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From the Guidance of the Bacterial Drug Susceptibility Results to the Clinical Medication

CHEN Qianchao, HUANG Hongbing " ,LIU Tao( Pharmacy Department of Tumor Hospital Affiliated to Sun Yai-Sen University
Guangzhou 510060, China)

ABSTRACT :OBJECTIVE To investigate the bacterial resistance of our hospital in past two years, and to analyze the result of
clinical antibiotics control. METHODS To review the data on bacterial susceptibility testing from 2006 to 2007. RESULTS The
scientific and rational application of antibiotics is of paramount importance to decrease and delay the development of drug resistance of
bacteria to antibiotics. CONCLUSION The scientific and rational application of antibiotics is of paramount importance to decrease
and delay the development of drug resistance of bacteria to antibiotics.

KEY WORDS : bacterium ; drug sensitive analysis ;rational medication

200 R TS 2411 M D %o A A 2 4 0 T X R 24 0 1Y)
Tt 245 2y 1) FRI 245 PR A2 AT, 45 T I R G BT 25 A A B
TR, 2004 AR PAER KA T CPUR 25 Wi IR 16
JEIUTY , K PR = A= 3 ok 25 SOl 3 R i PR HU T 24
YW ABTEN 12, BAEZ UL R 25 Bt
IR PEDT R 254 , 42 = Pt 7 R0 B S B A T i
TR, LR e 5 e A s R A 1051 5K, 30
23 BT BEHCREE L2006 4ET2 A 30 1 AKX,
i BE ANEGE 26000 A0, TR 8460 ], BTl 55 Ht
By fa A [ i L RHEE BE R 51 . AR A B 2006
J 2007 AFAH TR 241 DUHEA TSCHE B B, D it R 1L
U YR FE A T 1) o
1 FRFTE
1.1 %H

SRAEFRBE 2006 4FF 2007 4F 40 1 55 77 K 25 15k
IR, Am o 24 50k 3 ok T B A B IR 0 W Y
VITE32 A=A 7 A A3, 44 5 ) [ s i PR S 3 12
WrbRifEZE 1 23 (NCCLS ) FRifEthA 740 b 2 82 S 7 .
1.2 Jik

TEER T BRER, &, ZEHI0

Zilli - Tel: (020)87343322

Tel: (020)87343323

E-mail ; hhongh@ mail. sysu. edu. cn

- 166 - Chin JMAP,2009 February, Vol.26 No.2

E-mail ; chqianch@ mail. sysu. edu. cn

[ BEAERIFFE T EE 2006 41 2007 444558
2 HR
2.1 2006 4 K 2007 45 bR K S A S PR R R
/SR Y S
2.2 2006 K% 2007 4 2= FHPEBK R BUSCRSET, W

x2,
2.3 2006 K 2007 4 2= BRI AT R BURCR ST
# 3,

2.4 2006 J% 2007 AR K IR USSR GET, WA 4.
FR1 2006 4 K& 2007 4 & K W ARAKE KA R W bk b & E
EEERAE SN

Tab 1 The number of bacteria and their percentages in the year
of 2006 and 2007

HiH 2006 4E(n,%) 2007 45 (n,% )
e 2 PP 562(41.78) 515(40.68)

IR 518(38.51) 481(37.99)
FLIER AEREEE 265(19.70) 270(21.33)

TR AR ) L, BT

Hh [ AR, F 22 245 2009 452 H 55 26 4555 2 1)
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Tab 2 Statistics gram-positive cocci sensitive percentage in the year of 2006 and 2007

Kt T MR AU R/ %
S IR 5 1] it 91 P 2 R ek HERREH
N ESEY]
2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007
35 ff 30 ff 180 ¥k 171 ¥k 47 B 46 R 300 268 ff

FRVEM/F R 47.06 34.48 3.87 4.2 - - - -
FE bR 48.48 36.67 3.87 8 - - - -
A 100 100 97.78 99.4 90.7 82 - -
I 64.71 58. 62 27.22 45 - - 10.1 13.2
ARTS 40 30 10 15.8 - - 12.71 14.4
TR R 26.67 37.5 16.13 36.9 - - 25.09 29.2
FilZs e dr 97.14 96.55 94.44 100 90.7 94.9 92.86 100
AiEEE 68.57 55.17 27.78 41.7 - - = -
BIPGY A 77. 14 62.07 17.22 26.5 52.38 74.4 = -
HEZG 8.57 3.45 2.22 2.4 61.9 64. 1 39.39 38
FRAHFE 64.71 48.28 15.56 24.3 - = = -
E7S 62.86 55.1 56.11 62.9 14.89 21.7 19.86 21.3
SLAPE T 72.22 85.71 6.94 29.3 L - - -

S frme 45.71 34.48 3.89 12.4 = = - -
HtE%E 100 100 100 100 97.83 93.5 100 99.2
KRRV E 77.14 62.07 17.22 17.22 44.68 69.6 56.33 58.1

=7 FoR AR 2

¢

Note: “ — 7 Susceptibility testing was not checked
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Tab 3 Statistics gram-negative enterobacter sensitive percentage in the year of 2006 and 2007

R L PR BB %o
PN 7R i 9 we FE AR J 3BT I g AT B
EINESEY ESBL fH ESBL B ESBL FH#: ESBL BH1#:
2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007
104 BF 1254 1628 117 Bk 29k 354 988 788k 83 Mk 84 42 ¥ 42 B
FRVEAR - - 2469 22.22 - - - - 12.05 23.8 24.32 24.32
SEETE M/ 4T IR - 2.4 30.25 28.21 - - 57.14 65.38  20.05 59.5 30.56 30.56
T e FAR 90.31 89.6 96.3 90.6 86.21 91.43 94.9 97.44  87.95 94 52.78 52.78
A 92.31 92.8 83.33 88.89 37.93 37.14 54.18 39.74  50.6 44 27.78 27.78
T 21.15 13.6 32 21.37 27.59 20 70.41 70.51  50.6 65.5 31.71 31.71
HHE 15.38 12.8 41.98 32.48 34.48 60 77.55 73.08  73.49 69 72.97 72.97
WR 3L TG AR/ e L 93.27 91.2 89.95 86.32 68.97 71.43 88.78 89.74  73.49 75 66.67 66. 67
Pk 26.96 19.2 87.04 40.17 55.17 34.29 75.51 74.36  55.42 67.9 38.89 38.89
LA G - - 71.74 82.05 - - 96.94 93.59  87.95 89.3 61.11 61.11
S A - - 8519 77.78 - - 86.73 84.62  67.47 69 44.74 44.74
St - - 87.04 82.05 - - 88.78 87.18  73.49 72.6 51.35 51.35
S Bk - - 70.99 66.67 - - 68.6 75.64 25.3 17.9 13.89 13. 89
RAEE 29.81 22.4 16.67 45.3 51.72 37.14 78.57 73.08  45.78 61.9 55.56 55.56
W ek g 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 9.4 73.38 73.38
AR B 15.38 12.8 42.59 32.48 34.48 60 77.55 70.51  73.49 69.4 71.79 -
TR =7 IR AR I 2
Note: “ — " Susceptibility testing was not checked
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Tab 4 Statistics nonfermentaters sensitive percentage in the year of 2006 and 2007

£ T MR/ %
CLES O] WESE L (R P BT AN FoAly
ENEELY)]

2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007 2006 2007

104 129 # 66 B 61 Bk 53 Bk 38 Bk 42 B 2 b
HRPAR - - 3.03 3.28 7.55 19.4 5.71 16.7
ST /4T I - - 4.55 8.2 58.49 55.6 5.71 11.9
T IR 75.96 76.65 9.09 3.28 50.94 63.9 28.57 11.9
19 MR 22 [ 5.77 0.78 - 1.64 1.89 1.1 2.86 9.5
gl 8.65 1.56 4.55 14.75 45.28 52.6 48.57 69
KN E 58.65 72.66 3.03 11.48 58.49 58.3 64.71 31
WL PG A/ s [ 4H 84.62 70.31 60.61 90. 16 58.49 69.4 50 76.2
RREZ 59.62 53.13 - - 26.42 75 20 11.9
At s 46.15 40.63 12.12 22.95 50.94 61.1 42.86 31
KA AN 5.77 0.78 19.3 4.92 58.49 30.6 8.57 38. 1
KAt E 47.12 42.19 30.3 50. 82 54.72 52.6 40 9.5
K Famg - - - - 1.89 2.8 - -
RhEE 58.65 59.38 = - 28.3 50 13.43 9.5
NI 49.04 41.09 - - 86.79 88.9 14.29 28.6
Vik=% U 53.85 65.89 3.03 13.11 58.49 61.1 40 40

T =" RN AR T2

Note: “ — 7 Susceptibility testing was not checked
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