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Mycoplasma Infection and Drug Resistance
in Pregnant Woman with Genital Tract Infections in Xi’an

ZHAO Hai-wei, WEI Juan, WANG Jian-yun,ZHANG Xing-xing, TAO Shao-hui,ZHAO Xiao-jun
(Department of Clinical Laboratory,
the Second Af filiated Hospital of Xi’ an Medical University, Xi’ an 710038, China)

Abstract: Objective To determine the positive rate of Mycoplasma and drug resistance in Xi”an pregnant woman and pro-
vide a reference to rational drug used for clinicians. Metheds Mycoplasma infection and drug susceptibility was test by cul-
ture. Results 2 350 cases of pregnant woman genital tract samples in Xi’an,994 cases were positive and the positive ratio
was 42. 30% »including Ureaplasma urealyticum (Uu) 84.91% (844/994) . Mycoplasma hominis (Mh) 4.93% (49/994),
and Uu-+Mh 10. 16 % (101/994). The results of drug sensitivity showed that the higher sensitive drugs for Uu, Mh and Uu
+Mh were Josamycin, Doxycyclin and Minocyclin, and the lowersensitive drugs were ciprofloxacin and spiramycin. Conclu-
sion Mycoplasma in Xi’an pregnant woman genital tract is mainly UU,and the first choice drug for treatment is Josamy-
cin, Doxycyclin and Minocyclin.
Keywords: Ureaplasma ureal yticumn; Mycoplasma hominis;antibiotics; drug resistance
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