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Selection of Examining Bacteria in Cefradine Potency Assay

Wang Suyan, Zhang Qixia

(Zhejiang Provincial Institute for Drug Control, Hang zhou 310004)

Abstract Two different examining bacteria (Bacillus subtilis, 3taphylococcus aureus)
which were used to assay cefradine potency were described, It turned out to be thnt using
Bacillus subtilis as the examining bacterium we can obtain a more satisfactory result than using
Staphylococcus aureus, Meannhile. Bacillus subtilis bacterial. solution can be used for a long
time and its stability is better than Staphylococcus aureus bacterial solution. Morever, the

method is easy to operate, its use is convenient, v )
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