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wuuskualadaedugadnludiuleuzise

ugs vanduns' 99RIINIIN  AuTWAIUET
naANT yeyuIn? Tunun RIS
UNANED LUULN AN LIREEIAIugaTNVe LYo uUATILTY (antibiogram) 1udeyaiidl

mwddalunsidenldendnuilsaindedssiunsunsiunanisimzideuazaiulsesn
(empirical therapy) LLazéTqLﬂu%’agaﬁm%’um'iammmmi??amsumLﬂ“gasluiiqwmma N19398
Tuafaiifunsfnudoyadounds Tfnguazasdifiefnnuuuiliuniulidosvenie
wuaiiiSe Aldaindsdingiavesiiaensise andunziSauiend senine Tna. 2562-2564
31,@5?315%’@@”611%1%’ 95% confidence interval, odds ratio W& chi-square test mﬂ%’aga
N13MTIVINATILVINVDIURURNI98TYINeN Mamzideduun slauaznaaoua It e
suaaLsﬁyaiuﬁqdamsmsuaaéﬂaamsL%q 16un Yaaey iauve vuss den uazdy 1 wuLoTavn
2,100 isolate wazide 5 Sustuwsn TouA £.coli (23%), P, aeruginosa (12%), K. pneumoniae
(11%), Enterococcus spp. (7T%) waz Acinetobacter spp. (4%) W0 E coli fiaulasesn
ﬂ@:m Carbapenem, Piperacillin-tazobactam way Amikacin 11nn31508az 90 Lﬁ'aﬁﬁauﬂa
970 antibiogram 113LAT 1N UI T efina1ulase8 Amoxycillin/Clavulanic acid waz
Gentamycin Lﬁuﬁuaﬂwaﬁﬁaﬁqﬁ@wwaaﬁa (OR; 1.77, 95%Cl; 1.10 — 2.87, P=0.019) way
(OR; 2.61, 95%Cl; 1.59 - 4.28, P<0.001) A1ua16U P. aeruginosa dmi1ulineel Colistin
wnnindesay 99 uasnuindeiaulases Imipenem intueehaiifodfymnsedn (OR;
2.42, 95%Cl; 1.23 - 4.75, P=0.010) K. pneumoniae finulinos1 AN unnninseuag 90
warduullyy ?;J 2Y1LNBU NNy 9 leun Ceftazidime, Cefotaxime, Ceftriaxone, Cefepime,
Doripenem, Imipenem, Meropenem, Ciprofloxacin k& & Trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole
pg1ldsd1AYN19adf (OR; 0.3-0.4, 95%Cl; 0.23-0.91, 0.24-0.94, 0.20-0.80, 0.21-0.86,
0.12-0.98, 0.21-1.24, 0.21-1.24, 0.23-0.89, 0.23-0.91 @1UA1AU P<0.05) Enterococcus
spp. finulafe Vacomycin 1nnnindeuas 88 wariluuiliulinesn Ciprofloxacin uay
Erythromycin Lﬁm%uaéwqﬁﬁaﬁwﬁwwaﬁa (OR; 3.909, 95%Cl; 1.20-12.76, P=0.024) was
(OR; 4.929, 95%Cl; 1.01-24.126, P=0.049) Augd1du daulu T w.a. 2564 wuitenesn
Penicillin kaz Ampicillin Lﬁm%uaﬂﬂaﬁﬁaﬁﬂﬁmquaﬁa (OR; 0.385, 95%Cl; 0.15-0.97,
P=0.042) waz (OR; 0.309, 95%Cl; 0.12 - 0.81, P=0.017) 9 &9 U Acinetobacter spp. il
aralasesn Colistin annnindesas 95 fuwalduies Doripenem Tudl w.¢.2563-2564
Wutusgiaiitedn fry (OR; 0.257, 95%Cl; 0.07-0.89, P=0.033) wag (OR; 0.148, 95%Cl;
0.04-0.60, P=0.008) Anud1AU (371587515AL2459 2566,43:13-25)

AdAey: wuuskumhsessugaTn WeRes NS

'ngununeSinernddnuazimaiianisunmg aa1luusisuend
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Abstract Antibiogram is an important data regarding to antimicrobial selection during

microbial culture procedure (empirical therapy). This data can be use to monitoring
trends of antimicrobial resistance in hospital. The objective of this retrospective study
is to monitoring trend of antimicrobial susceptible among bacterial pathogens in cancer
patients at The National Cancer Institute during 2019 - 2021. Data were analyzed by
descriptive statistical method which are 95% Confidence interval, Odds ratio and
Chi-square test. The data of culture and sensitivity test in microbiology laboratory
which specimen were urine, sputum, pus, body fluid and blood culture found 2,100
isolations. Top 5 of common isolations were E. coli (23%), P. aeruginosa (12%) followed
by K. pneumoniae (11%) Enterococcus spp. (7%) and Acinetobacter spp. (4%). E. coli
were susceptible to carbapenem, TZP and AN mostly 90% and trend of antimicrobial
sensitivity to AMC and GM were increase significantly (OR; 1.77, 95%Cl; 1.10-2.87,
P=0.019) and (OR; 2.61 95%Cl; 1.59-4.28, P<0.001) respectively. P. aeruginosa were
susceptible to CT mostly 99% and trend of antimicrobial to IPM were increase
significantly (OR; 2.42 95%Cl; 1.23-4.75, P=0.010). K. pneumoniae were susceptible to
AN mostly 90% and trend of antimicrobial resistant significant to CAZ, CTX, CRO, EP,
DOR, IPM, MEM, CIP and SXT were decrease (OR; 0.3-0.4, 95%Cl; 0.23-0.91,
0.24-0.94, 0.20-0.80, 0.21-0.86, 0.12-0.98, 0.21-1.24, 0.21-1.24, 0.23-0.89, 0.23-0.91,
respectively, P<0.05). Enterococcus spp. were susceptible to VA mostly 88% trend of
antimicrobial to CIP and E were increase significantly (OR; 3.909, 95%
Cl; 1.20-12.76, P=0.024) and (OR; 4.929, 95%Cl; 1.01-24.126, P=0.049) respectively. In
2021 sensitivity trend to P and AMP decrease (OR;0.385, 95%Cl; 0.15 - 0.97, P=0.042)
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and  (OR;0.309, 95%Cl; 0.12-0.81, P=0.017) respectively. Acinetobacter spp. were
susceptible to CT mostly 95% and trend of antimicrobial sensitivity to DOR in
2020- 2021 decrease significantly (OR; 0.257, 95%Cl; 0.07-0.89, P=0.033) and (OR;0.148,
95%Cl; 0.04-0.60, P=0.008), respectively. (Thai Cancer J 2023; 43:13-25)

Keywords: antibiogram, antimicrobial resistance, cancer
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WemegnJulgymansisuauidfyvesuseinadig 4 Malan! Siunsdsewmalne dwasiu
auam Lsedadenesnuilinduidulsansnuliladnass wazinavinliliaiusadnwinisiudae
A A o P | 2.2 ¢ PRy Y % ) ' A )
au 9 Wesnwlatawas 1w use? sudalsandianuinivtlunissnw wu nswadsuedeir Ugn
dnalunsean MellmsglsansenisinwdinanyiligUlsilenainenazdnidedinainnisinige
pnlufiennlglanalunistesiutazsnen uanandeNlslunissnenenesdnisunsieuinnii
siwnaniteniagldlaudnui waslinalignsnisdetinasvunsetisuuiy dilgaldanelu
MsshwneuIaiiganndu’® naaunisalfenarinlisguialnediuiennuddgueslymuazm
LWINIAIUANAIIUTULSIVBUTOR 081 FILFMNUALNUENSAERSNI5IANTISITaRBEIR1uaTNlY
Uszinalng U w.a. 2560-2564 et viune fio annsUae N19018 LagRanIznunILAsYgRanie
dy dy 6 o 1 ¥ ¥ = d' a wa
NTBABYT WHUENTANEANTAINAILIvENENTOUTEHELIANATEUARUES W.A. 2565 WaukuUUR
N1SUMITIAAIUNIABEIAILgaTNRBLlolusTELN 2 WA, 2566-2570 Na1IbAINMUIEIIULTNIS
a1ssagusean uneuiaiunumddglunisuilalgmnisiiouasnisunsnszaeenosfnu
= v o A v o X % a ] ' = a a o & % a o
3TN fatuiialin1sdnnislaymnisheendugatmduliegraiused@nsain Sududedinisiamn
seuutasiuuarmiunuMsfoefugadnluan unguiagesioliios
PoyauuuunuAdLlises (antibiogram) Ao N1sviasusliuuNsieeIveLToalNusaY
S 56 .Y a wa A a & Yo o AN oA B P wa ¢ & = &
yiln*¢ Mo URN159a3Ing wlugiaviasused welimsiuigUinisalnisnesmsenisnuiie
agnluksiazlsanegiuta Fadeyaninanniiuseloydsounng wmallan1sunng wazyaainInig
nswnng WeUsaliugURnsaluazaniunsaliesesiluudazlssnguiatiy 9 antibiogram 9.8y

o w

JoyavlgatuayuszuunIAuaNmiuguanisideliussnuduaslsafniiseg1amvanzay tie

anlonakazAudwansiiaeney’ dusslevidisunndanduladenldenlunsshugiae

oAU (empirical therapy) naunazlasunsiunanisinzidolazuanadaunulIneg

a a

WU URN159aT93Me nquaunendiverddnuazinaiianisunnd aondunzsausiand 3
MNAUINIn IR eimeies U ian1saindsdnsiagiieuavatiuayuivinisaunisunng
< 1 4 A ! o & & v < ! a a (4
unmbgaunieniidnsulunsihseiasenssngluandunsisaieand lngn1snsialiamey
Juunrenuaiiisunalsa n1snaaeuauliviosn s1usIdoyaluuuNuAINLIRBE1VDUTD
(antibiogram) tauoIANTLNNGBE1sBLTEY waraIndayavesUseinalnedeliinisdaii

[

antibiogram e thetamzlsnunss friddeddianuaulayiideiaunauiugadiivel ey
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v a L3 dy dy S a Y < 1Y ] ¥ 6 v
Toyafanuaniun1sainishse1vendenuaiiselutieunse uazmeunstoyairluldusslominu
AUreuesdldegnaiuszdnsam

% ad

VHAUATIAINS

fedansaa

'
1 v

dsdangraanguhousdeiidnaniunssnuily aondunzifauiend senined we. 2562-
2564 uazinanseTvlieTsinMaosjiRnnsgadiiner mesuunviaveadenuaiiGerelsnuas
npgountlesventeluddinga 1iun Jaaniy waune wues e body fluid wazdy 9
mMsinzuenuaznsuunsiinvesdauuaiisedalsa

fidomnzunidolasnsldomaisadeiidarudime vhinissuundemudnumsves
lalall foudunsy nageuauantanITIall mualienMsUjiRuLuafiieLars dmiulsameiuia
Auduazlssmeruiavhll nsuivenmansnisunmd nsvseansnsnae® NAFOULATIUANANTIAOE
DL EEREERE 55174 Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute (CLSI)’ wag European
Committee on Antimicrobial Susceptibility Testing (EUCAST)™
nmsnaseuanulasesvenTouuaiiFerdelsa

nagouawlifes1vendenuaiiseldudnnis broth dilution method (microbroth
dilution technique) ATIVIATIZRGIEAS0I8RILTR Thermo Scientific Sensititre nanlag Thermo
Scientific Usgineanigowwsni Usenaunig \A383 AIM Automated Inoculation Delivery System
dmfunseadeiiusuainuguaiuuinsg1udl 0.5 McFarland standard ifielsiiuunandewmindy
1.5x10° CFU/mL vgaaiionsuu MIC plate (Sensititre) tiolfidonauivarsfuqainitndeveglu
Mauua MIC plate Aauidudusing 9 luusuasiviifu (50u0) st lUvmnzided 3537
garwaldua a1 16-24 93119 81uNaRIeLA38a Ther OptiRead Automated Fluorometric Plate
Reading System ldwdnn1staniaiesuamigeaisaisuduiotaeuguiliinduntelunquuy MIC
plate Uszananamelusunsy SWIN™ Software System Tupouiiawmes!t sneeuanduliunutos
ﬁqmﬁmmmﬁu&ﬁdﬁ minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC)
N13AUANAMAINNITATIANATIEH

ﬂﬁUﬂuﬂmﬂ’]WﬂﬁMi’J‘ﬁLﬂi’wﬁﬁ’lEJL%@N’Wﬁ;ﬁﬁu E. coli ATCC 25922, P. aeruginosa ATCC
27853, S. aureus ATCC 29213, K pneumoniae ATCC 700603, K. pneumoniae BAA 1705, S.
aureus ATCC 43300 way E. faecalis ATCC 512998

AN53ASIZRTaUA

Y

a

TefanAdanssaun (descriptive statistics) lieasurganwaginly laun Sruiuanud Sovas
LaEdEDALTIILATIZN (analytical statistics) Imald logistic regression ALAS1ERAILUTLTUAY

(univariable) BMIANUFUNUSVDUIDADNITNDUAUDIABYNTIALAILUT ALY W.A. 2562 - 2564

'
o w A Y

IneAmunszAUledIRgyN P<0.05 JANuLANA1Ia19itsE

[y

ANISEDR

o
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HaNISANEY
FewuafisunelsafiwenlaaindedinsisvesdUisuziSeluaniduuzisuiend senined
W.A. 2562-2564 WULHBYIIWNA 2,100 isolate WuLd® 5 duduusn laun e E.coli infigndnidu

Sovaz 23 509931 P, aeruginosa Sowaz 12 Aume K pheumonia Sowaz 11 Enterococcus spp.

25 -
20 -

15 -

ZJ U u B =

E. coli P. aeruginosa K. pneumonia Enterococcus spp. Acinetobacter spp.

Sawar 7 wag Acinetobacter spp. Sevar 4 faguil 1

JUN 1 uaneleavveadiouuailisennusening U w.a. 2562-2564

a

Sethdeyanisnaasuauladesidaiiu antibiogram voudeuuaiiedinulugiae
antuupusiannd 5 Susuiinuaniant wa. 2562-2564 uagianduameeda el
aruilesiugadnvendousiasaia fail

W8 E. coli fimilasesn Ngy carbapenem, Piperacillin-tazobactam (TZP) Wag Amikacin
(AN) snnninseeay 90 sesasuduen Cefoxitin (FOX) Seuay 76-80, Gentamycin (GM) Seeay 47-
70 dauenwindu q faulifesas 31-59 snifu Ampicilin (AMP) Siaaula¥esay 10-12 Wt
Y9399 antibiogram 11 TiAT1zsivwwaliunailadesmuinge £.coli fanulasios) AMP, ngu
cephems, ﬂa::u carbapenem, mju fluoroquinolone wag Trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole (SXT)
uansinaifuegnalaifideddey sniu Amoxycillin/Clavu (AMO) 1wl w.a. 2563 feuilufintuetisdl
Soddyn1eada (OR; 1.77, 95%Cl; 1.10-2.87, P=0.019) wazlud w.a. 2564 GM finaulaifindu

Y 1Y

agnafiifuddaynnsada (OR; 2.61, 95%Cl; 1.59-4.28, P<0.001) #an15197 1

AN9197 1 wan % Susceptible (%S) Yoo E coli ¥ WA 2562-2564

3 3 3
2562 2563 2564 U 2563 U 2564
No (isolate) 129 210 147
pntimicrobial agent %S %S %S Odd 95%Cl| P Odd 95%Cl P
ratio ratio
Penicillins AMP 12 10 12 0844  042-1.70 0637 1060  051-2.20  0.875
Cephems CAZ 57 59 56 1106 071-1.72 0656 0968  0.60-1.56  0.893
CTX 42 41 31 0963 062150 0869 0.633  0.39-1.04  0.069
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CRO a1 a3 33 1.075 0.69-1.68 0.748  0.710 0.44-1.17 0.184
FOX 76 80 79 1.265 0.75-2.14 0.381 1.184 0.67-2.08 0.559
FEP 49 52 a6 1.131 0.73-1.75 0.583  0.902 0.56-1.45 0.669
Inhibitor comb. AMC 64 76 71 1.773 1.10-2.87 40019  1.340 0.81-2.22 0.256
TZP 91 92 90 1.164  0.54-2.53 0.700  0.903 0.41-2.00 0.801
Carbapenem DOR 98 99 98 2476 0.41-1.50 0324 1726  0.28-10.50 0553
ETP 98 98 96 1.226 0.27-5.57 0.792  0.560 0.14-2.28 0.418
IPM 98 99 98 2476 041-1502 0324  1.143 0.23-5.76 0.872
MEM 98 98 99 1.226 0.27-5.57 0.792  1.726 0.28-1050 0.553
Aminoglycoside AN 98 100 100 - - - - - -
GM ar 50 70 1.115 0.72-1.73 0.628  2.610 1.59-4.28 4<0.001
Fluoroquino-lone  CIP 32 30 36 0.920 0.57-1.48 0.730  1.210 0.74-2.00 0.455
LEV 32 33 37 1.073 0.67-1.72 0.768  1.283 0.78-2.11 0.327
Folate SXT 45 43 50 0918 0.59-1.43 0.705  1.208 0.75-1.94 0.436

nuIYLnRe: Ampicillin (AMP), Ceftazidime (CAZ), Cefotaxime (CTX), Ceftriaxone (CRO), Cefoxitin (FOX),

Cefepime (FEP), Amoxycillin/Clavu (AMQ), Piperacillin-tazobactam (TZP), Doripenem (DOR), Ertapenem (ETP),

Imipenem (IPM), Meropenem (MEM), Amikacin (AN), Gentamycin (GM), Ciprofloxacin (CIP), Levofloxacin (LEV)

wag Trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole (SXT)

\¥o P. aeruginosa ini1ulisee colistin (CT) wnninfesay 99 sesasundueing

aminoglycoside $98az 71-84 G}’m@h&lmju carbapenem 398z 60-62 untIuU Imipenem (IPM) $o8

ay 25-45 91ngu fluoroquinolone So8ag 59-65 81U cephems 508ay 56-69 wav Inhibitor

combination Fagaz 55-61 Lile1Uayadn antibiogram uAiATgvivIkualdualIfes) wui

P. aeruginosa #nulasiosngy cephems, TZP, ngu aminoglycoside, ngal fluoroguinolone, CT,

Doripenem (DOR) a8 Meropenem (MEM) fianuunnsnsiuegslufideday sniuen IPM Tud

w.A. 2564 Smnaluiintuseeditoddunieada (OR; 2.42, 95%C; 1.23-4.75, P=0.010) Fim13797i 2

A9 2 WARY % Susceptible (%S) aTa P. aeruginosa T N.A. 2562-2564

U Y Y
2562 2563 2564 U 2563 U 2564
No (isolate) 87 98 71
Odd Odd
Antimicrobial agent %S %S %S ratio 95%(Cl P ratio 95%Cl P
CAZ 58 56 69 0.987  0.55-1.77 0.964 1.648 0.85-3.18 0.137
Cephems FEP 62 63 69 1.052 0.58-1.91 0.867 1.361 0.70-2.64  0.363
Inhibitor comb. TZP 55 61 58 1.283 0.71-2.31 0.406 1.110  0.59-2.10 0.746
DOR 62 60 65 0.925 0.51-1.67 0.795 1.124  0.59-2.16 0.724
Carbapenem IPM 25 39 a5 1.871 0.95-3.52 0.052 2424  1.23-4.75 f0.0lO
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MEM 60 61 62 1.063 0.59-1.92 0.840 1.097 0.58-2.09 0.778
AN 76 84 79 1.631 0.79-3.37 0.187 1.188 0.56-252  0.654
Aminoglycoside GM 71 74 7 1.177  0.62-2.25 0.622 1.386 0.67-2.85 0.377
Fluoroquino- CIP 60 64 59 1.212  0.67-2.20 0.528 0.975 0.52-1.85 0.938
lone LEV 60 65 65 1.150 0.63-2.10 0.648 1.124 0.59-2.16  0.724
lipopeptide cT 100 99 99 - - - - - -

nU18Lu e : Ceftazidime (CAZ), Cefepime (FEP), Piperacillin-tazobactam (TZP), Doripenem (DOR), Imipenem

(IPM, Meropenem (MEM), Amikacin (AN), Gentamycin (GM), Ciprofloxacin (CIP), Levofloxacin (LEV) wag Colistin

(CT)

\Wo K. pneumoniae aNulifee AN wnnnindesay 90 seasudu carbapenem Souas

77-92 muniy GM Sosay 79-86, TZP Sesay 68-81, FOX Savay 71-74, Cefepime (FEP) S08ay

54-75, Ceftazidime (CAZ) Saway 49-68, Cefotaxime (CTX) Spway 45-63 way Ceftriaxone (CRO)

Joway 45-67, ¥1nau fluoroquinolone Soeay 43-72 Uay folate Souay 49-68 LilaU1UoYAIN

antibiogram wntas1gmuualiunisaulanes) wuinl w.e. 2564 e K. pneumoniae finula

anawdonosnfiutuiounneia i CAZ, CTX, CRO, FEP, DOR, IPM, MEM, Ciprofloxacin (CIP)

waz SXT ag1eliviud1Agyni19adf (OR; 0.3-0.4, 95%Cl; 0.23-0.91, 0.24-0.94, 0.20-0.80, 0.21-0.86,
0.12-0.98, 0.21-1.24, 0.21-1.24, 0.23-0.89, 0.23-0.91, P<0.05) d@1u81 FOX, AMC, Ertapenem (ETP),

I o o

GM, wag Levofloxacin (LEV) danulimseuanstaiuagnelifide

AN91971 3 wane % Susceptible (%S) Yoo K pneumoniae U W.A. 2562-2564

1AYNNEDH AR 3

9 9 9
2562 2563 2564 Y 2563 U 2564
No (isolate) 75 96 95
Odd Odd
Antimicrobial agent %S %S %S . 95%Cl P ' 95%Cl P
ratio ratio
Cephems CAZ 68 67 a9 0.941  0.49-1.79 0.854 0.456 0.23-0.91 $0.025
CTX 63 62 a5 0.993  0.53-1.85 0.982 0.480 0.24-0.94 $0.034
CRO 67 63 a5 0.871 0.42-1.64 0.671 0.403 0.20-0.80 *0.009
FOX 74 73 71 0.913 0.46-1.82 0.797 0.821 0.39-1.73 0.605
FEP 73 75 54 1.091  0.55-2.17 0.805 0.424 0.21-0.86 ‘0.0l?
Inhibitor comb. AMC 59 68 58 1.477  0.79-2.72 0.223 0.992 0.51-1.95 0.980
TZP 81 7 68 0.772  0.36-1.64 0.499 0.481 0.22-1.05 0.066
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Carbapenem DOR 92 88 80 0.609  0.22-1.71 0.345 0.348  0.12-0.98 ¢0.045

ETP 87 84 77 0.831  0.35-1.97 0.674 0.513 0.21-1.24

0.137

IPM 92 88 80 0.609  0.22-1.71 0.345 0.348 0.21-1.24 $0.045
MEM 92 88 80 0.609  0.22-1.71 0.345 0.348 0.21-1.24 ¢0.045

Aminoglycoside AN 100 97 94 - - - . _
GM 84 79 86 0.724  0.33-1.59 0.422 1.185 0.47-3.02

0.722

Fluoroquinolone  CIP 63 69 43 1311  0.69-2.48 0.405 0.451 0.23-0.89 *0.021

LEV 64 72 52 1.437  0.75-2.75 0.273 0.617 0.31-1.22

0.162

Folate SXT 68 63 a9 0.784 0.42-1.48 0.455 0.456  0.23-091 #0.025

NUNYLAA: Ceftazidime (CAZ), Cefotaxime (CTX), Ceftriaxone (CRO), Cefoxitin (FOX), Cefepime (FEP),
Amoxycillin/Clavu (AMC), Piperacillin-tazobactam (TZP,) Doripenem (DOR), Ertapenem (ETP), Imipenem
(IPM), Meropenem (MEM), Amikacin (AN), Gentamycin (GM), Ciprofloxacin (CIP), Levofloxacin (LEV) W@ e

Trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole (SXT)

o Enterococcus spp. fiaanulasiosn Vacomycin (VA) 1nnnin¥esay 88 s8aiun AMP
Souay 56-80 n1unle Penicillin (P) $98as 53-86, CIP Seeay 3542, LEV Souasy 38-45
@ Erythromycin (E) $osay 15-18 Lﬁ'aﬁw%’agamﬂ antibiogram nAasEirLwIlduaLlIneen
wudrlud e, 2562-2564 \We Enterococcus spp. Sinaailasiosn LEV uaz VA upnsnsiuegislaid
Fodriey oniu AP waz E Tul wa. 2563 fanulufindusdedveddanicadi (OR; 3.909,
95%Cl; 1.20-12.76, P=0.024) waz (OR; 4.929, 95%Cl; 1.01-24.12, P=0.049) #1ua16U drulud
W.A. 2564 WU P waz AMP dimulianasegeiitedAyniaia (OR; 0.385, 95%Cl; 0.15-0.97,

P=0.042) waz (OR; 0.309 , 95%Cl: 0.12-0.81, P=0.017) #1Ua1AU fa9ns19R 4

AN91971 4 wan % Susceptible (%S) W848 Enterococcus spp. U W.A. 2562-2564

0y 0 0y
2562 2563 2564 { 2563 U 2564

No (isolate) 51 70 34

Odd Odd
Antimicrobial agent %S %S %S 95%Cl P 95%Cl P
ratio ratio

Penicillins P 75 86 53 2053 0.82-5.15 0.125 0.385 0.15-0.97 ¢0.042
AMP 80 80 56 0976 0.39-241 0.957 0.309 0.12-0.81 $0‘017
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Fluoroguinolone  CIP 35 a2 38 3909 120-12.76 40024 3225 0.64-1627 0.156
LEV 45 a2 38 2982 095936 0.061 2460 0.50-12.06 0.267

Macroline E 17 18 15 4929 1.01-24.12 f0.049 3966 0.72-21.80 0.113

Glycopeptide VA 100 94 88 - - - - - -

nUYLNe: Penicillin (P), Ampicillin (AMP), Ciprofloxacin (CIP), Levofloxacin (LEV), Erythromycin (E) way
Vacomycin (VA)

o Acinetobacter spp. fimulasieen colistin urnnin¥esay 95 audie SXT Sevay
55-95, ﬂzjm carbapenem Spway 40-82, fluoroquinolone Seway 40-73, aminoglycoside Spuay
37-65, cephems $auay 30-64 uaz TZP Yoy 45-64 \ier1teyannn antibiogram 113LATIEYIMN
wunldunisaulanes wuitlud we. 2562-2564 (e Acinetobacter spp. finulasiesn CAZ,
CTX, CRO, FEP, TZP, IPM, MEM, AN, GM, CIP, LEV , SXT uwag CT unnsnenusgislufituddey oniiu
DOR fanuhanasegnsditudingynisans Tul w.e. 2563 (OR; 0.257, 95%Cl; 0.07-0.89, P=0.033)
wazl W, 2564 (OR; 0.148, 95%Cl; 0.04-0.60, P=0.008) ileiflsuiiu U w.a. 2562 fapnsnail 5

A5 5 wans % Susceptible (%S) vod0 Acinetobacter spp. U W.A. 2562-2564

y y g
2562 2563 2564 { 2563 U 2564
No (isolate) 22 41 20

Odd Odd
%S %S %S 95%Cl P 95%Cl P

Antimicrobial agent ratio ratio
Cephems CAZ 64 51 a5 0.600 0.21-1.74 0.3d6 0468  0.14-1.61  0.228
CTX a1 32 30 0.671 0.23-1.96 0466 0619 0.17-223  0.463
CRO a1 32 30 0.671 0.23-1.96 0466 0619 0.17-223  0.463
FEP 59 56 a5 0.885 0.31-253 0.819 0556 0.17-1.93  0.363
Inhibitor comb.  TZP 64 59 a5 1.231  041-3.66 0.709 0468 0.14-1.61  0.228
Carbapenem DOR 82 54 40 0.257  0.07-0.89 0.033  0.148  0.04-0.60 {0.00S
IPM 73 56 a5 0479 0.16-1.47 0.199 0307 0.09-1.11  0.072
MEM 68 54 a0 0.540 0.18-1.60 0.267 0311  0.09-1.10  0.071
Aminoglycoside AN 59 37 65 0399 0.14-1.15 0.090 1.286  0.37-450  0.694
GM 50 a4 50 0.782 0.28-2.21 0.644  1.000 0.30-3.36  1.000
Fluoroquinolone CIP 55 a1 40 0590 0.21-1.68 0.322 0556 0.16-1.90  0.348
LEV 73 51 65 0.394 0.13-1.21 0.103  0.696  0.19-259  0.589
Folate SXT 7 95 55 0567 0.17-1.86 0.349 0359  0.10-1.35  0.132

lipopeptide cT 100 66 100 - - - - - -

nueLne): Ceftazidime (CAZ), Cefotaxime (CTX), Ceftriaxone (CRO), Cefepime (FEP), Piperacillin-tazobactam
(TZP,) Doripenem (DOR), Imipenem (IPM), Meropenem (MEM), Amikacin (AN), Gentamycin (GM), Ciprofloxacin
(CIP), Levofloxacin (LEV), Colistin (CT) wagTrimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole (SXT)
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TUAZETU
N1395393AT IR URN 5988 IneddrudAyegiann reliunnditadulsasia
Wouuafiseagagneauazldesnmegramingan Mssnwilsnnnnisinidenuafiseiilanasiign

a

Famsruriavendonuaiiy EJﬁLi“jJummmaﬂiﬂamL‘%aLLawsw%ﬁmaﬂmﬂﬁ%’mzﬁmMﬁﬂ*EJ’UgﬂL%a
waiderelsaldnnamuideifnmenlesiugatnuesdonuafiSerelsafndelultasumnss
AoTuz S nA s9rdnel A, 2562-2564 nudde gram negative dauimglﬁul,%a E. coli,
P. aeruginosa, K. pneumoniae Wa ¥ Acinetobacter spp. L%’e} gram positive a"sulmg'wu V9w
Enterococcus spp. ¥n7ign denndosfuilouuniiBefinuinnlulsemelne 22 mmsAnwives Wichai
Santimaleeworagun kagamglulsingruraiaiu’® WUL%@E%’WIWQL@U E. coli, P. aeruginosa,
K. pneumoniae Wag Acinetobacter spp. N15ANY1UDY Vivek Bhat hazaaiz 4 WULT © gram
negative &1 ui%qjﬁlu E.coli, K. pneumoniae, P. aeruginosa Wa ¥ Acinetobacter spp. ﬁ"JuL%a
Enterococcus spp. Jusdudu 3 589910 coagulase-negative Staphylococci way Staphylococcus
aureus NNIANEIUBY Sevitha Bhat uazAaz ! WUL%EJ gram negative dauimy'tﬂu K. pneumoniae,
P. aeruginosa Wag E. Coli nN15AN®1999 Ramadan Eldomany Wazamy ' Wudauiwaujl,ﬂm%a
K. pneumoniae, P. aeruginosa Way Acinetobacter spp. N13AnN®1984 Abdulaziz A Lazauz’ WU
diuiﬂwjlﬂm%’e} E. coli, K. pneumoniae, P. aeruginosa WagWU Enterococcus spp. WDuduau 3
399970 coagulase-negative Staphylococci Way Staphylococcus aureus mﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂwﬂuﬂ%ﬁwu
L“?’Jja gram negative laun E coli, K pneumoniae, P. aeruginosa Wag Acinetobacter spp. INGRE
%S #1981 NdY carbapenem Way AN 31ANIIINGUIUYTIdenAdesFUTeYa antibiogram Y84
Uszinalne? n15Anenvee Brenna M. Roth azamusl 2021'% wuln E. coli way K. pneumoniae
ﬁa&iaamﬂﬂﬁjwﬂﬁu AN g carbapenem n15AN®1U9Y Ramadan Eldomany wazamuzl 20111
wuinde E coli, Klebsiella spp., Pseudomonas spp. Wa¢ Acinetobacter spp. ?Tamlﬁaunﬂmjm
52189 non-P lactam leiA n&ax aminoglycosides (GN) iag quinolones (CIP, LEV) LLazL%aﬁﬁui‘vmuj
fanaiinulisiae1ngy carbapenem wag AN 1nEEAdu 9 N1sAn¥Ives Abdulaziz A uazAe
Y 20127 TugUeusiss WUlde £, coli, K. pneumoniae way P. aeruginosa #a1ulasiag1 AMP,
AMC, TZP, SXT, fluoroquinolone anatagsenineiosay 36-73 LLazL%adauiwﬁgé'amﬁﬂmmlwiam
n&al carbapenem waz AN 1nnNITaEay 90

M3ANIT8e Susette K. wazamy U 2015!° wuidle £ coli, K. pneumoniae, P. aeruginosa
uay Acinetobacter baumannii wuirfinilases ngs carbapenem wag AN 1nNINEINGuAY
du E. faecium nee1 AMP uaz P fanulisosniivsdesas 10 n1sanwives Vivek Bhat uazanse
¥ 2016 Iuﬁﬂ'gamﬁqwuﬁa E. coli, P. aeruginosa iinulsiosngu carbapenem 11nn9308
ay 70 YLLAEINU K. pneumoniae wag Acinetobacter spp. ?Tamﬂfju carbapenem 11nnN1598
av 50 Fawmnsnsarnmsanuluadedl nnsdnwives Balaji Veeraraghavan whaganz?® wu £. coli,

K. pneumoniae Wat P. aeruginosa 1aulsa8ngu carbapenem, AN kag TZP 11nfianiile
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Wigunuesilnduy d1u CT duilanulifssnuinniisesas 90 nsAnwIvee Saad Alhumaid wae

ARz WU E. coli, Klebsiella spp., Pseudomonas spp. ﬁmmh&iammju carbapenem Lay AN

a

11nNI15eBaz 80 @1 Acinetobacter spp. ianulisiosnuinnindesay 40 Fedleieuiuesing
finulilndifeadu n15fnyives Sevitha Bhat wavamey U 2021 TufUreugiSanuiie
Klebsiella spp., Pseudomonas spp. wag E. coli 19n31mee fluoroquinolone, aminoglycosides,
third-generation cephalosporins $aeaz 45, 39 Way 49 MUAIAU FedonrassiunIsAnEIlUATIHL]
gn3IMBENY 3 Ngu Tepay 30-40 N15ANYITBY Wichai Santimaleeworagun kaganie U 2020wy
Lo E. coli, K. pneumoniae fiagtiounnyiin eniiu AN Lay carbapenem (IPM, ETP) t¥®
P. aeruginosa Wag A. baumnannii 1n1alasieen AN uag CT innitgailleliiguiueviindu donndes
Aunsanwluassliinnulinest 2 ellatunnninerviindus wazdenadesnunsAneIved Leo Lui
wagay U 20222 wudn E. coli TugUag out-patients Aeen AMP, CTX, CIP, ERT, LEV iiisduseadl
Wed1Aey (P<0.05) Klebsiella spp. lugUae in-patients A AN, AMC, CIP, ERT, IPM, LEV, MEM,
TZP \finRuegeillfedfsy (P<0.05) P. aeruginosa Wit in-patients iaen CAZ, TZP 1T UDENS
Ndyddny (P<0.05) vaugifinfiunuLie Acinetobacter spp. tugUae in-patients Aeg1iiaunnaile
anasae9ltydALy (P<0.05)

msfneITenuuwiuntlsewaziwiliunseulsesventenuaiiieludUisuzs

Y] & | a S X d o ) = 4 & ] A a &
antunzisunisnd TuasstillaisudunisfinwduriwesussmalneuazansUsyineg dydaueaie
vrilauazaulidesineiu oralssnainiinisszuisve st lutisailanainisluudagiug
wsuuAdszuunsiansmuaudeliliinnishes nluedned damalidoyainldlunisfinwiug

d’lj aa 1 [y a o & A:’{J o v = '3 dgl/ z-i‘{’ Id v

agiundaduuanaeiy 3nwan1s3deluasildinlvnsivisaniunisalideseswasiiudeya
Y ¥ [y a d’lj Ly < | a ¢ 1 v <
atduayunuiulesiukazaluaunsindevesanuusiiuriand dusslevidedUiousiie

v o o a & = a v o v a &
asaldidunuimianisinulsadaie WukwimslunisdenldenlunisinugUislsafnie
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