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The diagnostic value of MHT for carbapenemase-producing Enterobacteriaceae
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Abstract: Objective
ae. Methods

nology periodical database and Wanfang database. the diagnosis studies of MHT for carbapenemase-producing Enterobacteriaceae

To evaluate the accuracy of Modified Hodge Test(MHT) for carbapenemase-producing Enterobacteriace-
Systematic and comprehensive literature was searched in PubMed, The Cochrane Library, CBM, CNKI, Weipu tech-

were included. The quality assessment of diagnostic accuracy studies(QUADAS)items were used to assess the quality of the includ-
ed studies. The Meta software was used to analyze the data. Results A total of 8 trials involving 1 254 bacterial strains with out re-
peat were included. The results of meta-analyses showed that compared with the PCR,the summary sensitivity, specificity, positive

likelihood ratio, negative likelihood ratio, OR value,and summary receiver operating characteristic curve of MHT for the detection of

carbapenemase-producing Enterobacteriaceae were 0. 96.0. 94,10. 01,0. 06,168. 98 and 0. 989 respectively. Conclusion

MHT is

one of the most efective diagnoses for arbapenemase-producing Enterobacteriaceae.
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