- NE V-
MBREAGMA R R 159 64 #r

IR (O WET LT BRI, fT 530012)

WE:HN SHARENFRABEELYRRRE(ADR) 9L AW, Al AL A2 SR AHRBLAE, Hik &K
1999 41 A ~2007 4 10 A ADR Ml 400 42 49 159 4 40 % 3 25 4 ADR R4 A7 @B 5 R 3t 547, 455%R 159 #) ADR
WMETGREGM12 EN AN, L P EBRELYREGMA G, ARARTEEZEAFTELTLEHSF . ADR WG AR
FEAEBAERBRERA SN, ERAABRLAGREFRWZAGRES., Hib S EARLALELY, TH ADR o 5n)
IAE, B ADR £ 4,

KGR R BHRRBRE; 54
hE 4> %S :R994. 11 SCHERERINAD B SE RS :1007-7693 (2009 ) 03-0259-02

The Analysis of 159 Cases about the Adverse Drug Reactions of Anti-infection Medicine

WANG Dingying( The Nanning Red Cross Hospital of Guangxi, Nanning 530012 ,China)

ABSTRACT . OBJECTIVE This paper analyzes the occurrence situation incident about the adverse drug reactions ( ADR) of anti-
infection medicine which happened in our hospital in recent years, and give the reference for clinical security and the rational use of
medicine. METHODS  With the 159 ARD reports on anti-medicine that the ADR observation group collected from January 1999 to
159 ADR reports involves the 12

kinds of medicine which include 41 varieties. On the top of these is the quinolones, and the medicines like the lincomycin and the

October 2007, this passage made the retrospective statistical analysis on these data. RESULTS

penicillin is the next. Clinical manifestation of ARD are mainly the harm of skin and its accessory, the secondary are digestive system’

s and nervous system’s. CONCLUSION We should use the anti-infection medicine rationally, pay attention to the observation of

ADR, and then avert the accident of ADR.
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Tab 1 Categorldas and constituent ratio of drugs that Induced ADR
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