«700 ¢ L¥gaat . Drug Evaluation Research 35 40 % 58] 201745 B

2011—2016 EEMHHF O ERME AN R S5

oW w8, REM, B T
LS B b 25278, W1k S8 436000
2. SRRB TR MBI L BB 25748, IR B 435000

W OE. B8 AN O ERBIEAER R RV (ADR) KRB 52 (DDDs) A5k, AR Z4e. &
HHARMESE ., Ak Hixbi 2011 4F 9 F—2016 4 8 HUHIHIHTIR 253 ADR 75 5% A\ Microsoft Excel 2000 A, X4t
W22, 2504 FK . KRBT, DDDs M ADR #Jitk (B) 5 DDDs HEFLE (A) ML (B/A) BTS00 i, R 4t
KA 151 6l ADR, ¥ 8 10 8B0B 24, 11 3 ALl s S SIS H 225, R8T 3 Arms3 il kit
WER, IR RRI N ERSS, KW R KRN ERR R 2 (9 B/A {H KT 1. ADR #BLGRET 4 A7 095 30 2
AR STV SRSk e, FZUSRT 4 MR U ZERD A Shfu ke, Pl dr e A skrm e e, Sk
FohmEgh . PR, PITEEN BAMAT 1. 28R EMETGY R 5 4™ ADR (K)LRES, ZER RNk 2
RAFM ADR JLRB . 8518 PUHEZIE ADR KK 5 DDDs FEAMTF, WS ADR K ARKB M2, Wskrssm) .
HME, BB 25

KPR PURZ: ARMARRN; FZEE; SR

PESES: RIT8 XERFRRRRD: A XERS: 1674-6376 (2017) 05-0700-06

DOI: 10.7501/j.issn.1674-6376.2017.05.023
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Abstract:  Obiective To analyze the characteristics of antibacterial drugs caused adverse drug reactions (ADR) and correlation with
DDDs in Ezhou Central Hospital, and provide reference for safe and rational use of antibacterial drug in clinic. Methods ADR reports of
antibacterial drugs in Ezhou Central Hospital from September 2011 to August 2016 were entered into Microsoft Excel 2000 software ,
Statistical analysis was performed on the categories of antimicrobials, drug names, clinical manifestations, and DDDs , composition ratio of
ADR and ratio of B/A . Results Involved in 151 ADR cases and 10 kinds of antibacterial drugs, the top 3 antibacterial drugs respectively
were Fluoroquinolones, Cephalosporins, and Penicillins, the top 3 DDDs respectively were Cephalosporins, Fluoroquinolones, and
Macrolides, and the B/A values of Cephalosporins, Macrolides, and Antifungal agents were over 1. The top 4 ADR composition ratios
respectively were Levofloxacin, Moxifloxacin, Cefmetazole, and Cefotiam, and the top 4 DDDs respectively were Levofloxacin,
Cefodizime sodium, Azithromycin, and Cefmetazole, and the B/A ratios of Cefodizime sodium, Metronidazole, and Azithromycin were over
than 1. Levofloxacin and moxifloxacin had a higher risk of severe ADR, and Levofloxacin and Cefotiadine had a higher risk of new ADR.
Conclusion The ADR rate of antibacterial drugs is basic consistent with its DDDs. Clinical should pay more attention to the individual
drugs with higher rates of ADR, such as Cefodizime sodium, metronidazole, and azithromycin etc.
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Table 1 Number of ADR cases and DDDs and B/A ranks of different kinds of antimicrobial agents
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Table 2 Number of ADR cases and DDDs and B/A ranks of different antimicrobial agents (Top 15)
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