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Distribution and antibiotics sensibility of 3 369 Gram-positive bacteria”
Hu Xuefei' , Xu Fei*® ,Zhang Wei® , Kang Xiuhua*
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Hospital, Nanchang University , Nanchang 330006 ,China)

Abstract: Objective To understand the isolating rate and antibiotics sensibility of Gram-positive bacteria in our hospital in re-
cent 3 years and to promote the precaution and therapy of Gram-positive bacteria infection. Methods To analyze the Gram-positive
bacteria distribution and antibiotics sensibility in our hospital from 2006 to 2008. Results The main Gram-positive bacteria in these
3 years included Staphylococcus aureus (SA), Staphylococcus epidermidis (SE) , Staphylococcus haematolysis (SH). In antibiotics
sensibility, SA,SE and SH kept the high resistance to g-lactams,macrocyclic lactone, quinolones and carbopenems antibiotics, the i-
solating rate of MRSA in the three years were 71 % ,62. 8% and 75% which kept the high sensibility to vancomyecin, teicoplanin, lin-

ezolid, fuscomycin and quinupristin/dalfopristin. Conclusion The isolating rate of Gram-positive did not fluctuate obviously,so did

the sensibility to antibiotics. We should use antibiotics rationally and enhance monitoring drug resistant strains.
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