% %5 C MOHW108-CDC-C-114-134504

A AR TIRnA R E 108 2 AP RE TR

o B
EEHAPLIFRLERTREFAL

& R P 3O 2

ST AL X SR A g
TR PUE-Tys

FoxoA BT Frdompa-minE L4 3  rE s
B s AR FIB 2R 20 Bk -
WA AP SMAR ST 2B S FBa
RIPEE~F22 24 ~FRAE R EY e
HEE SRR LI REE L E P

T 3T

FEFHRF 108& 17 1 p3 108&F 127 310

FrEY AR TR BESTLE K
KA FTHRLTESLY > 2R A AFL L BN E AT AR T

LR AF R EL*




=k

o

PhY R
EERE L

A =

i

]

1
= %
i
EY 3+ =
%FXW\U'EE‘ \zi

TEPHA R 2 LT

2 < /’;J% RFE A F R S

W
e
4

~ A~ ~~ —_ -

|O\
o0

BRI
[\ —_— o)) N I

N p— p— g g - ~



G S
M P il 2 HREN - D8P F 5 A ZFREBT R (SMART) -
FLEP s L aE /?SH’L LN Qﬁiﬁ{% fgy’:fp fis e |4 AL 7

AL EFR4 AR%E > 2 g ATRA I ER DR FAB g
o B IS ] a8 F R ARE 0 SR T B A
A AT ERFL aFTR L MRS F B RE FRE R
g chmBE % > 7 F  SARERT § HBop A R S oo i

20 R T SEIA R BT LR IR L TR R R AR R

|
\

bl

RABFAL xR BRI R L B RFRE GRS 48
FEAIEH o ISR R Y g B M TR (Surveillance of
Multicenter Antimicrobial Resistance in Taiwan , SMART) ~ % I BALE AR
HiF s B B4 T4 % % (Taiwan Nosocomial Infection Surveillance,
TNIS) > 122 p 100 E4=d Fiadchfl A 7354 0 40 1100 & B BP 4
EREM wEFZ AT B RCE R TR L EF 101104
ERFAPN S EREE w2 AT R ERE RA A M T2 R R BT
BREFAE 0 PRETITE R B L e R EARS TR
BOEFEARML Pt FRFE R & R
F g > At GHSA Ty d F MR EL > %
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£) AP FT SHFED L P AR R AR ERRER ¢ Rt
B o % & % 0 Acinetobacter baumannii ~ Pseudomonas aeruginosa %
Enterococcus faecium ~ Haemophilus influenzae ~ Campylobacter spp.% Biopsy
11 Helicobacter pylori fHF k> & R L 0= 8 s F AR e 5 - = Pl )
Fith > HIR B ERF LR - E5zBER (2019 E) ¢ > A
FEupRARELZEAR  FENFFEAERABRZOFLL AW
R g {2 1 (Helicobacter pylori % 2019 & ] 5 ¥ * — & CDC 3+

Blegads o d ¥ - B E e ) R BB T ARG € AT A
FTE G MR F AR RSk RIS TR A AT
e b Fen A 4F s § ERE M L F A 45 ¥ (Ao KPC s mer-1...)

FEDPTE? AP -RPRIFIIEREL IR s K- %I
mcr-1 f F| i Klebsiella pneumoniae = ¥ ¢+ 3 20 B Ft+ 7 ¢ 2 2

carbapenemase 4 |+ Fl e 35 19 tk K. pneumoniae (£ ¢ > 3 16 B
blaxpc > 2 ¥ blaoxass-like §v 1 B blayim > 11, E. coli :,g;»)g blagpc ° @ &
HHE &L LB FR cefotaxime fr ceftriaxone & 14 #o % iR %

2 4 Streptococcus pneumoniae 5 % F 54.7% v 62.5% R0 @

Erythromycin { .7 % & 89.1% i #F M1t & o gL b 4237 - L o
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Since this century, gradual rise of the trend regarding antimicrobial resistance
(AMR) on many important clinical bacteria, either Gram-positive or Gram-
negative ones, was observed internationally. These multidrug-resistant bacteria
have been proven to result in higher case-fatality rates if patients got their clinical
infections than antibiotics-susceptible ones. Apart from some international
investigations with respect to AMR in which Taiwan also participated, there were
many reviews as well as in vitro surveys (including Surveillance of Multicenter
Antimicrobial Resistance in Taiwan [SMART], and Taiwan Nosocomial Infection
Surveillance [TNIS] reported by Centers for Disease Control) addressing
important Taiwanese resistance data previously. In addition, some technical
research plans initiated since 2011, including the 2011 Taiwanese data collection
plan regarding clinical aspect as well as current condition of mutational alleles on
multidrug-resistant bacteria, the 2012-2015 Taiwanese epidemiological research
with respect to clinical aspect along with mutational genes on multidrug-resistant
bacteria, also obtained many data about resistance trends on important bacterial

pathogens in Taiwan recently.

For continuously monitoring the evolutionary change of AMR trends as well
as understanding the resistance mechanisms clearly that will provide the robust
evidence to guide correct antibiotic prescription, based on the GHSA content, we
conduct this 4-year plan in monitoring the AMR trends and investigating
resistance epidemiology on important clinical bacterial pathogens in Taiwan from
2017 through 2020. In this national plan, a total of 18 large hospitals (including

13 medical centers and 5 large regional teaching hospitals) will participate the



collection of important clinical bacterial pathogens, including the isolates of
Escherichia coli, Klebsiella pneumoniae, Staphylococcus aureus, and
Streptococcus pneumoniae. The isolates of E. coli as well as K. pneumoniae
collected will be undergone further species identification and store, concerning
antimicrobial susceptibilities, and: pulsed-field gel electrophoresis, analysis of
membranous porin proteins and multidrug-resistant alleles (such as KPC, mcr-1,
etc) for AMR ones. We hope to establish and re-inhance the cooperation of AMR
monitor on clinical pathogens between the participating hospitals, escalate the
capacity of clinical microbiologies in early detection and realization of latest
condition regarding AMR as well as epidemiology of infection diseases. As thus,
we could implement in-time effective infection control measures to halt the
worsening AMR trends if necessary. Above all, the relevant research results will
also be beneficial in strengthening the national AMR monitoring efficacy, and will
provide the collaborative management policies in promoting the one-health

degree in international infection prevention.

In accordance with 2019 susceptibility data, we found one bloodstream
isolate of Klebsiella pneumoniae harbored mcr-1. A total of 20 isolates harbored
carbapenemase-encoding resistance alleles including 19 K. pneumoniae with 16
blaxpc, 2 blaoxa-as and 1 blay and 1 E. coli with blagpc.. In addition, cefotaxime
and ceftriaxone showed poor susceptible rates against invasive Streptococcus
pneumoniae isolates by meningitis MIC criteria, each had 45.3% and 37.5%
resistant rates. Erythromycin also showed as high as 89.1% resistance in
Streptococcus pneumoniae. About half of Staphylococcus aureus isolates had
methicillin-resistant though it was mainly acquired from the community setting.

Continuous surveillance of resistance trend in Taiwan is warranted in the future.
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A E LB wE (Gram-positive bacteria) :
IRABEmE RREE Y BT aad o SR E A F
@ % hF B (colonizers or bystanders) © k@ o — L & A KA S
%#E%’E%A%iiﬂﬁ%ﬁ%%“?%gﬁ’é_i BRERORE L > B AW
FREFEDG T o 2H P o X 00 methicillin § FEM 2 £F F F F IR
7 (methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus, MRSA) [1] » 2 % X g3} 7
(Streptococcus pneumoniae) [2] > Tk F 5 ¥ L - MRSA» £ H F fap g 4 %
& (hospital-acquired, HA) " MRSA gtk » i€ ¥ # 5 Staphylococcal cassette
chromosome (SCC) mec type 1 » 11 » III o 335 Bt ek Sezt 2 45 > v F AL
%k [community-acquired; CA] & MRSA g 4% ke = & (31.5%)
HA-MRSA - £ 3687 & & % P BERGA e = % (57.4%) [3] < i % » 8228
W F (MRSA) ik fep g A% 2 5 fpy &£ 7 adgdt [4]0 AR
FERFOHN R ALY 2 d v fkE (vancomycin) o H FLEE M2 g g
kR (MIC) 4ry &£ F s B AL (I vancomycin MIC creep) [5] » » ¥
RIGE B RBrL sc o 9700 > 3T K> F F & Wig S Beond 18 - M4nd £ o
¢ 3% linezolid > daptomycin > o & & = "E{la A £ s 4 P A -
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20] > B »xtE B-lactam 4 f#f# (extended-spectrum B-lactamase, = ESBL) [21,
221 > M 2 E # i 4 > ¥ A fR  carbapenem #f # fr ch A R fF
(carbapenemase) [18,22,23,24] c iz & & ff L ML mpF G ¢ R L L B HERA
FAPFK o b SAET R AL R R EAE Y STRE [24,25] 2 3
R ISILR BT A R A i I [14, 24] 0 f b2 b pabE
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'Fiﬁmﬁf]f’l xR LI Feip R RS 2T Rt Il Fa s e
¥ N ehdE I g (porin) e D R & [24,26,27] 0 E F Y E UL MR
4 F B HRE N wre b 2t dere B B SR (efflux pump) [24, 28] - &

Bl WEE AR E o H LA F AL B RARELDRF] K
Mo N BB PR B DR 3§k e 2 7 % £ (Clinical laboratory)
- HERFAH e e TR EMREAER c T F ) 0 REAKL S
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GFP iR BA=f 2 PraFH
A RPhE st mEaiid & 0 B R RRET T

pOAE 90 &R BN G 5 R HA AL S R AT D TR
PER A F o BIRES R T RE UEE 0 - kSIF s dr 0 2 &
R BRI AR RO R PRL 2 LR T iR R
BE 7 RPOLGEH 2D SR R R E F R (AR 93 £
W B > v 12 Escherichia coli % #* 7 » 1k 48%) > H ¥ it 43 & = ESBL 4~ f%
fie il B > 33 E. coli » K. pneumoniae ¥ Enterobacter species » 4 %] & 10%,
17%, 22%; @ » ik 23pihizbahgd kg o TR T (B8 2WE R X
F) LN R A E S F e ESBL A4 6] 0 R 2R EE -
[29] o -4 & * & % e IO RRIUPEP B R L2 7 S It w ) (B 93 & 5
£) € A2 ESBL » @fscnimpF 30 H s 2t 2 ot (T £4n
Fl) #0244 ESBL /;ﬁ;gsﬁvzmﬁﬁwt B [30] o 457 3 crpsARpE R
A (FEARILOS &) 45 i) g AL R F T4 47
,T&%;“ g R 0 $T R 2x b EE T 3¢ F & (extended-spectrum cephalosporins)
TR R F L SR AERE M, P %.,’i?f%a‘}%émﬁﬁvESBL AA vk R
1T g (AR 91 & 112%, 23 AR 95 & 125%)[31]c H ¢ ¥
B Fth & = ESBL 4 f#f= hvt ] (37-50%) » % ¥+3% fluoroquinolones & 3R
ZEATR et B] (60%) ik B AT H 8 RRO(H ¢ o St B A B E_8%-34%,
B2 22%-35%) [31] e g e g > AP AR 98 & Al < R TR F R

-



B AMEE R NIEE mf%]"ESBL A A B AP E coli ¥ K
pneumoniae w A~ %S| & 36.8% £ 263% 0 FHApE Bt bR [32] 0 &

bR RN R A1 E coli & K. pneumoniae o fF) > 2 ESBL A& 2 vt 5] >
HR Az S8 %0 B~ RORW a5 N E F E coli(13%) Ftk (L&
R4 E 12 B Jf[’m) & 3 i % e 4 A& K pneumoniae 71 ESBL
AfEEEA A Bl (26%) 0 2EH 4T [33] 0 % 0 4R ESBL eovt B 2 0 B
SRE R adrd 24RO 4 b o P 59 SMART (Surveillance for Multicenter
Antimicrobial Resistance in Taiwan) — 4 7|F % > » p X F 95 £42 > 4 » 7
AT RPN RE FOR RN E [33] 0 2 REFIERPN D (1)
doripenem > I ' #2.7 % & carbapenem agents ¥t Hi& b ¥ ¢ 2 4 ESBL
B fRpE e £ 1 & Frd] 0% s iE Y L BT ¢ & & ESBL A f2pF i B
Fik it ZER (T MICy) [34] 5 (2) tigecycline » #7— e st e Bk
FHAF o BRGOTRE PHEHN O RBEOERREE (L8 ¢4
Pseudomonas aeruginosa > Proteus mirabilis) > § $.% chdr 7k & > L A7 2 4
¢ &% ESBL A jafschimi]  #f 224 % 0% % 27512 (MICy) <2 mg/L)
[35]° % % > tigecycline < $1°¢ 80.9% e j s % (K& A 19 2 2 F )
e R % i Acinetobacter baumannii Ftk » G (AF odrd] 2 £ 4 (MIC
<2 mg/L) [36] » wxd o fip- BELE NS LB REDE S b S
T otigecycline » ¥ AR Y g s TRA ek (FRAEEE L BEH) L R ER
2.— [18,37]c F & 2 Rh ¢+ ik & i Kltor  RELETP i
E v » % W0 Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute (CLSI) » % % & 100
-3 iz iz (T ig) MIC Rt X )3 45 % (MIC breakpoints) o 4-%f X K
01~99 # Ay * b ® AT B VEEN R AR fF X r;%'ri:sm%ﬁ s fed * B 1w
1 MIC e & B2 B cnFflqp it s T F1T 23§ & & ESBL A~ f3fs



% dnfF 0 ¥ ceftazidime § OATR 42 % #ic® ¥ 44> carbapenem
drugs 57 [38]° BIP 0FT g (TR W 98 & 0 15 B X A Fra) o 444
W72 2R ERSDE FUIEmE » @8N X BRRESE [37]
(3) ceftobiprole » ¥t % %1% | (Pseudomonas aeruginosa) > % ¥ methicillin
FAEM 2 £F ¢ F F % F (methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus,
MRSA) s & eomi i it [39]0 BN &0 - Fdo 4 AEE g1
#g 0 2 5. ceftaroline » % B9k o2 * o

ESBL production rates, among Taiwanese important Enterobacteriaceae isolated in ICU,

in SMART 2005
Eur J Clin Microbiol Infect Dis 2009 (Ref .33)

ESBL %

13

K. S. E. coli P. mirabilis E. cloacae M. morganii C. freundii
pneumoniae marcescens

O BHT AR HFREA AR AT AR EHF L LIS
i arig & e R B 4 (1 E.coli % % 7 FtR) > SMART » 4 45 7

0 hE NS ESBL Ak WA Gt W E D NG A
ESBL 4 ji#p% » $420 Rk L £ R chind F R XA 35 48 - B5 T
A2 ESBL & f#FFhE v bl > S BAPROTY  F  BER L bl ¥
%o fe AR 101-102 & fF > E.coli ¥ K. pneumoniae # % ESBL 4 f#f# it

6



Bl o PR 5 41T [40] -

¥ ¢b o B - %8 > Amikacin % piperacillin-tazobactam ¥+ ¢ & 2
ESBL 4 j#fsih E. coli i FRig Fita» AR E AR P 4 4 0 3 3% carbapenem
agents (72 > ¥ Y Jg bfRA R A ekt o R R A BEL TS in kR
BE RPN pH %%F?u”ﬂ%\h%%;ﬁ@ ke fe & E coli i FE B 7
B R H R A R R A I FARBERE (28 K
pneumoniae > Enterobacter species * Proteus mirabilis > Serratia marcescens) » R
FIL - RREF VL RET o @ fluoroquinolone #f % > ik M =X 4p B Tk
ERRd FRAPEREEEF CMNIFEAE L 5 - N R LREN
S8 A 2RI f}sﬁ}@; A "p?]'#\ [40]ciT = & K= #F I ¥ R Klebsiella pneumoniae
carbapenemase-producing £ % & % 14 e K. pneumoniae sequence type 11
(STI1) Btk > © S @455 53 % [18,41,42] -

ESBL production rates among (A) E. coli, and (B) K. pneumoniae causing urinary tract

infections in nine Asia-Pacific countries between 2010 and 2013

Int J Antimicrob Agents 2016 (Ref. 40)
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T & Ko &R L E i New Delhi metallo-p-lactamase (NDM)-producing
i BRI (1 K pneumoniae » Enterobacter cloacae 3 %)
ik Bl A RZ GRS L2 ZRPBT UM L CGEHB P 5 L L
EEF BRI L L FR A ST AKRR T carbapenem HFEH 0 5
FEREF A [43]ed Rp L s 3% @ BEEP 2 REER F
BRFBEOE ISR AR 9T £ 103 &2 /)0 N gk AT
SMART# 3 « # IR p 5 &/ L R 05 9.8%F b imipenem
7 2LAT g (4 I (non-susceptible phenotype) 5 @ & Btk BSR4
carbapenem agents (ertapenem and/or imipenem) F |+t dg 5 v 2 ESBL
A j2f% (CTX-M-14 > CTX-M-55 5 i » SHV-12 = 2.) & # AmpC (CMY-2 »
DHA-1 % 2 ACT =t 2.) A f&fis 5 1 &} - X B i € A& 4 carbapenemase

ﬁ’m&ﬁ% o g E o BE HDFRRD W RAIT € A2 carbapenemase 4 i
frenpFtki® 2 B <8 [43] wdem MDM & KPC #4550 2 > [18]»
FAAMERITEMER SPF BIUPED 0 GE B S BE R DRREE



e fTenv fakd % [43] A LA B T # #]% (Centers for Disease Control) ~
T AR > J-,ﬁrm#mé%b‘ BlenTopl F R B AR 101 & & 5 ko
boo AR G Ae N oo HIFUS R F4F carbapenems L 14
Acinetobacter baumannii > % ¥+*t Carbapenem(s) 3 #i# |+ 3 Klebsiella
pneumoniae FPRE AR 5 P F L B g [44]c RRTE F TR
B 0 de kG B TRR ) ER mEARERRE R ST BRIV A
TR e FAGRE 0 LAF T EN PR - RESAER S BT &
goeko g 22000 £ 020 g e gk BIR A SRR FafE b B A kR
e E IR R P ER A A RFEA AR ¢ o Neisseria
gonorrhoeae ¥t*% fluoroquinolone #f % 4~ e 4 > & $iFE & Bd [4]° &
Mmoo A AR X R AR i dm 7] (zoonosis bacterial pathogens) & N.
gonorrhoeae » :7#& K HE £ B4 7 F Lk o

% .

X A 97-103 & & » _{;%‘E‘Ep:)ﬁk v £ & erig A PR E\),‘,&);’I'(iﬁ}ég,ﬁq2673+}\
SrRABEF KL wF > HE&HESBL & 2% 0 2 AmpC 4 sy 2o #
J Antimicrob Chemother 2017 (Ref. 43, in press)

No. (percentogs} of isolates that produce specific B-loctomase from indicoted countrny'region

Spedes, spedfic 4 atomase Hong Mew
variants (no. of isolates) Australia Kong Japan  Kozakhstan Korea Malgysia  Zealond  Philippines Singopore  Taiwan Thaitand Vietnam

Escherichia coli h=1739) 65 86 12 30 128 77 =] 120 99 290 163 590
8 (431} 13(151) 28(933) A7 RBY) 2B (364) 47 1) v (70} 45 [45.5) 51 (17.6)
10 (11.6) ) 21
3E) 48 (55.8)

5(5.8)

[4.6)
103
8 a 50 b a & 7
I 2(2 16 (32) 49 [TEE) 4 [89.8) 56 (75.7)
I 119.1) & 116 (541
1(11.1) 13 (26) 5 (78 4 (8.2) 5 (6.8)
2[111) 4 (286 B([BBY) 109.1) 11 (22) 10156} 2 [41) (16.2)
1 [5.6) 7 (50} 1[9.1) 1020} 4 [6.3) 12 11 (9.3} 90123 49 [38.6) 1(13) 15 [14.7)
109.1) 1122) 1(0.8) (6.9}
33 & 3 3 i3 a i3 i3 12 68 i6 36
2 [66.7] [10.5] & (61.5] (83 3813
133
6 (18 2(154)  2(16.7) 7(10.3 1(6.3
1(25) 10333 2154} 3 (i) 4 (111}
2B (B4.B)  1(25) 3 (100} 17 (89.5) 10 (769) 11 (8460 10 (83.3) 1 5(23.8) (86
9273  3(75) B @21} 7 (538) 2154}  4(33.3) 12 (314) 2(125) 383
5 (38.5) 383

zakii and Providendi
s of Entembactercloacos,




%
K 97-103 £ > I * ¥o Fop A E& g K PUER ERARER 0146 RS P FB
EfAisitiopE 0 £ €& hcarbapenem A fREEfALE 0 2 HpBLH
J Antimicrob Chemother 2017 (Ref. 43, in press)

Countny

Spedes, carbaopenamase-enooding
aBsle wariant s (numiber) Austroio Japan Miobaysia Philip pines Tafwan Thaikand Vietnam Total

Escherichia coli [n= 28}
KPC-2 LY
MID-1 2 13 15
BIDRA 1 1
MDA-5
IMP types [IMP-5,14)
OA- 48

wn

Klebsislla pneumaoniaos (n=T77)
KPC -2
WIM-1 1
MIDMA-1 1 1 12 2 16
DA 2
‘J'J""'-T &
LhAP 3 14

other [V types (IMP-1,3,6,14]) e 1

A48 5

o L
[ . N

Klebsiella oxytoca (n=1)
MDA-1
Enterobacter dooooe (n=34]
WIM-1
MIDM-1
MDM-T 1
IMP types ([MP4 8,14 3 5
A48
Enterobacter kobei (n= 1}
MDAy
Citmobacter frewndii (n=-5]
HNDM-1
MP-26 3
Total no. of isolatex) 10 (10} B (7 101) 41 [41) o9 (9 5 (5] T4 [73) 148 [146)

“0ne isolate [coected from Sapan) of K pnewmonios co-produced eneyme of TMP-1 and IMP-3 variant s,
“One isolate (collected from Vistnam) of E. cloocos coproducsd anmyme of NDM-1 and OMA-48 wariarts.

B. R th- B ERFHEEN F PR %
PR R FRELS - EFERMMAOEL Xl R £ 4

A BT E SR 3 S e Ve B 3 AT o 21K 100 #
40 7p v RheEsp P Tkt FRBRELZ H 2B R
A Fhr F RS RS FIRBES TR LR fﬁ“if’* » ZRET AR
103 8 & 5 BRRE R%Eedgdil T >34 % > %48 (Global Hygiene
Security Agenda ) | > /&7 % — %8 (one-health) h& B » B A A5~ $f 2
SEEARE S FREFEMFERG B 1l AEMGEFH > X2 F &R
o LU FRARREN e S 2 1 R RE B R
A% E WA 02 A2 AREE I MERE c BESPHRZEE

VARFFIER AR MR A 00 I 0 400 2 BRI R A A1~

B

10



O uk $- A/ TR ) ¥
%&ﬂmmﬁX@%u£W®4%f%%&~%@ﬁ’%aﬁﬁﬁ’j
DRBTE SEERE > 22 - FiRTh T Lo R FR LR R
ﬁzﬁi%ﬁk%oﬂW%uﬁﬁﬂL?%ﬁﬁ’@%Wkﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ“
A EHRE L R EF FRIRE S B E XA S 47 BT T ERA
FI% R A S G RIATEIRER AT A RFYF ARz 2 - TR
e AR RAARERE T WiETRAE L foin it mE L 3 * g
xRN FELFRER FRCAAEF F (ARG FRE V)
FREAEFFRITKAEL )
ALERFUEFL GO AT A THT NP R 3 F B EF AR L R
REF L G ARG SR DF I I P S8 AR (7 A e
BELLEFWRIF CEAEEPEIREAFAMEL AWML £ T
BoODRZFPHE- MR o7 GPEFLYFFEG GRINEF TS
ipw%Mdehiéxﬁfﬁhq,@BMLQWLE4F##J b g

HAwp FEFFr 2 AETEER AP R RS TR RSP

-

(Y

oo

T NlEEF2 LA RHEPRR2ZPEITS -

B A i GHSAT $admic 2 F WA B 78> % 5 54 A%
Rz A sy F IR M B E R R R S 5 g B il
FREMGEREFLOE L FERBE T FEFFTREN S ED 5B R
2R FEAFEAAE KRR B Z AP LN TR 0 4o
PGP R A% L ER AR R ER TS BB E
T TR 0 2 WE R A - 4 (one-health) e & 13§ 12 vk 5 A7 f

-
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(=) x Ben
El AE & - F#'!ir.’ ‘mm#mé%]“*m%r\%l‘ ’ 7‘ {:I—L %QF%’ﬁ&m*ﬁ:’]"@{
L

A EA B P EE R FF L AT
2
F

g
et 3 BAT 0 RILE TR e AR F s B L

X (E S
) emd (FREE - fANEa) 2 ROk T 0 WL AR R LA
BRAE s blb- P o i F A BT NF S A G 5 R P
ﬂﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁkﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁ%h¢%%ﬁ°ﬁﬂﬂ*?iﬁ§ﬁﬁﬁ%%
A b R B d‘;;}]%A CEEER S T iﬁ) A kREF B
R R L = R FIE £ 42 R (non-susceptible

degrees) % (t » I 545 0L FE RAPPUE I » $0 TR | B FEis ) B o0
E LB R RIS R R R I G R £ BT
AR 0 F ARG AR A e E

riEtiz e
L AEEAHA kRGBS 2 AR 2
R LR T 2 e AL -

2. FIMAy R ERERIZ TR BFLUFRG L 2 PR FIRLYG

1 iF3E P

RS

(1) fF3d2rril 2asty -

(2) v]{‘%j\g r'PEme[ﬂ‘b‘k’ 1@- :T'? %}%}’é, ﬁg;‘:ﬂ\ﬁii'{"l'lg*% °
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R) ZHFHREATREE BFAAT A 173 B KRB s F R EF
2R FEE AR

(4) 1% 55 Fp 8 1 & AT FRE 2 B ein M B B RS b R
L R

(G) PHLER KT VRES R F 4 & BT R B SIS 4 M
HAL

o

A&

Y. AL

OEAEZ-SERNETF T VRSP R kY £ F.E (TR

Ar R Z a2 1 (TIF P

1. E.coli 2 fig? FinBE 2 F R X2 AR R > A0 3 REFHT AT

ek ETIY Feu A 7
FE AT B Z TR A7
AERREE AL

m m o O W >
A
=
g RAPREE " SIN
]
.
T
N
e
(m
3?
—
JIYN

2. K.pneumoniae > et ¥ E N2 B E EABRR L H LT R TRHY

A4
A FABDETE B
B. i AmE L%
C. *%ibrst T H BT A A 47
D. m% ¢b %3l 3ev A 47
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E. 3£ ATFnilp2 TR/ A 47§
F. B2 5% 27447
3. S.aureus(z MRSA) 2 jicd i M2 Fi7F 2 AF gt 2o 30
7 F A AT
A FBOETE
B. i % AR tidm
C. %2 &£ A% A&EAE 7 A4 (multilocus sequence typing, for MRSA
isolates)
D. PVL A F]eid ;] (MRSA isolates)

SCCmec elements 4 3| P Z_ (MRSA isolates)

4. S.pneumoniae 2_fx2 f~ i EE M2 F {75 A ARFR L > B LI R FRHEE
AR

A FBOFETE

B. 2 % At M@E%

C

3

‘K 5 PR R e 7 3] ® % (for penicillin-non-susceptible S.
pneumoniae)
5. Non-typhoid Salmonella species 2_ g ? = 3% 142 B (7 5 2 ABF 1
R N L LAt
A FRDE T AT
B. 12 % ATR Mid%
6. Shigella species 2_ fic? = &4 2 {7
g a1
A FRTE TERE

B. #4 % acp Miis%k

da

2 ABFRT B LR

14



7. Neisseria gonorrhoeae 2_jc? Y M 2 {75 2 A i > 203
TR AT
A FRROE TSR
B. 2 & AR MR
8. Acinetobacter baumannii 2_#g# ir LB 2 BT E 2 ARF L > AL
FRERE AT
A FRDE AT
B. 2 & AR MR
9. Pseudomonas aeruginosa 2. g i= LB M2 g7 E 2 AR > AL
SRR L PRT
A FRDE ARG
B. 2 Z %R ML#E%
10. Enterococcus faecium 2_3c? $» F @4 2 BT 5 2 ABF R B L 3 0
R S
A FRPE TR T
B. 2 & AR MR
11. Campylobacter spp. 2_jic# i@tz FE X2 ARF R B o F 0
R
A FRDE T E T
B. 2 & AR MR
12. Haemophilus influenzae 2_ jx? 4~ 3% 122 g i3 5 2 AFH R > B o 3
o T Iﬁv g o7
A FRROE TR

B. #i4 % AR iRk
15



13. 222 BERB  FLHIFEF ARNBFHFRLFTEFHZ 42

|
RS y;

Photo courtesysgt the COC
)

"> LABE"
Protocols

A EFERDBERR  f 2 TrRFALT R SEFRE T L

FRES AR AT

B. PHhilwhgF MilpgFr ErhiHEPR2ZpBRIFZ (2]
B2 L3 E 5 FRvrp e hiipHTA)-

14, 2 71 @A a2 AR et v AT R ARG RE &R
Bp “hip b E =& 17> &% & & & % 2 A (Next Generation
Sequencing, NGS) & H & e 12 7 j2 3% 4 A (4 mer-1>KPC > NDM
)2 @ -

16



S kit -
A E LA E TR E s L ELE3E R DA &
FErF BB BRI REELT R RF LR
24 EA S BARLEFOARE L M FRBER AR R
AR R o

i

1 227K E& Aot T 5
ARIR IS Fr (3 13 FFE Y w [§: 4485 Fo AT 1 Fo o 313
o 34 F] F SRS A E s?{%‘?fl‘;i 7 33 Fo 3 IR2
F) o T - E G P 12 B o R L BT
priority Antimicrobial resistant (AMR) pathogens (# 4 sterile # %8 %5 %|)
¢ 7 T FA® (1) E. coli, (2) K. pneumoniae, (3) S. aureus (MSSA &
MRSA), (4) S. pneumoniae, (5) non-typhoid Salmonella ~ (6) Shigella

species ~ (7) Neisseria gonorrhoea, (8) Acinetobacter baumannii, (9)

Pseudomonas aeruginosa, (10) Enterococcus faecium, (11) Campylobacter

spp..% (12)Haemophilus influenzae % > 3 Fth#ic: > i < 5§ 2400 & -

AN B L

(D**???ﬂm’iﬁﬁﬁéi(“ SRR EEE R T
%) B S 5200 kiR Atk o B ¥ @ 3L E coli ~ K. pneumoniae
A. baumannii 22 P, aeruginosa I *°> % % %2 F i § 3w Fa g %
(bloodstream infection, BSI) fFtk 24 & o Bt S, aureus (¢ %
methicillin-susceptible [MSSA] £ methicillin-resistant [MRSA]
phenotypes) Atk > T " 2 E FEGF T E I 244k HAP L 1 9

17



20 tken E. faecium °
@QF - FFURBKEFR 2EFRAF P GFETHE - P2
dhE - BV E P ) ok X X 120 HRTRA Atk o B P

pneumoniae ~ A. baumannii 22 P. aeruginosa I " % F & @ § | & 1w

#

NH

¢ 35 E. coli ~ K

A g & (% 5 bloodstream infection, BSI) @tk 12 $k (FAthL =
FHKR A ELRFRAL R B ER A F ) B S
aureus (7* & 7 MSSA 22 MRSA A #8) Fth> T "2 # F 2 §c
FI12 #k 5 H AR 2 < 5 10 ¥k E. faecium o

(3) ",/TT 7 E. coli ~ K. pneumoniae ~ A. baumannii ~ P. aeruginosa 2
Enterococcus faecium 3 & K p & g . (BSI) hFtkt - S
aureus ~ S. pneumoniae ¥ Haemophilus influenzae Fx P 5 & H_ 1}
poiE P & FIR i (sterile sites) iR R 0 ¢ 45 Bilden R 0 Yo W RDR
PR R 0 Mok % o Non-typhoid Salmonella » Shigella 3§ = i > N.
gonorrhoeae % Campylobacter spp. 7tk » Bl F ¥ p 58 2344 mF?
%ﬁ%’%ﬁﬁﬁﬁw’ﬁﬁé%?ﬁ?ipzfém%h’é%
e 1020t & 7 2% b Tk o

(4) 23"ehptR > & BT PFR S- T o ¥ letes F 590w AE (&
BT FS%FAHPI2PEEET S 2504 W X m EfEL
FEw% (species identification) » ¥ 4% k ehfnd £ AT |+ (antimicrobial
susceptibilities) iRz T (LT i) 3 HP F A h DEkR
¥ ¢ 1 beads > U H-FAR L A F R FF o
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[ :)ﬁ*ﬁﬂi

1.
2. #E‘,f :

P13 R

o L NN A WD

N
w N = O

Bt 5 Ro

*2019 & #73H

EE RS

Ftrit k2 & 3
A
SRR LS
SH AT

gL ab 4
| nd 7’ l% lﬁ ,,‘:B ns

TR Fle

P EARFIR

R R L ES N

FrifR? fre £ F I

220 AR P
e 3%5 P

M

®
551 A HCF B

B Frer

R F

BT EEF

Bl o FRORR FIRATH A R
AR TR T F

Bl o FrRaR FRI AR

@‘sa,ﬁ%gl‘%*

fk Fr
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2.

B4R (URE BTG L) FRS AR 1A 47 panel 0 iR X

R A BB Rk ¥ AT LR

(D> 9R5kr F 2 s opE E coli 2 K. pneumoniae *7F Rtk > ™
Vitek 2 automated susceptibility system # /| J! ¥ 3% ampicillin >
amoxicillin-clavulanate > co-trimoxazole - cefoxitin > ceftriaxone
ceftazidime » piperacillin-tazobactam > cefepime ’ ceftaroline > fosfomycin »
gentamicin > amikacin » imipenem ’ meropenem > doripenem ’ ertapenem *
ciprofloxacin » levofloxacin » moxifloxacin > nemonoxacin > tigecycline »
r2 % colistin (72 * broth microdilution method) 7 MIC & - & H IR iE
#® carbapenem 2LATR 14 E. coli ¥ K. pneumoniae Rtk PR3 &
Carbapenem-resistant Enterobacteriaceae (CRE) /& 5 ¥ * » $+3% colistin
2L A7 Rt (colistin-non-susceptible [Col-NS] £ non-wide type [NWT])
Sl SR A b

(2) 3+ S. aureus F¥L > 11 Vitek 2 automated susceptibility system # 7]
¥3* vancomycin, teicoplanin, lipo-glycopeptides, gentamicin, cefoxitin,
ceftaroline, linezolid, daptomycin, clindamycin, trimethoprim-
sulfamethoxazole, rifampicin, tetracycline, tigecycline = MIC (& o

(3) ¥t*+ S. pneumoniae F & > 1 Vitek 2 automated susceptibility system -
#w Bl 4 % 3T erythromycin, azithromycin, penicillin, ampicillin,
amoxicillin-clavulanate,  oxacillin, co-trimoxazole, clindamycin,
ceftriaxone, cefepime, ertapenem, doripenem, levofloxacin, moxifloxacin,
nemonoxacin, vancomycin, linezolid, rifampicin, tetracycline, tigecycline
I MIC 8 o

(4) > 98k + Salmonella Ftx > 2 Vitek 2 automated susceptibility system
# P ¥+ **  ciprofloxacin > levofloxacin » ceftriaxone ° ceftazidime °

20



imipenem  doripenem =7 MIC & -

(5) $t*+ @k + Shigella Ftx > 14 Vitek 2 automated susceptibility system 1
¥ ciprofloxacin’ levofloxacin ceftriaxone» ceftazidime  azithromycin
e MIC &

(6) ¥+ 5k + Neisseria gonorrhoeae Ftk > 1 agar dilution method # /B
¥>° cefixime > ceftriaxone > azithromycin > spectinomycin ’ ciprofloxacin ’
gentamicin 7 MIC & °

(7) > 904 1 H. influenzae * p & FF% 0 F TR » 14 broth microdilution
method & H i & if g | > 2 (@ *  Haemophilus Test Medium
[HTM]) > # B 3! ¥ % ampicillin, ampicillin-sulbactam, amoxicillin-
clavulanate, cefuroxime, ceftriaxone, cefotaxime, ceftazidime, cefepime,
azithromycin, ciprofloxacin, levofloxacin, gemifloxacin, ertapenem,
meropenem, doripenem, tetracycline, rifampicin, trimethoprim-
sulfamethoxazole - MIC i@ -

(8) > ffk & B N Ao ) P aeruginosa 3 A. baumannii #7F w % ¥
% F)tk > 14 Vitek 2 automated susceptibility system - & B] d1 3¢
ampicillin-sulbactam, cefotaxime, minocycline, doxycycline, tigecycline,
trimethoprim-sulfamethoxazole (¥ 4*¥t A. baumannii [#t*), aztreonam,
ceftozolane-tazobactam ( ¥ 4+ ¥t P. aeruginosa | &), piperacillin-
tazobactam, ceftazidime, cefepime, imipenem, meropenem, doripenem,

ciprofloxacin, levofloxacin, gentamicin, amikacin, netilmicin, 4 %
colistin (i * broth microdilution method) ¢ MIC & - & LT #®
carbapenem(s) 2T 145 P aeruginosa £ A. baumannii F)tk > B3

= Carbapenem-resistant strains (CR-P. aeruginosa, CR-A. baumannii) B

R b T colistin 24aT R 1+ (colistin-non-susceptible [Col-NS]) 7

21



3.

Btk o 4 g uie .

Q) > Tk & BN e F E. faeicum #TF K p s iR I mehE R o 1Y
Vitek 2 automated susceptibility system - # B] 11 %+ **  penicillin,
ampicillin, vancomycin, teicoplanin, linezolid, daptomycin, tetracycline,
tigecycline, ciprofloxacin, levofloxacin, fosfomycin, chloramphenicol,
quinupristin-dalfopristin 7 MIC &

(10) %t *> gk + Campylobacter #f 7 /& % 3% = W] itk » 12 broth
microdilution method & H i & if e ] = £ (i€ ¥ CAMHB-LHB 2.5-
5% agar) > # B 2 ¥ Y ampicillin, erythromycin, ciprofloxacin,
gentamicin, kanamycin, tetracycline, clindamycin 7 MIC & o

(1) ¥ 584 + H.influenzae % p # 7% =0 & 0 12 broth microdilution
method 2 H i & if g B> 2 (@ *  Haemophilus Test Medium
[HTM]) > # /B 3! ¥ >> ampicillin, ampicillin-sulbactam, amoxicillin-
clavulanate, cefuroxime, ceftriaxone, cefotaxime, ceftazidime, cefepime,
azithromycin, ciprofloxacin, levofloxacin, gemifloxacin, ertapenem,
meropenem,  doripenem, tetracycline, rifampicin, trimethoprim-

sulfamethoxazole 7 MIC & -

LA ER 0 B R RREE D > 2 FRRAP M 2 o4k R F

(1) #3090 + hd fF SIS mf E coli 2 K pneumoniae Ftk > B E_
FEIEREN (I A2 FRIAZIE F) DEARGE 0 2
EH A R xR =2 % (% e ) BT 3 FF  (extended-
spectrum 3™ or 4™ cephalosporin agents) £ #u & M R T_& L
Antimicrobial resistance (AMR) ; ¥+ % & AMR 03 ff < 141 o F 7
Fho B 8 {7 4rde = MREE (double-disc synergy test ; i€ * cefotaxime
2 ceftazidime 4z % - H fpRE > 224 + clavulanic acid 4z 5 - 42pE > &

22



BLRITFARD T arc R %)k 2T AMR Fth4F ¢ &£ % ESBL 4~
fRfF (% 3 50%3 4eit b > T & "ESBL B hE K)o
(2) ¥ 2300 S aureus FIRR 0 ¥ R R e 8T A MAENS] o R
& oxacillinMIC>2mg/L % % > B 5 MRSA Ftk:#* - & S. aureus
Atk T s T B bR Ak p ep B % (nosocomially-
acquired ; >48 hours after admission) > #rzt &k p A% 5 O 4
(community-acquired; < 48 hours after admission) k& » 12k p {8 4
7 o
4, 1% o F o iT i g1 B (¢ 4&1# * pulsed field gel electrophoresis
[PFGE] ; staphylococcal cassette chromosome type (SCCmec) ¥ multilocus
sequence typing [MLST] ; serotypes of polysaccharide capsule ; lukF/lukS
114 B 2 & if 0 multiplex polymerase chain reaction [multiplex PCR]) » #-
& #8451 CRE (E. coli » K. pneumoniae) » Col-NS FtriE Ik » 3 i i3
FEARE > B T ERATRAELAT c FEEMTF TR
Ro RN ARt FRENICE R RG22 ER NIFLAFF AR
R FTR AR 2 S kg o
(1)PFGE : &-%f 2 3% CRE (E. coli & K. pneumoniae) Ftk > %
dendrograms 4 $7 > 11 2| &7:2 AMR “L;%‘]"%%é_é A e X ﬂ‘]%?f‘oh’ﬂ
BE & FRRR T RIR o
(2)SCCmec % MLST : &% 2 $8<7 MRSA Ftk > # SCCmec elements
type I~V s3] BB (typing) > % @ R E - £ 5130% (¥ 30 k0 T
o p L FIR) 0 7 MLST 04 47 » k3 &34 MRSA # %4
RS SR PR

23



(3) Multiplex PCR, or other PCR assays : 4%t > #%¢7 CRE (E. coli £ K.
pneumoniae) Tﬁf% » w ESBL alleles (7 blactx.m ° blatem » blasuy
blayeg ° blacgs * blaper) * AmpC (Z blacmy ° blavox ° blapua °
blaxct * blayir) ° carbapenemase-encoding alleles ( z blaxpc * blayny °
blaxpm * blanp * blaoxa) P4 F1 i B [45] 0 % 4-%F Col-NS %
ABE WIS F FR o fomer-1 0K F] R [46] 0 3B %‘*’ﬁ
carbapenemase % i & #] & overall carbapenems (ertapenem, £ % = 4§
carbapenem agents) ZEATR AR 0 20 N AEE LA
FFRE g At o E DA 5 mer-1 0% & Col-NS i E.
coli » K. pneumoniae Fj¥R§ ¢ e A vt o pbvh s RN T ik R (4ot
ARt > R H P h30% FEtk o R TR ER L Fle)
MRSA f%]'%% ' ¥ B E_F *+ 3 Panton-Valentine leukocidin (PVL) %
i# AT ukF 2 [ukS[3] > #Feied MRSA FiRec f KR8 R AE

W ERL s K R R o 4T o
(4) Serotype determinations of polysaccharide capsule: &-¥t+#73
penicillin 257 14 (non-susceptible) F& % 1% S. pneumoniae FHA
i serotype & B [4] » 4 %7 5 A % e penicillin 2EATR 14 S.
pneumoniae F|tkifiserotypes 1 & | ®] 5§ B4R KB A 5 L 4ATR R
v chp e
B REARFBREAGERRZ A AT R R ARG R AR
NP R E & 0T @ H N A T2 A (Next Generation Sequencing,
NGS) H & e s 127 f23 ¢4 A F|(de mer-1 » KPC » NDM %)2_ &3
Wl -
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6. wREFMFEL LB FEFAL S BN ER SR LA T A
B A AT S ] SR

m AR R R AR LR 18R UFR (513 FFE
= [medical centers, MC] > % 5 %= 3| % & k& ¥ I [large regional
teaching hospitals, LRTH]) » & {7

(1) A= % E. coli, & K. pneumoniae Ftk (&% {2 %k £ R 32 Fad &

FrINE R T
BF RGLRE):

(ﬁfli'% E. coli, K. \ c‘_%frii‘l 7 F T ,u\ Gﬁ? E. coli & K. \

pneumoniae > | § F Vitek 2 susceptibilty pneumoniae 7 CRE
(48 4 ---MC system > & iR HF FE AP Htk o e fe

n=60 ; LRTH,
n=36) ; 2% -
B ET) S Ptk

it % MIC & - 35 ) multiplex PCR i ]
¢ £ AMR (¥ B ESBL i ESBL, AmpC,
LfRpEAS BT 2 carbapenemase 1k

B ¥ EINhm Az carbapenem(s) ﬂf’ﬂé %> & &4 3L Col-
\ ) (CR) » colistin #-47 NS Ftkt o mer-1
(& * broth microdilution # %] » &7 PFGE

method, colistin-NS) A5 T fRERGE

\ e EeE ) e )

Qxp RAKMS &5 ¢ § § R F (Staphylococcus aureus) :

cii%% S. aureus > '1'{\ G%@ﬁ FIFES "‘N ci%: -‘I:»/I ES;_}F]& \
B ER (A5 5 Vitek 2 susceptibility * om e p
MC, n=60 ; LRTH, system > & B FE 4P e ,,(,>48 h
n=36) i 2 - P R MICE > SCCmes tying
PR B AT 0 2 5 R e nPe
Wk F 5 25 et ] WELR ek F T
- (>48 h v.s. <48 h) MRSA gtk > it
3 lukF/S 3k Flik ] &
\ ) \ J MLST % 5

25



(3) k p & AWM ¥ L& F (Streptococcus pneumoniae)

(st s

pneumoniae > < &
kp £ FREDE
(&8 5 - MC,
n=20 ; LRTH,
n=12) ; 23" Fk
#PED LK Fle
’fﬁl%ﬁ;‘? B3R el R
3

.

~

_J

E%@Fﬁﬁﬁ%w:\
Vitek 2 susceptibility
system > & R4 £ 4R
Myt 2 MIC & > &
ot B S FA AR

J

ok S B SRS \
7 Hh2ac g S,
pneumoniae 7tk
S pERE R e
3 s e R

J

(4) W% + Non-typhoid Salmonella 22 Shigella $g0Fx (FHkk > F

RE i S S e TR
J asLEe )

-

#+# Non-typhoid
Salmonelia spp. »
R BB (53] B
-MC, n=12;
LRTH, n=12) ; &
SEtk o EA KT
SAERBRBRES
Hehm A E

ERETEAEER - 8L

> REFEFAMR - R

colistingE &8¢ &, ({# A broth
microdilution method,
colistin-N8) &) ##k * X
e AF]

Vitek 2 susceptibilty system -
MRl R S A8 L& FMIC

carbapenem(s) 3E&1 &, (CR) -

~N

~N
#¥>-Non-typhoid
Salmonella &) CR-
TS Btk » #AT
PFGE##7 * T A%
AR AT

J

(5) Wi + 7 U REE %] N. gonorrhoeae HFR (FHh &k > JF i ¥iize):

£4# N. gonorrhoeae >
HEBABR (29 B---
MC, n=12 ; LRTH,
n=12); & F#k -
HRAEINEAER
R EFH @A

\" J

4 )
EXMHTEAEEE
L4 agar dilution
methods » & B452E
&148 B 4L A FMIC
{5 - &% 84 5AMR

ax % |
\Lﬁf’ ik s E b _)

26

#H¥H N. gonorrhoeae
8 AMR HE#R » BAT

FGEZ-# » TARE#
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(6) % p # *U& WAF 4| i Campylobacter 5 sn 7:

ar

Campylobacter spp.,
Te b SRR 0 (& 5
% -—-MC,n=12 ;
LRTH, n=12 for
Campylobacter
spp.) s 2IVFAR
BN FR

fosk F 4 38 ehin
=z

L

~

J

/;%@Fﬁﬁﬁai\

12 broth microdilution
test 2 CAMHB-

» T b

N

-

LHB (2.5-3%) » # i#|
MrEeip b4t £
MIC &

(ﬁ% 1 E ﬁ%%“\

Rk F
Fruiris > A
G-l 3 W
AR K2 GnE

PERE
J

.

()% p & ZW&WH > B F (Enterococcus faecium) Fik :

-

£ 3 E. fuecium -
MR B (T35
--- MC, n=12 ;

LRTH, n=12) ; &

Fata s
-

HEMk A EF
LARERKHBES

A mATHAEEN \
L Vitek 2 susceptibilty
system - #z33)5F 5 &
AL EMICHE - 3
H A AMR & R
ek AR -
HHBARANSILE
%] (48 hvg.<48 h)

(% )

#%> vancomycin-
resistant (VR) &) E.
Sfaecium Bk - i
A BARNY
WA (>48h
v.s.<48h)

J

(B) X p AN &M *g i & F (H influenzae) :

4 &3t H.

influenzae = |
ErRaEFHeH
IR (73 B-
—~MC, n=12;

LRTH. n=12) ;

@A A
EI S5 AERK
RESNmE

\_ £

fﬁ%ﬁiiﬁ/ﬁ- B AEAE
32+ L broth
microdilution test
B Haemophilus
Test Medium
(HTM) - #a#] 4%
oML F
MIC{E » =&
bk
\_ Ak

27
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(9) A= % P aeruginosa 2 A. baumannii :SOFRCGF KR > & LR R

= JE 0 R A REze):

e ("¢ ivie 7 EfRE
%t P 30 1 Vitek 2 e N
aeruginosa, A. susceptibility #5 P
baumannii + system > & iR|HF i aeruginesai4.
EFE& (75 b % MIC baumannii &)
- MC, =24 ; £ 0 s AMR CR-GNB& #k *
LRTH, n=24) ; Atk 2 i /5 PFGE 4
aEEE carbapenem(s) 2L47 i o TEE®
EET Y (CR) > colistin 247 FATHRA, -
2 R (78 * broth
Fm'iﬁii g i # microdilution . J/
\ method, colistin-NS)

\_PEIR i E

¥+ E. coli, K. pneumoniae, non-typhoid Salmonella species - Shigella
species 114 Btk 0 3PP * Sensititre AST 32 &= (& 35 GNI » GN2 »
GN3) Jie 7 2 f & H bl im B2 B 4o 00R 14385 - 40 M Bcdh i ik 3
2017 # % WiRA F % % %% ¢ (Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institutes,
CLSI) e de 38 {7 2[3% o gt ¢b > A i i@ * BD MAX CRE assay (Xpert® Carba-
R) % 1% N EB EIRE ik A7 ek F R A FRES A TR S0 ¢ 4
blaxpc > blaxpm > blayiv * blaoxa-as ° blaoxa-131 * blaoxa232 * blawp- F o %
30 1% multiplex PCR(R & pri 4 F &) P 7 % ¥ primers @B mer-1 £
#] > 2 ¢ 5|de CLRS-F (5'-CGGTCAGTCCGTTTGTTC-3') and CLR5-R (5'-
CTTGGTCGGTCTGTA GGG-3') »
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AR AR EERT R S E(08E)F F = £ F 0 F e ©
Re(DZE2REFERFRAET O QFTHE (MEERTS L) B
it F AR e 47 panel » He R B KRG 2 A iM% T
AT g (3) LA ETR B R B A RIRA D 0 LR FHR M 2
FHRIF @A) JIFAFRERELE PR RE AR RERBE
TP RIFTERIEM AT (55 EAFE AL R A P AT
B3 MGHOART RBEERP AP E = & T 0 RIE A F(4e mer-1>
KPC > NDM %)z B3484] » ()R EPF ¥l $hn i 58 L2 2 B2
WM EHR  EFRANA T AGERMAER AT A5 -

FreEogst ¢ va L2 18 %F% [7 13 m%‘ft’ (A FR
5 %< Rz FH n‘\i{?}‘%\éﬁ“ﬁ%—'%%&g fa~ o +LE51’“ﬂ£F5F%‘Sﬁ'*
= "g‘*’”,}f}rm\ﬁ;r LR & AFH,D; § 2R3 v ]_;;]?5%5 Bk B
e ¥ EARFR G AFRFR 2304 T R S LR F R
%ﬁ%%%ﬁw&ﬂ%&ﬁ§%\%ﬁ%%ﬁ%m\x&%i%%;%%
| 70 FEARFE ‘%F%)’i 5 7 & ?I%?F?J‘m(+b‘”‘33ﬂ N i
Fles B2 o * FRGRFRATA A B 2 ARTI R F R 2 301 e
% T@%Ffu a1 RO R 5= %Pﬁ‘u“?ﬂ‘é&l%ﬂ%é He)) By R iEs
‘2 %% #7 7| priority Antimicrobial resistant (AMR) pathogens (% ~ sterile f& %
}w) ¢ 7 T2 FR (1) E. coli, (2) K. pneumoniae, (3) S. aureus (MSSA &
MRSA) , (4) S. pneumoniae, (5) non-Typhoid Salmonella, (6) Shigella species,
(7) N. gonorrhoea, (8) Acinetobacter baumannii, (9) Pseudomonas aeruginosa,
(10) Enterococcus faecium, (11) Campylobacter spp., % (12) Haemophilus
influenzae % 12 5 ik °
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e B 5 e B o e e (1) Escherichia coli ~ (2) Klebsiella
pneumoniae ~(3) Acinetobacter baumannii ~ (4) Pseudomonas aeruginosa % (5)
Enterococcus faecium > & F % i & %8 5(6) Staphylococcus aureus ~ (7)
Streptococcus pneumoniae % (8) Haemophilus influenzae > 7 % ¥ %8 55 %] 511(9)
non-typhoidal Salmonella ~ (10) Shigella spp. ~ (11) Neisseria gonorrhoeae %
(12) Campylobacter spp. % 7tk

4

A FEEL (DR TR ATRERR D E R A E RE S DT
B TR BB 0 QR 2R AT F IR 4

AFEORER o R0 REEREFSTE P A 20 42 &
PAF AR A B AT F R ARE P A A TR 23 E R
EHRRERSA- S0 FRRRFFINwEE (FAFRRILPR
2FEEET 2 B4 ) A e FfASE RS (species identification)
% 4 % A7R 14 (antimicrobial susceptibilities) ~ % 4 F 2 $ 8 PR T_;
THEYFTT LB EIR § 5 7 beads * NM-FRL AR E FFF 0 B
me FEI9 ARIAEFFTERHRY S o

R %Ak o e
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Sk

pae s 108 & 1~9 ' Fikz RBETL T 0 B ERFREZ F
HE 2499 5 L ERRAEAES 2 8P > A5G k(D R
Escherichia coli : 423 ¥k > Klebsiella pneumoniae 372 ¥k > Acinetobacter
baumannii : 199 ¥k » Pseudomonas aeruginosa : 300 & » Enterococcus
Saecium * 220 tx; (2) £ 738 (sterile sites) bl 4ew 7 o F LR 0 R H
e o ok B g M 2. Staphylococcus aureus : 366 th o Streptococcus
pneumoniae : 64 tk > Haemophilus influenzae * 65 tx; (3)7 % & %8 55 W] e
Non-typhoid Salmonella : 261 & » Shigella spp. : 10 ¥k » Neisseria

gonorrhoeae 187 t& > Campylobacter spp. : 32 tk » 4o 2

T o
s ¥ ik e 5l(%)
A 3R 1136 45.5
¢ 3R 620 24.8
2 0 610 24.4
P 133 53
i 2499 100.0
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Pt Atk | v 61(%)
Escherichia coli 423 16.9
Klebsiella pneumoniae 372 14.9
Staphylococcus aureus 366 14.6
Streptococcus pneumoniae 64 2.6
Non-typhoid Salmonella 261 10.4
Shigella spp. 10 0.4
Neisseria gonorrhoeae 187 7.5
Acinetobacter baumannii 199 8.0
Pseudomonas aeruginosa 300 12.0
Enterococcus faecium 220 8.8
Campylobacter spp. 32 1.3
Haemophilus influenzae 65 2.6

2 2499 100.0

- i SOF UL S G LN IR G L o
E. coli 28 S v 5{(%) | |K. pneumoniae i | v B(%)
A3 (8 ) 205 48.5 A3 (8 ) 163 43.8
P33R 92 21.7 3R (3R 93 25.0
238 (6 1) 102 24.1 238 (6 R 92 24.7
L3r (1R 24 5.7 3R (1R 24 6.5
i 423 100.0 i 372 100.0
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S. aureus i v 51(%) | [S. pneumoniae Rilc | ¥ 6(%)
A3 (8 146 39.9 A3 (8 ) 26 40.6
o3 (37 %4 57 |[* G 13 203
3 (679 102 279 |33 67 21 32.8
L3t (1R 24 6.6 L3t (1R 4 6.3
i 366 100.0 i 64 100.0
Non-Typhoid Salmonella| #x# v 51(%) | [Shigella spp. il | v BI(%)
A3 (8 ) 121 46.4 A3 (8 8 80.0
AN Cr A 59 22.6 PR 3R 0 0
738 (6 ) 65 24.9 330 (6 2 20.0
L3 (1) 16 6.1 L3 (1R 0 0
)t 261 100.0 |3t 10 100
Neisseria gonorrhoene Rk v (%) ||Haemophilus influenzae | tkik v i) (%)
A3 (8 ) 120 64.2 A3 (8 ) 20 30.8
PR3 R) 36 19.3 PR (3R 13 20.0
320 (670 24 128 |[33% 67 27 415
L3 (1R 7 3.7 L3 (1R 5 7.7
i 187 100 )3t 65 100
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Acinetobacter baumannii | k¥ v t(%) | |P. aeruginosa i v 5 (%)
A3 (8 ) 95 47.7 A3 (8 125 41.7
P3RBT 65 32.7 LI 83 27.7
%30 (6 33 16.6 %38 (6 ) 80 26.7
L3 (1R 6 3.0 L3 (1R 12 4.0
|t 199 100 i 300 100
Enterococcus faecium ik v 7 (%) | |Campylobacter spp. ik v 5l (%)
R 88 400 | |*3 8 R) 19 59.4
P3RBT 68 30.9 P3RBT 4 12.5
%30 (6 57 25.9 %38 (6 ) 5 15.6
L3R (1) 7 3.2 LR (1R 4 12.5
i 220 100 i 32 100
FOM 2499 o A 2 AR FRE TR oA KR TR p &L

Ak 5tk T77.1% 0 R A F 5§ 0E 59.1% 0 & ik 40.9% o & #2145
0~10 & eik 0.2% » #& 1) % Non-typhoid Salmonella & % ; 11~30 #k thik

6.8% » # 1 12 N. gonorrhoeae % % > H =X % Non-typhoid Salmonella *

Campylobacter spp. ; & # /i 3+ 31~60 f& ik 30.3% > & & AfaH 7 & A &
K. pneumoniae ~ S. aureus ~ E. coli ; & # i 3% 61~90 gk 12 } #7 ik 0t Gk F

= 02.7% > W& I FFAM E. coli ~ S. aureus ~ K. pneumoniae % # 5 o 4% H

¥ 21 N. gonorrhoeae €vji A E & o RIL A 11~0 en G B oo
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E. coli i v 51(%) | [K. pneumoniae ik | el
0~10 & 0 0 0~10 # 0 0
11~30 f 7 1.7 11-30 & 3 0.8
31~60 % 101 239 31~60 116 31.2
61~90 A 11t 315 a5 | [61~90 A i 253 65.0
|3t 423 100 i 372 100
S. aureus i W 5(%) | [S. pneumoniae ik | W 5](%)
0~10 % 0 0 0~10 # 0 0
11~30 f 2 05 ||L1-30 4 1 1.6
31~60 % 106 29.0 31~60 25 39.1
61~90 2+ 258 70.5 61~90 # 11+ 38 59 4
i 366 100 2. 64 100
Non-Typhoid Salmonella | k¥ v 51(%) | |Shigella spp. i | W s1(%)
0-10 f& 3 11 |lo~10% 0 0
11~30 f 19 23 |[11~30 & 5 50
3160 A 97 37, |[31-60 & 5 50
61~90 A 12 142 saq  |[61-90 A 0 0
i 261 100 )3t 10 100




Neisseria gonorrhoene jE S w51 (%) | [Haemophilus influenzae |  thik v (%)
0~10 & 0 0 0~10 0 0
11-30 £ 113 604 |[L1~30 A 2 3.1
31~60 & 68 36.4 31~60 f& 17 26.2
61~90 # 11+ 6 3.2 61~90 # 11+ 46 70.8
3t 187 100 Rt 65 100
Acinetobacter baumannii | k¥ v 5(%) | |P. aeruginosa ik w5 (%)
0~10 f 0 0 0~10 # : 03
11~30 A& 4 b0 | [11~30 & 6 5
31~60 % 75 377 31~60 84 28
61~90 fk 12 1 120 60.3 | (61790 prit 209 69.7
i 199 100 2. 300 100
Enterococcus faecium ik v (%) | |Campylobacter spp. ik v 5 (%)
0~10 % 0 0 0~10 # 0 0
11~30 f 0 0 11~30 & o 55
31~60 # 57 259 31~60 6 18.8
61~90 fk 11t 163 741 | (61790 frid 18 56.3
e 220 100 e 32 100




B H Ham g A R A TR deT A

F A B TR
B P # % #(n=2,499) BAW
e
7 44 1478 59.1
e 1021 40.9
BA KRR
1. 514 20.6
2. £ 1926 77.1
3. 82 B FEp 59 2.4
&8k
<1 # 0 0
1-5 #& 3 0.1
6-10 1 0.04
11-20 # 19 0.8
21-30 #& 151 6.0
31-40 # 150 6.0
41-50 212 8.5
51-60 # 396 15.8
61-70 570 22.8
71-80 465 18.6
81-90 # 428 17.1
>91 104 4.2

F A R Rk - KTRA B (3£ R BR8P R 4 T
FLET 0 p AR R 2 (Community-acquired infection, CAI » i | >t 48 /] PF)
vt B ik 64.5 o %5 B REAP M R 4 (Healthcare-associated infection, HAI » i
sk A8 ) pE) it IR G 355 e
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B AR ol CAI B%# CAIF A HAI Bid HAIF AW

Escherichia coli (423) 340 80.4 83 19.6
Klebsiella pneumoniae (372) 239 64.2 133 35.8
Staphylococcus aureus (366) 258 70.5 108 29.5
Streptococcus pneumoniae (64) 58 90.6 6 9.4
Non-typhoid Salmonella (261) 206 78.9 55 21.1
Shigella spp. (10) 8 80.0 2 20.0
Neisseria gonorrhoeae (187) 182 97.3 5 2.7
Acinetobacter baumannii (199) 47 23.6 152 76.4
Pseudomonas aeruginosa (300) 146 48.7 154 51.3
Enterococcus faecium (220) 57 259 163 74.1
Campylobacter spp. (32) 23 71.9 9 28.1
Haemophilus influenzae (65) 47 72.3 18 27.7
Rk 1611 64.5 888 355

e

1.Community-acquired infection (CAl), A+ % 4p B & %
2.Healthcare-associated infection (HAI), %5 B READR B %
3.4 s A 3% E R YTk - RTRA FIR(F £48)

-~ HRETaNIRRE
£ 3 108.10.15 1 > & 2 1~9 ¥ 35 12,499 AR FHEEE A
B Sk o dm e (iR sk R 2 2019 & CLSI & fedf o ARtz s it
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FRE AT A FHRET o B ERE LR ) -

CLSI 2019 (M100 ED29) CLSI 2018 (M100 ED28)
Organism Agent
S 1 R S 1 R
Ciprofloxacin <0.25 0.5 Pl <1 <2 <4
[Enterobacteriaceae
Levofloxacin <0.5 1 >2 <2 <4 <8
Ciprofloxacin <0.5 1 >2 <1 <2 <4
P. aeruginosa
Levofloxacin <1 2 >4 <2 <4 <8

~9 7 E & TRdk RO R el v B SR 2% (in vitro susceptibility) #c
Vit 7] 2 B AL AT
(1) E. coli
dodo 1 5tR AR > Kk p i R M E coli A 3 Ft (n=423)
¥ * chw A% J 4o ampicillin-sulbactam © - TMP/SMX 4 cefazolin 5 £ *ﬁ
- T (45.2% 0 42.8% v 39.5%) * R gk M I auERE ARG
B o

L% % % = N F ¥ F & (third-generation cephalosporins )
cefotaxime v ceftazidime (AT & ) 5 66.4%F- 78.7% > % M3t % w R gg
¥ + F#% cefepime (89.19% ) Escherichia coli Ftk ¥t piperacillin/tazobactam
AR & 5 91.6% o ¢ » E coli £ %% # fluoroquinolone 2 %

( Ciprofloxacin ~ Levofloxacin) sagp (43574 B 5 54.8% fr47.5%

* %
("4 % 3 2019 & CLSI #723f 4% 8 #7 82 5%) o 4% aminoglycoside °

gentamicin 7 )@ = cFiE 4 i amikacin 7 5 & & TR B (99.8%) o

¥ ¢k 5 54k (1.2%) E.coli ¥t carbapenem ( Ertapenem ) £ 7 #u# % o

¥oho 3 94k (2.1% ) E. coli et * % 4= 5T 1225 B 1 ¥t colistin 7 & &
£ (Fi2 FhMardlk AR E=4mg/L) -
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Table 1. 423 +k E. coli $1.2 % B a0 5% % % (2019)

Antimicrobial agent MIC (pg/ml) No. (%) of isolates with indicated susceptibility
tested Range MICs, |MICw |S 1 R WT
Ampicillin-sulbactam  [<2->32 16 >32 156 (36.9) |76 (18.0) |191 (45.2)

Cefazolin <4->64 <4 >64 256 (60.5) 167 (39.5)
Cefmetazole <1->64 <1 32 373 (88.2) 26 (6.1) [24(5.7)

Cefotaxime <1->64 <l >64 281 (66.4) 13(0.7) 139 (32.9)
Ceftazidime <1->64 <1 16 333(78.7) [3(0.7) 87 (20.6)

Cefepime <1->64 <1 4 377 (89.1) (19 4.5) |27 (6.4)
Piperacillin-tazobactam [<4->128 <4 8 387 (91.5) |21 (5.00 [15(3.5)

Ertapenem <0.5->8 <0.5 <0.5 |17 (98.6) [1(0.2) |5(1.2)

Imipenem <0.25->16  |<0.25 <0.25  [422(99.8) [0(0) 1(0.2)

Meropenem <0.25->16  |<0.25 <0.25  [422(99.8) [0(0) 1(0.2)

Ciprofloxacin <0.25->4 <025 P4 232 (54.8) [36(8.5) [155(36.6)
Levofloxacin <0.12->8 1 >8 201 (47.5) |80 (18.9) |142 (33.6)

Gentamicin <1->16 <l >16 334 (79.0) 10 (0) 89 (21.0)

Amikacin <2->64 <2 4 422 (99.8) [0 (0) 1(0.2)

TMP-SMX <1->16 <1 >16 242 (57.2) | 181 (42.8)

Tigecycline <0.5-4 <0.5 <0.5 INA INA NA

Colistin <0.5->16 <0.5 <0.5 416 (98.3)
Colistin-broth dilution  [0.5->32 1 1 414 (97.9)

B MIC & = (B mdrFk i, 7 50%% 90%F % #optdril g it 2 kR » T35

MICso 2 MICq), mg/L (% 5. & =), S, susceptible (57 ) ;

£) i R:

applicable (& 3+ &

(2) K. pneumoniae

H=x fIkL * 82 K. pneumoniae Ftk (n=372) @

resistant (¥1#) ; susceptibility category (57 g 12-#84%) ; NA, non-

I, intermediate (¥ & &%

T o dvdk 247

70 AP E. coli ¥t Sfnd & e 4 4o ampicillin-sulbactam » TMP-
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SMX {e cefazolin - 3 # B gt o % = ey RE T + A7
& chae g SR £ R F < o K pneumoniae F)tk ¥ piperacillin/tazobactam
M ac g 5 % 80.1% o = f& anti-pseudomonal fluoroquinolones ( & %
ciprofloxacin {r levofloxacin) ac & » B4 % & 70.7%Fr 65.6% - K.
pneumoniae ¥ ciprofloxacin fr levofloxacin AT g & > i i3t E. coli » -4
aminoglycoside » gentamicin § £ — = = ¢fa# 4 & amikacin 7 % 426 4
=~ B (96.5%) o
sR@m s K. pneumoniae ¥+ carbapenem s ZE 4 > QP A 3 E coli - K
pneumoniae % ji g F FtA ¥t ertapenem fr imipenem 97 E g X A B G
9.9% fr7.8%  HAREF I FrEFOL K - ¥ 16+ (43%) K
pneumoniae #-7& F ¥t colistin 2 7 ST 2 (BB drFk R 5 32mg/L)
% 3 E. coli et B (P<0.05) o @ 4% K. pneumoniae i ({54 > A is
2P g H AT e gt rh o B E E 5 LR 4 K pneumoniae Ftk 0 A
R g A2 FAILT (hyperviscosity) K. pneumoniae Ftk (hvKP) et
Gl APE I FEARG At S IEIT- X (41.7%45.7%) Gt bl
AR PE R (hvKP) o H ¢ K1 g x v K2 5 £ H E 2019 &
IF IR o (e P66 & #1757 )

B Table2.372 tx K. pneumoniae i? % % 3 sTR 11325 & % (2019)

No. (%) of isolates with indicated
Antimicrobial agent | MIC (ug/ml) o
susceptibility
tested
Range MICso | MICoo S I R WT
Ampicillin-
<2->32 8 >32 246 (66.1) [8(2.2) [118(31.7)
sulbactam
Cefazolin <4->64 <4 >64 262 (70.4) 110 (29.6)
Cefmetazole <1->64 <l >64 299 (80.4) [22 (5.9) [51(13.7)
Cefotaxime <1->64 <l >64 279 (75) (17 (4.6) [76 (20.4)
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Ceftazidime <1->64 <l >64 285 (76.6) [15(4.0) (72 (19.4)
Cefepime <1->64 <l 32 325(87.4) [7(1.9) (40 (10.8)
Piperacillin-

<4->128 <4 >128 298 (80.1) (14 (3.8) |60 (16.1)
tazobactam
Ertapenem <0.5->8 <0.5 <0.5 335(90.1) [9(2.4) [28(7.5)
Imipenem <0.25->16 [<0.25 (1 343 (92.2) (12 (3.2) (17 (4.6)
Meropenem <0.25->16 [<0.25 [£0.25 349 (93.8) [1(0.3) [22(5.9)
Ciprofloxacin <0.25->4 <025 P4 263 (70.7) (17 (4.6) |92 (24.7)
Levofloxacin <0.12->8 [<0.12 8 244 (65.6) (55 (14.8) [73 (19.6)
Gentamicin <I->16 <l >16 300 (80.6) (11 (3.0) |61 (16.4)
Amikacin <2->64 <2 <2 359 (96.5) |0 (0) 13 (3.5)
TMP-SMX <1->16 <1 >16 267 (71.8) |- 105 (28.2)
Tigecycline <0.5->8 <0.5 2 NA NA NA

363
Colistin <0.5->16  [<0.5 <0.5
(97.6)

Colistin-broth 356

0.5->32 1 2
dilution (95.7)

B MIC § = (B mMdrFk &,z 50%2 90% 7% Scptdrdlchd Kt 2ER - T3

MICso 2 MICq), mg/L (% 5.5 = 2). S, susceptible (57 ) ;

I, intermediate (¥ & &%

&) 5 R resistant (#1%) ; susceptibility category (5T 12 #84F) ; NA, non-

applicable (& 3+ &

(3) non-typhoid Salmonella
$+* non-typhoid Salmonella Ftx (n=261 > # ¢ < I02 4540 K /7 Ao
R BiE ) ¥ S e B-p fed=aE (B-lactam) i # (“ﬁ% ampicillin »

v

it

cefazolin » amoxicillin-clavulanate * ) A7 {23873 & > @ 2 30 %
cephalosporins (AT 14 » 359428 ~ = » @ &% = X f] cephalosporin 42 i 1,

= o Carbapenem #f # 4 B #3175 100% 47 14 o & & anti-pseudomonal
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fluoroquinolones * - ciprofloxacin e {4+ - = (11.1%) # levofloxacin

Pl % 6.5% o & 2_ > trimethoprim- sulfamethoxazole % %8 ¢} 325 F 14 4 LB 7

F 0 G 27.6% R EN o fud R B S ATR MRSk By o Aok 3 9Ton o
B Table 3. 261 tx Non-Typhoid Salmonella 2 % &35t 135k % %

(2019)

No. (%) of isolates with indicated
Antimicrobial MIC (ug/ml) o
susceptibility

agent tested

Range MICso | MICoo |S I R
Ampicillin-

<2->32 K2 >32 165(63.2) [5(1.9) 91 (34.9)
sulbactam
Cefotaxime <1->64 [l 4 222 (85.1) [3(1.1) 36 (13.8)
Ceftazidime <1->64 [l 16 223 (85.4) [0(0) 38 (14.6)
Cefepime <l->64 [<I1 <1 246 (94.3) [0(0) 15(5.7)
Piperacillin-

<4->128 [<4 <4 256 (98.1) [3(1.1) 2 (0.8)
tazobactam
Ertapenem <0.5-4 <0.5 <0.5 260 (99.6) [0 (0) 1(0.4)
Imipenem <0.25-1 [<0.25 <0.25 [261 (100) [0 (0) 0 (0)
Meropenem <0.25 <0.25 <0.25 [261 (100) [0 (0) 0 (0)
Ciprofloxacin <0.25-2 [<0.25 1 232 (88.9) 29 (11.1)
Levofloxacin <0.12-4  [<0.12 1 197 (75.5) {47 (18.0) |17 (6.5)
TMP-SMX <l->16 [l >16 189 (72.4) | 72 (27.6)
Tigecycline <0.5->8 [<0.5 2 INA INA (NA
Colistin <0.5->16 |4 8 INA INA INA
Colistin-broth

1-8 4 8 INA INA INA
dilution

B MIC & i (& MFrEkk,z 50%% 90%HF /5 Scakdrd|chd M4nd FRR > 5

MICso 2 MICq), mg/L (% 5. & =), S, susceptible (57 ) 5 I, intermediate (¥ & 4%

B) 5 R resistant (%) ; susceptibility category (47 1 484F) ; NA, non-
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applicable (X 3+ ¥

(4) Shigella species

B ek Shigella B (n=10 2305k p § {R4H) » $ud F F g
M 2% Bdy > 4ok 4 #75 o Ciprofloxacin fv levofloxacin 48 b /5 4 2L F 7
o ORI 23 = g £ o gt ?h o trimethoprim-sulfamethoxazole ¥
50.096 54 5§ » gt BE L - L FAREGR 0§ R B RRHE
g F R > AE AR Sl o b S i B i (B
lactam) 2 % ¥t Shigella fFtx % 21 i R cnagp 2 o

B Table4. 10 tk Shigella 1.4 % F i a1 8% %% (2019)

No. (%) of isolates with indicated
Antimicrobial MIC (ug/ml) o
susceptibility

agent tested

Range MICso [MICoo |S I R
Ampicillin-

<2->32 <2 <2 9 (90) 0(0) [1(10)
sulbactam
Cefotaxime <1-32 <l <1 9 (90) 0(0) [1(10)
Ceftazidime <1 <1 <1 10 (100) [0(0) [0(0)
Cefepime <1 <1 <1 10 (100) [0(0) 10 (0)
Piperacillin-

<4 <4 <4 10 (100) [0 (0) |0 (0)
tazobactam
Ertapenem <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 10 (100) [0(0) [0(0)
Imipenem <0.25 <0.25 <0.25 10 (100) [0(0) [0(0)
Meropenem <0.25 <0.25 <0.25 10 (100) [0(0) [0(0)
Ciprofloxacin <0.25->4 P4 >4 3 (30) 0() [7(70)
Levofloxacin <0.12->8 ¢4 4 2 (20) 1 (10) |7 (70)
TMP-SMX <1->16 <l >16 5 (50) - 5 (50)
Tigecycline <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 INA INA INA
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Colistin <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 INA INA INA
Colistin-broth

0.5-1 1 1 INA INA INA
dilution

B MIC ¥ &= (B SFrEk R, 5 50%2 90%H] i Hoptdrdl chb iys 36 R » T4

MICso 2 MICq), mg/L (% 5. & = 2). S, susceptible (57 ) ;

E) > R:

applicable (& 3+ &

(5) Nesseria gonorrhoeae

I, intermediate (¥ & 4%

resistant (#1#) ; susceptibility category (57 & 12f847) ; NA, non-

Nesseria gonorrhoeae 2_3142 ;% PRig fodm L AR LTE R MBS ]}33

( sexually-transmitting disease , STD ) i R Wz — > A 108 EAN P L TE

187 tx N. gonorrhoeae » +4c2 5 #777 » 3% 78 I ciprofloxacin ¥ §&/ N.

gonorrhoeae PR *HiE M2 X (15 1.6% )« F HiE * o B-p fRiRsg (B-

lactam) #o# % (ceftriaxone, cefotaxime, cefixime, cefopodoxime ) »

azithromycin fv spectinomycin |7 8.4 3% STD Jp R 4 chg R 1+ (>

8095 ) -

m  Table 5. 187 & N. gonorrhoeae 12 % % %= 57

B %% (2019)

No. (%) of isolates with indicated
Antimicrobial MIC (pg/ml) o

susceptibility

agent tested
Range MICso MICoo | S I R

Ceftriaxone <0.015-0.25  10.015 0.06 187 (100) - -
Cefotaxime <0.03-1 0.06 0.25 181 (96.8) | -
Cefixime <0.03-0.5 0.06 0.12 186 (99.5) | -
Cefpodoxime <0.03-4 0.25 0.5 170 (90.9) | -
Ciprofloxacin <0.008-64 2 16 3 (1.6) 2 (1.1) 182 (97.3)
Gemifloxacin <0.015-8 1 4 INA INA INA
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[Nemonoxacin <0.03-8 1 2 NA INA INA
Gentamicin 2-16 8 16 INA INA INA
Spectinomycin 8-32 32 32 187 (100) 0 0
Doxycycline 0.25-32 16 16 INA INA INA
Tigecycline 0.06-1 0.5 0.5 NA INA INA
Azithromycin <0.03->256 0.25 0.5 184 (98.4) | -

B MIC 8 = (&M FrFkR, 7 50%% 90%F % Bakdril b Kind 2 kR » T3
MICsp 2 MICop), mg/L (% 5. & = 2). S, susceptible (57 g ) 5 I, intermediate (¥ & 4%
B) 5 R resistant (#2%) ; susceptibility category (57 12 4#84F) ; NA, non-
applicable (& 3+ &

(6) S. pneumoniae

ded 6 7o 0§ &R N 1S, pneumoniae Ftk (n=64 > & % R 1k & 30
)0 MNP D] G - AR (B-lactam) 42 F Y o b E G - T B
FL# o £ @ A _penicillin & ™ nonmeningitis g X3 )k B R Kk 2|5
P v 2 82.8%aTR 4 o APz T o B @ g B-lactam AR M35 A i
70% - Respiratory fluoroquinolones (levofloxacin = moxifloxacin) iy % %
PR AL AP B 0 B 96.9% o 0 Hed B AR B ¢ 4
vancomycin fv linezolid » & & Fu2 £ /5% 4 px m}}% B ¥ Uy A E (A AF e
WFCE S o F 2 > erythromycin > clindamycin v tetracycline 355 ~ = # 1 &
M4 N B R A £ RS EREISFER -

m  Table 6. 64 tk S. pneumoniae L2 % % 3= 5TR* M %k % % (2019)

No. (%) of isolates with indicated
MIC (ug/ml) -
Antimicrobial agent tested susceptibility
Range MICso | MICoo | S I R
Penicillin (nonmeningitis) <0.06->8 |2 4 53 (82.8) [10(15.6) |1 (1.6)
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Penicillin (meningitis) 11(17.2) | 53 (82.8)
Cefotaxime (nonmeningitis) <0.12->8 |1 4 42 (65.6) |15(23.4) (7(10.9)
Cefotaxime (meningitis) 29 (45.3) |13(20.3) [22(34.4)
Ceftriaxone (nonmeningitis) <0.12->8 |1 4 41 (64.1) |12 (18.8) [11(17.2)
Ceftriaxone (meningitis) 24 (37.5) |17 (26.6) |23 (35.9)
Erythromycin <0.12->8 [=8 >8 7 (10.9) 0 (0) 57 (89.1)
Clindamycin <0.25->1 P21 >1 13(20.3) [0(0) 51(79.7)
Tetracycline <0.25->16 [16 >16 9 (14.1) 0 (0) 55 (85.9)
Tigecycline <0.06 <0.06 [£0.06 [NA INA NA
Levofloxacin 0.5->16 0.5 1 62 (96.9) [0(0) 2 (3.1)
Moxifloxacin 0.12->4 0.12 0.12 62 (96.9) [1(1.6) 1(1.6)
Gentamicin <64->512 [<64 <64 INA INA INA
Trimethoprim/Sulfamethoxazole[<0.5->16  [<0.5 8 37(57.8) [4(6.3) 23 (35.9)
Rifampicin <0.06 <0.06 [<0.06 |64 (100) [0 (0) 0 (0)
Vancomycin <0.12-0.5 0.5 0.5 64 (100) | -
Teicoplanin <0.12 <0.12 [£0.12 [NA INA (NA
Linezolid <2 <2 <2 64 (100) | -
Chloramphenicol 2->16 2 >16 52 (81.3) | 12 (18.8)

B MIC § = (B mdrFk &,z 50%% 90% 7% Scptdrdlchd Kt 2ER - T 35

MICso 2 MICq), mg/L (% 5.5 = 2). S, susceptible (57 ) ;

B) i R:

applicable (& 3+ &

(7) Staphylococcus aureus
2P R F)FN ot B 7T B e Staphylococcus aureus Ftk  (n=

366 > skt iE A F04 ) B P 4 oxacillin L et &

5 51.1% - 7

resistant (¥1#) ; susceptibility category (57 & 12-f84%) ; NA, non-

8 > §)3 w2 A2 - 9 MRSA Atk (n=187) ¥ f& respiratory

fluoroquinolones #f £ 4= 3 & % 1 > &> #ic MRSA #} erythromycin £ 7
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I, intermediate (¥ & &%
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Mo(F 5 17.6%) o B T A I MRSA #2305 f8 % i€ * 7 glycopeptide
A 272 ER R EaEk (£ 8) 0 4p# 2 ™ > methicillin-susceptible S.

e

aureus (MSSA) Atk (n=179) thin? % F45c% % » ¥ f fluoroquinolone
Fullcd Pl ARE X E (95.0%) 0 L E 55

erythromycin 3 122 (% 9) - MRSA ¥ #3717 $~ 4o daptomycin 47

% = i1 MSSA Fte$t

M5 97.9% o @ ¥t trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole At 1+ MSSA P? &g if 3t

MRSA (97.2% vs. 70.6%, P value <0.05) o g* ¢k » £ 9.0 4 u] b7 = &

(2017 & > 2018 & > 2019 &) i 5@ 4 MRSA Fjk > A 452 SCCmec

types » 1 E A7 4EF 3 ¢ Wi PVL A FlenpiRit o) c AP RE IV 2

Vi 4] SCCmec #7ik vt ] » B :F 77% 3| 83%;

) 2

SN U SVARE S | =

IS

B Table 7. 366 S. aureus .4

24 PVL A F&nt 6] 0 B

% ° (4o P.65-66 % #177 )

3 By R sk (2019)

No. (%) of isolates with indicated
Antimicrobial agent | MIC (ng/ml) o
susceptibility
tested
Range MICso MICoo |S I R
Penicillin <0.03->0.5 [0.5 >0.5 19 (5.2) - 347 (94.8)
Oxacillin <0.25->4 >4 >4 179 (48.9) |- 187 (51.1)
Cefazolin <4->64 <4 >64 INA INA INA
Erythromycin <0.25->8 >8 >8 159 (43.4) 3(0.8) [204 (55.7)
Clindamycin <0.12->4 0.25 >4 278 (76.0) 10 (0) 88 (24.0)
Tetracycline <1->16 <1 >16 191 (52.2) [0(0) 175 (47.8)
Ciprofloxacin <0.5->8 <0.5 >8 217 (59.3) [2(0.5) 147 (40.2)
Levofloxacin <0.12->8 0.25 >8 219 (59.8) 10 (0) 147 (40.2)
Gentamicin <0.5->16 <0.5 >16 239 (65.3) |54 (14.8) |73 (19.9)
Trimethoprim/Sulfa
<0.5->16 <0.5 >16 306 (83.6) | 60 (16.4)
methoxazole
Fusidic Acid <0.5->32 <0.5 8 INA (NA INA

48




Vancomycin <0.5-2 1 1 366 (100) [0(0) 0 (0)
Linezolid 1-4 D 2 366 (100) |- 0 (0)
Daptomycin <0.12-4 0.5 1 360 (98.4) |- i

B MIC ¥ = (b i Eik R, 5 50%% 90%F| 1% S drfl ek M4t 2 kR > %
MICso 2 MICq), mg/L (% 5. & = 2). S, susceptible (57 ) ;

£) 5 R

applicable (X 3+ &)

m Table 8. 187 tx MRSA #.2 %

e

P2y

Vil

I, intermediate (¥ & 4%

PR iRk R % (2019)

resistant (¥1#) ; susceptibility category (57 12 f84%) ; NA, non-

No. (%) of isolates with indicated

Antimicrobial agent | MIC (ug/ml) o
susceptibility

tested

Range MICso MICoo S I R
Penicillin >0.5 >0.5 >0.5 0 (0) - 187 (100)
Oxacillin >4 >4 >4 0 (0) - 187 (100)
Cefazolin <4->64 <4 >64 INA NA NA
Erythromycin <0.25->8 8 >8 33 (17.6) [1(0.5) 153 (81.8)
Clindamycin <0.12->4  10.25 >4 108 (57.8) 10 (0) 79 (42.2)
Tetracycline <1->16 <1 >16 98 (52.4) 10 (0) 89 (47.6)
Ciprofloxacin <0.5->8 >8 >8 47 (25.1)  |2(1.1) 138 (73.8)
Levofloxacin <0.12->8 >8 49 (26.2) |0 (0) 138 (73.8)
Gentamicin <0.5->16 W4 >16 94 (50.3) [33(17.6) |60 (32.1)
Trimethoprim/Sulfa

<0.5->16  [<0.5 >16 132 (70.6) | 55(29.4)
methoxazole
Fusidic Acid <0.5->32  [<0.5 8 INA INA INA
Vancomycin <0.5-2 1 1 187 (100) 10 (0) 0 (0)
Linezolid 1-4 2 2 187 (100) | 0 (0)
Daptomycin <0.12-4 0.5 1 183 (97.9) | -

B OMIC ¥ & (B idriik 2,5 50%2 90% 37 Boik drdl b i d? 2R A > T3
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MICso 2 MICq), mg/L (% 5.5 = 2). S, susceptible (57 ) ;

E) > R:

I, intermediate (¥ & 4%

resistant (#1%) ; susceptibility category (57 & 12 f847) ; NA, non-

applicable (& 3+ &

m Table9.179 tk MSSA 42 % B4 a0 5% 2 % (2019)

No. (%) of isolates with indicated
Antimicrobial agent | MIC (ng/ml) o
susceptibility

tested

Range MICso MICoo S | R
Penicillin <0.03->0.5 [>0.5 >0.5 19 (10.6) | 160 (89.4)
Oxacillin <0.25-2 0.5 0.5 179 (100) | 0 (0)
Cefazolin <4 <4 <4 INA INA INA
Erythromycin <0.25->8  [<0.25 >8 126 (70.4) 2 (1.1) 51 (28.5)
Clindamycin <0.12->4  10.25 0.5 170 (95.0) 10 (0) 9 (5.0)
Tetracycline <l->16 <1 >16 93 (52.0) 10 (0) 86 (48.0)
Ciprofloxacin <0.5->8 <0.5 <0.5 170 (95.0) 10 (0) 9 (5.0)
Levofloxacin <0.12->8  0.25 0.25 170 (95.0) 10 (0) 9 (5.0)
Gentamicin <0.5->16  [<0.5 8 145 (81.0) |21 (11.7) (13 (7.3)
Trimethoprim/Sulfa

<0.5->16  [<0.5 <0.5 174 (97.2) | 5(2.8)
methoxazole
Fusidic Acid <0.5->32  [<0.5 8 INA INA (NA
Vancomycin <0.5-2 1 1 179 (100) 10 (0) 0 (0)
Linezolid 1-2 2 2 179 (100) | 0 (0)
Daptomycin <0.12-2 0.5 1 177 (98.9) | -

B MIC ¥ & (B S Ek R,z 50%2% 90% 5% St dr ] hd s 2ER » T35

MICso 2 MICq), mg/L (% 5.+ = 2). S, susceptible (57 ) 5

B) 5 R

I, intermediate (¥ & &%

resistant (¥1#) ; susceptibility category (57 12 f84F) ; NA, non-

applicable (& 3+ &
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(8) P. aeruginosa
% 300 tha Jn R % 0 P oaeruginosa FjiRE P 0 % = Rfrdh ow (NEE T 3
FlRAFES DR SR AR 72 5 (4o Table 10) > @ £ 355 A& 1 4 &eh
ATRE Mo AP gz T 3T piperacillin/tazobactam AT FE A A L0 5 79.3%>
4B iT 3t 3 f&  anti-pseudomonal fluoroquinolones  ( ciprofloxacin, £
levofloxacin ) 32 if4F 5 < ¥ 85% = + it £ o @ carbapenem 1% 3+ 4

£ 7% % A 85%% + - Aminoglycoside 17 ¥ F R4F g X o £ &

colistin sFy {4 5 4 1.7% > 1+ 3 & (2018 #) ¢018.7% B & 1< -

Table 10. 300 t& P, aeruginosa ¥4 % %3 scp x5 2 % (2019)

No. (%) of isolates with indicated
Antimicrobial agent MIC (pg/ml) s

susceptibility
tested

Range MICso | MICoo | S I R
Ceftazidime <1->64 4 16 257 (85.7) 19(6.3) [24(8)
Cefepime <1->64 2 8 272 (90.7) 13(4.3) [15(5)
Piperacillin-
<4->128 8 >128 238 (79.3) [24 (8) 38 (12.7)

tazobactam
Imipenem <0.25->16 |2 >16 257 (85.7) 0 (0) 43 (14.3)
Meropenem <0.25->16 [<0.25 4 260 (86.7) 12 (4) 28 (9.3)
Ciprofloxacin <0.25->4  [<£0.25 1 257 (85.7) 13(4.3) [30(10)
Levofloxacin <0.12->8 0.5 4 252 (84) 7 (2.3) 41 (13.7)
Gentamicin <1->16 <1 2 282 (94) 2 (0.7) 16 (5.3)
Amikacin <2->64 <2 4 296 (98.7) 1(0.3) 3 (1)
Colistin <0.5->16  [<0.5 <0.5 299 (99.7) | 1(0.3)
Colistin-broth dilution |1-32 2 2 295 (98.3) - 5 (1.7)

B OMIC ¥ & (B idr ik 2,5 50%2 90% 37 Boik drdl b i d? 2R A > T3

MICso 2 MICq), mg/L (% 5. & =), S, susceptible (57 ) ;

E) + R:
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I, intermediate (¥ & &%

resistant (¥1#) ; susceptibility category (57 12 f84F) ; NA, non-




applicable (& 3+ &

(9) A. baumannii
% 199 tho iR & 1 A baumannii ¢ 0 el EH 0> w2 5 CR-A4
baumannii (carbapenem resistant A. baumannii)e ",% 7 colistin fr amikacin ¢}
B (S MFE NS FE S AR 12395 B 50~60% = o gt fER 0 B
SR OERTEE ST R ADFER BEF - Ffn i B Z 7
colistin srbroth #f§ 2 hs3 & A %45 R| colistin b MPr gk & FF > P&
B 8.5% g EE ML B o

Table 11. 199 t& A. baumannii 322 % 2 3 a7 H3E% %% (2019)

No. (%) of isolates with indicated
Antimicrobial agent | MIC (ng/ml) o
susceptibility
tested
Range MICso | MICoo |S I R

Ampicillin-

<2->32 K2 >32 122 (61.3) |16 (8.0) |61 (30.7)
sulbactam
Ceftazidime <1->64 16 >64 06 (48.2)  [25(12.6) |78 (39.2)
Cefepime <1->64 8 >64 105 (52.8) [8(4.0) |86 (43.2)
Piperacillin-

<4->128 [32 >128 08 (49.2) [7(3.5) [94(47.2)
tazobactam
Imipenem <0.25->16 [<0.25 >16 115 (57.8) 10 (0) 84 (42.2)
Meropenem <0.25->16 0.5 >16 112 (56.3) [2(1.0) |85 (42.7)
Ciprofloxacin <0.25->4 {0.5 >4 110 (55.3) |1(0.5) |88 (44.2)
Levofloxacin <0.12->8 [<0.12 >8 111 (55.8) 30 (15.1) |58 (29.1)
Gentamicin <l->16 [l >16 119 (59.8) |7(3.5) |73 (36.7)
Amikacin <2->64 [L2 >64 161 (80.9) |5(2.5) [33(16.6)
TMP-SMX <l->16 [l >16 113 (56.8) | 86 (43.2)
Tigecycline <0.5->8 [£0.5 4 INA INA INA
Colistin <0.5-2 <0.5 <0.5 199 (100) |- 0 (0)
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Colistin-broth
1-32 1 2

182 (91.5) 17 (8.5)

dilution

B MIC ¥ & (& iPr ]?]/};% &,z 50%% 90%%:@3}‘»#’”#4 kit 2ER 0 T A

MICso 2 MICq), mg/L (% 5.+ = 2). S, susceptible (57 ) ; 1, intermediate (¥ & 4%

B) 5 R resistant (%) ; susceptibility category (57 12 #84F) ; NA, non-

applicable (& 3+ &

(10) Enterococcus faecium

&4t Enterococcus faecium K3 > E = R 3L A G — L anl i) o 13
vancomycin 7 Fi# {4 > 4 flﬁ{VRE (vancomycin resistant enterococci) > @ ¥
A e CDC-AMR 3+ 31¢  E faecium g 830 fk s 4 Kik > 5 52 &
2 2R p A gy L 2o Ft > VRE Gfap g %7 mELTE
LALTE R Fj2 - o A E D E faecium FERE ¢ 0 5 G - K (0.5%) E.
Saecium > ¥+ linezolid £ 7 ot o

Table 12. 220 tx E. faecium 2 % ZE - arp iRk % % (2019)

MIC (ug/m) No. (%) of isolates with indicated
Antimicrobial agent Hg susceptibility
tested

Range MICso [MICoo S I R
Ampicillin <2->32 [>32 >32 26 (11.8) | 194 (88.2)
Penicillin <0.12->64 [>64 >64 25(11.4) | 195 (88.6)
Erythromycin <0.25->8 [>8 >8 11 (5) 14 (6.4) [195 (88.6)
Clindamycin <0.12->4 >4 >4 INA INA INA
Tetracycline <l->16  [>16 >16 74 (33.6) 10 (0) 146 (66.4)
Ciprofloxacin <0.5->8 [>8 >8 21 (9.5) 5(2.3) [194 (88.2)
Levofloxacin 0.5->8 >8 >8 22 (10) 6(2.7) 192 (87.3)




TMP-SXT <0.5->16 (4 >16 NA NA NA
Vancomycin <0.5->32 |2 >32 110(50)  [0(0)  [110(50)
Linezolid 1->8 2 D 216(98.2) 3(1.4) [1(0.5)

(11) H. influenzae

H. influenzae @Ftk— =

X > Wi 4 7 sulbactam v X e RFHRA D

F % 5% 4 cefaclor TR 14 >

A

o

2w fiﬂ
)}f}
I

Table 13. 64 & H. influenzae F1.*

%

LA & (53%) -

FEFAE

50% -

Yo B 7] 64 tk - H ¢ Ampicillin ¥ #]7 28% R

- RenEg g

Mgk % (2019)

R foen s o R

532 7| % 5 4 > & H_azithromycin > fluoroquinolone # 2

A ntibiotic MIC range  |[MICso MICog

(mgl)  |mgl) |mgL) [S®) %) R (%)
Ampicillin 0.12->128 4 >128 18 (28.1) |13(20.3)| 33 (51.6)
Ampicillin- sulbactam | 0.12-32 2 16 32 (50) - 32 (50)
Cefaclor 0.5-128 8 64 34 (53.1) |13(20.3)| 17 (26.6)
Ceftriaxone 0.03-0.5 0.03 0.25 64 (100) - -
Azithromycin 0.25-64 1 2 61 (95.3) - -
Ciprofloxacin 0.03-32 0.03 1 60 (93.8) - -
Moxifloxacin 0.03->32 0.03 0.5 60 (93.8) - -
Levofloxacin 0.03->32 0.03 1 60 (93.8) - -
[Nemonoxacin 0.03-16 0.03 0.25 NA NA NA
Tigecycline 0.12-0.5 0.12 0.25 NA NA NA
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(12) Campylobacter species

B & £_32 $k 0 Campylobacter species » ~=x 34 g * 7 F# ik » k%

k2 FE I fA%E e Campylobacter species © . 32 ¥k 11 Campylobacter

species ¥ > 3\ B R T] C. jejuni » C. coli v C. fetus (Table 14) - @ % J&

f8.¢0 Campylobacter species » ¥t 7 e fiigcht g iRlind % > %7 FH ¥ 7

o ehZE de B 44 2% % (Table 15) o

Table 14. 31 ¥ Campylobacter species 312 % ZF st 13 % %% (2019)

MIC (mg/L)
Agent tested C. Jejuni (n=19) C. coli (n=06) C. fetus (n=06)

Range MICoo Range MICoo Range MICoo
Ampicillin-
culbactam 0.5-64 64 4-128 64 1-4 4
Cefotaxime 4-64 32 16-64 32 4-32 16
Ertapenem 0.03-2 0.5 1-4 2 0.06-0.5 0.25
Imipenem 0.03-0.12 0.12 0.12-0.25 0.12 0.03-0.06 0.06
Ciprofloxacin 0.12-128 128 16-128 64 0.5-16 1
Gentamicin 0.12->32 0.5 0.25->32 >32 0.12-0.5 0.5
Erythromycin 0.25->128 2 128->128 >128 0.5-2 2
Azithromycin 0.06->128 0.5 32->128 >128 0.12-32 0.5
Tigecycline 0.03-0.06 0.03 0.03-0.06 0.03 0.03-0.06 0.06
Colistin 2-32 32 1-8 8 8-16 16
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Table 15. 7 & Campylobacter species 12 % % 3 st (3% 2 % (2019)

C. Jejuni (n=19) C. coli (n=6) C. fetus (n=6)
S(%) [I(%)| R(%) | S(%) I1(%) R(%) | S(%) | I1(%) | R (%)
Ciprofloxacin| 2 (10.5) | 0(0) | 17(89.5) | 0(0) [0(0) | 6(100) | 5(83.3) | 0(0) |1(16.7)
Erythromycin| 17 (89.5) | 0(0) | 2(10.5) | 0(0) [0(0) | 6(100) | 6(100) | 0(0) | 0(0)
® it
AR L EPHRE R P AP0 Bz E kT Rl

=

2>

T

?

%mﬂ‘*'r}]? mﬁ\’%“b o ‘f\'_"gu 3 #B by X

A

3
L LA

43.6% > @ 3 £ FTET 16.1% 0 @ 5 &R 5 17.2% 0 o3 £ (2018

E) ApiE 0 G MRS o T R v 5 6 -
R4
G0 JRBEIT IR IR o 444 S, pneumoniae iR EE M > BN 2019 &

4 penicillin L2 vv F 4p i

Eerfe b in S

pneumoniae FHRE_TE 7 4 NFLEM LGB E o 1TA EfE T

%
FLE ¢ g IR 0 BRI meningitis R k5

(82.8% » 53/64) » iz 3 12 non-meningitis % % 4

>

3 ¥

At

3 15.6%/1.6% o H 3 5% 5 3 & )%Pﬁ Fe3t 2018 & B 4 ch

[47] > % 4 meningitis & k5 > AP T

ﬁﬁu@zmm®m5%)v#ii?ﬁﬁﬁﬂuﬁmﬁ*’SWMWWWQ%

penicillin chd MFrFE R > F FMRE B 2 A o A ¥ - BA R Ko
e%ﬁ%%’xzw%Wéﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ.ﬁ&wvm¢“’ﬁi¢QWP*%§
T o FE vt B 8 penicillin o S E DT APT g T E N

non-meningitis (k. K gk & R ok 23 > penicillin (82.8%) g 2P
& i ceftriaxone (64.1%) ¢ cefotaxime (65.6%) °

S R A R L2

% ™ non-meningitis 7

AR L2 T s 1] k¥ penicillin * AT 0 S.
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F

§ HoehpLEE 1 R AR

& 475 P 3 e penicillin resistant S. pneumoniae (PRSP) 't &) %

T

intermediate/resistant =13

1 fr& A O E R penicillin L% |2




pneumoniae ¥ F — th¥t ceftriaxone 5T (9.1%, 1/11) % i » F 14
meningitis %% % 5 - 53 A4t penicillin # 5T 9 S. pneumoniae § ¢ >
13 k44 ceftriaxone 57 (24.5%, 13/53) > v G ff flcd % - & > wiR 7 &%
EARE o Flot o AL #E R 5 Z (NiNEE T 32 7% ceftriaxone or
cefotaxime ¥ &t © 5 # H_i%if & % ¥ penicillin ;5 £ prenfcig > £ 43
vancomycin - teicoplanin - linezolid % %5 100%=aT g H o @ — 4erd A
A Ll F RREE FINOS pneumoniae Ftk 0 F ATE N & B o
m AFT 3 ¢ > & i respiratory fluoroquinolones 32 %5 A2 95% AR 2
Wi&i@ﬁ—%%%@%wﬁ9ﬂ®oﬂ&ﬁ%i?fﬁ%#’ﬁﬁﬁf
CHIFRBTE - g A L sas F45 AT R IER % - respiratory

fluoroquinolones #f » glycopeptides #f fr linezolid 4 3 ‘' #& B & 7 & s < £
Bk oo b g BT TR & E. faecium Ftk 0 42 F R X EARERE
o R8T Bk G T4 S B ALK R Ha#E S > 4o penicillin £
ampicillin > § FLE M o 7 Whopt > T & 2 4 a0t H$ vancomycin § FL#
Mo @ %}iﬁﬁi\ﬁ‘“ VRE o £ H & (F/1 & hd_ > P i i g % 0 E. faecium 7
o a3 A it FRZMBRERE o - A P n ik E faecium B
Ao W) ¥ R ES 0 T linezolid o

62019 & > f R FRS ek k£ ¢ F YR EFR R A &4
T R AATE R X I8A o Oxacillin et F i > 3F 44
50% > * EREHRa BIRF o - EFAHRAELER S FFIREAR AR

44

oxacillin ¥ it 7 £ ARIE B 5 % - MoKkt % o Fluoroquinolones #f % 4~ ¥4
ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁgﬁ’imﬂiwwﬁﬁgg
(59.3%) » = ¥_% # &_ciprofloxacin £ levofloxacin ¥ £ % ¢ # % XX & ];:]maz};;

{17 R &g 14T glycopeptide £F4t F o fe F A B kg o $3° MSSA A
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% fluoroquinolones 3 95%:ac e & » ¥3° MRSA & 3 » ATt IR T
"1 25%= % 4% MRSA Fik o ",f 7 glycopeptide * linezolin f+
daptomycin z_ *F » H @ chfnd ZATR 39 F o H P o FAAT KISk
MRSA R 4 enE & v PRIA % > trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole » H A7 1+ %
70.6% (< 80%); Flt > A% A MRSA R sk @ * b > o QFEFHF R
Hong F il o MAAR AR 4 9 MRSA #7 & et blfeac g ok 247 0 5%
Moo aiE # o trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole 7 X £.7 11 4 g c7ig & 2
L F Lt BR S M AN S v R E ES b o = fusidic
acid fr linezolid -

M3 ME SIS e E A o BN FA T FIRA P TR L
8B E B B AR & K HF T > 4o¥d carbapenem iR EE > 2019 & o
2018 E et e A B 2 % » do¥f ertapenem L ZE it B K 0 E. coli i d =
FEengrEE M L 2.0% 0 1.3% 0 1.2% ; K. pneumoniae 3 10.5% > 7.2% » 7.5% -
K. pneumoniae v* E.coli & > ARF L5 - B L H4v o F R AAH T F 2
R R ,T%ﬁ); Pt B3] @A ENTRTHRRENTTERK
pneumoniae ¥} carbapenem FuZ |43 £ o gt B E R E P R {ﬁﬁf 7>+ K.
pneumoniae F|tht chEd § Y 4 f2fF (carbapenemases) £f » o 7 2017 &
“Tiz B 3 e K. pneumonia Ftk (n=673) » & |5 23 tk K. pneumoniae 3%
blakpc (32.4%) > 6 th3&F blaoxaas » f2F* & F] (8.5%) 4= 1 &+ 3 blanpm.i
& fRfE AL F)(1.4%); @ 22018 # 71 K. pneumoniae (n=346)7 R E_ 3 H5 15
& K. pneumoniae 3 ¥ blaxpc (46.9%) > 2 th3F blaoxa-ss » f&f= £ F] (6.3%)
fei 3 F blanpm-1 » f2% 2L F1 (0%) @ 2019 # e K. pneumoniae (n=372)
¢ Rl EAEIRG 17 tk K pneumoniae 37+ blaxpc (46.0%) > 2 th4&F blaoxa-as
B IREE A F] (5.4%) A% 4 blay A FAEF & ) (2.7%) © KPC & 5 4 05 45
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7k carbapenem i i & %4 o 2. Chiu £ A 73 # - A4 KPC-2
A fEfE g 1 K. pneumoniae < ST11 & Atk > & *2 2012 # & S 3 2 & %5
e feF e 5 28 B4R % [46] - @ P 3 & dwdin (7 hig = # OE T
K. pneumoniae %% 2 KPC % 2 » A% E STIl 2~ 7% > B E g5 Hi o
Foen A B IR o
¥ob— B3 RALR DEF G blaoxaas FLE A FIH K

pneumoniae > = & PE P THEHFF o NI BRE FEF 5~10% I H
FH T AEAFERREELT] S BEBEDRET Y o F G
blaoxa-as ¥#% 2 75 10 Enterobacteriaceae Fjtk > 23 % NI ks @3ty P A
RER R A P A S E R AL G (18] d 20
OXA-48-like carbapenemase ¥+ imipenem £ 5 &8 vk f#s2F » » ;5 F 48
i chF# AL F] (plasmidic allele) » & 5 B B RACEA 0 A RSB H

FEAIES o AH A RS TR KB 2 E L HR R

7 0 OXA-48 irz-l 5 ¢ 20 ¢ ST aagd Vb sl omp AT Al

ppau|

R*=2%58 > F F blaoxaas FZ 1 & F1en K. pneumoniae © 55 L AR5 L F
B LT S RS

pb ek o gH4t carbapenem F #u# 14 e Enterobacteriaceae TRk v 0 At
% enpud Z2E4 5 L B L 8.2 35 colistin {r tigecycline > H ®
B4 A ST Smer-1 BB A-TFF 0 B AT ARG SRR
G- B E & A REFFLE A F] [45] 0 22011 12014 EEtg ¢ 0 Y R
X PEBP AR E D E coli ¥ 15% mer-1(78/523) 0 tdh g £ b e
Pik‘éﬂ%ﬂ%wm’%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁEaWﬁﬁ’mﬁjNﬁ
(16/1322) o F]p* » & 3 mer-1 FHFTR P ew* REZRFARE T » P o>

ARER Rl € AR o BiTZ EDEART o omer-1 BEant b B E

59



coli #» %] E_0.8% (2017) > 0.2% (2018) 4= 0% (2019) > K. pneumoniae = 7 #
L EIL 0.6% @ L ERTET 03% . & K 5 AACE B PLERT RIPE
(Taiwan Surveillance of Antimicrobial Resistance, TSAR) enF 42352 > F 5
mer-1 e0fRs & JEF TR 2010 0 2012 f- 2014 & &) 5 0.1% (1/1136) » 0.1%
(2/1752) 4= 0.6% (11/1701); @ j& % 427 H 2 p Fh E coli » BLEHR K 7
& 2010 » 2013 4= 2015 £ A % 1.1% (1/89) » 6.6% (6/91) 4= 8.7% (11/126) -
P w e g ek o B2 R S g B R SIS R R S mer-1
FF 0 P EREAFEEY T ORE Rk

7 4R H s e & R A e Shigella spp. {v Salmonella spp. k3%
Shigella spp. F1% FtRE § 10tk » EREFARE S A 3 5 L 45485 - * R &

FZAGETRARORELAFE IR bl s £ R4 £

o
EE e trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole R & 7 — % ez 4 » @ fluoroquinolone

Pl

NE 3 2 P2 S adugg i < <2 B SR MIaRk Y hiEHE o ¥ % non-
typhoid Salmonella spp. €% $= 5T s (2P 4% iR 7 45 > *2 7 ampcillin-
sulbactam (63.2%) 4= trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole (72.4%) ¢ » 23 ~ =
b oenagRe 1 0 fluoroquinolone #f3t non-typhoid Salmonella spp. 1% I

& o iR Shigella spp. o e {_E 7L E hE_ > @ ¥ = & ¥ dhnon-typhoid
Salmonella spp. *pf]ﬁ‘i'?r colistin s 1t &] » = & cnffedp ~ W 5 46.2% >
35.7% » v 4 & 0160.5% ° 2018 & 7 non-typhoid Salmonella spp. Fjtk
A g P 0 AP LT colistin § ## 1 e non-typhoid Salmonella spp.
3 3.7%(3/82) ¥ F mer-1 AF) 0 5 E RS FE L REE- R E L
4 2 7 <

¥ - B4 AR R 3L > A_ciprofloxacin ¥ N. gonorrhoeae chiie |3

A APy RE o EAW DB RIS F AR g 2R AP
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i [4]e Fl o B SR R Bz NEE Y e EE AU A (240
ceftriaxone - ceftazidime ) » @ §_2% N. gonorrhoeae FiE & L i E#H 2 — o
AEGEY Y 0w G R R DA baumannii [tk 0 ¥ imipenem i
FEHWL e 2 2L o 2 RFERTE Y P B IR A baumannii ¥+
imipenem L& d 2002 & 713.4% > P-id = W E T 2010 £ 9 58.7%; @
AP T P HIN SR ]}ﬂ‘x‘? carbapenem crFLE | 5 (0T F - gL
AR E 0 £ E 5 422% o ¥ b U R 0 P aeruginosa Ftk 0 ¥ LSk
& A% carbapenem 2 % o #E i L 143% 0 i F 303 &£ 103% 0 R4
Koo Rt g R [48] 0 55 2 10-15% 0 3 St 2 kg o 3T E K > 3
- W Rrendnd 2 b o0 ¥V g B 51iE L% > e ceftolozane-tazobactam o
ceftazidime-avibactam ° imipenem-relebactam » meropenem-vaborbactam >
cefepime-zidebactam o ¥4t iz dt 734 % 0 BT R F RS Y B P i gl

o TR R Ll R ATRR L PG RAER -

I~ RwmBER

PEAE B (X ELAFAR 29 MRSA » ZEp b il % 4heh
E. faecium) » B A fF S wmpE (FHEKD 2 FORBEY T €462 K
pneumoniae carbapenemase [KPC] i /it g 4 K. pneumoniae, 1 % ¥}3* o
% k1% F5F carbapenem F 4R# i iR A P aeruginosa) 4% ¥ % BlTR
R ERRG RS b2 BRSO 2 5 BB G skdue R 0 &
M A chr s 5 BB REN R R i YA T
£ R e BE LT T R B AR Rkt £ T B
o EATHEHEL G BRABICE DT HEF TR B AT ke
- HLFra 2P ERNG > 0 b 2 R LA 0 kG ok

B S AR IR RDAT
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AN ERVEHA L E G
(-) REHAREKE = £ 5% % LR

T % Ak % of isolates
Resistant organism
2017 2018 2019 2017 2018 2019
MRSA 336/669 | 147/326 | 187/366 | 50.2 45.1 51.1
PRSP (I+R,
44/101 | 14/87 11/64 43.6 16.1 17.2
nonmeningitis)
VRE (E. feacium) - 107/201 | 110/220 - 53.2 50
Ertapenem-R- E. coli | 14/686 | 5/398 5/423 2 1.3 1.2
Colistin-NWT E. coli | 8/686 1/398 9/414 1.2 0.3 2.1
Ertapenem-R- K.
71/673 | 25/346 | 28/372 10.5 7.2 7.5
pheumoniae
Colistin-NWT K.
16/673 | 14/346 | 16/372 2.4 4.0 4.3
pheumoniae
Colistin-NWT
102/221 | 82/230 | 158/261 | 46.2 35.7 60.5
Salmonella spp.
Imi- or mero-NS P,
- 26/252 | 43/300 - 10.3 14.3
aeruginosa
Imi- or mero-NS 4.
- 82/188 | 84/199 |- 43.6 42.2
baumannii
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(=) FREHAFL 62 = E %5 % 4 48F | CRE and Colistin Non-WT
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E. coli K. pneumoniae
Resistance
2017 2018 2019 2017 2018 2019
enes
. (N=686) | (N=398) | (N=423) | (N=673) | (N=346) | (N=372)
Ertapenem-NS | 14 (2.0%) | 6 (1.5%) | 6 (1.4%) | 71 (10.6%) | 32 (10.8%) | 37 (9-9%)
blagec 1(7.1%) 0(0%) | 1(16.7%) | 23 (32.4%) | 15 (46.9%) | 17 (46.0%)
blaoxa.ss 0 (0%) 0(0%) | 0(0%) | 6(85%) | 2(63%) | 2(54%)
blaxpw-1 1(7.1%) | 1(167%) | 0(0%) | 1(1.4%) | 0(0%) 0 (0%)
blayiu 0 (0%) 0(0%) | 0(0%) 0(0%) | 2(63%) | 1(2.7%)
Colistin-NWT | 8(12%) | 2(0.5%) | 9(2.1%) | 16 (2.4%) | 22 (6.3%) | 16 (42%)
mcr-1 (/colistin-
6(75%) | 1(0.3%) 4(25%) | 2(9.1%)
NWT) 0 (0%) 1 (6.3%)
(2) EFREBHATIZ Athi & b 12 0 #ic !
(1) CRE 3 2 4 % (2019 &)
n
. o
* VIM (K. pneumoniae) (N=1) Hay 1L
i KPC (Escherichia coli) (N=1) o %> vile
@ KPC (K pneumoniae) (N=16)
A OXA-48 (K. pneumoniae) (N=2) ..T.a:::?‘*‘
<> mcr-1 (K. pneumoniae) (N=1)
Cha%%ua Nantou Hualien
Yunlin
[
Chiayi
Tainan o
é\\)‘\g Taitung
&
&
<
‘9&?9




(2)carbapenem HiL¥ Hix Lo F F

CR-P. aeruginosa (N=43)

Miaoli

Chang?za
Nantou

aicrgng &

Hooee

SZ

2>
27 Yilan

Hualien

Taitung

(£) 24 8AAN 3 & FEHHE -

CR-A. baumannii (N=87)

i
S

L,
Miaoli

W

ﬁ R
A A
Nantou Hualien

C
:AYunlinA AA

Yilan

Chiayi
Al Za
aiia ad
OO z
‘(\oo’(‘%\oA Taitung

*9.
%
2
o

Species Antibiotic Resistant (I+R) %
S. aureus Oxacillin (MRSA) 52.3
3" gen. cephalosporins (meningitis) 54.7-62.5
S. pneumoniae Erythromycin 89.1
Fluoroquinolones 3.1
3" gen. cephalosporins 21.3-33.6
Fluoroquinolones 52.5
E. coli
Carbapenem 0.2-1.4
Colistin (non-WT) 2.1
3" gen. cephalosporins 23.4-25.0
K. pneumoniae Carbapenem 6.2-9.9
Colistin (non-WT) 4.3
3 gen. cephalosporins 14.9
Salmonella spp.
Fluoroquinolones 11.1-24.5
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S. flexneri Fluoroquinolones 70.0

N. gonorrhoeae 3 gen. cephalosporins 0.5-3.2

E. faecium Vancomycin 50
Fluoroquinolones 14.3-16.0

P aeruginosa Carbapenem 14.3
Colistin 1.7
Carbapenem 42.7-43.7

A. baumannii Fluoroquinolones 40.2-44.2
Colistin 8.5

C. jejuni Ciprofloxacin 89.5
Erythromycin 10.5

() 7= & %> w g & MRSA Ftki & SCCmec 3| W £ & & F vt 5] » 2

PVL £ FI[% |4 & B 6]

2017 MRSA(N=336)

SCCmec No.(%)
11 78(23.2)
1\ 191(56.8)
Vi 67(19.9)
PVL 82(24.4)
2018 MRSA(N=147)
SCCmec No.(%)
11 33(22.4)
v 85(57.8)
Vi 29(19.7)

65



PVL 50(34.0)
2019 MRSA(N=187)
SCCmec No.(%)
11 1(0.5)
111 32(17.1)
v 99(52.9)
\% 38(20.3)
Vr 17(9.1)
PVL 57(30.5)

() W= &k €3 FAMIET ol iR 2 K. pneumoniae HFRELRE

e o
Year (no. of NO. (%) of isolates No. (%) of K. pneumoniae No. (%) of hvKP
isolates) K. pneumoniae K. variicola hvKP K1 K2 K1 K2
2017 (669) 653 (97.6) 16 (2.4) 272 (41.7) | 75 (11.5) | 42 (6.4) | 67 (24.6) | 36 (13.2)
2018 (345) 338 (98.0) 7 (2.0) 143 (42.3) | 53 (15.7) | 26 (7.7) | 46 (32.2) | 23 (16.1)
2019 (372) 361 (97.0) 11 (3.0) 165(45.7) | 41 (11.4) | 6(1.7) | 34(20.6) | 6(3.6)
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(=) B8NS pneumoniae * # it F R X MPIRRS %

100 100 100
T 96.9
o 90 { 828
@ g
=]
2 65.6
a 70 64.1
g0 57.8
S 50 433
F 375
ﬂ 40
| 20 20.3
2 20 11.2 10.9 14.1
w 10 I I
2 0 "
& ¢® @ & & @ & 8 & ¢
& & & & & & & ¢ & & & F
& E L E & &
o & {‘CF‘ & < & b
& & @ A
S L . o o
X Qe' 'b'b o .,51- 5‘
qﬁo & o &o f
2 of

1.KPC i7 7% &+ £ & e K. pneumoniae 3 7 € & e & ¢ > g8 % if TNIS

SE R P e b 4F Ferd e o B - ML AT RS T

v P P BB e AR R Een
F=k S gl OE

2. blaoxass (K. pneumoniae) B&FX v ]2 5 =
EF RPN OEY B L o p ol

SR A F FIE G o AR EE ML

SRS ER AT

B erdcdl o 1R R LR
1 o AT ¢

3. 4+ 7 ®Wid mer-1 F A8 A Flehg {7 F 7 Enterobacteriaceae ikt >

B 2019 EAAFERI G| B o RAEFE A
¥R ARG & T R

4. TF 5 FLEEI L Sond 4o BN 1L FRGY
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