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Analysis of antibiotics susceptibility and isolation of Haemophilus unsusceptible to azithromycin
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Abstract : Objective To evaluate the status and antimicrobial susceptibility of azithromycin unsusceptible haemophilus strains i-
olated from respiratory tract infection from 2008 to 2011, to provide a basis for clinical treatment. Methods Azithromycin unsus-
ceptible haemophilus strains isolated from respiratory tract specimens from 2008 to 2011 was analyzed by statistic methods, and
1 900

haemophilus isolated from 22 986 respiratory specimens, among which 389 strains were azithromycin unsusceptible haemophilus,

their susceptibility to commonly used antibiotics was analyzed and compared with azithromycin susceptible strains. Results

with isolation rate of 21.48% , and isolation rate had the trend to ascend during the four years. In 389 azithromycin unsusceptible
haemophilus, Haemophilus parahaemolyticus accounted for 308 (79. 18%), Haemophilus influenzae only accounted for 81
(20.82%). The resistant rate of azithromycin unsusceptible Haemophilus influenzae to amoxicillin/Clavulanic acid, ampicillin/sul-
bactam, cefuroxime was higher than that of azithromycin unsusceptible Haemophilu parahaemolyticus, and both of them were with
reduced susceptibility to ceftriaxone, cefpodoxime, aztreonam, meropenem, levofloxacin. The resistant rate of azithromycin unsus-
ceptible haemophilus to ampicillin increased year by year from 2008 to 2011. Compared with susceptible strains, azithromycin un-
susceptible Haemophilus influenzae had a significantly higher resistant rate or unsusceptible rate to ampicillin, ampicillin/sulbac-
tam, ceftriaxone, aztreonam, levofloxacin. But for Haemophilus parahaemolyticus, azithromycin unsusceptible strains had a nota-
ble higher resistant and unsusceptible rate to the test antimicrobials. Conclusion ~ Azithromycin unsusceptible haemophilus might in-
crease year by year, with high resistant and unsusceptible rate to commonly used antibiotics.
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