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Abstract

Objectives: To determine the prevalence and characteristics of multidrug-resistant Staphylococcus aureus in the en-
vironment, medical equipment, and clinical specimens in the Sriracha and Muang districts of Chonburi Province from
2022 to 2024.

Materials and Methods: The disc diffusion method collected and determined 352 samples mentioned above for Staph-
ylococcus aureus and its sensitivity to antimicrobials. The nine antimicrobials were tested: Amoxicillin-Clavulanic acid,
Ceftiofur, Cephalexin, Ciprofloxacin, Clindamycin, Doxycycline, Erythromycin, Gentamicin, and Oxacillin.

Results: The prevalence of Staphylococcus aureus was 4.55% (16/352), and 18.75% (3/16) were identified as multi-
drug-resistant Staphylococcus aureus. Also, the resistance percentages were as follows: Clindamycin (18.75%, 3/16),
Erythromycin (18.75%, 3/16), and Oxacillin (25%, 4/16). But did not find resistance to Ceftiofur.

Conclusion: These results indicated contamination of Staphylococcus aureus in the environment, medical equipment,
and clinical specimens, including the presence of antimicrobial resistance. These findings can provide a foundation
for further studies on the existence of multidrug-resistant Staphylococcus aureus in animals, humans, and the environ-

ment.
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ANTNURITD Staphylococcus aureus NABENAIUARATWUAILTUA LUAILINAAN
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UnAmea
TngUszasa WannisiaguaraneiznisheesuganaaTliawuy multidrug-resistant 9991@e Staphylococcus

aureus TuAsuandan gunsnfmaNsunne LarAsdensaneaatin lanenedTsm) Layanailes AandnTaLE sxuin
1 2565-2567

a6 angal wardinis HudaL9RTInaINIaE 352 Faating dnRsaniEie Staphylococcus aureus WATAIN
Tosinendnuqadnineis disc diffusion siaen 9 4iia lawn Amoxicillin-Clavulanic acid, Ceftiofur, Cephalexin, Ciprofloxacin,

Clindamycin, Doxycycline, Erythromycin, Gentamicin ilag Oxacillin

NANIFANE mnwgnmmﬁ@ Staphylococcus aureus gAWLIWINTL 4.55% AINAIBLNIUNA (16/352) Tmﬂuﬁwmuﬁ?zu
WUNNTABENWLL multidrug-resistant Winfu 18.75% (3/16) wananinAlefidusnisaesasn Clindamycin(18.75%,
3/16), Erythromycin(18.75%, 3/16) uay Oxacillin(25%, 4/16) Iag/lsiwunnshesasn Ceftiofur

a5 nanisAnwan i@ iiiuienstwienseade Staphylococcus aureus Tuatuandax gunsnimenisunyel uazda

! aa =2 = 1 d” v = v U d’l v d’j o [ = ' =2
A9m9an9ARTEN Tutannsiiaguesnisaesuan nsdunumatiamisaldiduiugudmiunsdnensielfionns
Hagjaa9@a Staphylococcus aureus NRaeNFUAaTNIA" TR TudRd AL uazAuIndaN

NdAty: Asdamnsaanieadain, Asandex, gUnsamnenisunne, nnshesnduqadnuanaailn, ausiladenda eaisua
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\Tia Staphylococcus Wiw@awuAREaLNsNLangy
§19naN (Gram positive cocci) wulaialluauandansn
=2 v & 1 ' o 1% ] < &
tvluAuuazdnd lnsegilunguaoniuadranasedu deie
Tunguiliivaneatinlneriinndanud Ayuazaunsanalse
waluaunazdnd sondedadutlyudrangylusiunis
ANFNTUQIUALNNISNEHINYIUA e Staphylococcus au-
= a a % Ao \a a
reus AawnsaEsTYALIRlATIAnnenluayileandian
= Ao A & & a a vl
sondan1aEndinge tnamertaiiatnnsasoiuinlan
Nqanguuni 35-37 avALtadua Tinauansanismagay
nnsafaenlol coagulase aNnTnNaARgsNETiA entero-
toxin %wumm%’eu@q (Bhumibhamon and Bilhmad, 2011;
Shost, 2009; Thomson et al., 2022)

S. aureus \Wlw@anau13awy e luennd n1aLas
wgla s nadudaane wazuinwNg desnaiidle
anundrAryaeslsnatnsduiedetadnduilygminig

ai o  as ol/ =2
ansnsngandrAnylunanstlszmanalansanialszmalne
Tnaiduwiiuniswugilaasnnau (DDC, 2018) uananiliae
N e XA - = vl .
dRA T UTIaNANNITD mmmu‘ﬂmimmmm (transient colo-
T . & A gya
nizer) it ugtiauazuia lngiduzeasslanianne iianiaz
ANUUBY (pyoderma) YiuuandnLaL (otitis externa) N35A
e lun1aiiumngladausiiy (upper respiratory tract infec-
tions) TsAnszinnvtlagnaveniay (cystitis) o (abscesses)
TsAnszanéniay (osteomyelitis) vsalsaEiayialadniay
(endocarditis) (Haag et al., 2019; Peton and Le Loir, 2014)
doulunszsnarn liinan13Ra@aN {91 (skin infection)
uaziANUNENLAL (mastitis) TulAdnd 1w TAun (Peton and
Le Loir, 2014; CvetniC et al., 2021) warlsAdasniay (ar-
thritis) 1wlA (Marcon et al., 2019) GanalfiAnAMLR M
NATEFAANBIANNANEATIANAY
N . o &

wANANINUIBTRARNI8I1UN1TUSUAADEN
ﬂﬁ%quwmmﬁm (Diaz-Ramirez et al., 2017) i9u
Clindamycin, Erythromycin, Tetracycline, Ampicillin LAz
Gentamicin (Onanuga and Temedie, 2011; Sonola et al.,

4 X o v . I

2021) FumeTiaiuNaeiugaufsnluiReses1fuL
Q@%WM@’]ﬂﬁﬁmW%@uﬁu (multidrug resistance: MDR) lagl
MDR flup1aninauildiy S. aureus NugndanIsAasn
v = 1 v ] v | d?’
Fuaatwatinatiae 1 auulugnatnetdes 3 nguenawhl
(Humphries et al., 2021; Magiorakos et al., 2011) IneITe
S. aureus Tunguiisanemeniianeaiuinsufinesonn

UTaurlunguuad@au (Methicillin-resistant Staphylococ-
cus aureus: MRSA) (Khairullah et al., 2022)

avAnNTgaunNalan (World Health Organization:
= \ A ANa Ao & o o A
WHO) Hn3LHeungsneTantanzanin1snaesinuqatng
= o o = & PR ) PPN
AAMUAATYIINDNLTA S. aureus NADENFANETAL LAZNT
Whezdstannsaasiaan Vancomycin lull a.A. 2017 (WHO,
¥ ooy .
2017) Wananid@e Staphylococcus Nluasraaulad co-
agulase (Coagulase-negative Staphylococcus: CoNS) i
wualduninanlulszmalng (NARST, 2021) uaziFudl
nsgnuesdniiuunasesiunesduiutienan linuiie
Tunquineniulunyseiasdnd Tnaiomiuargaanszaas
andineddawinliime Staphylococcus Unsnsyanzaang
Awwanden Metun@aiduuvasdAyrecdusinananay
Aa Aa o ] P = &
WUATIFENHANFATUNIUFABNAIURATN  WANAINTNNT
wasuieiTan AU NI Ediazdnd U1 91ung A
winginsamienisunne udasniedrAnylunisuns
=l a al o 1 %3 dl
nszanemestiuiazuuafzasenaalieanlllinaainqaridy
WARQITHAUNTARYNFWAATN (Garcia et al., 2020; Shost,
2009) S. aureus NiRBEFUaTNULL MDR luiladeniia
doaud o Fa . K
N laestaiiANaINTn lunTnalsANINGU (Jackson
et al,, 2013) lutlaqii S. aureus NABYFNUIATNIELIR
. & cava  oa X e e o X
nsafunauuazie liiiansiame Nl lunqudndiass
Faduinaiiaaindaaninsunissnendealnansasanis
Uasuaznisnnenednd (Costa et al., 2022) lunatlAdndd
NN991ENTUAN S, aureus NABENAUAATNLLIL MDR Wluuila
TutToymndnAtysiannssnenlsasnuuaniaululaug (Moli-
nerietal., 2021) wasyn AN nvazAasniay (omphalitis)
11l (Mondal and Sahoo, 2014)

= 2 o o . )
A1NN9% S. aureus HuHANAATY ety wAL
qunndnd sandedayanisfnmainduiusaeame S.
aureus NAgENAUATWILLL MDR ludnduazduwandanly
dsznalneegilan AniuneanzdAneasminnisasma
FaateAundan gUnsainianisunnel LarRdansaanis

aa di o d” dldill v =
ARTIN WRA1999ANTNL09LTE S. aureus NRBENENUAATN
WU MDR luianannadss e uazainelied Aamingass
Tudszinalne iedudeyaiugruiismnlunisdnmgnis
dulleuvende S. aureus Nheesaasinuaadnludnd Au

uwazAauandansialyl
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AnsAnERlAYNM 9L A LAeg19anFananda
aunsain1ensunne uazAedensaanendinIavNg 352
Frathaluiuiisneris uazenedies dminta
TaanisiufqatiawazFat1gannigiiig (swab) R
Usznausenguaaeeng 6 nax A8 1.97%17 (Food : F) 40
So) 12
Frating 4. fufin (Surface : Su) 132 Fiveeing 5.91n30N9N"e

Anaeing 2.140 (Water : W) 22 faaging 3.8% (Soil

wnnel (Equipment : Eq) 46 saaeng way 6. Fadamaaania
ARYN (Cl|n|ca| specimen : C) 100 mﬂmq (m’]‘i’N‘VI 1) Tmel
UMGSTINNT8F8EN991NT 17 At LAz N Ifannnisgu
et LT e uassneiles Samdn

1817 Tudauaassnatinginsnimisnisunngdiiutiuginend

yamsunndTidudaie iy dad@een nszuenanen uas
geilesns ldannisquifiusaatinsannissnenunadnd Ao
&oounnaans wuanandumaluladisauaanziuaan
uazpRTnInEARTaL meluuiisinedism uazsine
\Has AuinTaLE wazludauresiaetndedamsmannanaiin
i uia &NAAVAS azipsasly esanasnating swab an
AULATART ”LﬁmniﬂiaﬁmmL%@mﬂﬂziuﬁq@ﬁ’mﬁqnmﬁq

QAN ol ilaefugmslsndnd anuzdnaunvnerians

Wuanefe A lLlagTNaAARTIURaN TINITALIILIIN
Fathaianaman et ludoumnaungARNeU 2565 DaLRen
NOHNAN 2567

NSLNIZHEaNLTEa S. aureus

ﬁTQfaﬂ"WT”mmqﬂﬁﬂmLW’]:L???NL%@‘Lummi Tryp-
tic soy broth (TSB) anlnaunaelamidudi 7. 5% LAz
fammnu 37 mmmm@mmﬂumm 24T ﬁnﬂuummimm
e N8I3 TSB mﬂmqmummwmmq L@muummi
Tryptic soy agar (TSA) miﬁmﬂm@faimmmu 7.5% SIN
AnLlaIn1aIn3an1sAnE1ad El Sanousi etal. (2015), Kika
et al. (2020) wLaz Missiakas and Schneewind (2018) LA
ﬂmﬁ@mmﬁ 37 avrngaidaailungn 24-48 Falus wasann
fudeninlaiifenfiidaaguenmdendios 1 taladan
wsiazFnee NN aNAUNTH LASNAALAUAN U NSTILA
sznavldmianimaaaunisadraenlasd Oxidase uay
Catalase (Catalase and oxidase test) m‘imgﬂuﬁl (Motility
test) N13&51981381iMa (Indole production test) NN97834

KKU Veterinary Journal

lalasiaudalnsl (Hydrogen sulfide production test) nnLasey
wulnluanmis Triple Sugar Iron agar (TSIA) nsasnaiau sl
Lysine decarboxylase LAY Lysine deaminase N1NAAAL
nsasanseduristluianalan (Methyl red test / MR), N3
nagaLN19dNanslsenay Acetyl methyl carbinol (Voges-
Proskauer test/ VP), nNN3nag@aLns MTmsn (Citrate utiliza-
tion test), nanegeUasewlsy Urease (Urease test) N9
nagaUN17aseultsl Coagulase (Coagulase test) wag
nsmageuAnNgEnnlunsngeu A Te e 19
1lsenau’lilfae glucose (Glu), fructose (Fru), lactose (Lac),
mannitol (Man), mannose (Man), sucrose (Suc), trehalose
(Tre) waz maltose (Mal) FafALlaINNANNNNANENTE
Aryal (2022), El Sanousi et al. (2015), Kika et al. (2020),
Langlois etal. (1990) kaz Missiakas and Schneewind (2018)
ﬁimﬂﬂﬁuﬁﬁmmimmuamﬁnwmzmﬁqmﬁ“ﬁ”\mmﬁq
ﬂ@'mmﬁwmﬁLmﬁwim:m;ﬂm@fiwﬁfmﬂﬂﬂmmfmwm‘%a

S. aureus

N15NAFaUANNIABEIAIURRTN

¥hdnetnade S. aureus wamuatimnzuenldly
MnmeaauA lasianfuaaTineaeas Disc diffusion
284 Kirby-Bauer (Clinical and Laboratory Standards Insti-
tute: CLSI, 2020) Laauilanamnnuaanis@nenuas CLSI(2020),
Shost (2009) 4a¥ Thomson et al. (2022) tagdnnslddaya
1NN13ANE189 Shost (2009) tlaz Thomson et al. (2022)
Tumsienusiueniusadniinandnaaey Tulszneudan
Amoxicillin-Clavulanic acid (AMC), Ceftiofur (CTF), Ceph-
alexin (CEX), Ciprofloxacin (CIP), Clindamycin (DA),
Doxycycline (DOX), Erythromycin (ERY), Gentamicin (GEN)
ua Oxacillin (OXA) Tnelldida . aureus ATCC 25923 1l
araRuge1edslunnmaaauawlasiaaFuqaTN ail
”fa@ﬂfml,%@ﬁﬁﬂqqmgﬂﬁ@ﬂﬁﬁwu@@%vv@ﬂﬁqﬁ@ﬂ 3 NgNAgN

R

ﬂQ’]NﬂW?Wﬂ&I’]LLUU MDR Lmeﬂﬂ’nﬂmwﬁummm@mmu

a

AT UazL B LAILANAINETY LW’ﬂ'&g‘ﬂLﬂuLﬂ]’ﬂ S. aureus

ﬁll_ D D

ﬁ@mmu@mmmu MDR
NI5ALATIZUNADA

VTwmﬁLﬂm:ﬁmmﬁﬁLﬁ@mmmﬂm;nmmﬁ?@ S.
aureus T 6 ﬂ@;uﬁqmw%qﬂ@:ﬂ@uﬁwmm@ 1 A
%9 gunsainianisunme’ wazAvdansaanendiin Tneldia
likelihood ratio test WAz Fisher's exact test N1WN1T 1
T1/5unsN R version 3.1.2 (R foundation for statistical com-
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puting, Vienna, Austria) na#laazgnatennuiiuen odds

rations (OR) NRM9ANETaT (confidence interval, CI) #1

95% LaTAN P-value N108n41 0.05 axfiadnfNseiutig Aoy

<

NANSANE

nsANMIAMNTNIRITD S. aureus

anfetsdauanden aunsalnansunng uaz
R8P IPRTIN TN ATISRLAT IR 352 FRating
wummmﬂgﬂmmﬁﬂ S. aureus lusaategUnsninianig
el udntia (Eq) mnﬁzﬁqm ey 1.70% (6/352)
wazviniu 13.04% (6/46) lungusaatinednans Taaden
odds ratio (OR) = 4.44, 95% Cl = 1.53-12.87 waz P-value
WAL 0.010 wazFretnsRaandentssmiuda (Su) JAn
ANNTNANNANNINAL 0.57% (2/352) Faviny 1.52%

(2/132) lungusnatinesanans Taaden OR = 0.23, 95% Cl
= 0.05-0.99 WA P-value iNfit 0.036 §914A1 OR 1847
UMY uasiuR U AT 1,66 WAL 1.53 AN
AAU (mmaﬁ 1) UL AN A AN ARTIN (C)
ﬁmmﬁm@‘nmmﬁ@mﬂuﬁmﬁu 1.70% (6/352) wazwinfiu
6% (6/100) Tungusnatefinan uazietalszinnamg
(F) ﬁﬁhﬂfnmnmmﬁﬂnz@iﬁﬁu 0.57% (2/352) S
5% (2/40) TUNgNA2E19AINETY (ms’nﬁ 1) %ﬂ‘ﬁqun
TUNNIAINNLITS S, aureus WNAL 4.55% anndaating
Vanun (16/352)

= =3 > =~ =
ﬂ"liﬁﬂ‘iﬂ"lﬂ’]iﬂ’ﬂiﬂﬁl’]u‘iﬂ"ﬁW‘llﬂﬂL"ﬂﬂ S. aureus

TUN1INARDUNANITABENFNUAATNIDUTS S. au-
reus 19 16 AA9EN9 WUNNTABENLUL MDR Y9UNA 18.75%
(3/16) WalIARENNINNA 81.25% (13/16) (MW 1)

A19199 1. ANNYNLBATR Staphylococcus aureus luFaatauAaZNEN

Factor Prevalence (%) OR 95% CI of OR P-value*
1.F 2/40 = 5% 1.12 0.25-5.12 0.700

- 21M3AY 1/36 = 2.78% 0.57 0.07-4.47 1.000

- awnsdnd 1/4 = 25% 7.40 0.73-75.42 0.590
2w 0/22 = 0% 0.00 NA NA

-dmeia 01 =0% 0.00 NA NA

- szt 0/4 = 0% 0.00 NA NA

- diy 0/7 = 0% 0.00 NA NA

- e 0/9 = 0% 0.00 NA NA

- 1nau 0/1=0% 0.00 NA NA
3% 0/12 = 0% 0.00 NA NA

- fiuluiuidausia 0/9 = 0% 0.00 NA NA

- Auluanansnie 0/3 = 0% 0.00 NA NA
4.su . 2/132 =1.52% 023 0.05-0.99 0.036

- Wutagiinanlieasld 0/83 = 0% 0.00 NA NA

- WuHasausariy 114 =7.14% 1.66 0.2-13.51 0.490

- W luin 1115 =6.67% 1.53 0.19-12.44 0.510

- W luanansnue 019 = 0% 0.00 NA NA

- Nufialueadjuimnag 01 =0% 0.00 NA NA
5.Eq . § 6/46 = 13.04% 4.44 1.53-12.87 0.010

- gunsnmnanisunmem dudaia 6/46 = 13.04% 4.44 1.53-12.87 0.010
6.C 6/100 = 6% 1.54 0.55-4.37 0.405

Sums 2/7 = 28.75% 9.46 1.69-53.07 4.690

- AN3APNAITENRINTIR 111 =9.09% 217 0.26-18.1 0.410

- adenznavensunadaduazay 3/32=9.38% 2.44 0.66-9.07 0.170

- iraaludnd 0/50 = 0% 0.00 NA NA

UNELUP - *The Fisher's exact test statistic at P-value < 0.05

F, Food; W, Water; So, Soil; Su, Surface; Eq, Equipment; C, Clinical specimen (collected colonies); NA, Not Applicable
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= Multidrug resistance

= Non-resistance

v
o

Wi 1. Mamaaeasifusinishennsinugatinaassinating Staphylococcus aureus 14 16 fivaging

o 1 d’l -=‘I k% < &
FIRENNLTER S. aureus VlLW’]ZLLﬁﬂiﬁWULﬂ’ﬂﬁ‘L“ﬁuﬁl

nN3Rasiat1 OXA NINAGAWINTL 25% (4/16) Tuaniei ldwy

weafidusnisnaseasn CTF 4914 DA WAy ERY NAnwefidust

mi?ﬁ”ﬂmwiﬁu%ﬂviﬁu 18.75% (3/16) WAy CIP HAn
Lﬂfﬂi’wﬁum‘m?g@mmﬁu 12.50% (2/16) dawdasidusinig
m@mmmmmwmumfan 4 9%im A AMC, DOX, GEN waz
CEX Faenita 4 10 RaudlAnwinu Ae 6.25% (1/16) (MW
# 2

al

sUuuLNNsReLALAATWLLL MDR IWLNNTIAR
& & o = A &2 A, o Py
AONIABEDYNFNUAATN 4 18m TINANWINTL 67% (2/3) ar
CIP, DA, ERY , OXA uaz GEN, DA, ERY, OXA Fagilui
4 . 4% X v . &
NIABENAUATIIY 2 guuuTRANARIETURsINN9RE
sae DA, ERY Waz OXA @4saeeing S. aureus AWLN1TAREN
4 2 gUluuuAIngans (C98 waz C99) aruiilusinatinaidiaann
Fedamsandiin duiufaetnade S. aureus AnFaasng
21194m T (F32) wugtuuunishesieandious s 1ila laud
CIP, DOX, DA, ERY kA% OXA TR AN 33% (1/3) (A1919
7 2)

Ja7508

AMNINURUTD S. aureus

mmﬁmgﬂmmL?';fanzjuﬁluﬁqmmqﬂmtimqmi
el g (Eq) ﬁﬁhmnﬁzgmwhf‘fu 13.04% (6/46)
(A54R 1) AaAARBITLNNIANENT84 Kika et al. (2020)371'
wuigasananlusangng IV catheter A 22.5% g1
Fratinassinnitugin (Su) ﬁmﬂmu@nmmL‘%@ﬂajuﬁmﬁﬁu

'y & a o v A o ¥

1.52% (2/132) Usenauseuiasau it uuasiuialuinu
ADARABITLINTIANHIUD Fritz et al. (2014) ANA1ITINU S.
aureus TuRa I ukasuRaseusatwduawauNnn
mnzfudefiannsonyldudsnnday Tummmm'ﬂmq
FoanGedensean1endiin (C) ummﬁmnmmm@n@uu
Winriu 6% (6/100) TungusaetinAINans liganAaneiy
N13ANE1289 Sapkota et al. (2019) ANLTA LAANLEININ
~ o eall o = & o ' a A A
Nqn naansnlaaasnisAnmil wnainsatelalaiimedn
wnznanldanunagailugaulug) Ssuansnsainuuaieg
TUA9ZAIF AL LA HNIATANTDINUEY  LAZARBENS
Uszinnang (F) HAnAaugnaes@anguilviniu 5% (2/40)
Tasivatsamsinudenguilaatarguazaimisti 1
ARARRBANLINNTANENT8 Liang et al. (2023) Ns1enudnsin

Z & ¥ o o Ay
wuiEe S, aureus MudlauazitleAununannlsadentalyls
UIATFIU

a9

1 o 1 dl d’lj d‘ A &
NANFRL WINLLIR S. aureus NINNEA A2 gLINT0)
rd‘ al d’l a a’l‘ 1 o d‘
NN FeRANANTNIBUTRTRATYALY 1.70% T4
WNALUAIAINANR MUAYAIATIANINAANN ARAARBINLNNT
AN®1199 Sapkota et al. (2019) NHNNTWLAINYNLDILTE
TRATANRIGINTIANARRNLTZNU 13% WA 10% U84
P an R N 4
TariataIn&IdemngraneAanniluEmanLen lHa N AT
~ a & p~ , a & o ! =
UNTIFHATIDLATHVLEY WANITNNUEaAINA12 1N1TANEN
Z// d” @ rdl v 1 a o ] 1 AI
pfatlulafidudnidesndndunscisaet1alunguas
WIARBNNINNGN BTa S. aureus InslnRaznulsluga
waaNyall 1y Ay 819117 U1 aNNA RAMINIaALLAY
AnT waziAonua1nrnlunslsusalan wasnusegnay
Fn3 7 (Feng et al., 2022)
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30% 25%
(4/16)
£ 25%
® 18.75% 18.75%
£
£ 20% (3/16)  (3/16)
2 12.50%
“‘E 15% 2/16)
= 0 9 0 0
£ 10% 6.25% 6.25% 6.25% 6.25%
oy (1/16) (1/16)  (1/16) (1/16)
=
£ 5% 0%
{0/16)
0%
CTF  AMC cIp DOX  GEN DA ERY CEX OXA
gauaTn

Wi 2. Adesidusinisheansuqatinaesida Staphylococcus aureus

aanmsATziiaaInngusaat e liwy S, au-

reus  HB9AINHNNIALANDEINNIANNEUAINRNNTINEN
o Ao = T ) \ a a

quaunieia sautaiuuasildinaswssenaasyduls

989438 S. aureus
2 . o 5
N1SAREIANUARTNUDITD S. aureus

& g da | ea o X
8 S. aureus lunsAneiiiAnlasidusnishasn
ANUAATWILL MDR Wi 18.75% (3/16) (MW 1) 11
IndiAENiUN9ANEI289 Shost (2009) N19£1431 35.3% U89
4,y N T ¢
danguiiimnzugnldainiiuiafeuondan dn1shesnul
MDR WstlAnulasifusdnisheansuqadnuuy MDR luns
AnwafailndiAasiudagaainnisfineiaed Sonola et al.
d4 g, xd y
(2021) Nezydn 30.2% vevdmanguiGelsznausog 14.5,
10.6, 3.1 Uaz 2.1% Mwnzuenldannln Au uy uaziu Ax
AL ANM3RBYNAUAATHILLL MDR

WHANANTUNAMNNNIINNUINTD S. aureus THH
nshesaEn Ceftiofur (NMWH 2) A8AARBITLNITANEILD
Badillo et al. (2022) uaz Oliveira et al. (2012) N9zd11T0

A v o am u 1
nauiimnzuanldansisetnadedensaanisaatinldinng
Aasinan Ceftiofur UsznauiuaatintiiluenTungu Cepha-
losporin §ulud InendenFaumeuAlefidusnishesniu
enlunguineniu Aa Cephalexin WUANHAMNLANFSTY

e I N
agedaian wanwileandenaindesudanguiinishie
piaen Oxacillin HNNGABLTN 25% (4/16) TnuanAARBIL

9189714789 Lubna et al. (2023) Nszyani@e S. aureus My
MDR 1iulnnsharasn Oxacillin iausua €91 Clindamycin
uaz Erythromycin Aandafifusinnsiasnvindu fAn 18.75%
(3/16) T9RAAAFRATLNNIANEIURY Thapa et al. (2021) #
seynsanguiliAesidusnishesiann Clindamycin ot
91 23.7% WazN19ANH1W83 Oliveira et al. (2012) Nzy3nAn
wasidusinshasiann Erythromycin agffl 10.3% @21 Gen-
- al & @ I3 -j’ --a; .é
tamicin HAtlafifusinshaanat® 6.25 % (1/16) @9
ARARABNALNTANENTRY Gurung et al. (2020) NT1e9119N
e S. aureus HAnefidudnnmesesTlaTiwingy 7.7 %
uazima S. aureus dauluMwnzuanliannsaadnadeds
pranapatiniunlinpeses Gentamicin weelnaiaAn
wasidusinsheseanaiintiagsyidne 5 — 20 % (Adesoji et
al., 2019; Gurung etal., 2020; Onanuga and Temedie, 2011)
Tumsfiansangluuunisaasnfugadnuin MDR
(15199 2) Faaeing C98 wax C99 Wulalallaasdadann
e A . ¥ 4 .
anguausiazmuanseiy lnede S. aureus uanldann
o . . & | & e R A 9
FinatinamaHnLINinsAaswAn AN Geanudull e
! & pRp & ~ e o
dnaziflwiie S. aureus MilgutLINNTARNRWANFNSTL WiIn
gUuun MDR S. aureus 194 F32 azfipnnuIndiAesiu C98
wi I A NN AU eI N RANWANFN 9
ludnuaesda S. aureus NlxAaeN Taldansaeinads
y ! o Y N ]
gemgaa wudnduseeaildannlalaiidanainumaasing 7
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S. aureus ID Isolated Pattern of Multidrug Resistance
1 F32 OXA, ERY, DA, CIP, DOX
2 C98 OXA, ERY, DA, CIP
3 C99 OXA, ERY, DA, GEN

» . . . ,
NHNRWME : 1) F32 Ae FeeeTe S. aureus Amnzuanlsainatunsln C98 Ae faatnada S. aureus Mvnnzuanlfanndegdansaaainaann:

o a o a A o ] =) a v a ] aa
WURUUAANUILATAY C99 AR ANRENNLTER S. aureus Anzuanlsann@eadansianieadin

2) CTF, Ceftiofur; AMC, Amoxicillin-Clavulanic acid; CIP, Ciprofloxacin; DOX, Doxycycline; GEN, Gentamicin; DA, Clindamycin; ERY,

Erythromycin; CEX, Cephalexin; OXA, Oxacillin

laun Faet1eanuraanuariomivregia faetneain
qiinsndnnenisunne 1y MinBaeuas IV Catheter AMA9N
A = o aa ' v = ' &
Lummﬂumﬂmmﬂgmu:@mqqnmmmiuwumm@m
o rai 1 ai 1 ] a d’/ A
wazdndniduunasinnldeg lunazfnime lunszuaiaan
(septicemia) &MUFLAIBENIAINEINIT L1TUW LA 99104

o L ad e & N %
AIDLININMNNUNINDE DAL analwa@a S. aureus ‘VlW'LIVLﬂ

'
o

il luAaamdeN (environmental bacteria) agldnunisg

e

ABEN

a1l

anmsAneasail n@:uﬁfmﬂwﬁwuﬁ@ S. aureus
mmﬁ'z‘;m A Fethaideandsdensaaniendiin uargUnand
yamaunnd Inemuindaiiaiiinisaesatn Oxacilin un
‘17';@]91 2R4QINN A Clindamycin, Erythromycin WLag Amoxi-
cillin-Clavulanic acid, Doxycycline, Gentamicin La¥
Cephalexin Augndi usilifin1sasias Ceftiofur wazilan
Lﬂ@i‘f‘ﬁumrﬂﬂi?ﬁ”@mﬁma@%wLu_m MDR Wil 18.75% %agﬂ
LLMUﬂWiﬁ@ﬂﬁﬁwuuﬂnﬁqm A8 Oxacillin, Clindamycin uaz
Erythromycin uaznsfnEAisiilsslemiluntsifinaqrd
mmiﬁmmiﬁuﬁqg@ﬁi@mﬁmam%wmmL%ﬂ S. aureus
LL@zLﬂuﬁmmﬁugﬂuzﬁw%uawmmm‘:ﬂmr’fumrﬁ;mimiﬁa
nana Tnanisldunsuqatnligneesuazinanzan

nnenssNUsznA

msﬁnmﬁzﬁﬁL?famﬁfmﬁmnmmﬁummmiﬂ
weunadnd wnnanandomalulagnanenanziueen 1o
WeNL6dRS ARENINENGRT uasvhfnaeednsluen o e
UWAZe.AT9NTN A TALF ﬁlﬁ’mmwm'a‘ﬁw“l,unmﬁuﬁq@fjw
uazrarauAltdugnslsndnd uazanizdnaunneFnans

wuanenasmaluladisaunanziuaen ﬁlﬁmmﬁumgu
iuﬂﬂiﬁwﬂﬁﬂﬁmi@umiﬁnmﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁquém@ WATUR
VOUANL WA.AN.0Y.09.4758 Neguatsunl TldASnmnly
mﬁmmzu‘*ﬂ’@g@mmaﬁmmmiﬁnmﬂ%ﬂﬁ
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