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Application comparison of direct drug susceptibility test and conventional drug susceptibility test in blood culture

Liang Jianning ,Su Qunzhi ,Li Jieyun
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Chinese Medicine , ] iangmen , Guangdong 529100 ,China)

Abstract; Objective To evaluate the clinical application significance of the direct drug susceptibility test and the conventional
drug susceptibility test in blood bacterial infection. Methods 280 specimens of positive blood culture in our hospital from March
2012 to April 2014 were randomly selected and performed the the direct drug susceptibility test and the conventional drug suscepti-
bility test. The correlation of the bacterial identification results and the drug susceptibility test results between these two kinds of
method was investigated. Results The consistence of the direct bacterial identification method and bacterial identification method
was 92. 5% , the consistence rate of sensitivity, drug resistance and moderate sensitivity had no statistical differences between the

two kinds of method (P>>0.05). Conclusion The direct drug susceptibility test can shorten the report time of blood culture posi-

tive specimen and effectively guide the rational use of antibiotics in clinic.
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