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Abstract
AIM: To analyze the detection of Campylobacte
jejuni in patients with diarrhea.

METHODS: The detection of Campylobacte jejuni
in patients with diarrhea was analyzed retro-
spectively. The clinical characteristics includ-
ing patient sex, age, area for examination, and
month distribution were analyzed.

RESULTS: The positive rate of Campylobacte jeju-
ni was higher than that of Campylobacter coli in the
years of 2012 and 2013 (6.14% vs 0.16%, 6.20% vs
0.14, P < 0.05). There was no significant difference
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for the detection rate of Campylobacte jejuni be-
tween the years of 2012 and 2013 (6.14% vs 6.20%,
P > 0.05). The positive rates of Campylobacte jejuni
in males were higher than those in females in pa-
tients with summer diarrhea in the years of 2012
and 2013, but the differences were not significant
(6.46% vs 5.60%, 6.52% vs 5.62%, P > 0.05). The
detection of Campylobacte jejuni in patients with
summer diarrhea in the years of 2012 and 2013
was mainly distributed in the age groups of <1
and 16-45 years, although there were no signifi-
cant differences in the positive rates between dif-
ferent age groups (9.33%, 3.31%, 6.25%, 6.60% ,
2.44% vs 2.17%; 9.36%, 2.84%, 6.35%, 6.72%, 1.96%
vs 0.00%, P > 0.05). The positive rates of Campylo-
bacte jejuni in the years of 2012 and 2013 were sig-
nificantly higher in out-patients than in inpatients
(7.56% vs 2.37%, 7.82% vs 2.40%, P < 0.05). The
positive rates of Campylobacte jejuni in the years of
2012 and 2013 showed no significant differences
among different months (6.00%, 6.28% vs 6.14%;
6.09%, 6.33% vs 6.17%, P > 0.05). The positive
rates of Campylobacte jejuni in summer in the years
of 2012 and 2013 were significantly higher than
those in the winter of 2012 (1.82%, 6.14% vs 1.82%,
6.20% vs 1.82%, P < 0.05).

CONCLUSION: Campylobacte jejuni was one of
the major pathogens of summer diarrhea.

© 2014 Baishideng Publishing Group Inc. All rights
reserved.
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