JEAbES B VG T PE IR UAH DS i 28 1) i RS 7 3%
NNE AR ARG RYL 2 94 ok i O BE e I K 323000)

W CHW  WWRethk w5 W e 78 R AR T 96 97 PE LR OGP il 28 10 e g ek L 7 SRR AL T
SRIEAL B 5 WG VG AL T VR TT 60 PR BLAH SV It 8 (I PRIT RBOAAS ROV . 4R JEAR G R4 304 iRy A K
K9 90.0% AN HEIEFREA 83. 3% WA M FE A fh T4 308 VAT HRUEA 86. 7% Al HETERE N 82. 1% 4L ERT
BEMN HAANRKRNKAEEIN 6.7% . 45k JEALIE VAT PR AUAR DGR 28 55 0 ek v A4 =l b T A0S 22 4 iR .
AR e ARy me TS P AT DRI LAR DGR % VR T

5255 R916. 695 kAR - B GRS 1007-7693( 2008) 01-0076-03

C linical Effect of Ertapenem on Ventilator-associated Pneumonia

YING Xiao-fei, HE Weizhen, TIAN Weiqiang, ZHU Hong-yun ( Lishui Centml Hospital of Zhejang, Lishui 323000,
China)

ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE To compare the effect and safety between ertapenem and im ipenem on the ventilator-associated pneum o~
nia. METHODS Tmbant comparative study was conducted to compare the clinical effect and safety of ertapenem versus im ipenem in
the treatment of 60 cases of ventilator-associated pneumonia. RESULTS Thirty patients of ventilator-associated pneumonia were en-
rolled into ertapenem group with an effective rate of 90. 0% and bacteriological eradication rate of 83. 3% . On the other hand, thirty

patients of ventilator-associated pneumonia were enrolled into imipenem group with an effective rate of 86. 7% and bacteriological
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eradication rate of 82.1% .

im ipenem was 6. 7% .

There was no significant difference between two groups. The rate of adverse reaction for both ertapenem and

CONCLUSION Ertapenem is safe and effective to ventilator-associated pneum onia.

KEY WORDS: ertapenem; im ipenem /cilastatin ventilator-associated pneum onia; treatment
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