ERES 2014 F 8 AF 43 5% 22 2913

c FAERE - doi:10. 3969/j. issn. 1671-8348. 2014. 22. 029

EXTERHXMERMABRLIHT

EHERLGAKE LK KR B
(ERTEEREBITR LB EH  400050)

 E:BW SH TN EATEIREMEEAEHA AT —F AL TR BEN, FiE SFERE 200959 A%
2010 4 6 A M A A IR R Ta M EZEFRARNEARE AN TREFARA AR XBFMXEREAN, LR BFHH.
R ZRRAMMEEELEAGE RSB FESHH 27.62%.10.50% % s EF A S B E SR H 6.99%.23.68%;
181 45 M 2 A% % ek 25 S5 9 0B B (HD A 19,34 %6 B F (S) 4 18.23% 4148 -F (R) A 13.26% . Ll T B (E) % 11.05% .
AR Z(Ofx) A 6.08% . FAREF (Km) A 2. 21% 550 4l dt 25 &5 b, 3t A 20 Ah b Bom it 2562 B0 B4 S R 454208
HGRLZERTEFT 2 AL GG MEREL R ZFA %W FELP<0.05), HiR TR ZKE ML 57
WH TR, pa o TR F R X ETRTAMAGGMXE L,

KW EH; WG TRT

hE %S :R978. 3;R521 MERARIRED : A XEHS:1671-8348(2014)22-2913-03

Study on the status of drug-resistant tuberculosis of urban area of Chongqing”
Wang Qingya . Hu Daiyu,Liu Ying ,Shen Jing
(Prevention and Treatment Department ,Chongqing Institution of TB Prevention and Treatment ,Chongging 400050 ,China)

Abstract: Objective To analyse and evaluate the status of drug-resistant tuberculosis of urban area of Chongqing,and to pro-
vide advice for the work of drug-resistant tuberculosis. Methods The smear positive TB cases registered between September 2009
and June 2010 were administered to questionnaire survey. At the same time, the relating testing,such as the sputum culture testing
and drug susceptibility testing,etc were conducted, then analysis. Results The drug resistance rate and multi-drug resistant rate of
smear positive TB cases of urban area were 27.62% and 10. 50% respectively. The multi-drug resistant rate of new cases and re-
treatment cases were 27. 62% and 23. 68%. The sequence of the rates of resistance were as follows:isoniazid(19. 34 %) , streptomy-
cin(18. 23 %) ,rifampicin(13. 26 %) , ethambutol(11. 05 %) , ofloxacin(6. 085% ) , kanamycin(2. 21 % ). There were 20 types of drug-
resistant spectrum among the 50 drug-resistant TB cases. The difference of the male gender and TB treatment and cough more than
2 weeks between the drug-resistant cases and the non drug-resistant cases were statistically significant(P<Z0. 05). Conclusion The
epidemic situation of drug-resistant tuberculosis of urban area is severe,and the work of resistance monitoring should be routine.
The correlative resistance factor should be concerned.
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