Fp A R S S ks (L 1R) 20144F12 H 558745 556 Chin J Exp Clin Infect Dis (Electronic Edition), December 2014, Vol. 8, No.6 - 13 -

-mIRIEE
2006 42 2011 S5 5B 2 == B A
XTIk T 57 1 IS 25 Wi 25 1 11 A2 1

L2 #F—R BB OBE ARG RIEMK LB HBLT

[HZE] BAY 2087 2006 3 2011 45 2= BT B 0 15 B200 S 29 10T 24 S FLASTT AR e, Al
PRAH R 253 UK. 3k I 2006 3 2011 =40 B B A 2 B VEAT B, SR vk E A il R 45 A A 1Y)
VITEK-2 4> A AEY) 73 BT R 40 B0 APT 41 b %5 78 B HEA T 40 1 25 52 200 AR BP0 (Kirby-
Bauer 7)) T 20T ; KA WHONET 5.6 AU TS 1 00T 58 2006 4 2011 SEAREHT
I3 AN T HT 7 AL KGR S . AARBUA R . RR A ER A IR TR A B A (R A K
i) 2 AN AT AR 2L B R . 02 ANEDFT 2006 SEEE 3 47 (7.7%) LA 2011 41958 1
1 (17.9%) 3 KIBRAH H 2006 £ 1467 (18.7%) FFEZE 2011 SEI04E 3 467 (11.1%) . i8R
AT TR U B B IR 25 36 1 16.0% _ETFEE 90.8%, X535 B IH 254 1 21.0% ETF4E 91.1%; 4
Syl R R K I e 5 i R S 9 B e (AT 24 g AT BT, Sk 46.0% ~ 62.5% Fl 45.0% ~ 63.7%:;
KM 575 TE R e B 7 R T 25 %8 i 2006 411 0.7% _ETF4E 2010 4E (1) 3.5%, 1l 2011 4 N[44 1.2%,
o ZE VB R T 24 2% 1 2006 41 1.3% b FHZS 2010 4E14 3.8%, 1M 2011 “E FRFZ 1.4%; Wili% v {
T IV Jl 03 T AT 2458 1 2006 R K 2.6% ETFE 2011 A 11.1%, X 535 T AV 25 % 11 2006 1Y
0.9% LT128 2011 4E1K 30.7%. 4538 #2 AZFF I il 98 00 55 A1 B RN K I B2 A5 B0 B B2 M 25 24
(i 25 1 BTG, R [ i P E A

[(RBEIAY Mo BM2ss T2ybEs B PIMEAT B RS M it m

Resistance changes of carbapenem resistant Gram-negative bacteria isolated during 2006-2011
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[ Abstract] Objectives To analyze the changes and characteristics of carbapenem resistant among
Gram-negative bacteria isolated during 2006-2011, and provide the basis for the rational use of antibiotics.
Methods Gram-negative bacteria isolated from 2006-2011 were collected. The bacteria were identified by
VITEK-2 identification system or API bacterial identification strip. Antimicrobial susceptibility testing was
carried out by disc diffusion method (Kirby-Bauer method). Data analysis was performed by WHONET 5.6
software. Results Among the Gram-negative bacteria strains during 2006-2011, the top seven of isolating
rates were Escherichia coli, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Staphylococcus epidermidis, Klebsiella pneumonia,
Staphylococcus aureus, Acinetobacter baumannii and Candida albicans. Acinetobacter baumannii rised from
the third (7.7%) in 2006 to the first (17.9%) in 2011; Escherichia coli declined from the first (18.7%) in 2006
to the third (11.1%) in 2011. The resistant rate of Acinetobacter baumannii to imipenem raised from 16.0% to
90.8%, while the resistant rate to meropenem raised from 21.0% to 91.1%. The resistant rate of Pseudomonas
aeruginosa to imipenem and meropenem were 46.0%-62.5% and 45.0%-63.7%, respectively. The resistant
rates of Escherichia coli to imipenem raised from 0.7% in 2006 to 3.5% in 2010, then down to 1.2% in 2011;
to meropenem raised from 1.3% in 2006 to 3.8 % in 2010, then decrease to 1.4% in 2011. The resistant rates
of Klebsiella pneumonia to imipenem raised from 2.6% in 2006 to 11.1% in 2011; to meropenem raised from
0.9% in 2006 to 30.7% in 2011. Conclusions The resistant rates of Acinetobacter baumannii, Klebsiella
pneumonia and Escherichia coli were increased significantly, which should be paid attention to.
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