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Optional/General comments 
 

 
This is a study of the efficacy of (Ceftriaxone+Sulbactam+EDTA) for treatment of diabetic 
patients having complicated urinary tract infections.   
 
This is a very important study concerning diabetic patients having pathogenic parallel 
conditions in addition to diabetes. 
 
This study presents the effectiveness of said antibiotic treatment as well as a perspective of 
clinicians inclusive of parallel morbidities. 
 
This will be useful to clinicians concerned of this area of patient presentation. 
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