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ABSTRACT OBIJECTIVE: To systematically evaluate the efficacy and safety 0

for uterine cavity lavage in the treatment of puerperal infection. ME
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database, VIP, CBM and CNKI, Meta-analysis was performe ﬁ ane collaboration Rev Man 5.3 software after data
extraction and quality evaluation with modlﬁed Ja LTS: A total of 16 RCTs were included, involving 1 280
a

patients. Meta-analysis showed that t bse tidn group was significantly higher than that of control group [OR=
5.76,95% CI(3.21,10.35) , P<<0. D“ uration [MD=—2.08,95% CI( —2.32, —1.84) , P<<0.001], duration of clinical
CI( 2.53),P<<0.001] and average hospital stay [MD=—3.05,95%CI(—3.32, —2.79) , P<

symptom [MD =—2

er than control group; the incidence of ADR [OR=0.27, 95% CI (0.08, 0.89) , P=0.03] was
than control group, with statistical significance. CONCLUSIONS: Metronidazole combined with hydrogen

peroxide for uterine cavity lavage show good therapeutic efficacy and safety in the treatment of puerperal infection.
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