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The analysis of the clinical distribution and drug resistance of Burkholderia Cepacia YE Jun-qin, LONG Jian-ling ,
YAO Yan-hong (Shilong Boai Hospital of Dongguan City .Guangdong 523320 ,China)
[ Abstract] Objective

Burkholderia Cepacia specimens in our hospital from 2009 to 2010, and to provide basis for the preventing of infec-

To investigate the source, clinical distribution and drug resistance of clinically isolated
tions in hospital. Methods The ATB expression bacterial identification system and K-B agar diffusion method were
used to identify and test the drug sensitivity of the isolated Burkholderia Cepacia in our hospital. Results 62 strains
Burkholderia Cepacia were isolated from 2009 to 2010,in which sputum accounted for 96. 8 % (60/62)

came from the ICU, accounted for 95. 2% (59/62). Drug resistance test results showed that the resistance rate of

. Most of them
aminoglycosides, fluoroquinolones and imipenem had higher drug sensitivity rate (over 80%); while the drug resist-
ance rate of piperacillin, piperacillin / tazobactam and cotrimoxazole were lower than 10%. Conclusion Burkholderia

cepacia has a high resistance rate to many antimicrobial drugs. Clinical treatment should be based on the result of an-

timicrobial susceptibility.
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