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* 2+ F dx B (1)Escherichia coli ~ (2)Klebsiella pneumoniae ~
(3)Staphylococcus aureus ~ (4)Streptococcus pneumoniae ~ (5)Acinetobacter
baumannii ~ (6)Pseudomonas aeruginosa ~ (7)Enterococcus faecium -~
(8)Campylobacter spp.%* (9)Haemophilus influenzae % € & Ropp L R
*HAMBAR SR WA £ Y R R ERA 17 pancl » RIS P b
Mz i X8 * A3 7 HE 1 & 4o PCR ~ PFGE - serotyping & = 5% » 47
TAE R BRI S W RIATE B LT .

‘m];f]“ﬁln\ » 2021 # ¢ * 2020 TSAR(TSAR XII)4z & fﬁ’}% » @ TSAR XII
£F 5 FFE CARBFRE L BRERFIRLSTILS L oM
FSFoMAFR2Fo?P BB T BRI FOBERTA TS AR 3 o 2
2 FR S - ARETRE T E - BATE & 4 F 5% o E. coli £ K. pneumoniae
¥t B-lactam ¥ non-f-lactam 2. A7 1% T *% o carbapenem-resistant E. coli
Wl A5 2020 £ F % $RF 3 carbapenemase genes 0 £ i A H oo
carbapenem-resistant K. pneumoniae F i % % 3 » carbapenemase gene 17 i
blaxpc &8 blaoxa4s > ™ F F blagec 2 Fj¥R © 2bd H — clone ig = o X F & il

FLBEM AT mer AR E coli FEFiFEFr2 v Ao K
7 F‘ -~ F‘

pneumoniae ® F .0 T H BP R AR L mer-1 B mer-8 - L% A
baumannii # P B ° o RACR £ 7 % > Class D carbapenemase 7 5 1 & F%

w4 o B8 Acinetobacter calcoaceticus- Acinetobacter baumannii complex 537
R = & d 3 non-baumannii Acinetobacter spp.#cpP b g 2 o bk
2. MRSA #P T ' > MRSA » %] % ST8-IVa (USA300):“ &% % » @ %

non-fB-lactam #2147 "5 o e VRE #c P & B 7 5+ 2o 903 30 tigecycline



linezolid ¥ daptomycin & &7 R 1217 & 97% 14 + - PCVI13 £ u "% i1 S

pneumoniae 1p M & A2 F 7 F > BiEd < )]?% ST AR T o

AR 2 enp 37 e T L Gt o » @Ak §EFRFADf e
2 EFELRAR M BERFES N-FF o FoBaf e F
Frcit B Ao B R TR A SR F P Bl R A
TN AR EAPRAL e SA S ¢ A F R FFE L E R (Taiwan
Surveillance of Antimicrobial Resistance of Yeasts, TSARY) > B @+ 4 457 200 &
L EE LT BATRE] 0 175 2 25 R Nl o A sl 2 F ok % R
S B e o 1t pﬂ%%%’% amphotericin B % anidulafungin g % ’L’FK *® o “#k
Candida glabrata % Candida krusei ¥t fluconazole g < 121 » 3 3 $kid = f
s J £ Candida tropicalis ¥t fluconazole % voriconazole $%F & {4 o {& {8 -
#NE o e 3 RGO R - AT o B RE Bt AR RE Rk
Gl Sk = gl i i

Mmoo A5 Y s Aspergillus FRE T PIE T 8 J?])i L& IR ff" *Pfﬁ-é—(A-

isavucinazole) % anidulafungin s ZE b G B o 17 i K (<5%) » F]ipdt &
PP RE CBERFRE SR ES o A 5% azole 3LF A fumigatus TELE S
BB EVEYRY azole BE FH G M BT LY A R g o
Lo poavs @ 4 dd azole 3% A flavus Ftk v (6 F B2 3 B ATE R
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This project collected (1)Escherichia coli, (2)Klebsiella pneumoniae,
(3)Staphylococcus aureus, (4)Streptococcus pneumoniae, (5)Acinetobacter
baumannii,  (6)Pseudomonas  aeruginosa,  (7)Enterococcus  faecium,
(8)Campylobacter spp., and (9)Haemophilus influenzae as well as one pathogenic
yeast and mold. The antibiotic susceptibility was determined using standard
methods. Molecular epidemiology, antibiotic resistance, spread mechanisms and

clonality were determined using PCR, PFGE, or serotyping.

Bacteria were from TSAR (Taiwan surveillance of antimicrobial resistance)
collection, 2020, also called TSAR XII. TSAR XII included 25 hospitals; 5 from
the Taipei division, 2 from the northern division, 8 from the central division, 3
from the southern division, 4 from the Kaoping division and 3 from the eastern
division. All bacteria isolates were subjected to broth microdilution in National
Health Research Institutes. In E. coli and K. pneumoniae, the susceptibility to
most B-lactam and non-B-lactam decreased. The proportion of carbapenem-
resistant £. coli increased and many of carbapenem-resistant isolates in 2020
contained carbapenemase genes. The prevalence of carbapenem-resistant K.
pneumoniae remained. The most commonly identified carbapenemase genes were
blaxpc and blaoxa-4s. Before 2018, isolates with blaxpc belonged to similar clones
but 2020 isolates were diverse in clonality. The prevalence of mcr in clinical E.
coli isolates has been increasing and mcr, mainly mcr-1 and mcr-8, was also found
in K. pneumoniae. The number of drug-resistant A. baumannii has been
decreasing but the low susceptibility remained. Class D carbapenemase genes
were the main resistant mechanisms. The increasing susceptibility of
Acinetobacter calcoaceticus- Acinetobacter baumannii complex was due to the
increase of drug-susceptible non-baumannii Acinetobacter spp. In the ICUs, the

prevalence of MRSA decreased. The number of MRSA belonging to ST8-1Va



(USA300) increased, resulting in overall increasing susceptibility of non-f-lactam
antibiotics. E. faecium had increasing resistance to vancomycin but was still
susceptible to tigecycline, linezolid, and daptomycin (> 97%). Vaccination with
PCV 13 in Taiwan resulted in decreased prevalence of related serotype, in

accordance to previous studies.

Fungal infection not only prolongs the duration of hospitalization but also
increases the cost of medical care. Fungal infections contributing to
approximately one million death annually. Thus, it is important to conduct
epidemiological study to monitor the distribution of species and their antifungal
susceptibilities. For the yeast infections, we have analyzed 200 isolates of 5
Candida spp. commonly causing infections in human. Of 200 isoaltes, 175 were
from blood of patients and 25 from hospital environment. Most of isolates were
susceptible to both amphotericin B and anidulafungin. Only several Candida
glabrata and Candida krusei were resistant to fluconazole. We identified three
Candida tropicalis with the same genotype, which were resistant to fluconazole
and voriconazole. We will continuously monitor the impact of drug-resistant

Candida tropicalis to human health.

Our multicenter antimicrobial resistance surceillance of Aspergillus clinical
isolates revealed low resistance rates (<5%) of amphotericin B, azoles (including
new antifungal isavuconazole), and anidulafungin against major pathogenic
Aspergillus species (A. fumigatus, A. flavus, and A. terreus). Azole-resistant A.
fumigatus isolates in Taiwan are mostly linked to resistant genotypes that are
associated with long-term environmental exposural to azole fungicides, indicating
the importance of antifungal stewardship in agriculture to minimize the

emergence of azole-resistant human pathogens from the environment. Azole-



resistant A. flavus has also emerged, which warrants continuous monitoring and

further evaluation of its clinical impact.

This project designed educational video and illustration, aiming to provide
knowledge regarding antimicrobial resistance to the public. We collaborated with
agricultural department. The antimicrobial resistance meeting and steering

committee were also held.

Key word:
antimicrobial resistance, resistance mechanisms, molecular epidemiology,

infection control
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AR B TR Y Y %}lﬁﬁ‘: Rand Europe 7 2014 & iR 2 ¢ 3¢
FALE e S 2050 £ 2 E ERE G - Fe g g A AR L
RowmpF B EF " GDP - e + 5 £ £[1]° 7 F0Bdplgr LM > =
£49F 25000 & N FREHwE FEPH TR VE 1S RE 2] &
AR FERGENERA T REECIELPULE A FEE A NF FA
HFSRFEERAM AP BBFLTF dop L Bl 2
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AL RN

B

FEM B E % 7 L R AR G o BN L RO
LR E K 4o 0 2 R 2 e % (World Health Organization » WHO)# 1 % 2011
EMSHPAENI S ER A2 - 02011 & 4 0 7 P RGEL p g
s Thuled P ABFRENZ H 23008, 0 BT L R Bl PREN

TR A2 EBM R E I IREMEZ ACERAL  RE R DFE

B E R 2014 #BE 5 BRRE W“%E‘%‘«’%%i P>k iEs % 2% =
(GHSA) ;> %17 # — %4 (one-health) thé& B > A A~ v 2 & 5545
BogREFEPEREE -2 1] FEHE ZHEEFEHERLTH
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R Edn 0 A R LR A E R A 2 TSR O R R e g
2o%5F kg TEMZREPRIREY TR B PrALER g R D FR
PARTEORENA > TN A LR R RARBEES TR R
L TR A ®d » GHSA " i # WA g 762 %
A E R CRTELT RN E RHRERG R A FREE AL
Mg vk > WHO » 5| & 2 578 2733 4 e priority pathogen » #) *f i% iF & #p
BRI 2 Ed EFEFEMZ ARM R LN (TR A B PR G sehg 4 F
FIA A% o 2 KL R PERIT ER

il

3
o

>R A P % F P+ & (Taiwan Surveilance of Antimicrobial
Resistance; TSAR)/_1998 & B 45 » & & & j§_5 4% % & ﬁ’i%ﬁ LSO NN %3
Pede Tk itk B Farg e 2+ FmE R &0 FHt I AR R 0
@W’ﬁﬁ?ﬂ?ﬁﬁﬁ’*WE*?wﬁﬁ»ﬁﬁ’BM{@%@WQ*
B3 B AEF L ¢ 35 L 8 WHO priority pathoges © F] 2t 33540 M
ﬁ%ﬂ&ﬂ¥TMRi;’1WMé¢#&égﬂ,g?&ﬁﬁ@iwﬁ’
BA KBRS F EFLI A Era k4 T o TSAR b P f 2 3/
B3 2 Atk 0 A% OneHealth A TEFF IBHLZFAY o

FER A PE 342 BUA P o CORE AR RS o RO
A der L RE A E S R T AR T R AR R 4 R BB GHSA
2 WHO 3% > * B 2502 Bcd Pl A 3 R mBA f 2 %0 T Rlfe
Bz Bt QRATERELAT ST SGFREARFTEEE S
FHEEHE DL FOoERPITRER F DA REREY 0 TR RRED
PR PP AL G RS R BT FRAHRATOHL F
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KFEE AR 2020-2023 (5 & h - £R) L pAE - MR L
REFED 5 AABEEF&H - F* 3 TSAR 3+3F ° 2 7 (2020 -
2022)  FUREHT L Fl o 93 TSAR #HEY 0 BRER Y S RER
BlzE o R RS 2 R Y AFF Y 02021 & 2023 fHE fT L on
#% (protocol) » ¥2 TSAR #E 02 » MR HRT it o d A G325 6 ?vi%gé‘f

PR RAF AR PR RRLANG 2 BALRL AR SR
foit (7Rl Top Fladt rrje  FiR 2 AP TR ¢ 2t Bt P
afep ~2p s ’fﬁ?ﬁg"p P ORI R4 2 #mfﬁr}F'J’E\}q};#BFF'

clone » #-TLFL wFlef v B4 > TREFRAFTELIDE T 23000
¢ F A B RIERE 2 2Tk o

AR e R AU A S SR 2 4R 4 55 1200 2 200
2100 R0 T A R >~ BER SR EE SOR AR

(-) wmE
1 A

PE - ETBLE ECH Lk o S L% TSAR £ (v F 8
PR HBFR MUY Wl A ok £ L m ARk o d 5t TSAR A&
2020 8 2022 3 § b7 e (* *ith] 2021 8 2023) 0 “rLigs E § 5
TSAR 2 FE ¥ £ 5~ Ftk - 2021 22 2023 3 Frafae T e fbk o I
BjinAz8 TSAR AR 2 > ¥ 28 £ Jc FPE R > fe 22 TSAR & B -



EFR A N EEL 0 E T R R AT b | AL
M~ Vitek II ~ & F+ 2 3 & 3¢ MALDI-TOF = ;¢ %;‘;’ff‘x;f;?]'%% °

3. ATR MR

¢ * Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute (CLSI) #7% % 7 broth
microdilution [5] > 96 3% 4% &k p ** Sensititre (Trek Diagnostics, East Essex, England) -
iRl 4l % kR FLA 2 o tf 2R WHO & GHSA 23k » & 3 g Tk ¥
%zgﬁ’ﬁW%%iiﬁ%ﬁﬁxgﬁﬁi%»@%@ﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁﬂ%iﬁ

w4 F LA A5

%1 B TR Y 4l RN (R A )
E. coli and K. A P. H. Campylobacter
Drug Name . .. . .
pneumoniae  baumannii aeuginosa influenzae spp.
Amikacin X X X
Amoxicillin/clavulanic
acid X
Ampicillin X X
Ampicillin/sulbactam X
Aztreonam X X
Cefaclor X
Cefazolin X
Cefepime X X
Cefixime X
Cefotaxime X X
Cefoxitin X
Ceftazidime X X X
Ceftriaxone X
Cefuroxime X X
Chloramphenicol X
Ciprofloxacin X X X X
Clarithromcyin *
Clindamycin
Colistin X X X

Daptomycin



Doripenem
Doxycycline
Ertapenem
Erythromycin
Gentamicin
Imipenem
Levofloxacin
Linezolid
Meropenem
Minocycline
Nalidixic acid
Piperacillin-tazobactam
Sparfloxacin
Streptomycin
Tetracycline
Tigecycline
Tobramycin
Trimethoprim-
sulfamethoxazole

X X

X

X X

x

xX X

x

x

Vancomycin

%2 LERWMAATRIBZT YA BN (BF BN
Drug Name S.aureus Enterococcus S. pneumoniae
Amoxicillin/clavulanic acid X
Ampicillin X

Azithromycin X
Cefotaxime X
Cefoxitin Screen (for Staph only) X

Ceftaroline X X

Ceftazidime

Ceftriaxone X X X
Cefuroxime X
Chloramphenicol X X X



Ciprofloxacin X X

Clindamycin X
Colistin X

Daptomycin X X
Ertapenem
Erythromycin
Gentamicin X
Gentamicin-HL X
Imipenem

Levofloxacin

Linezolid

Meropenem

Minocycline

Moxifloxacin

Nitrofurantoin

Oxacillin

Penicillin

Rifampin

Streptomycin-HL

Telavancin

Tetracycline

Tigecycline
Trimethoprim-sulfamethoxazole
Vancomycin

4. FTEMER

X
X
X X X

X X
X X

X
X X X X X

X X X X X

X X X X X
X X X X X
X X X X

x

© bW R AR 2 Fupicd RW 0 FIREE FIER 0 P ow LS| A igE B
Lefamulin, Murepavadin, imipenem/relebactam, Finafloxacin, Delafloxacin,
Nemonoxacin, Omadacycline, Plazomicin, Eravacycline, ceftolozane/tazobactam,
ceftazidime/avibactam, meropenem/vaborbactam, Lascufloxacin, Cefiderocol,
Sulopenem,  Tebipenem,  Cefepime/taniborbactam,  Cefepime/zidebactam,
Cefepime/AAIIO01, ETX2514+sulbactam, Meropenem/nacubactam, ceftaroline/

avibactam, Iclaprim, Tedizolid, Oritavancin. & P 12 it B~ {82 4 2 K2 79 5% o

5. fEE A RADNRIE
(1). ESBL confirmatory test |3 ESBL[6] :
¥tz NERIE S R R % (ceftazidime or cefotaxime >=2 pg/ml) > ‘w

B% 1824 e A PP 35 BAPRHEL Bk AFARERZ



0.5 McFarland & # - #-f% & 2 Mueller-Hinter agar plate & - I PR 2
ceftazidime(CAZ) > cefotaxime (CTX)% &7 fa# 4~ 4r » clavulanic acid 8 i
#rFE R o 4-4r ~ clavulanic acid & CAZ £ CTX 2z MIC 2 4e »

clavulanic acid 2. MIC "% ™ ~ 2 2 F > Trrpind_ ESBL producer °

(2). Modified carbapenem inactivation method (mCIM) ¥  EDTA-modified
carbapenem inactivation method (eCIM) ip]3# carbapenemases -
#-4F carbaepenem FLE 2 ¥ N [0 M (7 0 A IR IRIE F S %L’:ﬁ 7 CLSI
recommendations & 3% [6] - mCIM /& I“iﬁ ¢ 2387 eCIM 9 % - mCIM & eCIM
5 —‘F"{ e riﬁ ' 3T s & F metallo-B-lactamases © m mCIM B {272 eCIM £+

¥ > RI% 7 serine-carbapenemase ° mCIM F2 4+ R 7 £ i& {7 eCIM »

6. i3 F ¥ (serotyping) :
#r 38N @ 35 R WO R 32 % (Quellung reaction)® multiplex F & fF

WA R e W T Fe O £ 1824 [ B fx $B 35 BARF B
Framoko AFRRERID 0.5 McFarland %% > % 02-1.0 pl 7% % 52
antiserum (5 pl) £ methyleneblue (Spl)* 43 ¥ PR & » FF g8 > L3+
T 418 030 1000 BE A T RR AL TR o R AT R 253
i e d g TR [7] > 1 21 e primer £ 7 multiplex B & fFid gy F R
44 1,3, 4,5, 6A/B, 7F, 7C, 8,9V, 10A, 11A, 12F, 14, 15A, 15B/C, 16F, 17F, 18,
19A, 19F, 20, 22F, 23F, 31, 33, 34, 35B, 35F, ¥ 38 > & =t ¥ 3 — internal control

(primers cpsA-fand cpsA-r) > & BB 7w {7 T Foa= XF o kAL GFARD -

7. % fEiN 7 & (pulsed-field gel electrophoresis; PFGE) ¥2 % > 8L R 3] & 7

(Multilocus sequence typing, MLST)



SHE N wFiE FPFGEEMLST » B F 8% @ #R% o & LR%
EALZ 1 & Ftk o PFGE: fimF2 F % inAe s 7 240 RbFai-ie * &
e f B AR(e B * P g2 T A Rl doiB 2 B A[89] AR RS >
ug/ml ethidium bromide% ¢ 10 ~204 45 o "} ¥ B fé3x g AUVT 5 b gz
IO B B AR SLBEB-DNAB G B ki s Sl R 0 NSRS
i 8 (Bionumics) i& 7 @] 3% 4 7 * #F o MLST i& P& pubmed & =k #71& 3%
(https://pubmlst.org/databases/) » * 31+ 3 7y = fahouse-keeping 2k F]’ # f& [

By A AP > B 7 #% T pubmedshie sb B iFdy LA -

8. F & p=: 4 F J&(polymerase chain reactions, PCR) :

EBEBERATE A A 2 B RELA T TR BRE
AREFREFRYGF o MR GFRERSIE B 5 - 1% InstaGene matrix
(Bio-Rad Laboratories, Hercules, CA, USA) % P~injF DNA > iR & s 4 F & >
PCR & ¥ >+ 1.59% agarose gel (Promega, =% 5 ¢ & {7 7 /X & 474 agarose
Bedisd EtBr 24 >R bR BREBR TR TS PCR (4 #7127 DNA
F 7|2 B > £ 12 NCBI #:b (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov) & {7 DNA & 7|2
BLAST * ¥t o

(1). E. coli 2 K. pneumoniae % % | f -

£-%t carbapenem fiFEF & TR EpFE G F & o DR TS 45 blakec,
blaxpwm, blawe , yiv, ¥ blaoxaas % [10]> & ¥ = X B 32 3 % $% & (ceftazidime
or cefotaxime >=2 pug/ml ) & {7 B & v 48 & J& > #%0¢ & ESBL (4 blacrx-
M, blaspy, 22 blatgm %) ™ %2 AmpC (v blavox, blacwmy, blayat, blag 1, blarox,

bZaC]T, blaAcc, blaACT, blaMIR, blaDHA,-';i’ blaEBC :*;) ° }H"l\ colistin #’rljé%""'ﬁz ’ /?'J;é‘



mer-1 $1-9 % £[9] > £ 8% 1 A 5] (SApI)ie S > = ik hoid 2 frorit
[11] -

(2). Acinetobacter spp., and P. aeruginosa :

* B4 F2 FfEE TR * multiplex PCRe 454 7 & 4% &7 Sk 4 /77 >
carbapenem %ng“i‘ﬁ &%+ class A (blanmc, blaswe, blaywi, blakec, and blages),
class B (blajvp, blavim, blagiv, blaspwm, blasiv-1, and blanpm-1) » 22 class D (blaoxa-

23-like, Dl@oxA-24-like, Dla0xA-58-1ike, AN Dlaoxa-51-1ike) iE 7 PCR [10] ©

(3). S. aureus :

R AT R4 F B p &4 5] ¢ 32 0 SCCmecs 4] #-i& * Multiplex PCR
[12], B:#MRSAz_ccr% mec 2 4 3| - Panton-Valentine leukocidin gene [12]
£1 Accessory gene regulator (Agr) [12]z- B & f=: 48 ¥ &7 e o VISAR| Z_3 v
Ap e 2 2 7] @ 32walkR, vraSR, and rpoB » #2 yvgF/vraSR ,x % % - daptomycin
10 B FZ AL 71 @ 42 0 mprF, yycG (walK), vraSR, tagA, and dItABCD - Linezolid
ip R $2 A 7] : cfr, 23S rRNA binding site, the ribosomal proteins L3 and/or L4 -

(4). Enterococcus spp. :

vancomycin #.# & F#& 7 > e vanA, vanB, vanCl & vanC2/C3 - k- p&
* % sl k4 TR1546-like 3T B TR i - FE A 2 0 B 313 R SR AT
4e[13] it o

(5). S. pneumoniae, Haemophilus influenza and Campylobacter spp. :
S.pneumoniae & * R]% 2 iuindl+ kFE M L A[14] F R AR w D

= A4t serotypes 1, 3, 4, 6B, 14, 18C, 19F, 19A, ¥ 23F - Haemophilus



influenzae B4+ amoxicillin 1% @tk » & * Multiplex PCR [15] »  B]4e
blaTEM-1 and blaROB-1 % B-lactamase # %] - Campylobacter spp.7 % % H

P AR BB T G ALFUE R A R PCR i & B R F RS .

9. =& 4 ¥]Z_F (next generation sequencing) :
FUip R-ER S H 2R H(next-generation sequencing) B 8§k A 3t
2. A T F A o FERE % 378 2. Oxford Nanopore > B fgrfe @ ] # pt L 5

A A @/’;Hzr'i [9]1[16]



(=) B AAI#E A
1 e finds

FE DL LT TSARY £ iF2 FHP A RRBFR WY Ll
A B £A4F 2 B R FTk 0 2021 # 12 TSARY 2018 F & 1 & 2 Fs g ¢
Atk s 10 2020 RBE ARG W -

2. ABET
d L FRA S NETFEEL > I RRFELAY A A
WEE o A R 43 4 58 & MALDI-TOF = ;% &2 Ffd -

3. AR MRIEE

¢ * Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute (CLSI)#7i£ 3% ¢ broth
microdilution [17] o #% i* #-jp] 2 7 t& ¥ amphotericin B - anidulafungin -
fluconazole ~ % voriconazole g % |+ o 7 f FfEH & F Fuactt 2 1%
CLSI #7i£ 2 - % & 33 15 : Amphotericin B ¥ 3% & [ ji {7 g7 BE
(epidemiological cut-off values) > #' i3 & B ;1 ampbotericin B & i< 3 ik
BF v Fm g B E SR o Anidulafungin 2 & £ C. guilliermondii %
C. parapsilosis # 8- 282 8 s Ffd s ¥ — 2 o Fluconazole ¥t C. krusei »<
4 2 4F > 2 iE3% % * Fluconazole i C. krusei J& % > #7101 3 EREF 1o
A EE o F1 5 C. glabrata F % A2 2 EW > #7110 & C. glabrata %
Fluconazole rfmazid 2|3 £ 5 g = 12> £ £ 30 64 mg/l & Mr ik
RPE R 2 G B R 36 (B8 4 Smgl) d #

l:‘g o



4. mFntmRE
823 4 T;fi]}‘]’ Bk raw/\”fz\v/}‘;)qé‘

=}
A5

Multilocus sequence typing = j# X & 45 R Rk % o &
7rl =x AN AL F] Z_B (next generation sequencing) B 1

5. FEH
A -2 real-time PCR k2 457 it 2 2 & BwkdnZ il 7] (40 ERGII,
CDRI, MDRI...) [19,20]2. mRNA 4 & -

(2) ﬁ*ﬁ?}
Lok

i—m

“\

Fi
PRV ETRGE ECH L ke £ A S 5T TSARM £ r2 B
L g AN M Pﬁ}‘m RS RNERER R R X p A3 e 88w o Aspergillus T
T fﬁﬁ» o d 3~ TSARM #2020 # 2 2022 —&;T‘Jag ) 7 PI{*];%]' (#* 3332021 &
%2023 £ ) #ruiEs & ¢ B 4&d TSARM 2 FRE P £ B~ Aspergillus &5 7
th 2021 # &2 2023 & Rl & F Feth et TER 0 Az Aspergillus TeBE FFR (* 3T

++412022 # ¢ 2024 & ) > JcFin4ze? TSARM 4p 02 > fe 22 TSARM & B

2. ﬁﬁﬁii

(RS < SO RS s e s N CE SRR N
(species) » = ;24 o 14 PCR = 3V~ Aspergillus f ¥4 <5 internal transcribed
spacer (ITS) % calmodulin # #] # > #7118 A F] B 5| L SRS R AR 7| FHE
4r GenBank database ~ NCBI Reference Sequence Database (RefSeq) ~ International
Society for Human and Animal Mycology (ISHAM) ITS Database ~ CBS-KNAW



database % » BT A T AA T ERA T FE R Y R e Lo
4r microarray ~ matrix-assisted laser desorption inoization-time of flight mass
spectrometry (MALDI-TOF]# whole genome sequencing ¥ = i » # 25 Ffd2 &
€[21-23] -

3. ‘R EES AR sk

P ER IR Fth o ik i " iRk 2@ % 3 %% ¢ (Clinical and
Laboratory Standards Institute)“7it ¢ & #% & % /% (broth microdilution method)
P ivdg 318 7 HARR T L 2% % % [24] - PR E S ¢ 7 amphotericin B
itraconazole ~ voriconazole ~ posaconazole ~ isavuconazole % echinocandin drugs

T EEY -

4. EHES T

EHf b IR E MARE R 0 B FIREBEA Y 0 dos 4T azole 1 F
A. fumigauts £_F % F $LE 2 AP B 0 FIR (40 CypSTA R %) ~ #%4p M A 7]
2 drug efflux pump # I & &_F 3 40 £[25,26] -

5. RGN A

i % A TFE S A A5 AR B R R M T o 4o i@ * microsatellite
genotypic analysis * j » 4 {7 azole ¥i¥ A. fumigatus F{k& BIp *F & 3 % O
FEBRBRIFEART MG M (RPN P REHHRAFT T I 2 F L2 g;kzé
) [25-28] -



6. FAHAAT:

ARG

(1). # I &R 3F S| 0 Aspergillus Fix FfaA» *

(2). * I Aspergillus species ¥ 7 e Fiifh 7] % 47 TR f2 P
(3). Azole 2 A. fumigauts 7 Cyp51A4 % 3 713|455

(4). » FT LB ot Aspergillus $71% F bR sk B T KR F & A & VR {7 clone

R iZ A

(2) 'l ~fFRe - PRFF2 EERLHA T EA WHRE
Ay =Y A
L A% g g AR S EGEFO 7 g 2 19 &

A F iR A ERL LS ZEET N L A H

é%f%Am’%W#%% WAk BRER BT T O AL
ié’ﬁ”@%*i”ﬁ" FAIR S DB AR nRg AR T
Fooml A RA BRI B A HEREERL S EREE P E
THEE - AR RPN KL A F 2 Wi g P 4ORER R
%2 3% o

2. TP REREFARGIEIL AT B R £ TR A TR E A KR

RiFg A TE Rt ¢ REEF I PR 2 RRELTE
e P o B LR TP R RE A FRFERF(LE S Candida
tropicalis 3 A. fumigatus) > & HE e FFIRE M F 0 HF 2 CDC e #3535
ST B Bl TR LB R e ARG M AT 0 0 R RRARS B Rop
Ao @iy BT DRI R A SR T R o gt 0 B
BReng vt ds BB F R A? LR RE (B AHRY 2 kiffin

7



2RO RAEE AR RERLOROERFE R BT O s AT 5%

WY PE A RBRFNEL N A MO E L E o o YL
WAHNBERIEE P E7 R TR LTI B GRBARA > L&
AN R W WS SRR S T AC Ry
¥ozowkdgind BAE) por TB R B0 ERY | FRBLRERY L 8

REFEDRN I DBERFETH - IS B ERD I RyRLind FEERY
R0 Femd2 P e m PR S IR AP SRR A - S

v
B et 2 AL % B FFT 3 § & Symposium of Medical mycology > * 3

b wmE e o RRTEIERE & (R CFE 2R R) 2w
B> 7% CDC 3 d e b 2 mEFih o =R B R R » S RFH
BigEFt o FREL I FL TR (2 2) 4% 0 e FA FAEE
@& HEBPARAL > RV IREL e SR R if&ﬁﬁ’ﬁ
FREATRT A Mo WA M ¢ X Rithe e Bl
£ * o



Ji

KRRA s A TE I

i
(-) 22 A BT REsEREET 5 HRFRER - BB e

fE"?I_E. %’ #&"5 iR éﬂm*‘*‘ﬂ Fi%\\-'— Ei\'—':\.‘»
(—:—) ?ﬁiﬁ%‘—'fﬁg Fi_n BR ";Ej g Fi.
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N
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(-)E2idTRIEEHARICET 5 GRREL - REB I A TR RE

%

T+
e

BIRA L S R AR A SRR FE A R
1. mfxﬁ :
AR A > 2021 # @& * 2020 TSAR(TSAR Xz & 2. Ftk - @ TSAR

XH#?25ﬁ§§dwﬁﬁﬁ§%$ﬁ’égt;%Edqu§§%M@
/éA[&l% LR RAEEFR T AKFFERATR Fro 2 F 43
fof FRMBMEZ AR AFLLFHELALE LA EFR) M % 2 RO
FFRE FAARTRVEFR) Y R 8 RGP AT RFR P LFFAF
"fq‘a{%}‘%\%g %5:}%4}_@];‘24%93%?@%5?% @%)%4 I PERE i ?5
a5 6 FRABZATFEFla oF RARF IR FHMARE A

CLEEFREFEFFEFRY BAIR) 8 R3S HATE R E AT
Fla PRAFRHAFZ A R AT RFRE S8 A FFHRARFIR)

BHE®R4T(ERE ,ufrm's IR e $z¢f§<§?w:&v‘ fr,a,ufrm\ ¥
FReRFIE B av@;%ﬁiﬁﬁkﬂ;?&ﬁ%ﬁ%éfﬁﬁ@
SRS F’”F?P?Fm ~ A ARTIRR T Tﬁf‘m > léﬂ?z,\,,»flé‘ﬁ‘%lﬁllz AT ’3‘5&%
f2) s TSAR XII %4 & 5 7,300 kiwfF > i E Escherichia coli 1,706 &



Klebsiella pneumonia 711 & ~ Acinetobacter baumannii 218 & ~ Pseudomonas
aeruginosa 573 & ~ Staphylococcus aureus 766 t& ~ Enterococcus faecium 213
tx » Streptococcus pneumoniae 47 & ~Campylobacter spp. 5 t& % Haemophilus
influenzae 81 ¥ 3% ; 2 ¢ %k p £ Ri& 2 FR#EE & %] 5 Escherichia coli
542 #x ~ Klebsiella pneumoniae 213 & ~ Acinetobacter baumannii 32 t& -~
Pseudomonas aeruginosa 80 & ~ Staphylococcus aureus 200 & ~ Enterococcus

faecium 38 & - @  Streptococcus pneumoniae ~ Campylobacter spp. %

Haemophilus influenza %) x 7 KR > e 7)) o

*;Léﬂ—\l%}?ZOZO—ﬁ’pﬂTﬁ"‘%’ﬂ?'ﬂ TSAR v]];{r]",;-—}g,ﬂ’ﬁ
Vol o F)pt gk B TSAR 52 B % o B A F E N2 S E4p o dphd
BERAAA WA T

E. coli
(). Pt :
2002 & 3 2020 & £ fc & 14,516 t& E. coli ; 2002 # 4z & 3] 1,062 & >
@ 2020 # 4T B 3] 1,706 A 0 5 P 2 A% o A & e kR S ARk 0 2020 #
Bl RAORIRT G RRE R 9034k 0 B 5 R (542K S R 2 TR
A2 R KT 3ol plget o
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(2). T 1Rl

% P& 2020 & Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute (CLSI)#73% %_£
breakpoint &k 2| @] 3= 2 £ & 12 2E Fk i 2. breakpoint x X o
Cefuroxime &7 $£ 742002 # 5 84.1% > % 2020 & F "% % 62.3% ~ Cefazolin
& 2002 & 5 50.5%3% 2020 & 5 29.4% ~ Cefepime 7 2002 # % 95.8%%
2020 # % 76.6% ~ Ceftazidime # 2002 & 3 92.1%% 2020 & 3 72.2% -
Cefotaxime 7 2002 # % 86.9%% 2020 £ & 66.1% > M #f4id % 2 5T M F
& T % endf % o Amoxicillin/clavulanic acid ~ Piperacillin/tazobactam % &7
M B P miF$F T o Carbapenems #p3i# %(# 7 Doripenem ~ Imipenem »
Ertapenem ¥ Meropenem)ii & F? 52 * *5 48 %" > A7 (1 #ciE < ]T;K 98% 14
+ o Fluoroquinolones g #T g 1+ *# > Aminoglycosides &g+ % 2. TR M #ic
BERAFT A
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%3 &% E. coli et (2020 &)

E. coli %S

Antimicrobial agent i A 4 % % A L8

(N=309) (N=149) (N=621) (N=221) (N=249) (N=157)

Amikacin 99.7 100.0 98.7 99.1 100.0 100.0
Amoxicillin/Clavulanic acid 70.9 69.1 67.6 65.2 71.5 72.0
Cefazolin 30.1 28.9 279 27.6 32.9 31.2
Cefepime 78.3 71.1 77.9 71.9 74.7 82.2
Cefotaxime 65.0 61.1 67.5 61.1 65.5 75.8
Ceftazidime 71.5 70.5 72.1 69.2 72.7 78.3
Cefuroxime 61.5 57.0 63.0 57.9 60.6 74.5
Ciprofloxacin 52.4 49.7 56.4 54.8 55.4 52.9
Doripenem 99.4 98.7 99.5 98.6 100.0 99.4
Ertapenem 98.4 98.0 98.1 97.3 98.0 97.5
Gentamicin 75.4 79.2 78.4 75.6 77.1 80.3
Imipenem 99.0 98.7 98.7 98.6 100.0 99.4
Meropenem 99.4 98.7 99.2 98.2 100.0 99.4
Piperacillin/Tazobactam 93.2 92.6 93.2 90.0 94.8 93.6
Tigecycline 99.7 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Trimethoprim/Sulfamethoxazole  54.0 51.0 543 53.4 57.8 54.8




(3). Carbapenem-resistant E. coli :

¥ 4 48 Carbapenem #f+w2 4 (Doripenem ~ Imipenem ~ Ertapenem -
Meropenem) ¥ £ - f& & 4 F M > F % K i Carbapenem-resistant ; @
Carbapenem-resistant E. coli £_2014 & 0.09%_+ = 3] 2020 & 1.35% - 2020 &
£ 3] 12 R E Carbapenemase # F]2. Carbapenem-resistant E.coli > 4 %|
% blawp (2 1), blaxpc (5 &), blaxec/blaoxa-as (1 $8), blaxpm (1 18), blaoxa-as (2
&), blaoxa-as/blanpm (1 R) °

CR-Eco%
2.00

1.50
1.00
0.50

0.00

<t O o0
o o o
o o O
(o I o\ B Q|

2002
2010
2012
2014
2016
2018
2020

B 3 Jf -+ Carbapenem-resistant E.coli f » +*

% 4 Jfr & Carbapenem-resistant E.coli # 1! 2. Carbapenemase 7k %]

# > blamp  blakpc  blanpm  blaoxaas  blayiv
2014 1

2016 1 1
2018 1 1

2020 2 6 2 4




(4). mcr genein E. coli :

2015 & A& > ¢ W md plasmid #3§ 2. colistin 2 4 A F] mer-1 5
SHANBFL EAN B F B A FEMRE G mer-] plasmid 2 Ftk e
HOTSAR FjHAE ~ B & p 47t 868 th2 iR p M F R 1,879 tho &4t
Colistin $#L% in E. coli i& {7 mer-1 2 %] PCR 48] - = A+ %5 » £ 5 mcr-
1 A FlemE. coli 2 v Gzt = 5 A $FqRsk AR S F mer-1 A Fl2 | A v JE
0.09%1 = 1 1.93% % & ¢ sFEREF mer-1 A Fl2 7 &~ v 8 1.1% = 2
10% > m ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁ—,‘iﬁ mer-1 A F]2o | A v Pl 12.5% ¢+ 2 5 51.6% o

(a) Diseased swine (b) Retail meat
. 600 51.6 150
5] @
g 39.6 421 £ 16 00
= 40.0 = 10.0 8.7 g2
o~ 3 .
N z 6.6
2T 20.0 £ =X
~ . 12 5 &~ 50
5 "
] 5
g 00 g 0.0
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2012 2013 2015 2016 2017 2019
Year 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 Year 2012 2013 2015 2016 2017 2019
Total isolates tested 96 252 381 361 144 645 Total isolates tested 89 91 126 110 121 331
Isolates with mcr-1 12 86 151 152 48 333 Isolates with mcr-1 1 6 11 9 14 33
(¢) Human

176 1.93
1.50
0.85
1.00 0.65
0.00 | | | |

2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020

mcr-1 prevalence
(%)

Year 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020
Total isolates tested 1136 1752 1701 1650 1703 1706
Isolates with mcr-1 1 2 11 14 30 33

7l 4 )]%% ~ R RE R AR Ecoli mer-1 63 4v



K. pneumoniae
(). peit :

2002 & I 2020 & X 4z & 7,059 tk K. pneumoniae ; 2002 & 4z & 7] 573
Room 2020 4T E 3 Ttk 3 P A AR R RIRT IS F L R 73
RIS R A > 2o KRt blib o

Ao 78 B A R IR
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800 800
me- e,
— R
400 400 I
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O o0
o O
o O
(o I o
® Blood = Resp. Urine

Wound = Others

B 5 JF& K pneumoniae # » F 3 53t

(2). AR MRl

Cefuroxime 7 2002 & R t+ 5 87.3%% 2020 # 5 61.7%Cefazolin &
2002 & 5 78%3 2020 & i 55.1% ~ Cefepime #2002 & 5 93.5%3% 2020 &
% 81.7% ~ Ceftazidime #2002 & 5 92.3%3% 2020 & 5 67.7% ~ Cefotaxime
B 2002 £ 5 899% 3 2020 £ i 67.1% 0 % F ik E T OF hARR
Amoxicillin/clavulanic acid ~ Piperacillin/tazobactam % ¢ {275 5 & fic™ *% ;

Doripenem ~ Imipenem ~ Ertapenem ~ Meropenem 47 g {482 24F & 90% 12 + »
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% 5 % % K pneumoniae =iz R 14(2020 &)

K. pneumoniae %S

Antimicrobial agent oA i v 2 B B i

(N=111) (N=68) (N=238) (N=81) (N=134) (N=79)

Amikacin 96.4 95.6 95.4 90.1 98.5 98.7
Amoxicillin/Clavulanic acid 60.4 66.2 67.6 53.1 72.4 72.2
Cefazolin 51.4 55.9 56.3 43.2 59.7 60.8
Cefepime 73.0 79.4 86.1 66.7 90.3 83.5
Cefotaxime 57.7 66.2 70.6 56.8 73.1 70.9
Ceftazidime 61.3 66.2 70.2 56.8 73.1 72.2
Cefuroxime 54.1 60.3 64.7 48.1 69.4 65.8
Ciprofloxacin 49.5 63.2 66.8 45.7 64.9 59.5
Doripenem 90.1 95.6 94.1 90.1 97.8 100.0
Ertapenem 82.9 91.2 89.5 84.0 97.0 97.5
Gentamicin 73.0 79.4 77.3 63.0 73.1 87.3
Imipenem 90.1 95.6 93.3 87.7 97.8 98.7
Meropenem 90.1 95.6 94.5 90.1 97.8 100.0
Piperacillin/Tazobactam 73.9 76.5 83.2 61.7 89.6 83.5
Trimethoprim/Sulfamethoxazole  66.7 63.2 67.6 58.0 64.2 64.6
Tigecycline (EUCAST) 85.6 83.8 84.9 80.2 91.0 84.8

(3). Carbapenem-resistant K. pneumoniae :

¥+ 4 # Carbapenems #f #12 % > 4r: Doripenem~Imipenem~Ertapenem -
Meropenem % = - w4 2 & 4 %M » 7 &% 5 Carbapenem-resistant ; +“ ]
J£_2002 & BAgsrt b %A > 25 270 3k 5 Carbapenem-resistant K.
pneumoniae > # ¥ 3 129 & 5 carbapenemase-producing - KPC % OXA-48 #_

% f8 B ¥ %L ¢ Carbapenemase gene ; #- 2014-2020 # % 7 blaKPC & K.



pneumoniae §a*% 7 7 (pulse-fieldgelelectrophoresis, PFGE) » & % & 7

2014-2016 % % clonal expansion > f& 2020 & & F]3| P+ & & $7 o

The number of

CR-Kpn%

10.00 35 carbapenemase gene

8.00 28

6.00 21

4.00 14

2.00 7

0.00 0 ———
a3 8ESAFTLxXG 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020
o o O o O o o o o O
(o I o BN o BN o\ BN o N o I o BN o\ BN o\ BN o\

—IMP —VIM NDM
OXA-48 —KPC

B 7 & Carbapenem-resistant K. pneumoniae f /~ +* ¥ carbapenemase gene

¥ 4 #e
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2020Cco07-088
2020cCco7-0=8
2020505-153
2020s05-111

2020N08-172
2020=05-154
2020N06-155
2020N07-152
2020N08-135
2020N0&6-148
2020N0&6-155
2020N17-130
2020N17-131

2020C01-137
2020Cc07-1032
2020C07-177
2020Co01-025
2020s505-051

2020506-113
2020s06-160
2020s506-091

2016Cco0&-070
2016Cco0&-058
2014Cco0&s-028
2014C06-217
2016cos-010
2016C06-013
2016C0&6-063
2016C06-072
2016cos-080
2016Cco06-122
2016Cco06-211
2016C06-237
2016C0&-001
2016C06-175
2016C0&-161
2014C0&6-065
2014C0&6-104
2014Cc06-125
2014C0&-166
2014Cco0&6-178
2014C06-205
2014CcO07-084
2014CcO07-211
2014Cco08-213
2016C04-147
2016C06-059
2016C07-154
2016E04-172
2016C02-225
2016Cco0s8-152
2014Cc0&6-026
2014C05-015

2016C07-245
2016C06-172
2014C06-238
2016C09-003
2016N17-076
2014N21-073
2016N17-075
2016506-131

2016C01-161
2016C08-223
2016C08-090
2016C08-207
2020505121

2020507-151

2016C01-053
2020N17-065

4,—: ] 2020N17-097
2020C07-241

— 2016505177

L 2016N17-469




(4). mcr gene in K. pneumoniae :
2018 & ** K. pneumoniae ¥ 3% B mer R F)> K L AT 7 D b
> 50 F F amer gene § 5 mer-1 2 mer-8 0 7% ¥+ Carbapenem

l!‘io

# 6 2018-2020 & #& ' mcr £ F|12. K. pneumoniae

Specimen

Isolate ID Hospital type e patient location Age mer-like gene
2018C01-239 MC Blood Non-ICU >65 mcr-1
2018S06-082 RH Pus/discharge Non-ICU 18-65 mcr-1
2018S07-013 MC Urine OPD/ER Unknown mcr-3
2018N16-148 RH Urine ICU >65 mcr-8
2018N17-066 MC Ascites Non-ICU >65 mcr-8
2018C01-046 MC Blood OPD/ER >65 mcr-8
2020S05-080 RH Urine NON-ICU >65 mcr-8
2020S09-069 MC Others NON-ICU >65 mcr-1
2020S09-208 MC Blood OPD/ER 18-65 mcr-1

2020N24-062 RH Others NON-ICU >65 mcr-1




P. aeruginosa
(1). it
2002 & 3 2020 & £ 4z & 6,144 $k P. aeruginosa ; 2002 & 1 2020 &
EX | BB F 0 600tk o A B A AN ERr L B
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B9 J# P aeruginosa zx * F i 1Lt

(2). AR iRl
P aeruginosa & fai2 F 2 AT 2T & <~ it o Cefepime 1 2002 #
AR s 85.6%3% 2020 & & 87.3% ~ Ceftazidime #2002 # a7t 1+ 5 88.6%
2 2020 # 5 87.3%; Piperacillin/Tazobactam # 2002 & = 84.6%3% 2020 #
% 83.4% ; Aztreonam % 2002 # 5 79.7%3 2020 & i 77.7% - Doripenem ~
Imipenem ~ Meropenem 4% ]“*ﬁﬁtlﬁ R & 80%14 + 5 @ &%t Fluoroquinolones

# ~ Aminoglycosides #f3v4 2 TR M BiciE mEF T o
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% % P aeruginosa “ag 142020 &)

P 3
Gentamicin

Amikacin*

Ciprofloxacin

B & P aeruginosa AT 1+

— o — — =

P, aeruginosa %S

Antimicrobial agent 5 A 4 % ® B S
(N=100) (N=47) (N=187) (N=63) (N=101) (N=75)

Amikacin 97.0 97.9 98.4 95.2 98.0 96.0
Aztreonam 73.0 76.6 82.4 76.2 84.2 65.3
Cefepime 76.0 83.0 93.6 87.3 92.1 82.7
Ceftazidime 79.0 78.7 93.6 87.3 94.1 78.7
Ciprofloxacin 85.0 91.5 81.3 81.0 93.1 54.7
Doripenem 92.0 87.2 91.4 85.7 97.0 84.0
Gentamicin 90.0 93.6 93.0 84.1 92.1 78.7
Imipenem 90.0 78.7 82.4 76.2 93.1 68.0
Meropenem 92.0 85.1 88.2 81.0 96.0 76.0
Piperacillin/Tazobactam 76.0 76.6 89.8 84.1 92.1 69.3




(3). Multidrug-resistant P. aeruginosa (MDR P. aeruginosa) :

BT A5 2 5 3 R SR M 0 4e o Piperacillin-tazobactam
Ceftazidime ~ Cefepime ~ Aztreonam ~ Meropenem ~ Imipenem -~ Ciprofloxacin
Levofloxacin » 7 2 MDR P. aeruginosa ; £ ¢ % 2002 £ B 45t 65 £ L

FEH 2014 & B 43 2020 £ MDR P, aeruginosa Yt b F ~ tgT 'E o

MDR-Pae%
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B 11 & MDR P. aeruginosa 7 » +*

(4). Carbapenemase gene in P. aeruginosa :
VIM~IMP #& % 1 3 & P aeruginosa #1Class B Carbapenemase # #]7] -
fﬁﬁ *ﬁ :h'ﬁi:g L el s

# 8 Carbapenemase genes in carbapenem-non-susceptible P. aeruginosa

2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020

GES

GIM

IMP 1 1

NDM

VIM 2 1 2 4 6 4 1
OXA24-like

OXA-48-like




Acinetobacter calcoaceticus- Acinetobacter baumannii complex (Acb complex)

(). Pt e
2002 & 3 2020 & £ fc & 3,088 +k Acb complex ; 2008-2012 #) & #< £ 4
245 5 kEBBERS > BB BE T 400 11 0 2020 F W 218 ko
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Bl 12 & Acinetobacter complex 25 j\ 2 st

(2). AR fHiplEE

Cefepime A7 1+ % 2002 & 5 35.6%3% 2020 # 5 43.1%~Ceftazidime %
2002 & 5 31.5% % 2020 & % 37.2% ; Piperacillin/Tazobactamn %
Ampicillin/Sulbactam # 2002 & I 2020 & sz 1%+ 2 oFluoroquinolones #g ~
Aminoglycosides #f+id AR 2x F 2 o R it 2 22 1 & R
¥ % 1 2Y baumannii €0 Acinetobacter spp.(4v pittii ~ nosocomialis ~ seifertii %)
BER I oA AH Lt 25 B AR o bt & Carbapenems #f4i4

% > 4 Doripenem ~ Imipenem ~ Meropenem A< {4 J| E g™ *% o
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Bl 15 J# % Acb complex ¥ # 8 Acinetobacter spp. =3 4

% 9 & % Acinetobacter baumannii complex AT R 14(2020 &)

Acinetobacter baumannii complex %S

Antimicrobial agent oM A v 2 3 & i
(N=46) (N=15) (N=79) (N=32) (N=28) (N=18)

Amikacin 50.0 N/A 45.6 313 46.4 N/A
Ampicillin/Sulbactam 47.8 N/A 36.7 25.0 46.4 N/A
Cefepime 43.5 N/A 49.4 40.6 46.4 N/A
Ceftazidime 45.7 N/A 36.7 28.1 429 N/A
Ciprofloxacin 30.4 N/A 31.6 25.0 42.9 N/A
Doripenem 413 N/A 36.7 28.1 46.4 N/A
Gentamicin 34.8 N/A 27.8 28.1 42.9 N/A
Imipenem 39.1 N/A 36.7 25.0 46.4 N/A
Meropenem 39.1 N/A 36.7 25.0 46.4 N/A
Piperacillin/Tazobactam 39.1 N/A 35.4 21.9 429 N/A




(3). Carbapenemase gene in Acb complex :
blaoxa2zs ¥7 bla oxans F_#F 21 A& Acb COl’l’lplCX ¥ e Class D

carbapenemase # F]7] o

# 10 Carbapenemase genes in carbapenem-non-susceptible Acb complex

2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020

GES 1
GIM |
IMP ;

NDM |

VIM A

ISAbal-

oxAlie NI ONT  NT NT NT NT NT NT 32 104
OXA24-like 9 18 31 5 39 24 30 25
ISAbal-

OXA5llike NI NI NT NT NT NI NT NT 5 7

OXAS58-like 4 1 4 2 9 6 4 6 5




H. influenzae
(1). Pt -
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Bl 16 fr#& H. influenzae fx > 7 3 313t

(2). TR MBI

Ampicillin/sulbactam £2 Ampicillin 5T 458 07 > & 2002 & T 2020 & ¥
## T o Cefixime ~ Cefuroxime ~ Cefaclor AT =% 3 & "% » @ (s &4t %
Cefepime ~ Ceftraixone a7 1+ % 524F # 98% 12 + o Imipenem ~ Meropenem 47
B M BciE a4F & 95% 12 o Fluoroquinolone ~ Sulfonamides ¥ Clarithromycin

Bl &7 ' > v& 3 Tetracyclines AT &+ = o
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B 17 A& H. influenzae 53 1+

—Imipenem
——Meropenem
* Trend analysis P< 0.05



% 11 % % H influenzae g 14(2020 &)

H. influenzae %S

Antimicrobial agent o A v 2 % B %
(N=4)  (N=4) (N=56) (N=7) (N=3) (N=7)

Ampicillin N/A N/A 14.3 N/A N/A N/A
Ampicillin/Sulbactam N/A N/A 14.3 N/A N/A N/A
Cefaclor N/A N/A 8.9 N/A N/A N/A
Cefepime N/A N/A 98.2 N/A N/A N/A
Cefixime N/A N/A 87.5 N/A N/A N/A
Ceftriaxone N/A N/A 100.0 N/A N/A N/A
Cefuroxime N/A N/A 12.5 N/A N/A N/A
Clarithromycin N/A N/A 32.1 N/A N/A N/A
Imipenem N/A N/A 100.0 N/A N/A N/A
Levofloxacin N/A N/A 58.9 N/A N/A N/A
Meropenem N/A N/A 100.0 N/A N/A N/A
Tetracycline N/A N/A 76.8 N/A N/A N/A
Trimethoprim/Sulfamethoxazole ~ N/A N/A 17.9 N/A N/A N/A




S. aureus
(1). fmat
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(2). AR LiRlRE
¥t Penicillin G ~ Oxacillin ~ Rifampin ~ Gentamicin ~ Ciprofloxacin 57 g 4
## T ; Erythromycin ~ Clindamycin ~ Co-trimoxazole » Vancomycin ~ Daptomycin ~

Linezolid ~ Tigecycline w24 % st F 2 o
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* Trend analysis P< 0.05
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% 12 % % Saureus sHag g 1£(2020 &)

S aureus %S

Antimicrobial agent oA e o 3 3B %

(n=144)  (=78) (n=252) (=98) (n=99) (n=101)

Cefoxitin 493 43.6 53.2 38.8 52.5 40.6
Ceftaroline 98.6 97.4 98.0 99.0 100.0 99.0
Chloramphenicol 78.5 70.5 66.3 69.4 67.7 69.3
Ciprofloxacin 67.4 56.4 66.7 53.1 72.7 50.5
Clindamycin 77.1 75.6 76.2 75.5 65.7 78.2
Daptomycin* 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Erythromycin 41.7 48.7 40.9 36.7 49.5 40.6
Gentamicin 68.1 70.5 59.5 61.2 53.5 64.4
Levofloxacin 68.8 59.0 69.8 58.2 76.8 53.5
Linezolid 100.0 100.0 99.2 100.0 100.0 100.0
Oxacillin 493 43.6 53.2 38.8 52.5 40.6
Penicillin G 12.5 9.0 9.1 2.0 4.0 5.0

Rifampin 97.9 94.9 98.0 98.0 98.0 100.0
Tetracycline 67.4 60.3 57.5 63.3 77.8 64.4
Tigecycline 100.0 98.7 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Trimethoprim/Sulfamethoxazole 91.7 91.0 90.5 92.9 92.9 89.1
Vancomycin 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

*SDD results are reported as susceptible.



(3). Methicillin-resistant S. aureus #4v kg % B 75 7 % ¢

- m S PLREY  Akp 5 A 3D MRSA Gt b B AR
T ¥ o ST5-1I, ST59-Vt~ ST59-IV ~ ST239-11I & +* F T *% » Bom X 2_ 4 _STS-
IVa (USA300) > # #ips# s H s ST A F13| 7 P > Flet MRSA 2 57 5 7
% 14 > ST8-Iva ¥t** Clindamycin ¥ Sulfonamides % non-B-lactams 2 4 fiz
™ (",f 7 Fluoroquinolones 2_ ¢} ) » F] b %% #8 MRSA L& (4T % > vii— (] ¢h

#_Ciprofloxacin /2 14 1% ‘a4F & 60%12 + o

-+ICU -+Non-ICU OPD/ER

70% +

60% 1

2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020
Bl 20 ‘e ;E}Iia I ﬂ;’l}?a %~ ¥ & &2 2. Methicillin-resistant S. aureus
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Data: TSAR 111, 2002 — TSAR XI1, 2020 combined.
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% 13 % % MRSA 57 (2020 #)

MRSA %S

Antimicrobial agent oAt # v = B B £

(n=72) (n=43) (n=118) (n=60) (n=47) (n=59)
Cefoxitin 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Ceftaroline 97.2 953 95.8 98.3 100.0 98.3
Chloramphenicol 69.4 62.8 55.1 61.7 42.6 52.5
Ciprofloxacin 40.3 27.9 36.4 31.7 53.2 27.1
Clindamycin 62.5 55.8 55.9 65.0 42.6 66.1
Daptomycin* 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Erythromycin 16.7 233 16.1 233 19.1 18.6
Gentamicin 65.3 62.8 49.2 65.0 36.2 54.2
Levofloxacin 41.7 30.2 39.0 36.7 57.4 28.8
Linezolid 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Oxacillin 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Penicillin G 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Rifampin 98.6 93.0 96.6 98.3 95.7 100.0
Tetracycline 70.8 62.8 58.5 73.3 83.0 71.2
Tigecycline 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Trimethoprim/Sulfamethoxazole 87.5 83.7 81.4 90.0 89.4 83.1
Vancomycin 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

*SDD results are reported as susceptible.



E. faecium
(1). prit :
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(2). AR LRlEE
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% 14 & % E. faecium Az 14(2020 &)

E. faecium %S

Antimicrobial agent o i 4 2 -3 %
(N=44) (N=14)  (N=57) (N=24) (N=24)  (N=36)

Ampicillin 9.1 N/A 7.0 8.3 25.0 2.8
Chloramphenicol 50.0 N/A 70.2 91.7 70.8 41.7
Ciprofloxacin 6.8 N/A 3.5 8.3 8.3 0.0
Daptomycin* 95.5 N/A 100.0 100.0 100.0 97.2
Erythromycin 4.5 N/A 0.0 37.5 0.0 0.0
Gentamicin-High 36.4 N/A 54.4 58.3 70.8 36.1
Levofloxacin 6.8 N/A 3.5 8.3 12.5 2.8
Linezolid 93.2 N/A 98.2 100.0 100.0 100.0
Nitrofurantoin 38.6 N/A 43.9 66.7 41.7 55.6
Penicillin G 11.4 N/A 1.8 8.3 16.7 0.0
Rifampin 13.6 N/A 12.3 8.3 12.5 11.1
Streptomycin-High 25.0 N/A 40.4 50.0 41.7 5.6
Tetracycline 25.0 N/A 14.0 12.5 333 47.2
Vancomycin 40.9 N/A 54.4 37.5 50.0 30.6

*SDD results are reported as susceptible.

(3). E. faecium B {7 F

% Enterococcus spp.® E. faecalis 3 E. faecium # 7§ # & 3 s B 3R
T 5 IR FAE 0 E. faecium 2002 # B 4 NI BIR G O12.5%3F & A 52020
£ 2 5 36.7% ° d ** ¥ Vancomycin sfud 25 & I8 4 3 E faecium > ¥7
# % A_ Vancomycin-susceptible E. faecium £ - Vancomycin-resistant E.
faecium ¥ - B (&SPt % 4 Daptomycin ~ Linezolid ~ Tigecycline e

B B0 § (<3%) °



B E. faecalis WE. faecium ™ Other species
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Year (# of isolates)
B 26 JF-E Enterococcus spp.2. 4 #LF35
% 15 %3k A¥E » # 4 0 non-susceptibility rate
et E. fuccalis® E. faecium (Em) (n = 908)
gen (n = 1695) VREm VSEm
(n = 439) (n = 469)
Daptomyein® 32 1.4 23
Tigecycline® 0.5 25 15

*There were only 3 Van-R E. faecalis isolates so they are not analyzed separately.
YFor E. faecium, daptomycin susceptible is only in SDD category
‘EUCAST breakpoints used for Tigecycline (S, <= 0.25 pg/mL; R, > 0.25 pg/mL).

# 16 & % VRE & F13] 4 47(2020 #)

s (44HR)  A(m=14) ¢ (STHR) s (44K) K36 HK)

® (24 1)

n % n= % n % n % n % n %
VRE 26 591 N/A NA 26 456 15 625 25 694 12 50.0
genotype
vanA 26 100.0 N/A N/A 26 100.0 15 100.0 25 100.0 12 100.0
vanB 0 0.0 NA NA 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0




S. pneumoniae
(). it :
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B 27 JfE# S pneumoniae 35 F 3l St

(2). ATR MBI -

Vancomycin % Linezolid erac g #4528 4F 100% 2 meropenem iT & fi i< >
5 e 25% © S. pneumoniae 3 # I e #|3E &% » & 5 Meningitis 2 non-
meningitis ; & B8 Meningitis 2 23§ F¥ » Cefepime % Ceftriaxone 4T %
% 1L gl 7] > Penicillin G B] #4%_25% L7 *% 31 20% ; /2 non-meningitis & & |

3 P > Cefepime ~ Ceftriaxone ~ Penicillin G P #_3i% & F % o
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* Trend analysis P< 0.05

B 28 J & S. pneumoniae TR 1

% 17 % % S. pneumoniae AR $4(2020 &)

S. pneumoniae %S

Antimicrobial agent g M v 3 B A £
(N=10) (N=1) (N=24) (N=2) (N=3) (N=7)

Amoxicillin/Clavulanic acid N/A N/A 66.7 N/A N/A N/A
Cefepime N/A N/A 66.7 N/A N/A N/A
Ceftriaxone N/A N/A 66.7 N/A N/A N/A
Linezolid N/A N/A 100.0 N/A N/A N/A
Meropenem N/A N/A 29.2 N/A N/A N/A
Penicillin G N/A N/A 70.8 N/A N/A N/A
Vancomycin N/A N/A 100.0 N/A N/A N/A
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2. AR

P A 47 200 FRyvCRF LT A A R © ¢ 4% 84 1k C. albicans ~ 44 &
C. tropicalis ~ 36 ¥& C. glabrata ~ 34 & C. parapsilosis * 2 tx C. krusei > %4
% 18175 2 25 R/ Bl d g 4 ok i 2 %ﬁy;&c?‘g;}}% S TRB A B o 15 g B
LA 7 AR 0 kA Calbicans B 3% 514 Flo DA TR F R 0 1k 42% - 84
& C. albicans F &%t anidulafungin ~ fluconazole % voriconazole j % 'ki‘}é"@ %
B o €3 16 $(19%) amphotericin B # 4 0k & % 3t & £ 3t Img/l > &
FER AT AR EE 4T o

BE W EE “,f | ﬁ\,’{f‘f\%f b+ 5 & 3t eh Candida glabrata %t
amphotericin B " &3 L& 2 (& MFFE R 4mg/l) ¢t o B B FiRE

amphotericin B % anidulafungin g % {238 {%F o

¥ ¢b o W5 #® Candida glabrata % Candida krusei ¥t fluconazole g =
Mo 3 34Rid = Fu g o0 Candida tropicalis ¥t fluconazole % voriconazole
TG (R 18-21) B - # e E 5= RGP - 2 513 DSTS06e
{6 W I I PO AT IR IR T R iRk i o

# 18 The percentage of 200 Candida isolates

Species Isolate no. (%)
C. albicans 84 (42)

C. tropicalis 44 (22)

C. glabrata 36 (18)

C. parapsilosis 34 (17)

C. krusei 2 (1)

Total 200




# 19 Fluconazole susceptibilities of 200 Candida isolates

Fluconazole MIC (mg/L)

Species <2 (%) 4 (%) >8 (%) Total
TSARY 2018
C. albicans 80 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 80
C. tropicalis 32 (88.9) 1(2.8) 3(8.3) 36
C. glabrata 27 (93.1) 2 (6.9) 0 (0.0) 29
C. parapsilosis 28 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 28
C. krusei 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (100.0) 2
Total 167 (95.4) 3 (1.7) 5(2.9) 175
Hospital environment
C. albicans 4(100.0) 0(0.0)  0(0.0) 4
C. tropicalis 8(100.0) 0(0.0)  0(0.0) 8
C. glabrata 6(85.7)  0(0.0) 1(14.3) 7
C. parapsilosis 6(100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 6
C. krusei 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0
Total 24 (96.0) 0 (0.0) 1(4.0) 25
All

C. albicans 84 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 84
C. tropicalis 40 (90.9) 1(2.3) 3(6.8) 44
C. glabrata 33 (91.7) 2 (5.5) 1(2.8) 36
C. parapsilosis 34 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 34
C. krusei 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (100.0) 2

Total 191 (955) 3(15)  6(3.0) 200




# 20 Voriconazole susceptibilities of 200 Candida isolates

Voriconazole MIC (mg/L)

Species <0.125 (%) 0.25 (%) 05(%) 1(%) =2 (%) Total
TSARY 2018
C. albicans 80(100.0)0 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(00) 0(.0) 80
C. tropicalis 33(91.7) 0(.0) 0(.0) 2(55 1(28) 36
C. glabrata 29 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(.0) 0(.0) 29
C. parapsilosis 28 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(.0) 0(.0) 28
C. krusei 2(100.00 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 2
Total 172(98.3) 0(0.0) 0(.0) 2(1.1) 1(0.6) 175
Hospital environment
C. albicans 4 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(0.0)0 0(0.0) 4
C. tropicalis 8(100.0)0 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(.0) 0(.0) 8
C. glabrata 7(100.0) 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(.0) 0(0.0 7
C. parapsilosis 6(100.0) 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 6
C. krusei 0 (0.0) 0(0.00 0(.00 0(.00 0(.0 0
Total 25(100.00 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(.0) 0(.0) 25
All
C. albicans 84 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 84
C. tropicalis 41(93.2) 0(.0) 0(.0)0 245 1(23) 44
C. glabrata 36 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(0.0) 0(.0) 36
C. parapsilosis 34 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(.0) 0(.0) 34
C. krusei 2(100.00 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 2
Total 197 (98.5) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 2(1.0) 1(0.5 200




% 21

Anidulafungin susceptibilities of 200 Candida isolates

Anidulafungin MIC (mg/L)

Species <0.125 (%) 0.25 (%) 0.5(%) 1(%) =2 (%) Total
TSARY 2018
C. albicans 80(100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 80
C. tropicalis 36 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 36
C. glabrata 29 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 29
C. parapsilosis 0 (0.0 3(10.7) 11 (39.3) 12(42.9) 2(7.1) 28
C. krusei 2(100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 2
Total 147 (84.0) 3(1.7) 11(6.3) 12(6.9) 2(1.1) 175
Hospital environment
C. albicans 4 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(0.0 4
C. tropicalis 8(100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 8
C. glabrata 7 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 7
C. parapsilosis 0 (0.0) 1(16.7) 2(33.3) 3(50.0) 0(0.0) 6
C. krusei 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(.00) 0(0.0 0
Total 19(76.0) 1(4.00 2(8.0)0 3(12.0) 0(0.0) 25
All
C. albicans 84 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 84
C. tropicalis 44 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 44
C. glabrata 36 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(0.0) 36
C. parapsilosis 0 (0.0 4(11.8) 13(38.2) 15(44.1) 2(5.9) 34
C. krusei 2(100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 2
Total 166 (83.0) 4(2.0) 13(6.5 15(7.5) 2(1) 200




# 22 Amphotericin B susceptibilities of 200 Candida isolates

Amphotericin B MIC (mg/L)

Species <0.5 (%) 1 (%) 2 (%) 4 (%) Total
TSARY 2018
C. albicans 64 (80.0) 15(18.8) 1(1.2) 0(0.0) 80
C. tropicalis 32(88.9) 4(11.1) 0(.00 0(0.0) 36
C. glabrata 19 (65.5) 9(31.0) 1(34) 0(0.0) 29
C. parapsilosis 24 (85.7) 4(143) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 28
C. krusei 0 (0.0) 2(100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 2
Total 139 (79.4) 34(19.4) 2(11) 0(0.0) 175
Hospital environment
C. albicans 4(100.0)0 0(.0)0 0(.0) 0(0.0 4
C. tropicalis 6 (75.0) 1(125) 1(125) 0(0.0) 8
C. glabrata 4 (57.1) 2(28.6) 0(0.0) 1143 7
C. parapsilosis 3 (50.0) 3(50.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 6
C. krusei 0 (0.0) 0(.00 0(.0) 0(0.0) 0
Total 17 (68.0) 6(24.0) 1(40) 1(4.0) 25
All
C. albicans 68 (81.0) 15(17.8) 1(1.2) 0(0.0) 84
C. tropicalis 38 (86.4) 5(114) 1(23) 0(0.0) 44
C. glabrata 23(63.9) 11(30.6) 1(2.8) 1(2.8) 36
C. parapsilosis 27 (79.4) 7(20.6) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 34
C. krusei 0 (0.0) 2(100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 2
Total 156 (78.0) 40(20.0) 3(15) 1(0.5) 200




3. kA
£ # ¢ =2 TSARM-II (2020 #)% 165 th Aspergillus Fjths + FE

i
A. fumigatus ~ A. flavus % A. terreus » %] ik 7 22.4% (37 &) ~ 25.4% (42 &)

(calmodulin Fi 5|4 47)% EAT:E5k o *FfAA F 0 HEES L & DR R

2 15.8% (26 tk) (% 23) = 1 it 3 Ffh L 105 bk FthenE 5w B 5 i
boT (4 24)

# 23 Aspergillus T&i FteFfaA (2020 &)

Aspergillus species

Isolate no. (%)

Section Nigri

Aspergillus Section Flavi

A. flavus

A. tamarii
Section Fumigati

A. fumigatus

A. thermomutatus
Section Terrei

A. terreus
Section Nidulantes
Section Circumdati
Section Versicolores
Total

49 (29.7%)
43 (26.1%)
42 (25.4%)
1 (0.6%)
38 (23.0%)
37 (22.4%)
1 (0.6%)
26 (15.8%)

26 (15.8%)
4 (2.4%)
3 (1.8%)
2 (1.2%)
165 (100%)




% 24 A fumigatus ~ A. flavus % A. terreus Firiik [ E 4 B Pk R
(2020 &)

MIC  (ug/ml) MICso/ o,
<0.03 006 012 025 050 1 2 4 8 =16 MICw

Amphotericin B

A. fumigatus, n=37 2 26 9 0.5/1 0.57

A. flavus, n=42 1 9 30 2 1/1 0.86

A. terreus, n=26 1 11 13 1 1/1 0.73
Itraconazole

A. fumigatus, n=37 2 4 12 17 2 0.5/05 0.38

A. flavus, n=42 8 30 4 0.5/0.5 0.47

A. terreus, n=26 1 19 1 5 0.06/0.25 0.08
Voriconazole

A. fumigatus, n=37 15 20 1 1 0.5/0.5 0.40

A. flavus, n=42 1 3 31 4 1 1 1 1/2 1.12

A. terreus, n=26 2 20 3 1 0.5/1 0.54
Posaconazole

A. fumigatus, n=37 10 23 2 2 0.06/0.12 0.06

A. flavus, n=42 23 18 1 0.12/0.25 0.17

A. terreus, n=26 9 14 3 0.06/0.12 0.05
Isavuconazole

A. fumigatus, n=37 14 17 4 2 0.5/1 0.5

A. flavus, n=42 1 12 27 1 1 1/1 0.86

A. terreus, n=26 2 6 17 1 0.5/0.5 0.39

GM, geometric mean; MIC, minimum effective concentration

B 3IRA A flavus (2 R0 4.7%) 5 A. terreus (1 &2 3.8%) A %t amphotericin
B g % 2% M(MIC & i 2ug/ml)) ° 4. fumigatus * A. flavus FR % FEF 2
azole FLE M el G A B 5 54% (2 H)E 7.1% (3 $8) 0 P % & % 7 azole
FLE A. terreus FIA(F 25) © 2 tk azole i A. fumigatus F8 % p 51 - Jm &
2R G RE > B L i ¢ WP~ — FRZ| » & 45 0 A fumigatus 5 azole 3% |
BB 5 2.8% (1/36) © 3 4k azole FL3E A, flavus P& W) A 3p 50~ 451 2
B ZE.}]% BooBMa 5 03 4 & FfEF RS azole FLEE ML B 5 3.8% (4/104) -



# 25 azole L% A. fumigatus % A. flavus Ftk Kk % Fu@ 2 4p B A 7

MEC
(ug/ml)

AmB ITC VRC PSC ISC AND

Sample Resistance mechanism MIC (ug/ml)

type (Cyp51A mutation)

Location

A. fumigatus
¥ lung TR34/L98H, S297T, F4951 0.5 >16 2 1 16 <0.004
350 BAL  TR34/L98H, S297T, F4951 0.5 >16 1 1 16 <0.004

A. flavus

F;0 wound wild type 1 0.5 4 025 1 <0.004
e ¥ sputum wild type 1 1 >16 0.5 16 <0.004
B ear wild type 1 1 8 025 4 <0.004

AmB, amphotericin B; AND, anidulafungin; BAL, bronchoalveolar lavage; ITC, itraconazole;
ISC, isavuconazole; MEC, minimum effective concentration; MIC, minimum inhibitory
concentration; PSC, posaconazole; VRC, voriconazole.

2 tk azole % A. fumigatus " ZE ¥ 5 cyp5lA (azole T % p &) 4
TR34/L98H, S297T, FA951 R % » Ftailis » 47 B ot L A% 3w fr
- ¥4 2 5 TR34/L98H, S297T, F4951 Fths4: 4l w4p I (40 = clone)(H
30)c AR &S Y T RIET LRGN ARS G AP 3 LB E RS
B 3w 5 2012 2 2015 5l4zig 4 oA B 4 R 6O 49 FR[25,28]
3 thE A5 M ke azole Fi# A. flavus FHRIZA e cypSiA~cyp5SIB 3 cyp5IC
AT FRAPMILEL R > BERE AP 20 3 1R FET AFR

echinocandin L% Ftk ©



13 10 9 30 8 10 8 9 8 2016-505-122 Southern TW c R (TR34/L98H)

21 10 17 41 9 7 8 201803029 Central TW Cc R (TR34/L98H e .
B o1 o2 s 13 13 2018505322  SouhemTW C R mm121;n239;\> clinical isolate
31 M 8 10 20 2013A31 Southern TW c R (TR34/L98H) . .
o 9 & 10 21 2016S07008  SouthemTW C R (TR3MILIEH) environmental isolate
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6
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6
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Wo2o®ozoe s deNSEL sanenTw £ Rmssisemres) - Environmental isolates from all
0 28 26 12 9 15 outhernTW ~ E R (TRI4LIBH/S297T/F49SI) . %
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2 9 E i
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c
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E
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E
E
E

BepBeBlB338888

© o 0o wo oo

L R . )

5
5
S
5
5
5
5 2019WS24-1-3 Southern TW R (TR34/L98H/S297T/F 4951)
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LAVWARRERLN RVHERMA TREGZORA HERROM-FA4 K HRORNEX
B hERENEEREARNN...2

B3 2 i@ pomigRz Tiedd & TRAHR ) 7 L0

FERTUFLRDPINNEFRGAEE Rz E L SR

1. %t ~ B HE B4 2(X 110) PR FTE T PEIP’& 5 B Dirkmeia
churashimaensis # 7 F = R 2 © B 23415238 0 31(1) » 42-45 -

2. BhE~BRE-MEFZ BIHAEZ ~BA B (X 110) 0 1T s F HHETD
> 3 HF3te & Ak F(Candida albicans)* * § fg 14a-% 7 Z s (Ergllp)
% £ 22 fluconazole F 2 |4 2_ [ el 2 o B L b4 2225 31(3) » 147-150 -

3. < R ~ R A B (R 110) 0 E R Y FERA
B E R o B RIEdIRes 0 31(4) 0 199-200 -



4. H AT B% (X 110)c T B ek 8 P8 f9 ik chiz B — 48 1t (One Health)
& 3% © Where We Are © g % 5415238 0 31(5) » 256-262 -

5.£$§~§%§ﬁ1my;%%%ﬁ.m&&Kﬁ#ﬁ@ﬁi%ﬂﬁﬁ
2R AR o B A ipdleis 0 31(2) 0 73-8

() BrHBll g REH g
#2021 & 8 7 13 p 12 Webex &L+ AL § BRF 7 2021 R 12 FF

e ERITFLEF P AP RENE KRNI RIS LR A YA

(R RERARAEAN S RFFESPE 2T LRR ERE Y 2 kg
REZERZE X236 A RAP P OB RERY RS X 21
e UG- MR > B R B AP E X b el &
BTt h g A AR © FAT 110 £ 9 7 24 p R yET2021 F R et
L EFLE FF 6 R m#gz B MIRL %39 € 3% © € &7 &3 3
FBR SR ZAPRELRRE TR SRR F E LD M
ARMEEFREHH EI xR
TERACS RN E S HEFAL A EFRBEERIZ B4dH -
3% 27 55 it TSAR/TSARY/TSARM 4 %k 2 #4173 b 27 {4 o

\

gy Eid F AR 2 PR X

B ZEe B %5 72 2% & Global action plan on antimicrobial
resistance 2. * f RO#H = wFIREM L EXHQL RELEOR 3
B3 OF T PR #OEE/R FRIEFTER* RAMNOF T L REE
G AP RD LT A A F R E I B AR Y Rl
R R HREERN A 0 NEERIABES mF AL 2 BIERE -
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Results - Clinical Diagnosis

283 AEHEE - BERHHA

1: 202198248 18 Po D HE =HEE ..

i 32 2021 %%Fm”ﬁ‘i Ak T FLEE ];:]F W MIFTHE ERB R

(z) AR F &R Q2022 # 4 47) ¢
2m13#&%&9%%%?6wé%ﬁ%&%ﬁygiﬁﬁ,ki@
T2 FIRE 10 R FFRMEE A R AL g RAE € Fra-FaMmi
LEAALFELEE T L fﬁfhn'ﬁufh'”“ﬁﬁﬁf%ﬁ@
g&gﬂg@%§ﬁ»§ﬁ¥%$*m»?ﬁ%?%%@%A%%%ﬁ%%
B2 s # A FFFRHAFR - RAFRMBEZ AR R2EARALLF IR

BN AT B RARFRHME A FEARFR) £ 42 IRB

W

dEEFRUEERACE B R 2 R B D] 12 7 AR L
EiEFrdchinE  REEE B2 BUp R B F AFER S
23 N EARFE AR S AR R EF R A i)



4713127 2B OB > SERHREAPTA L2022 EEFT BT S EO
Pabe o3l E Freeric k2 Fto R 999 o iR AR E 2 SOk
WEAA~ S5 814+~ 1054k% 80tk 10 * 2 12 % A FH FicE =

%K/w\ ';’f”r?;].ié_"],{ T;—‘]"%‘,E l;g,b i ﬁp ’ '?] LL ”“—‘J- T‘ _& }1‘&;}2}‘—1 Pl{g; ?E ,ﬂPEtEl (ém
7] 1,200 t& ~ pE* B30 F 200 B2 Sk ) 100 )

(I) AR
R F LT AR RHR2021 £ AT ARRE FRLAAEF 0P

nk EFRARTY GRFERIZF L 2L ERFLFARBHLIED g
W2 RBEIAFEAS o TG R R B AR PN RIS



AEY A ELEE B F 0 & 42 WHO #77)] priority AMR pathogens
T;i‘]'f‘ ABERIE K S 6 F FIRATE A OTRE AL B
TRREFARM R %A T WwFRETMIC ARAFA L B A
ERae 32582 R FRE R R FRRERIE B N T A

FEFE RLPI FRe E AT 2 ByEE R 5 kA R
LB M IRAL 2 T Rl o

(=) m*];{?]' :
E. coli 2 K. pneumoniae 7 2020 & 3% % 300 fud 2 2 A7R 14357 1 »

22 3 A% 4 12(2002-2016 &) - Carbapenem % 2_ E. coli & & + 2 » #7%
poain= 8 fa1.5% T » 8@ £ & carbapenemase-producing 2. E. coli # P
|

L;;E?LL f}l]‘?&_} 1 E}’

>
E) o

R

Carbapenem $% 2_ K. pneumoniae @ # 6-7%FR > 14 blaxpc ¥ blaoxa.as
% A & carbapenemase gene °© A 7 3 i fLc B 2. Carbapenem 3% K
pneumoniae % & clonal expansion > @ 2020 # 7> #r&_% | clone » ¥ it
Fle Fe 0 F 5 B4 FAIE S+ carbapenemase 0 2 Carbapenem 1% K.

pneumoniae JF i N A BEF > TR 8. FNH T Ao

mer 78 F1A & DI E coli ¥ T FiR ¥ carbapenem £ g X 4
@ K. pneumoniae 3¢ (R # " F mer A F] > & & 2018 £ {5 0 B A O EIRA
ARG F 2 o Ape e > AP T A S BT PR carbapenem ¥ colistin #o
22 F. coli & —*ﬂ‘ K. pneumoniae - 8 133 % colistin 5 B8 — M2 Fd % > e

A NEF3F 5 37& cnde ) > colistin 2. & & (P9 &7 '8 X > j&_CLSI #- colistin



breakpomt ABOFR-mmeoRm o i’y\n% p B:]bk’ %f&ﬁ“]"flﬁﬂ/ﬁ‘ [
colistin ¥+*+ A. baumannii ;¢ F i 5 BEEEmed o

A. baumannii #c P & & T 'F > v A baumannii FLE N EAFT R 5 T
£74_non-baumannii 7 Acinetobacter species # P 3 4v > F] 5 s P ¥ L fAIA
% B3 (AF AR Mo AT g = BE R Acb complex FL# LT ' o Acb complex
P T O YRR L A baumanni FhFLEE M G rr L o 4 1 & muldi

£

Fr
toff #-%_ Acbcomplex @ § — T edsEd > Flptiv g * & 3 4 5 F 7 Ny
;:.x V] gu%;¥ﬁ3%$ o

ﬁéﬁs}ﬁa 5% ¢ MRSA v i & T g, v A T g0 it i3 2 non-beta-lactam
AR b 2 o ST5-IL ST59-Vt ~ ST59-IV ~ ST239-II1 %+t & T /5 » Br iy &
2_ 1% _ST8-IVa(USA300) e 4rfe # 54 B - s 30a 240 F 4 5 82 3 4
7 i € AR5 A_MRSA JRE M TR & 4 %%*@rﬁ SEAN ALY Sk

L E R

A. baumannii ¥ S. aureus H% (- R FFFFRE IS 0 B B E R
¥ H f;“ﬂ’;fé:}m%'b‘ A bt e E faecium Z2- #c P 22 ¥ vancomycin
Z B b e B R Y g FRA FIR N a B ¥ R rdy v i3
B AHRFE LR o fpfR2 T > S pneumoniae *FF w 2 B 0 BB S g
oyt s KRR ERE CBFRE AFL TG AR EROR A R

(=) mE* AR -
R F] i S R g - & F13l e C. otropicalis ¥t fluconazole %

voriconazole *K" BN (£ 8)  HP -k paz %&f;u s ¥ ob A bR ko



A - R F R o f T Cokrusel o B BE L FS BF AR SR
B 33 o deiw 700 FL#E M Coropicalis e 5 ¥ 5L PP 0 &

N RF R AROT LS

(=) Sk

TR AT S FE Y 0 20162019 £ 9 7 24 g e B S
f;%]’)ﬁ_}?a b 0 % Bt A fumigatus ~ A. flavus 2 A. terreus 5 B ¥ R IR 7
oA ET 62.5% 5 25.0%% 16.7% (= #4587 > F45¢ ) ¢t CDC 2%
5 ¥ Aspergillus 3L 11 5 P& 5% &7 ;@pﬂ}i LB R }?5 pﬂ;fé (A. fumigatus ~
A. flavus % A. terreus)¥t amphotericin B ~ azole % ¥~ (¢ 3% #7% isavuconazole)
% anidilafungin 2L G B oo 1 15 K(<5%) 0 Ft il BV R o
REFAE DR ES o 28 0L A flavus 2 A terreus (<5%) )
amphotericin g % % 1< > FpL s+ 700 azole B L AL B o G ek
Kiof F & & A fumigatus 8 A. flavus $§ 7 ﬁi‘ v & J&#-azole %

7~ il 3

Ak T Rl I ¥ 5 TR34/L98H, S297T, F4951 #% Ak F]enk 2
A. fumigatus Fth? > F - HEARR ARG B IR E 2 TRk Fth e @ 2020 &
B o A PR e R A AR e L e azole $LF AL fumigatus FTA
P& Rini TR34/L98H, S297T, F4951 ## L F]A|{r & #p ¢ * azole 554
A M RBNT A ARG s BRI R o E
FEFSPAEEE - LT RE 5 One Health 12 4 > 3 B * 34 4
FRA TR



(z) & :

3y Az 3| & 2 Campylobacter spp. o #- & — B & R 2T AR
Wi v e 3 {5 Campylobacter spp. » ¥ *F > FIEFEE > LA E
SRR e g A8 P g D) RS TR I R

LY SR A

(T )BZE v

Carbapenem-resistant K. pneumoniae % ® B g 7 5 j£_2008 & & 2.5-
3% 2 3] 2018 & £ 15.8-25% > carbapenemase gene B 14 blaxpc % 2 ° [29]
iR 64 7& P ﬁ@;ﬁ%ﬁ F(long-term acute care hospital) » B i B3] 24.6%¢0
Carbapenem-resistant K. pneumoniae » [30]7 B - ﬁf Fx 14 ;p 2. Carbapenem-
resistant E. coli £_2012 # 1 0.85%3 4¢ 3| 2017 # ¢ 1.85% > carbapenemase
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