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Preliminary study of the relationship between drug sensitivity and molecular typing of of acinetobacter baumannii

You Tao,Xin Na,Jing Fahong ,Kang Wei*
(The First Hospital of Xi'an Medical College , Xi'an s Shannxi 710077 China)

Abstract; Objective To study the correlation between the antimicrobial susceptibility and pulsed-field gel electrophoresis mo-
lecular classification of 11 strains of acinetobacter baumannii. Methods 11 strains of acinetobacter baumannii were isolated from
clinical samples. Conventional methods were used for culturing and drug sensitivity testing. Pulsed-field gel electrophoresis method
was performed for molecular typing. The two results were compared by using statistical methods. Results 4 strains that sensitive to
all antibiotics had 10-13 electrophoresis strips,and 1 strain that resistance to all antibiotics had 19 electrophoresis strips. The rest
strains were with electrophoresis strip between the two results mentioned above. Conclusion Molecular typing results could pre-
liminaryly show drug resistance,and molecular typing of the same results, higher consistency of antibiotic susceptibility.
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