e 2596 - E R I E 227 2018 4 11 A % 39 %% 21 1 Int J Lab Med,November 2018, Vol. 39,No. 21

W - BRHRE
Fhm B R AR B W G AR A T SRR R B E B4 A

FHELISR L FRET
(L FERRFHES -G RER, FHREKA 130000;2. ¥ BARMAEF 202 ERAEIEA, LT UM 110000)

B E: BN KTHEFTARARNRAZRAMAZBRERALSRA Gkt Xk, A6 RG2S AR
HEEFEFTARARRRRVAEBERARBE L AZRE, FiE 110 %A M LI H 8T 254K
e PCR Zikdeml, 58R 524 h 5 B4ER A 48 h R AMEBEN TS LI G ETEhHH S E
BH13. 6%, Mk FE . EHEE RREL CRIWE REGHK/ vk €38 £ R R E Fo kTt ot
HEE6.4%~11.8%, £F A% FEL(P<0.05), #4 AmpC Fabk K B a9 B4 A 12 & (80. 00%) , 4
VIM-2 fa bk & B 69 B4 A 9 #(60.00%) 34 OprD2 ML W eg B4k A 11 #(73.33%), i R R B a4
MR AAFBR LA LR G ET RGN AEZERR, LS5 AmpC,VIM-2 #= OprD2 X B %
A%,

XER FRAAGBERE; B AEE;, ®HBHFEHREL; Tk d; £FE

DOI:10. 3969/j. issn. 1673-4130. 2018. 21. 002 mEES RS R146.5

NEHE:1673-4130(2018)21-2596-05 X HERFRIRAD : A

Analysis of drug resistance and genotype of drug-resistant strains of mucoid Pseudomonas aeruginosa
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Abstract: Objective  To explore the correlation between different genotypes of mucoid Pseudomonas
aeruginosa and antimicrobial resistance,and to provide theoretical reference for clinical rational use of antimi-
crobial agents to carry different genotypes of mucoid Pseudomonas aeruginosa. Methods Totally 110 strains
of Pseudomonas aeruginosa were tested by drug sensitivity test and PCR method. Results Compared with 24-
hour susceptibility test, the resistance rates of 48-hour mucinous Pseudomonas aeruginosa to imipenem and
meropenem were 13. 6% , while those to amikacin, tobramycin, gentamicin, cefepime, piperacillin/tazobactam,
levofloxacin and ceftazidime were 6. 4% —11. 8% , which had significant difference(P<C0. 05). There were 12
strains (80.00%) carrying AmpC positive gene, 9 strains (60. 00%) carrying VIM-2 positive gene and 11
strains (73.33%) carrying OprD2 negative gene. Conclusion The resistance rates of Pseudomonas aeruginosa
to imipenem and meropenem were significantly different at different time. The mechanism was closely related
to the genes of AmpC, VIM-2 and OprD2.
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EEBEFHE a2 B bR A . o R AR AR 100 £k,
B oy ey 8 R HAOR IR AR AR 2 Bk 5 BEOA SCAR
WEAL TR 1 LR S A0 B DNA L 0 T B 75 55 0 28 Bt
T2 9 S T e DR BT S P 5 0 5l G A 30 7 A
K BRI A e 45 5] 9 S PR A B >R B NCBI s

JE T Blast #E47 LB > . R A PCR §73# AmpC,
IMP-1,SPM-1, OprD,KPC, VIM-1, VIM-2 J£ [, 5]
Yy FF ) K= W26 1, PCR 7= 4y 22 3y I 0 068 I v ok
HAT o H

=1 AT ¥ AmpC.IMP-1,SPM-1,0prD . KPC,VIM-1,VIM-2 %I # PCR 5|4

A LS5 >3 TSI (5" >3 FEPR B (bp)
AmpC TGG CGC TGC AAC CTA CAC AGG A CCG CTC GGC ATT GGG ATA G 174
IMP-1 TAC GGC TAA AGA TAC TGA A TAA CCG CCT GCT CTA ATG T 491
SPM-1 CCC CAC TAC GAA AGC CCA CA TCC CGC AAC GAG CAA CAA 459
OprD2 CGG CGA CAT CAG CAA CACC CTG GCG GAT ACG GAA CGA 431
KPC GTA TCG CCG TCT AGT TCT GC GGT CGT GTT TCC CTT TAG C 174
VIM-1 CAG TCT CCA CGC ACT TTC A GCA CAA CCA CCG TAT AGC AC 268
VIM-2 TCC GAC AGT CAG CGA AAT GCA GCA CCA GGA TAG AAG A 435
L2 M50 ATBFASHmEENL 2 & R

VITEK-2 4 3 3l 40 1w % 5E W B 2 B A BLR A A
PCR 4" 1§ 4% & #1 3k A A 3% [ Bio-Rad A ] ; GDS
8000 HEME B s AW B £ E UVP 24wl 5 25 8055
NUARERFNERR iR /NI I - S R R C AR R SRV
DR IENE K 772 2 A 3¢ [E Becton Dickinson; i #
B2 B WV AR il i 1S %GR 1 B 36 [E Sigma 2
H T R R A 5 E ALK A Al PCR O ] Tag %
G W . ANTP.PCR 519 B KiEELEY A . HLiEsy
WALEE W POk R R Z M ER R KER. L
FOn AT R LG A/ fth e B 3H L A2 RV B L Sk Al
IS VD RN 38 % B A5 2 AR I | R T R R AR
YR BCA R A R BT Rk A RO
ATCC27853,

1.3 5k RV S @ b AT bR 508 . PR AS 85
Fr o3 B e BRI PR AG S0 R A AR ) AT . B
T TR g A SR TR PR VR TR S 2R T R RS AR
2 10 R D IS VR AR TR 9 TR T I G S RN A e Bk
WTE 4 & 6 0 R R UK B T VR o B AL S T A
Wtk 2 Vitek2 Compact 4= H 8 5 2E 91 0 A AL S8 hy
i A B L R R AT I 4R ik e 10 AR H
EINET LK EaTE e QAW N i S 2 (7 N 1 R = g1
Prox M100-22 bRl 2 . o7 45 B R hy 8 ¢ 112 0 i T
ATCC27853, faik 35 °C 24 hid 34 1 s 5.
48 hidsR%s 2 WML .72 h iR 50 3 Wi &5
Ko AR RS BMEE K LR ERMER RS
2011 AEPRUESEAT HIEL .

1.4 Ziitszhbsl RHA] SPSSI8. 0 B A i# 17 52 it o
Br AT B R LR R OR R A " K56 8k Fisher's A5
o 56 JIT A G T R 5 3 S U ABE R A B, P<Z0. 05
ZRAGIFE L,

2.1 Fh R R S ACE R TR R B TR 24 ) 1) T 2 4 2R
110 A4 786 V00 750 A 2 A1 B0 B 11 X 10 7 17 245 0 1) T 2
PESE R 2, WFFR 45 R 3, 24 h 26 B0 4 2% 1 A
UL TR X BT OK R R L A A R R K R R BT AR/ il
Mg B A R SRR T A L Sk A0 il BE Y T 25 R AE 0. 006 ~
4.5 %, TR e 15 /e L 55 2 85 R L Sk SR s RN 2R Y v
BT 25 %0 7.3% ~9. 1%, 5 24 h 25 25 S
Bt 48 b Z6h 0 T8 ) 2 {1 B L A7 X SIP e 5% e A 36 B G
BT 25 23R 35 4 13, 6 %0 M XF PR R 2 VR AR KK
B LN i L WR B PG AR/t e LB 22 ARV B A
S 0t WE Fr) T 25 SR AE TR 25 30y 6. 400 ~11. 8%, 25 57
HEi2#E L (P<<0.05), 5 48 h 25 g5 A .72
b 766 T TR o AR R X A T T 2 4 1 T 2 % 25 S
TG it2E 7 L (P>0.05),

T VIM-2 38 PR S M 4505 2 435 bps M %% DNA fRa&#;1.7,
8,12 Jik it M IAYE :2~6.9~11.13 ik i 4 B HE (435 bp)
1 VIM-2 £ F PCR 745 2 % 37 5 #5 5% B B ik B
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T A 24 B W] T, 110 B VR SR R R e T
15 B 0 e 15 1 R0 G B BE M A T 25 k. O T IR ABE
S8 T 25 B A SCR F PCR J5 ¥4 15 BRI 8% 75 2
I AT TR 24 W0 1) TR AR R A T
AmpC B S B B R 12 £k (80. 00%0) . #5747 IMP-1
BH: 35 PR R 2 Bk (13. 33%) 347 VIM-1 P 3 R

Jio GO Kb

PRARAT 5 # (33. 3300 #5787 VIM-2 B 3k B i ik A5 9
PR (60. 00%0), #% 4 OprD2 BH o4 & B 3 vk A 4 B
(26.67%),0prD2 PAME AR A 11 Kk (73.33%), #7447
SPM-1 JE PR BRI T AR AT 4 K (26. 67 %) L #E4y KPC [
JER MR 5 BR(33.33%), W33 FIK 1~3,

£2 FRAMEOMEARAREABEFEHEERIA(%)]
24 h 48 h 72 h
P 259 P p#
UK Ay [GES U i i 25 UK A [GES
W% 45 v 99(90.0) 2(1.8) 9(8.2) 90(81.8) 5(4.5) 15(13.6) 0.02  88(80.0) 7(6.4) 15(12.6) 0.48
Far A 2 97(88.2) 11(10.0)  2(1.8) 90(81.8) 9¢8.2)  11(10.0) 0.04  88(80.0) 10(9.1)  12(10.9) 0.38
ZATE R 98(89.1) 9(8.2) 3(2.7) 91(82.7) 10€9.1)  9(8.2) 0.04  89(80.9) 11(10.0) 10(9.1) 0.42
NS 96(87.3) 10(9. 1) 1(3.6) 89(80.9) 8(7.3) 13(11.8) 0.14  87(79.1) 9(8.2) 14(12.7) 0.34
Sk 70tk 5 94(85.5)  T7(6.4) 9(8.2) 81(73.6) 10(9.1)  19(17.3) 0.03  80(72.7) 9(8.2)  21(19.1) 0.16
WR 32 15 b / v £ L 105(95.5)  5(4.5) 0(0.0) 99(90.0)  4(3.6) 7(6.4) 0.04 99(90.0)  3(2.7) 8(7.3) 0.12
VSER R0 101(91.8)  4(3.6) 5(4.5) 92(83.6) 5(4.5) 13(11.8) 0.04  90(81.8) 6(5.5) 14(12.7) 0.31
Sk A Al 93(84.5) 12(10.9)  5(4.5) 84(76.4) 11(10.0) 15(13.6) 0.03  82(74.5) 12(10.9) 16(14.5) 0.23
R A 88(80.0) 12(10.9)  10(9. 1 83(75.5) 15(13.6) 12(10.9) 0.03  83(75.5) 12(10.9) 15(13.6) 0.36
E R 101(91.8)  1(0.9) 8(7.3) 91(82.7) 4(3.6) 15(13.6) 0.02  89(80.9) 6(5.5) 15(13.6) 0.25

TE: " R 24 h Z50E5 RS 48 h 25 EE S LA = n 48 h 2545 R 15 72 h 2545 R L

*=3 TEEEREFEFARBREAMASHWHENXR
A 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
AmpC + + + + + + + + + + + + / / /
IMP-1 / / / / / / / / / / / / / + +
VIM-1 + / / + / + / + + / / / / / /
VIM-2 + + / + + / + + / + + + / / /
OprD2 / / / / / / / / / / + + / + +
SPM-1 + / / / / / / / / / + / / + +
KPC + + / / / / + / / + + / / / /

T/ FIRARAM M 5+ F 7R A 25 W 5

174 bp

- AmpC FER R 5k 253 174 bps M 3R7R DNA fRii#y: 1~12

K ) g B
2

AmpC EE PCR 7=4 2% IR A 4% 5% B i ik

0 1M 12 13 14 15

431 bp

T AmpC ZEPR AR S 545 431 bps M 7% DNA fREW;1~4
BA: s 9~15 BH#:
& 3 OprD2 £ E PCR 7= 45 2 % I BE #5358 R 2 ik B

3 it %

AIE 5 38 3 L A 1 R R A A M TR 24,4872
h 2504 B 45 R R I 24 b RS I 3 1) 2 U R A 4 1 B
[{ONE RO MRSt AN b Ny SET IS/ T & SN I NE - &S S
SO N A A L Y S A= o SN S (R (1
FISE B 1 B BUBCR I LE 80. 0% A | 5 24 h 2544
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ZE LA L .48 b 2k T 20 G 4 (L BAL TR XF IV B B R L Bl
KRB ZMER RKER LA IR 754K/ b
M £ 3 | A SRR VD A Sk A Al e R 36 B BE R ) RUER R
P ETR, ZRWASIE L (P<0.05), 548
h 2585 AR EE . 72 h 2 AL 4 2t PR B X B R e
I BURE £ R LR 2F 2 L (P>0.05), 45 ]
$E7R 24 h R A1 2 i 56 N BE VAR S B G R TR R 2R AR
PR TR 25 BUIE DL . A I SE K IR AR A St Al FR B TR
ARG, H AL 24 h A B R RETE AR A IR BT D B
A NN T Bl R
2 K BFSTHE . Vitek 2 Compact 40 #7445 Xt %
VTR g P L A 24 B R B R O I L e A
T 700 L TR B AR K 5 oA B AR K R e
WHAEAS h A A L 1.5 mm /N EE i K-B ik
W HORTS AEE R 24 h R S5 3 Rt A AT
AE 2 15 I T B0 T 25 0 %o A R 1) 2 Bt R L R S 2
B A TR 6T 22 b T 24 i 2 B o Y 2 S R
U BB b, d IOk Zh TR R S A PR R 2
O IE K & 48 h,

AHFGE % B . 24 b B0 R A A1 B0 T X B ok
B AR R REE R RSP AR/ e B A A
U B2 1Sk 96 At W A 25 30k 0.0 96 ~ 4.5 0, 1 X6 E i
Ko € R ra Sk A s AR TN U R T 2 R R
7.3%~9.1%. 5 24 h 2545 R ML, 48 h Bk &
U] % {1 PR R T IV i 8 T R 95 B RS R A T 24 R 38
13.6% , MixtPr kR 2. ZMmEE RKKER. LA
Ji5 IR 7 PG AR/ il male L A AR SR VD R Sk AR th BE Y T
R P 6. 4%~ 11. 8%, ZRBEHITFH X (P<
0.05), 5 48 h 24 L5 A EL . 72 h 2 ik AU 4 11 A
FRLTR X b 3R B 2 W T 2R 2 R RS E X
(P>0.05), B, g0 R b ™ k& 4 i Bk 7 25 0
R R AR TR T VB 2L
F 25 % F BUAR R YU 259 W PTTR BE 7. " A% ke F 24
B 8] 3k KRR 7 AS BT S B R0 B i T 2 AR

ABEFE R B 110 AR A 4 B L L R oA 15 K
X MR NS B B m A W 25 . A T IR AR T
i 245 B 1 3 G A B R [ A SCHR & 8. AmpC
IMP-1,VIM-1, VIM-2, OprD2.SPM-1 il KPC % [H
SRR R A T B T R M SR 25 W) 1 R
PESEP L i DA B B3R 6 PR AT 0F 5T . A i A i
PP PR X IV B R ORI 95 B RS R 2 0% 16, 50617,
MOGHOOFEI 2 R 8 it 25 %8 15. 0% . MACHF
5 R TR R o A1 B I TR X I Y % T R 5B P R i i
2RI N 13, 600, 45 R R X Bl 25 50T BE 5 bR AR Ok
R T AR B 28 R o A X B AT 560, CHELLIAH
R SE & B 100 BRAR SR BR AT 82. 026 AmpC
FHPESEE A AmpC BHPE R #R 5 8 N BEIE 2K Bt 14 25 9 it
2522 B G2k L (P<0.05) . 545 B A
i S M AR AmpC 56 B #5773 80. 0026 (12/15)

AEARL s 25 B4 s A B 5% v 0 v 8 ] o o T B %o I
K MSE X Brpg i 25 ] B8 5 AmpC [ (1) &5 28 % V)
K. AR IE OprD2 Z i A& [N 28 428 n] 5 2
OprD2 5 [F R ih Bl 2%, 2T -5 B0 2% {1 50 i 7 0T itk 75
TP 5 25 o i A I 5 Kk BB TR A
BB OprD2 B2k EH 73. 33% (11/15), i 55
T SCHR R 1 4 2 A BRI B OprD2 3% A i 2
25 AR 7 B T Y i) o {1 P L R 0T I Jig 3 e R S 2 8
T 25 7] fig 5 OprD2 K& P 6t 2 2% P AH ¢, ABIRI
SR B AR 5 R B Vb R e B 225 MR R R PR
Rk 4533, 7% (76/225) F1 18. 1% (41/225) 1y
TR AR N IV i 35 i N S8 20 5% 1A T 24 o HG v O S g 8% i T
ZHHY 76 BRAR SRR AT L 44, 790 (34/76) B AR S5
IMP-1 3£ A, 1. 3% (1/76) #4 VIM-2 £ [H, IMP-1
DR ) 5 7 R 5 A 5T 45 (33, 33 % (5/15) THI )
M VIM-2 5 P #5156 2 & KT A 058 60. 0% (9/
15) 255 . DL B85 B4R L AN [] 3 DR 700 786 i 78 ] 4 {1
PR TR X AN [R] B 4T TR 25 0 TS 24 1 AN T S S i T A 0 2
PURA Y HL T 5 454 AmpC F1 VIM-2 JE L DL K&
OprD2 5 [H 1) il 2% %5 U1 A0 5¢ .
4 4 it

TEAS 7] B (1) A5 0 266 0 784 40 ¢ 1 B0 1 T %6 AS Rl e
P25 ) T 245 232 30 2 AN ) O i 7 5 M S P I 25
B HLH 5 AmpC., VIM-2 fil OprD2 3 [H %5 U] A1 5% .
HTFAFR PHEALE AR, HFEA FEZRE T2
K ICU g By K B IR YL () B RE A& T BB A W98 A5 —
FER R BRYE XA FF T RMEA & O IR AR
TR TR A 2 {1 P L TR R DR R G i T R M R P T 2
Yo 25 PR 3¢ & ) B A R R — 25 AT IR UE P A A
B TE PR 75 ] — R I

S % ik
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