell S, et al : Antibiotic Stewardship and Postoperative Infections in Ure-
throplasties. Urology 152 : 142-147, 2021
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BQ14. fiTaliERIC &k DEHERFRICH ?

CH T — 7 ILIZEIE U - iR B R A IR M FR B SSI 7 & DR
L1053,
. RERRORNEICHET 2 NS 5.,

EE3

PRI AT & MRS FNZNA T — F I VEERGED ) 27 23 b F b IE
Witk DIEBNEIRIRIEGeR SSL 2 EDFERE 2 0H %5 Y BRREORAEAE
PRI R ETFMEOLOOWEE AT S LB E N T WS, Roehrborn 12
I, MWIRD B - 7FEB D 286 % THRETZHM DS TH ), MEn#HE RO %
Do TEBID 145% & 0 b o727

G H IR IR % 250 2 JEB] T2 HPH I G2 T b 2 O %@ TH D,
PRI L B IR A PHER AR I 6% i 2 TdH %o Northwestern K47 Tl kgL
PEAORRELX 97153 B (59%) TTAM T & OWFRIIW AT 2/44 B (45%), 10IHHL
FEFIH T 7/100 B (64%) 7257225 5/9 BlZAIERIEYSeTH - 72 ¥ Eastern Virginia
BERF K& TR ERERD EPA #4212 UTI 13/260 1 (5.0%), AlEkEER 2/260 51 (08%) %
7Y, Duke K TIRIREIB A TG40 17/292 61 (58%) . Hanasaki
5O T, IREER SR CaIERIEY: 3/81 B (3.7%), FEMMEIRE G 2/81 B (25
%) THor2",

—J5C, WE O E @R B S O Tl e Ik ) IRERB T S
EPA #lif£1238 T SIRS %8 165%, BLIAEAT 3.8%, SSIAY8.1% THA% ATH I b
DMLV 2% 0 ENDS, WTET O SRE; 2 F N &G E A BHE O BT L 72 BN 7T
Hotzl L XVMBERIY PE—VOEEH AR LTS Y,

X ik

1) Al-Qudah HS, Santucci RA : Extended complications of urethroplasty. Int Braz J Urol 31 : 315-
323 ; discussion 324-325, 2005

2) Yuan W, GuY, Zhang K, et al : Postoperative Infection of Male Posterior Urethral Stenosis with
Pelvic Fracture : A Retrospective Study from a Chinese Tertiary Teferral Center. Urology 154 :
294-299, 2021

3) Navai N, Erickson BA, Zhao LC, Okotie OT, Gonzalez CM : Complications following urethral re-
constructive surgery : a six year experience. Int Braz J Urol 34 : 594-600 ; discussion 601, 2008

4) Roehrborn CG, McConnell JD : Analysis of factors contributing to success or failure of 1-stage
urethroplasty for urethral stricture disease. J Urol 151 : 869-874, 1994

5) Eltahawy EA, Virasoro R, Schlossberg SM, McCammon KA, Jordan GH : Long-term followup for
excision and primary anastomosis for anterior urethral strictures. J Urol 177 : 1803-1806, 2007

6) Granieri MA, Webster GD, Peterson AC : Critical Analysis of Patient-reported Complaints and
Complications After Urethroplasty for Bulbar Urethral Stricture Disease. Urology 85 : 1489-
1493, 2015

7) Hanasaki T, Kanematsu A, Yamamoto S : Proactive discontinuation of post-operative antibiotics
prophylaxis after urethroplasty. IntJ Urol 29 : 707-711, 2022



CQ53.

CQ53. RN S DFFHMEFEFERENSD ?

REBAFMD 2 ~3BaTICIREL, MERIEET 25 LMETOMBERR
Epfsgans (EL; IVb, RG; C1),

BQU4 DX g oMaiOMERI Y b — LV OLERIIHMRO—H L&
RTHY AUA, EAUDHA FF74 v OWTRTHHILEATnE Y,

AR DEMRK 34 DT 7 — M XL, 852% DM ATIC A 7 & FIRRG 2 % $
HL, firai18E 2BFICIRET 2D O8FNENR 1/3 TH o7z REEREEDOR
Wl LTI EBA 110" DR & LT b, TPt R S o P 50111 7 H A% 35.3%,
3SHAKGA3264% TH > 727272 L, IR IEDRFEME D 5 SN TV b o 5612 F
WEEM T2 & LzD13208% 120 L, M L 2w JE &2 72 DI3588% TH-727

B 70 b a—VvoflzHiF b E TURNS I & A PUESEEIEME e T, 3
BRI (23RS, 7 —F V7Y —T>1X10°, AF—F
HYT>E5x10" #EEEEVEREL L, BRIUoD2MHEEZNRESIE3~5H,
HEHEDADER 2 5 24 ~ 48 Wi 535 L LTwb Y &4 v FERKE (Al
India Institute of Medical Sciences : AIIMS) Ti& EPA 138 fll2 oW T, REER
PEBIT I 48 B IR 20 S K Z D & B HLHFE 2 itk 5§ 5 £ LTw5 7, Hanasaki
DI, Tl 2 BATICEFICIREEEZZIRIN L, FEZWEAEDNIERZEO D 5 T35
2~5HME#ESLTWwA Y —T, BQl4 THi R EAHE O m A - 72 LA
BeD7a b a—vik, ABERICEDEESR, JREGEE, PUR SRS % empirical I BG
LCEZMOH L DI EEZ D E L TWDED, ZONETIEMATOREEREI LB

FREHILLTE ST, m%: PO = VAR TH o 720 BEHEDTE V.,

ABHHEIZOWTIRE S EISEWED 5 EBb b8, REEERICE D W2 ke
ZHERD 2 >~ b D—)I/Vyﬁiﬁuif(lﬂ HMEDVBETHLIEIZEREIEVWERDNS,

Xk

1) Campos-Juanatey F, Osman NI, Greenwell T, et al : European Association of Urology Guide-
lines on Urethral Stricture Disease (Part 2) : Diagnosis, Perioperative Management, and Fol-
low-up in Males. Eur Urol 80 : 201-212, 2021

2) Wessells H, Angermeier KW, Elliott S, et al : Male Urethral Stricture : American Urological As-
sociation Guideline. ) Urol 197 : 182-190, 2017

3) McDonald ML, Buckley J : Antimicrobial Practice Patterns for Urethroplasty : Opportunity for
Improved Stewardship. Urology 94 : 237-245, 2016

4) Kim S, Cheng KC, Patell S, et al : Antibiotic Stewardship and Postoperative Infections in Ure-
throplasties. Urology 152 : 142-147, 2021

5) Gupta NP, Mishra S, Dogra PN, Hemal AK, Seth A, Kumar R : Outcome of end-to-end urethro-
plasty : single-center experience. Urol Int 82 : 179-182, 2009

6) Hanasaki T, Kanematsu A, Yamamoto S : Proactive discontinuation of post-operative antibiot-
ics prophylaxis after urethroplasty. Int J Urol 29 : 707-711, 2022
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7) Yuan W, Gu Y, Zhang K, et al : Postoperative Infection of Male Posterior Urethral Stenosis with
Pelvic Fracture : A Retrospective Study from a Chinese Tertiary Teferral Center. Urology 154 :
294-299, 2021

CQ54. gD TFHNEERIRSEHEHREEINDIHN?

- FRHMERES(FRAMNE 2 HE THIHESINS,
cREHDT—TILREICBLUTEEATSBRICIIMEEREHAN-DHEEIND
(EL; IVa, RG; C1),

JRABETE AT O F B PLE e 5-1& McDonald 507 Y — Mk r I/ 7)) a
Y F (559%), 77 uARY ¥ (529%), X=3 ¥ (265%) T, 2HEMH VL
BV % o Tz MTRTIRES ZE B M B C O  5- W1 NE < 24 g 28 44.1 %,
24 W A3 14.7%, 48 Wil A3147% CTd - 7=V, Hoare 5D 7 ¥ — + T [AHE DM
HThort?,

Witk A 7 — 7 VR E I TR NIRPUR S & fkbe 3 2 i & 5 L 2 WiliE o s
McDonald 5 ®#ETIE 758% & 24.2%, Hoare H D Tld 705% & 295% TdH -
720 ZHICH LTEAU A A RS9 4 0Tk TR TR ESAEDTH D L v
5ﬁmu&wﬁ,ﬁbﬂﬁﬁfw%ikﬁ&fﬁﬁﬁﬁlﬁﬁ%@ﬁﬁﬁfw%%

W IE U C P00 ] AR E T & 7225, Northwestern K DOHFZE Tl
TMP/SMX4 %, TURNS ® 2021 4E D% it 78 Tl& Nitrofurantoin (7 LIV F—&
NiE Keflex) ” PRk G- STz, LA L, Z0#H® TURNS © 2022 4F 05
% Hanasaki & O TIEEPHPIRHIEE Vo 72 AT LT MR EG R IR B D B
RICHELRIILTBLT, SREMBENEEIR/MEOFMIZL2 ) L bh
% %7, Baas b b IHELLGHRAIZOVTHRE LTWE25, %5 O RRER T340
B0 H RN Y, PR I TV RV,

72720, WO 7 ¥ — b TH A T — T IVIESRH BRI IR 2 Pu s e 5- 2 17
5 & 687%NEZTWADY, TURNS D% ik tIAMFZE T b 213 CPFX £ 72
& TMP/SMX 12810 #:2 % & LT3, Hanasaki b DHE T ik L2 EPUR 3
ZIEEHMH2SHBELTWS ™7,
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FRQ5. FRMERERSUADHRICIEEDISBEDOHHIH ?

BEREDRMEE %, FEERBOEFRE, OEKES S 7 KOBEEREICDWL
TREOSRMAH D, VYT RFEEL TLARL,

M@oYy ba—) Ve EEEERO T >~ b a— I3k 4 2 7dEdsitiag Z & 24T
bIAED, Iy RAIHFEL TRV, UFICEARN RS Y v 2diFbilce &
D5,

. BREORE L K%

ﬁ%ﬁ#fﬁbfwn I IBEED S 7 —F WZNA F T 4 VAT 5720

, RN SSMDLETH D, 4 I ¥ ZIZOWTEARIICEIR L 72 30iikid A7 < H
ﬁ%%“’k@ﬁg%ﬁ%w 7ok 2134 v FERFRZE T PRI I B 2 258
BLTBY Y, B IR AR ISR L Tw bt ?, EERAED
70 b 3=V TIEABEERPIREERIGE L T2 ORI L, FMoOBRICD 5 — R
LTwa Y,
2. HIEBLEEHS

JRETERIZBITDHED Y 4 I v F w2l L7zim LIRS, W CoOREZ ) F
WEBERTICAT) E V) BRI N T T 2 Bbnb, AIIMS TIE AR 12 BB &
WCAHTATEETZE) £H1CLTBY, LK@ T ABZIHERL T
BEY BT Ty vy ZIZ oW TRERR KRS TIRPES TIEN#HT O 75 v &
TR LTORELS 57205, ZO%ITHLEL BoTwb Y,

3. OBEMIEDESAIE

CUEERS B I AR EF CTH 2 LHEND LIRS 5 72012, HEROERIZOWTIE [
PRI 7 OVAF Y U THHET S| O XD Rit#lkrd s Y,

WP OPWEFHEIZOWT, AIBOT ¥ — M3 53 A ¥ M@ % JRE T
MEITHIEEDIT [MEFEZ Lo EPET 22 L ITPRIE L FRICERYEH 5] &
BRENTWBEHY, BHOEHERKICHEEZMA LN E 0% L, WHHFTo
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BQ15. BRFYETFRIFHREINZH ?

REYETFPI3HEE SN,

BB D B W BT IR AEARIZ T 575, MAKROFH (38T L) o
1% ThsrESNTWDS Y, 44 VEE OBEEAIIINT 2 1I20E -, SRR R IS &
BIERGOEGSES ML TE TV Y, E512F, MICBGNEEIHELT kS
FTIErHD Y, Sk, RAKIA TR T ARG ENOY N BHZREND
DPHE L FZOI A 7)) ¥ 77 ETRERMINZ #6135 2 L 2 1B AN Tw L
VBN D 5o

RV D 7 7o —Fik e LT, REABWEMREIT) DM o0H 5%, &
HFIZ BV TREIG ARSI K2 HDTW D, KIRITEBWTHRRER AR E TR
ThY, F3/4AREORHETITLNT VS Y, HiLER FHHHEEORG I L
Ti&, 77 —FELXH L THIETRETH S,

BVHEERLTEOIE T Y AZMHERE L T2 &, ARk OBYSE T & U3
EMHHZWYT 52 ENREFE L,

X @

1) TogoY, Kubo T, Taoka R, et al : Occurrence of infection following prostate biopsy procedures in
Japan : Japanese Research Group for Urinary Tract Infection (JRGU) - a multi-center retro-
spective study. J Infect Chemother 20 : 232-237, 2014

2) Liss MA, Ehdaie B, Loeb S, et al : An Update of the American Urological Association White Pa-
per on the Prevention and Treatment of the More Common Complications Related to Prostate
Biopsy. ] Urol 198 : 329-334, 2017

3) Williamson DA, Roberts SA, Paterson DL, et al : Escherichia coli bloodstream infection after
transrectal ultrasound-guided prostate biopsy : implications of fluoroquinolone-resistant se-
quence type 131 as a major causative pathogen. Clin Infect Dis 54 : 1406-1412, 2012

4) Hiyama Y, Takahashi S, Uehara T, Ichihara K, Hashimoto J, Masumori N : A case of infective
endocarditis and pyogenic spondylitis after transrectal ultrasound guided prostate biopsy. J In-
fect Chemother 22 : 767-769, 2016
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CQ55. BRENRIIIRERIFICHEREINS FHNESRE ?

F/OVRMEEROSHEREMNKRS, #HESNS (EL; I, RG; C1),

FE B AR ML ARE S 1 A & R U T T 74 D G B BHE A 7 v & 9 s
RIS, 1,330 A\OEEZE&T 720 RCT @ meta-analysis I2BWT, BAEEAA
TR 1% O &GV A R O B A SRR E B AR R TH BRI A > 72 (RR 055, 95%
CI 033-092) V. ZD7=%, BEEAHIEDY) A 7 BSEVIESITlE, REBNAERE
ZRITRELEEZOND, BREBWERIIBWTPHIMIEREIAE LT85 b
HY, A YT BCT S PHPURE S 58 & IEH 58 0 g TII a1 T % o WOie (F
5 :19/37,805 B vs. P58 1 14/4772 61, p=02) REAMAIHESNE F58:
403/37,805 Bl vs. 4k 58 1 58/4772 B, p=08) DEEIIFAETH >z L HHEEh
Tw5 Y, LaLl, BB AL FICHS & &G4 bE Sk (%585
67/12,140 B vs. FEFx5-BE - 58/4772 61, p < 001) DEEZHGEHTHEI 2 h -
ZELMEINTVWLIOT, EEEETSY,

RO A FRATICHAAN S NIBGET TR SN PHIPUREE D 541%73F 7 1 v R
PLRFE T 163% AT I/ 7)Y FRIWETH o 72720, —HWIZIEF /o v RhuK
EPEH SN TOBMADH D, T2, AROBAMEHZE Y 12BWT, LVFX 500mg
BEME B2 BT 5 Hnde 50 335 B & IR H ¥ G- 217 Bl & Ll U 745 %, AEkek
DEFIEF L, WIN L1 B2 (030% vs. 046%) TH Y, AEi2=IIBD %>
720 TNH LD, BEBEHABIZBWTHINIBANOEABITORE T 2 0 REPUH
OG- DHEIRE NS, ZOM, CEZ BEHRGOHMMIEAHE S > Y, k%
LTEELTL LV, WTFRHRERBRTIIZW20, S5 5REPLETDH 5D,

Xk
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4) TogoY, Kubo T, Taoka R, et al : Occurrence of infection following prostate biopsy procedures in
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640, 2018
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CQ56. ZEBNRIIIRERIFICHEEINS FHNESRE ?

BYUZRVEZICIIF / OVRMBEROSEEEORS #HENS (EL; |,
RG; B),

SR T Wy (0 T 7 B A MBS 0 P B P 38 1%, systematic review! 3 & U8 AUA @ Best
practice’, EAU #4 N4 > ¥ LK, KAAL FFA4 2BV THF 0 v R
WL RS 2,

AUA @ Best practice” TIZHEFS., EAU A FF4 > ¥ 2B WTId 24 BRILL
FoOEGHPHEREIN TS, F /0 UHiEED 1 HEG & 3 HEGIZBWT, BIYE
FEHEICENZVETEVLOPDRCT BWEESRTEY V79 v 257<57 4 v
ZLE =" 12T O EMORG 2L TWEA, —#o 2 ZEF Y Tk
3SHREG-OERMEZHE L Twb, KOHEAMEHZETIX, LVFX 500mg H#l)
fEH BB 5 Hinl¥e 5-8F 365 6 & B H 51 386 B 2 LR L 724528, AMifk o
JEYEFS IR E D 3B (082%), H&EIT 46 (1.04%) &, AELZEIRD LI
7200 PRy, BRI AR B W TIEE 2 1 v R EE 0 &
Rz b,

UTI &R ICB W CE S N L ik IR0 R, BiEENERD 7B
PUH 3 PIPC/TAZ 45gx2 0 / H % % \F 7= 442 B 45 Bk UTLIZ 2 61 (045%) &
BWFERTH 5720 —7, PIPC/TAZ 45g Hnl¥x 5 % 1) 72 160 Bl A 2k UTI &
461 (25%) THo7zo AEMEUTI ZiBD72H DI, W NOIEH S i 7 R ARFE
75mL DL b, BERE, AT a4 FEGH, mEERE S (PSS 20 Bl I, Qmax
12mL/sec LL'F, &R 100mL DL L), HREAEEELEDE) AZENTH 720 &
VA7 REBEICE > THBEM UTI OERLZ MG T 5 &, 45g Hilnl$ G- & 45gx2
W/ H¥eG1dehzh 88 flrk 4 ) (455%) & 87 B 241 (23%) TH b, Hlnfx
S PHEEE LTRe Ao nasasnszs DXy, &) 27 HEE
WZBWTId45gx2 b, 1 HEHES 2T 5,

0 YRBEIAEEICT I 2 7)) 3y FREHE W % PIPC/TAZY % 6t/
TAHI LI BEFEARIWATHLEOHEDINTEY, BRI L TX
Vo PEHICHT 2EMMEDOAZ 7 F 1) YAV 2B WT, BUMBEDSBEHBEIC T,
MR IEGME A X ¥ b @ risk ratio 252.10 (95% CI 153-283) LS TBY, BEH
PHEICBUT2HEHEIREEINTVED, EDX) GIiw#Ez, Lok hHERHE
THEGITREPIZOVTEAERIE TRV, 7I 273y FRIEHLTIE, 2%
7FY Y AZBWTOR 035 (95% CI 022:054) L HREARBERTNE Y, 20
—F T, RIFOHE TIIOHHEE & HMEFICB W RS PHEDO B S 23087% vs
046% (p=0935) L% THo72EWMEEINTVEHNY, 737 OG5 EIH
AORBEH FLORKETH 5 200mg ThH D N O & IR TR R DRV
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®1 REBWIIRERICET 2 FHRNEE
Fiii % [EE: BE5HAM

513K
F/AVRETI/FUIADRR

% 2 &R
7T LR, RARIYAIY

N YR BES
PIPC/TAZ

XRIIZBRAATRE 75mL MUk, $ERRB, AT 04 RI&5H, SEHERESE (IPSS 20 M L,
Qmax 12mL/sec LUF, %R 100mL ML), £FEFLEE

E[o|
REBRRIRER

TH2E 24 KERURA

D, GHOWLRLREADVPUETH S,

THHHEEE LTo* o r ZPEEORKEE LT, AUAY R EAUY 3t 7=
LARMEEREARIA TV 2HITTWB LI, HilE, RCTOAFT7FH1) VA
IZBWT, &7 = 2%8PUH%E (RR 1.28,95% CI10.29-563) BLUFAEF~1 ¥ (RR
049, 95% CI 027-0.87) DfLEIEL LToOBFMMEIRBINTWS Y, Mifshizt
7 = LRV O L %58 - JiE1E CTRX 1g 2 MR 30 20-Ri L/ S, M
B #4575 X OCFIX 1 H 11 400mg, 3 H I #5 ¥ (A o £ b 1 1l
100 ~ 200mg, 1 H2[]) THb, KFAKIA T VIZOWTIE, FAKYAL ¥ - b
OX&E—)L3g & AWML, 5 MG Y, 3g k5" TH Y, HADRKI
HTHBHAN Y LERTEHFHETHHF MU v AL 3R 25 Y 2 L IC3EEL L
BChbo ZTMRDT Y FNAF 75 0%BWL, ¥ /80 ViFHEEIEVIEZRICBW
THHPRBELZZE LTI v, LAL, F /70 RPHEMH %2 80 5 R X ik
DI S TIZ R (F+ 1),

X
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microbial prophylaxis reduces prostate biopsy infection rates. BJU Int 107 : 760-764, 2011
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16) Miyazaki Y, Akamatsu S, Kanamaru S, et al : A Prospective Randomized Trial Comparing a
Combined Regimen of Amikacin and Levofloxacin to Levofloxacin Alone as Prophylaxis in
Transrectal Prostate Needle Biopsy. Urol ] 13 : 2533-2540, 2016

17) Cam K, Kayikci A, Akman'Y, Erol A : Prospective assessment of the efficacy of single dose ver-
sus traditional 3-day antimicrobial prophylaxis in 12-core transrectal prostate biopsy. Int J Urol
15:997-1001, 2008

18) Samarinas M, Skriapas K, Mitsogiannis |, Gravas S, Karatzas A, Tzortzis V : Cefixime versus pru-
lifloxacin as a prophylactic treatment for prostate biopsy : a randomized study. Cent European
J Urol 73 : 544-550, 2020
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21) Matsumoto T, Muratani T, Nakahama C, Tomono K : Clinical effects of 2 days of treatment by
fosfomycin calcium for acute uncomplicated cystitis in women. J Infect Chemother 17 : 80-86,
2011

137

i
R
&
®



138

B 9. BILIBRERR

CQ57. REBWEIIIRERTIDOERRAD JIBEIHEEINDIN?

RERODRBRRERLE Y R 2RIV SE2ARELNH D, FHEESNS (EL I,
RG; C1),

F 0 ViR R OB ESREZRDRIIERED VA 77 7 5 —THhH LT D
%L DWENRD SN T WS ™Y, Taylor HIZAEMETICE 2 7 7% %175 72 112
Bl & 2N % AT 7 b o 72 345 B O 1 1 AL AR T o &GS RE FE AR B EE 2 FLER L,
targeted antimicrobial prophylaxis 25 2 UTI 2 5 L, F2EERBFFEMICD
HHRTHDHEME LY COMETIIEBA T 7HREZ T L2 112600 F /0 v
i 2 5D 72 22 1 (19.6%) (2HF L T targeted antimicrobial prophylaxis, %/
O Rz TH o790 B (804%) X LTHEEBY F /oy ZAROPIRIEZ
L7z 2s, 101D BYIERRO L h o lze —HEW AT 7TRIEIT 345 Bl T,
9Bl (26%) WIEHIEN A L7, 6 mORIMNE, RCTICNTAXZTFY ¥ A
BT, EBAT 7HERBEIAENTHLEVIFERTH-72Y 72, ARICBVWTY
ARVEDHE SN TBY, BB A T TR L AT L 72 W0 2 51 R O F8hE 3 1%
053~ 0.7% L&A TH 572 °" 7, AFIZBWTHER AT THEEOHEHEIZONWT,
BUE (2022 4 10 AR 2D, Rl & 0 RCTY AEITHTH Y, Z ORI N 5,

SEHTVE B 2B IE R T B WES I B W TIE, R Rl IR A M L 2 o 7
BRI X VIR OFEZ R L, T OEANRZIER RIS U TP 2 @Ry
2L IMHEETEEAOBEY» S AL HETH L. L L, ABITBVTER
T OFERG BRI PRBOE ] CTld e w7z, BURTIZ AT OIEWEECch b, ¥/
O VIPERRE O A7 K& LT 73R, BERWE, @BRICF urNREDOD
BIEBINHITONTEY Y, ZokInx/ o VidttHz2HEaELTWAE Y X7 M
FWEFICELTIIERG AT 7EEZ T 5, $723%F 7 0 L SRUEEOMEH % i
G, MFNCEET LI EEERLTH LW,

Xk
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CQ58. BREBRHMRIIIREERTRE R>3I—R (povidone iodine : PVP-I)
[CKBDEBRAHESEITRED?

BREZOBRPERED) RV EERSE2HEENH D, #HEIND (EL; I,
RG; B),

TR AERRTTIC PVP-TIC X 2 I NIH BV EMRIR S 2 A 2872, &950n
{ODDHAEDBH B, Abughosh S 1 PVP-T 12 THEME M 9 LM 1 NI AT H
N7z 421 Bl AT leh o 72 444 Bl % I L, [RGYEFSER DI ZNZN 26%, 45% &,
ABEIRD LD -7:5 00 PVP1IZ X 2 EENHEBIRIIER AR 2 b S50
A“ﬁ%ﬂhl,fio DV ENSEEDIAYEN CIEIAZICZOAIEIREIN TN S
(OR 050, 95% CI 0.34-0.72) %, =512, 2011 412 X 7= F7 25 AE M 5,895 B %
GrL72hAMERATIE, HERBITICE O ORIERNERICBT 2EENNED
KA1, BYEREDEER ) A2 77 2 ¥ —LESTWD (p=00001) 7,

X
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dine prophylactic cleansing of the rectum before transrectal ultrasound guided prostate biopsy.
J Urol 189 : 1326-1331, 2013

2) Jazayeri SB, Kumar J, Nguyen S, et al : A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of Methods
Used to Reduce Infectious Complications Following Transrectal Prostate Biopsy. Urology 144 :
21-27, 2020

3) TogoY, Kubo T, Taoka R, et al : Occurrence of infection following prostate biopsy procedures in
Japan : Japanese Research Group for Urinary Tract Infection (JRGU) - a multi-center retro-
spective study. J Infect Chemother 20 : 232-237,2014
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CQ59. RILBREREDSEMEERIIERICHRES NS FHREEI ?

F/OVEES ESBL EABNRERE CHDAEELNH D, N>, EELT S
AREMENH D18, TVEU W IICEEBARY b LARMBEEERST 5 EHH
ans (EL; IVa, RG; C1),

B IRAE M O ZERT IR A IZE AL 2 L, EGICHEb SRS D B0 A
BRI LETH DL, FORKEIZF /9 ViR ESBL AR RZ L 25D 5
LY BT A, RIRISB T B RIS MR O G A 0T 2 F8E L 72 45
BNC BT 5 REEIE, REZREES O b4 A8#IF 9fl) REH THY, *
a ViR AS 7B (77.8% 1 7/9 %), ESBL AR 2S6 61 (66.7% 1 6/9 ) TH -
720 72, 6BICBVTIIIMERE G TH ) (FTTREEG W ET RS AR E),
FTRTOIEBTRBETH > 720 ZD6HITRTUTBNTHF /0 ViR TH D, 9
%, 461 (66.7% : 4/6 B1) 1 ESBL FEAER TH o720 S 51T, EMHT 0 E b5 Bk
ERBIRORN R H — M TH o722 L D> Y ShTwb,

BV BRAERR R O BV PERT 2SI LTI I H 2 ZE LT, JumSE 2 @ IRNT
B ABED I B o ESBL AWK L Tl b AR IR IEIL A VALK L RPIHIETH
HEENTWEHMT, L L TId PIPC/TAZ, CMZ, STFX 7 Ehsfis 1 &
NTW5b, ESBL MEAEKIGHIC & 2 WIAE 2 0H 5 & L 72 Fi & B/E A bx R ERIC B
VT PIPC/TAZ 13 MEPM (2%} L C 30 H £ TORERIZBWCIHLHEEZRT I L8
T&4h o7 (MEPM B vs PIPC/TAZ B : 37% [7/191] vs 12.3% [23/1871) 7,
ZD7-%, ESBL MEAWIC X 2 WIIEARE S N5 FiZ RS MR % O 2VERT IR 2612
XL THNNRE L RPUHEDANORBREOM I, HEIEFNZ ESLEND 5,

F 97, MASHT T MAE DO FERE D W REMEICE LT, BB T I 2 LEEDH 5,
HII LA KR 1% O BV A SR S TSR IRE (X DU 2P G- S IR BT A2 - MG 2 1T\,
I Y ZIRBARY + T APURIEOR G- AR SN S U S o8Bl
o, BEOREVPHELE VL, EHEZHBRESEZ TP IIHE~NOLH
(de-escalation) #&EE T %,

Xk
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