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[Abstract] Central line associated bloodstream infection (CLABSI) is the most severe complication of indwelling
intravascular catheters and one of the most common causes of intensive care unit (ICU)- or hospital-acquired infections.
Once CLABSI occurs, it significantly increases the risk of mortality, long of hospital stay, and healthcare economic
burden. In recent years, multiple large-scale clinical studies on the diagnosis, treatment, and prevention of CLABSI have
been completed, providing evidence-based medical support for related practices. Additionally, evolving global trends
in antibiotic resistance epidemiology and the development of novel antimicrobial agents necessitate adjustments in
clinical management strategies. Based on these developments, the Chinese Society of Critical Care Medicine has updated
and revised the Guideline on the Prevention and Treatment of Intravascular Catheter-Related Infections (2007). This
guideline was developed following the Grading of Recommendations Assessment, Development, and Evaluation (GRADE)
system for evidence quality assessment. Guided by clinical questions, the working group initiated the process by defining
key clinical issues, conducting literature searches, screening studies, performing meta-analyses, and synthesizing
evidence-based findings to draft preliminary recommendations. These recommendations underwent iterative revisions
through expert panel reviews, remote and in-person meetings, and two rounds of voting by the Standing Committee of the
Chinese Society of Critical Care Medicine before finalization. The guideline comprises 52 recommendations, focusing
on adult patients with central venous catheters in ICU. Key areas addressed include: selection of catheter insertion
sites and techniques, catheter type and design, catheter management, prevention, diagnosis, and treatment of CLABSI.
The guideline aims to provide ICU healthcare professionals with best practices for central line management, ensuring
standardized clinical protocols for adult CLABSI.
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6 ok RCT #F5E, 1 30 A i 191 % BRAHE 52 2011 4F
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A A E (6% H 0, P=0.06), {8 A] AR 27 41 51
RAE KA (1% W 5%, P=0.005), Coupez &5
I Castelli 25" BBFFL I R il it S 22 HHe P4%
SR B S R R RS E L A
F8 g X Lk 3 30 RCT WFFE AT T 2526 40 My, 2ol
A 2769 flEE G5 R ER, Wil R L E SIS S
SE R AT A CLABST & AR R EF G245 L
(9/1 606 I 5/1 163;RR=1.42,95%CI }j 0.47 ~ 4.23,
P=0.53), {HH TI&mEEE , Brll GRADE JifE
%, B IR RGBT S A7 2 A5 A AE e A T 53
Mo ASHE B il A2 & 413 T 3kt G0 RO R A= )
A M4k % CLABSI A9 J PR, AN 180 3o 5 22 J A3 B
e CVC. (HAERRERIG IR S5t , LA 28 i A L 22
#% ECMO 1% 7% 221 5 =R 73 YT (continuous renal
replacement therapy, CRRT) 4 5 H , HAh 4L
FEOR IR RIS RE A 728 ) B A8, 2 fi) 8 TR, HL vl
S SRR e Tl D SR AR AR BT I DR 5 A T DA 28 3 22 i
AT, T IR A e i 40K A
PN E h BPS,

411 [A 11 : CVC B WS A7 20 BT AR
PEATEHE 2

RN : {4 K CLABSI &5 XU 78
FEWE M HPA Y, 2> CLABSI &
A= (553, IR REUEDE ).

W RIE « 7R AT CVC 4RI, 5™ k& 6 TG
AR R 3RS LAA 3 o R4 5 A R0 s B dsf
B TR R S B an o] 65 B ) 3 A 1
Gi—FriE. 1ICU N CVC W B 3008 FH A B4 W 66
AR K BUEES YA TR PR YA R SR . P
4 EE WS> CVC AT e R, iTRE SR MIE
CLABSI &A%

IEEEE 2 RGKAER, A 8 Uil 5 % EHAH
KXt BRI Agarwal 2 VST ISE S A il 8 5
5 R B W ARG R AR50 013/ T 54 H
1046/ T H , i A% & LIFRBHE A
AL (P<0.001), fH Gudiol 25 ™ BF5Y @R, 5
LRGN L, AR5 5 - IR - PR SR
R& A% CLABSI % /E 2%, Filippi 251 ' #£ % 4= )L ICU
W 2 B, 550 BEZE I 25 A OR B, 4 R P b R
FE W T > CLABSI 89 & 4 (6.6/ T 345 H
It 24.9/ T 54 H ; RR=0.28,95%CI } 0.13 ~ 0.60,
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P<0.01), Garland 2"/ ts % B8, 5 2 A= #Eh K
B WA EL (5 7 o B R B RT3 AR AR
JL CLABST &4 (2.3/ T3EH I 17.8/ 545 H;
RR=0.13, 95%CI } 0.01 ~0.57), AFEE X KR
8 WRFSE AT T AT, 45 BN PR 2
B WRT LA R CLABSI 8 % 4 3 (21/809 L
89/792 ; RR=0.24, 95%CI } 0.15 ~ 0.37, P<0.01),
{H IR GRADE [T =A%, A4 B il & 4L A2 900
R EGHERE

TEAS IR 259 BB W AL CLABST & A 35K
£ I, Bueloni %( 165175\})@, 175 A1 2 2 v Sk 7
Wk - PR KB R B RS A 0P E - MR EHE R
HIH 22 TG40 3L, AMSTAR-2 PR Al {5 G
Zhang 25 R R BT B R B WS A
HA WA /> CLABSI A B i 22 5%, AMSTAR-2
TN RIS R 2. T ABESE P BT 259 B
BN | F S AR 7 Bk, DRt A 4 g il
E A ICT A th B TE P ] Rl B 245 ) B A TR 7
4.12  [A)f 12 - CVC & Al T e il o 2

BEER: AWM CVC e i 6
(S5HERE AR R TR ).

WERIE: T CVC fEEE MR -
BADRE R TP ROs B, I R 5 A e i
i CVC e ) e (F 5 R B s
TR ERRE R R BUR IR e S e T 25k
CLABSI B s R 28, PR I 32 gk e 790 B 1 5, ANt
BUE LN CVC B il & o (HAE R 5 200 4 R
BERE MR 5 N, G R B I F5 ZEAUE 28 CVC
By v M A 3R 25 5 & A CLABST B KUK , e &
BB ZE CVC e il i

IEES T : 2 REKR, A 6 Ti51% EHAH
S BB SE (4 X BB 5T, 2 25 40 47) 1172
Shorr %511 28 AR /3T % TR, B T 40 40 M 5 0
CLABSI #7415 (OR=2.23,95%CI }y 1.43 ~ 3.52),
HAN £ /0, ¥15 CLABSIA##E1IEA K . Ricei
10NN Shy i o 3R 3 A A I R A 2R W E A Y
CVC 5] P4 Y. Erbay 257 % B8, % v 1fi 11
i 5 AR e IR 2 R AU HE A G (HR=2.3,
95%CI K 1.02~5.67, P=0.049), Thomas-Riiddel
a2 ST R, B I (OR=4.9, 95%C1
1.5~ 16.3) FiANEFE(OR=4.6,95%CI } 3.3 ~6.3)
BIR R A SR E RG0S R R R SR

AMSTAR-2 VAN AT {5 B 45, Rabelo 4517 4%
A3MT AN SRR 4 ~ 7 d Fa Il A R A B T
AR AMSTAR=2 VAN AT (5 AR . T8
Xt 3 T RCT BEFE O WEAT T 25407, 45 R,
Wi CVC $yELrgnf nT 2513 % 4= CLABSI
A XU (RR=3.60,95%CI 3 1.02 ~ 12.70,P=0.05),
(EARZEZ ST AEE R foy, S B 2 %, GRADE 1E#
J ARG, I LRG0 5 R S5

413 [n 13 EW O e B R AR TR
CLABSI By 427

WEEL MR RE R H R 2% ~ 4% &
CLEAEI, LLTIBT CLABSI ) & 4= (G 4f 77, v i i
UEHE ).

R A O e IH B F IR R,
A SRR, 5 R k3 e A B S R AU, T R
TR S8 R R, 10 BB AR IIE 505 B4 10 B R
H SO A AT R IR B0 2 P TR R 2 [T
R T B — 2 DR AP B ol 2 KB 38 B JOR: 3R T A4 A AT
WA B TR 25 4G 7. AT E R
W TE 2% ~ 4% , BAE BE B H A C E Bin v
CLABSI % A7) 4z 40 H JC I B R BRI, 7]
BRI HS

IEPE T« 22 RGSCHRES R, A 6 TRTHEM: 22
MXT R B RCT A58 L 7 O e 8 5 5 ML 4%
VXt ICU T B2 3% CLABSI & A= Rl 5yt 171800
2016 4F 1 W45 4 1 #1128 Uik ge i ) 25 4~ ICU
) 22 850 Al HLAE FE A P25 A2 400 b, 55 0 B2 AH
L, &5 H R H 2% #i %6 B R S O #2724 CLABSI
BRI B35 T (OR=0.50,95%CI 3 0.35 ~ 0.71,
P<0.001)""%) iZZER 00T AMSTAR-2 AN 0] {5 B2
WL 2022 4F 1 34N A 72 A4S ICU 34t 76 815 44
BE R RCT M R, S O 41 CLABSI & A2 A
FHURTAY 1.48/ T HBFERE H TREN 0.90/ T &4
Bé H (P=0.008 5;aHR=0.69,95%CI *} 0.46 ~ 0.87,
P=0.0172)""" AIERIXF FIR 6 BHFFE AT Meta
ST BN, 5T R 2H (195 129 4) M H, A 2 E
(193 002 fi]) CLABSI %&£ B . T B (1.05/ F1E B
HE 1.31/ 4Bt H ;RR=0.76,95%CI 3 0.65 ~ 0.89,
P=0.0008, 1’=34%), 13 T EZ 5058 Bos,
SO R BT BRI e 7 s 2 A s R A A
(carbapenem-resistant Klebsiella pneumoniae, CRKP)
CLABSI &4 (P=0.05), [A] i} [ 30% BT 9%
Y, 43 95 RIERE 136 4~ ICU S0t 5L T I5iF 2
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S BRI BB A RS A O E R KON, 0T
W& CLABSI &A™ X TR 10U fERz R,
FLA O E BT ASREA RG4S P I B T 250
LR 20 T iR 24 T g o LB R 1™

5 EEEE

5.1 (R 1: iz an el %t HORE B E &2 A CLABSI /Y
RS A T 1A 2

HEEEL U EE B H &4 CLABSI 1Y/
FEZ AT VAN, (L 46 « BA A RE R 58
FERE . R BESFRER, HMERnE A
PR A #2508 M EEAR DL IE 43 1T (acute physiology
and chronic health evaluation 11 , APACHET ). 534 .
BE PRI L 1 s S5 5 & A CLABSI | iy XU AH DG
(SSHERE , IR AP R T ).

YEFEIRIE O TR TR £ o b A B
FAE B CLABSI, iy 22 i A HRH OC XURS: R 3, i 4
S S S SN 1 B NI vl S o = e
FRUNE GO, L S BB B
85 ANTIRCIE ) R A AR AE IS L P AR BT R AR 2
(body mass index, BMI) =40 kg/m’. ¥ Jj5 /™ 5 4 JiF
(APACHE IT 343 ). JE Al 52 55 OB% PRI | 151 1l o0
i 1t A ) A

IEHE & 4« Ml SR &R, A 18 e SCHk g A
%3 M, Hodb 1 30 RCT ®F 5%, 14 30 (8] J5 4 BF 9%
3T RTMEERT T, A 6 AT A T
Jok 55 B T FR A R R DK A R CLABSI A 5210, 45
R, B Ik B AU B B (OR=3.21, 95%CI
ﬂ\] 210 ~ 4‘9())0 4 Iﬁbﬂ:?{{ 187-188, 190-191 ] Hﬁﬁ T é)ﬁ Ij‘]
ik 5 8 T #R K CE A CLABSI B9 52 1, 45
7R, BT 44 CLABSI XU B & (OR=3.18, 95%CI
ﬂ\] 1.68 ~ 6.02)0 4 Iﬁbﬂ:?{{ 185-186, 191-192 ] Hﬁﬁ T é)ﬁ Ij‘]
i bk 55 e Dk A, 45 R s, 3% CLABSI XUES:
24 (OR=1.20, 95%CI } 0.81 ~ 1.80). 73 4 Tl fiff
Gl 0 O R SRR 2 I A & LE CLABSI
KBS T (OR=2.52, 95%CI } 1.36 ~ 4.57), Ak,
Esteve 251V 3, S48 5 I ] 14 48 4 AT B3
CLABSI B XU (OR=1.118,95%CI }1 1.026 ~ 1.219),

B BB AL e B R AR F
CLABSI ) #1 ¢ f& & N % 2 —. BMI=40 kg/m’
(OR=2.19, 95%CI 4 1.19 ~ 4.04)" ™ £ 3 48 bR I
(OR=5.03, 95%CI }j 2.82 ~9.00)" 8- 11 195-190] ey
I (OR=3.20, 95%CI K 2.36 ~ 4.35)" 2" ., i
1L %5 % 95 (OR=2.66, 95%CI K 1.95 ~ 3.64)" ")

Ol A B A9 CLABST & A4E KUK . B8 Y
APACHE IT 43 R] 7y oF 5T iy 9 I i Je 4 XU (OR=
2.77,95%CI Fy 1.85 ~ 4.77)" 194 200202)

52 [ 2. IR LG PR AR S 05 ) 2 o AE SR
CLABSI fyi2 Wi it 2

WEEL : @0 T AR SEEAT
21, IR TR T 43 A ) AT G R T T DK A AR
&, NOZ R B CLABST 2 Wi £ (5547, I
EEE ).

EFREE XTSRRI S R
PIZBYIES & CLABSI 9 LAE S . 33 ey
Fige B R ARAE, GBI RS A AT LR A PEAL IR
X o S A AE M 5 A AR ORIy , DT A AR
AR A4S PR M

EAR ST : Buetti 2520 5@ 5 2524007, WAL T
T AR R IE S 5 CLABSI A9 CHK LA K AT Wb
LI RACF T BE TR B & A AT ARG R Y . BFSE
A 6976 5 F, 14 590 M F4F (101 182 4%
H ) F 114 51 £ 3 S48 M0 MR B 34 R AR AIE .
W52 3 L 1A R BB AR AE A 1938 1 (13.3% 5
OR=4.72, 95%CI N 3.18 ~7.00), £ il 1633 {4
(11.2%3;0R=3.21,95%CI } 2.09 ~ 4.93), ¥Jf 59 14
(0.4% ; OR=4.22, 95%CI 1 0.99 ~ 17.92), EHett43
W 251 1(1.7%; 0R=3.68,95%CI 3 1.68 ~ 8.05),
Jie P 43 W W 102 1] (0.7% ; OR=20.19, 95%CI 1y
10.36 ~39.37), FIEIRZEHERG, =1 MM REIEL
21 AR TR et o3 1 P R et b ) 5 S A5 A G
PRI 2 BEAH DG

HBCR HEZRA PG RS T U & 2E CLABSI 1)
DB o 1 3k vk A [ Je i BA B AF 9 2R B, PIST
() S48 PHPE RS SR AE U CLABST o (7 IR, &
SR PHME A K 5 0T DL s AR A AR (HE IR
HERE R R Mg M 1 TR,
FERAN A T A Yt TN AR S
AT IURE 7 1T i 7~ o B A et AR S, e 2
FERE TC U] BRG] 5 522 Y] DIAE R —Fh
AR A TR
6 [MENSEHEXMEMRBELENLE
6.1 [0 1. Il FR &€ 2 CLABSI i, b7 40 faf 4b 3
FE?

HEEI : I REE2 CLABSI B, S BUS IR R
A N4 (599, IR Il )

EFEE: ¥ & N2 E 2 CLABSI Y&
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YRR, F2 BRI IR I B i oG, AR
PRI o8 9 D PR RS o , T A 2 B A B A G
CLABSI % ik J§& JJy 22 F 1fi 245 1R A ¢ CLABSI, 75 /S
WS AP CVC 7R HL 38 B4 R e R
BB BRI L S TR O A
TR TLE B PEA

IEHE 4 47 W2 R S04 2R SCmk, LKA 16 0
WA 45 5 CLABSI #i i ¢ & W0 5, X BT 45 3C
Wk UE AT 25 24007, T T 8 GRADE WE 5 # 5. 45
R, B 54 BE 3 %I CLABSI R 5E %
(OR=0.17, 95%CI H 0.05 ~0.57)" 1202531 4 5]
JE 78 BR TR A ¢ CLABSI 9% 5E % (OR=0.08, 95%CI
j‘j 002 - 0‘30){206—207, 209-210, 212-213 ] ; 12 h lj;] ﬁ ;BE'\:, Xd_
A B I AU R I 5 W 25 57 0 e 12 7 L (OR=0.61,
95%CI 3 0.07 ~5.31)" 2140 48 h PIRAS AT o341
B 48 % (OR=0.41, 95%CI 7 0.22 ~ 0.78) 2%,
3 d RS T 30 d JRFER (OR=0.13, 95%CI Hy
0.04 ~ 0.38)"7 2170 5 P A% ] [ A% A 2% B PR AT 1 AR
K CLABSI W Ifil i /9 & & % (OR=0.01, 95%CI
0.00 ~ 0.06)" "2 ) 5 T i} 44 457 1T 4 3 Tk 25 1 A 5
CLABSI 9 30 d Ji4ER (OR=0.11, 95%CI 4 0.06 ~
0.20)" 2% 27 6 T Uk [ B P A R 1 CLABSI
BE WAL AT B, BR RS R BN R B
TRILE R H (P=0.046)"", TEE SE T BE
S IV 25 TR TR S P UL S R 0 5 2 X 2
6.2 [nJfH 2 . I REEL CLABSI I, IV AT
A N B G 4 PP EBR B 7

WEEL : INAKSEZ CLABSI, HEH O 2R E
SR U NN 2y d i Wi B R N A 1% el e
BRPEER TR R , BT s ).

YRR - A A BRI )2 20 CLABSI (198 Ul
i SRR 2 R % CoNS 3 A7 77 HY 428 P bR it 25
P, PR TR SR 22 S0 MR IR Y 7 IR I A 55 6T 2 B ik L
AIEERPLE 25

TEHE AT : T 1 I B 5T s, I
Yo e S v (R AR BRI R A RN 31.8% .
Zhang %572 3@ 3 X8 A B9 15 T RCT WF58F1 9 33
[l B3 1k A 5 R AT 25 A5 40 B R B, A 4 € 4 BR
PR ILAE L 0 R R B A B R R E G R
(OR=0.58,95%CI } 0.41 ~0.82,P=0.002,1°=0%)
FIG PR I8 A1 2 (0OR=0.53, 95%CI Fj 0.42 ~ 0.68,
P<0.01, I’=3%) ; (H 5K LEHEML, T ER
2 W 3R A R (OR=0.58, 95%CI 5 0.41 ~0.82,

P=0.002) Fl It K G & % (OR=0.53, 95%CI N
0.42 ~ 0.68, P<0.01) B,
6.3 A 3 . I PR5EES CLABSI I, 25 T E AT
ST T B R L B EART B

WEEI G KEEZ CLABSI B, [ 454 Y Hi i
Frr e i 6 R R 2 P 7 2 2 2 BAPEAT T (BPS ),

#EFF R IR : U7 4F Ok CLABSI A 25 2% B 1 41 14
5 17% ~25% PB4 29 50% HE 2% B FT S 5
CLABSI (05U 8 T2 B 2578 . i, IR
5%E12 CLABSI N5 2 S0P 5 55 =2 B PEAT R

EHE 44 « 3R E A T 2 A o, 2 PR
PS80 CLABSIH UL J5 R 2 R AL F8 R e A 1A
i 498 ST AR L S R ST T AR R A B
ML Bh S35 AR AE | v 20 e 2D B T 2R 40
PEIPIRE | SRS B S E REA A | BRI S H K T
% MR TR MR B TCU A B e ) S K ) AR
H I RGP R S BAPERT . SRR S A B
F . B- WIS ol 7 B M BT TR 2 1 o T
FH T2 35 55 22 B AT 5 350 i B e i 2 e PR YR
JET HIE B- NEREE h FORA S BE K
it B R R AU R IR BUR 259, FLAE
B~ PRI 0 70 AT B0 R 4 — 28 B- N BERER,
WX T T3 B AR e T i S e XSS
SE LK R, IR G el FH 2 i Ak FR 2
6.4 [ 4 . IMPREES CLABSI I, 2 BT E AT
ST R T AR

AR IKEEZ CLABSI B, £ 54314
BR A 1 5 1 R 2R H R A W AR e i), % e
WM S SR EIAYT (SR, IR R ).

R X T 20U SRR IR YT o E
POZLEA 75 1 A W RS 0 , A6 2 A AP e e
i | BRI K S T e DRI T (R
/SRS B L IR RSB ME S T IE
HMBFFAR AT SBRR e TR 4
F N FR K ) SR 2 A R

TEB AT« 1 TRTHETETT ST B, R A T 20
CLABSI %A= 2 7E e sl bk 48 b I 3 v T At B
A (16.67% H 1.92%, P=0.035)"2', HHF5E
R, SEAR M (OR=3.11, 95%CI 5 1.75 ~ 5.53).
AN EFE (OR=2.65, 95%CI Jj 1.39 ~ 5.06) FIjij
AP A #IGIT (OR=2.22, 95%CI 3 1.03 ~4.79)
JEAERIE CLABSI ffai I, %1 F IcU 3%,
Z N E Logistic M4 /R , BRI 24 H A%
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T E R ( DU T B =1 (sequential organ
failure assessment, SOFA) ffif & ) 2 & ¥k # CLABSI
flME— TR SR N 2 . 2012 4F Andes 257 4
X7 35 RCT #1141 915 5 (8 35 8% e ok F 2 1 -t
PIRIFSE B , B TR R DU IRYT 5 1R B SR
JERYL FB 3 I AL T B AR C (OR=0.65, 95%CI 5
0.45~0.94, P=0.02), ZRMHEFIRYT 2
TR P E, BEAE 3 N H A H ki SRR MR i) 5 35 T AR
2 s SRl I OB 7

6.5 [l 5. QAT 4 v (A A A R IR T E CLABSI
BT 2547

W 1 H A P AR 4 o (0 8 4 BR 1A
(methicillin-susceptible Staphylococcus aureus, MSSA )
T3 CLABSI 7% JEAE 45 S W PG AR K A RIS T
B- N b AT 5 I FH IR FE 2 R b IR i 2
Yy CRdfes , b o e ).

HEFE R 2 M H AV AR 4 o R A BRI
(methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus, MRSA ) 5
Y CLABSI 2 BB ISR 259 (3547, 11K
Frimibds ) B0 L RS CRIERE , BT ik ).

YRR TE ¢ 4P (0 A BRI 2 53X CLABSI A9
W OOLIR IR . X MSSA T8 CLABSI BYI6)T H , %
JEENH A s AR = ARS R R A HAL B- DI
i 28253697 MSSA 741 s SR A9 XU, H #ip
7 250 % L Tk P S A G AR S e >4
BEAN, T BRI IR & F IR BT s 25, 3
IRTT MSSA BYARSMNEPE RN PR R A, BRI I AN
WA T B A MSSA VAYFIY 25 22, |
HII MRSA Jir3 CLABSI BUFRIEIRY T A2 7 1 85 R Bk
FEHmEDY L A, KA B g — Ak R &
YU 2, AT ISR T, LR 4 v
EJEREA (£ MRSA ),

IEHE 9 T : & RS SCHk K &, IR A 7 i fE
MSSA HRFAl Sk 76 e i 55 FL At e B 24 4 A 7 06T
EL A BIF 5, 45 SR 2, S 6 s ok BT I S A1 E
F(RR=0.35, 95%CI 4 0.15~0.85, P=0.02, I’=
899 ) 2 242 A YT i K (RR=0.77, 95%CI K
0.68 ~ 0.86, P<0.001, I°=9%)"*"" 22 Fn2h H A
KW (RR=0.41, 95%CI 5 0.27 ~ 0.61, P<0.001,
1°=43%) 2428 g MSSA 97, A AR
TIF 5 F S5 SR P BRI (k) Sk A ms bk T 3 7697 A
w% , #ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%{&ﬁ%%{”ﬂ 244,250-252 | R

7E MRSA JA Y7 H1, 2020 4F Ye 252 %) 6 35 B

FEUAT T EH IR R, TR EREES B- N
Pk iz 7T 4 %6 T U0 E 975 2 [ 39250 22 (mean difference,
MD) =-1.06, 95%CI }j -1.53 ~-0.60, P<0.001 ).
AR, AR 8 RCT AT 352 44
MRSA [ IfiAE £, 25 3 & B B b i AR E TR 97
(I BRIGALER) ML, A ERITES B-
BEM AR TUS Y HAh, B RGRE, I
AT TG H Sk A 5 B v 25 07 AL RCT
W5, 459 R, Sk A L % B PR IA YT BT R B 35 4
FhrrEIRYy [ BREHEF 4 T A (surface under the
cumulative ranking curve, SUCRA ) : 68.5% Lt 43.4% )
T8 £ IAYT (SUCRA : 68.5% . 18.0%) ; 1E1H
AW B R T T, Sk 2 A (SUCRA 2 81.7%),
IMEE R WU EDIE R FIRZ (SUCRA : 48.2%), Tfii
T ZEF 2% (SUCRA : 20.1%) 22

6.6 [ 6. Wi &£ CoNS JIF £ CLABSI A4 #
2547

HEEE R L P VYA UK CoNS F 5 Y
CLABSI, 25 J& 1% £ S V8 AR ol Sk A ms ki o7 (55544
1, TR ).

HEFE K 2: P S P25 CoNS 7 2 1
CLABSI, % IR B KRBT 2503097 (5542 X
i EdE ).

¥ R B : CoNS J2 IfiL 97 2% Y v & U A9 99 DI
B, Ho 709 BA T PE MK TR 250 %, CoNS &
0 CLABSI 1R 538 7 5 B & B 7 3% 4 1 JE gL A
%o KT H R P ARSI CoNS 301 CLABSI (82,
AT P S PG AR S At 5 X Y 4P AR 24
CoNS T2 CLABSI, 1] %5 & FPHE RS Be i 259
‘Iﬁﬁmﬁﬂo

IEFESHT : CoNS T2 CLABSI FIHTHTIRIT 54
WOHEERERLL. SRFGERKR, LA 3 T CoNS
T2 CLABSI (8 it FH MR RIS B B 245 9 i 1 PR AF
FE L0 AR E R AT A R B, ST
B R AL, A SRS BT 25 (FRHT ik L ik
TR LT ) BAT S A I PRAE R G R YT
T I 2R (A X 22 (relative deviation, RD) =-0.14,
95%CI H —0.48 ~ —0.06, P=0.02 ), MR R E,
PRALERN RO & AR 22 I G 2E 8 L (RD=
0.01, 95%CI H -0.18 ~0.21, P=0.89),

6.7  [A)87 . WAy 58 45 i BR B I 2 CLABSI AP B8
2547
EEE A B- WEERISHT & 25 W) iU Bk

il
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R 2L CLABSI, %5 [ £ 20N AR, 4 Bk
BN T B- Nt bt i 25 Wy i 24 sl i i, %
JEAE FIHE IR BT 25 (S5  AIRBTEIEE ).

HEFF IR : 0 T BK TR 5 80 CLABSI B3R77 H
A AR TESEATFR . H AL BB T MR e R 2
POMRIRYT o S 20 A, &0 PUARAY T 25 545 LA
BRI BR T = ) HAW S AU i BR T TP ey, 25 1l
WERRZEIRYTY o PUR 259 10077 R H AT i Bz B
B RCT WFFEIESE, R 5 ARG PR sl 7 ~
14 d 702720 b Bk e 5 R O P
SR LR 70, DR A7 A T B R R e Bk 5 AT
OB PP 2 A R O N IR

TEHE 53 47 - VBRG0S0
POARSE B- NS BT 259 L 0 B R A T
P SR AR B AR 1 T B ST EAG T
HhEER S B- MM BT I 25 )0 20 U AR AU
g B T 5 S8 R I S U ARSI, 45 2R 7
# 30 d SRR E R G IF R Ak,
1 351 [l BRI S8 UE S , 45 52 M KT i 25 W in o7 2
%5k CLABSI S35 YR AL 0 25 & THeZ B- M
ke bt o 25903697 # (26.1% H 11.1%, P=0.015),
[vi) B3 JIK S0 1 28 6 7 2 R 3 AR T A S T
%%(273'0
6.8 [/l 8 - U] e FF R 2 BAEAT T4 BT 8 CLABSI
AP RIZ5 47

RS 1 2BV 2 200 CLABSI,
HRAE 2GS R BT 25057 (BPS ),

HEFEE I 2: kT B0 28 M 2 4 xR0 Y
(carbapenem~—resistant Pseudomonas aeruginosa,
CRPA) S EH9 CLABSI, £ BUAR 1 25 80 B AT iR
I7 o XETHEIR PRI 25 2r S R AR TR (difficult-to-treat
resistance Pseudomonas aeruginosa, DTR-PA ), Rk
FLIEFL - APk IRIGY Y (353, Th TR IE ).
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