TR EAEY Tk el

1.&
|
Ly
Y
9
T

Comparative Study of a Variety of Antibiotic Therapy in 3rd Molar Surgery

Young-Kyun Kim. DDS. MSD. PhD. Hyoun-Tae Kim. DDS. MSD. PhD.

In-Sco Kim. DDS
Dept. of Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery, JaeSeng Dental Hospital, Daejin Medical Center

Recently the development of resistant microorganism due to excessive use of antibictics have caused severe problems all the
wide. In Korea, antibictics tend to be abused or misused by doctors, pharmaceutist, and patient itself, We performed this study to
detect the protocol of prevention of infection and minimal antibiotic use,

From July 1993 to July 1999, surgical extractions of impacted mandibuler 3rd molars were performed in 215 healthy patients
without medically compromised diseases. These study were divided into 3 groups: 1) group 11 postoperative antibiotic medication
with acetylspiramycin 500mg tid for 5 days, 2) group II: Peflacin 400mg IV preoperatively, no postoperative antibiotic medication,
3) group II: Minecline oint 0.2gm local injection into the extracted socket, no postoperative antibiotic medication, We investigated
postoperative complications such as infection, persisted pain, trismus, swelling, lymphadenopathy, sore throat and so forth, Age
ranged from 12 to €3. with a mean of 25 years. Male patients zre 97, female 118, Total 255 feeth were extracted.

In group I 15 from 78(19.2%) patients shawed complications, In group I, 12 from 73 patients(15.1%) showed complications, In
group 1L 9 from 64 patients{14.19)} showed complications, There were no significant differences statistically among the

complications and antibictic use, age, gender, operation time(SAS, Chi-Squaire test, P > 0.05).

Key words: antibiotics, complications, extraction
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