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VOAR . BUSEPEAR SAImEls | SAIPG T, SkAImblG . SKAUURER . SkALEIAL . RKEER . RIREE . POKRA
ZRWERR . PRPNVD AL . BT SUEE RIS R I T2 O, [RIBNE blaresm. blaoxa. blacrxw. sull
aacC4 ., aac(6’)-1b. floR. tet(A)F ter(G)9 Firiiit 24 BL R #5160, IR TR 5 BAHDGPEGE T2 7 i 3 s -
HFR 201 HRIPTTIRE SN 21 s R, b v TR . ENER-EaN I TIRE . A2V 1] IR B A /R
VIR FEMIER . I TIRE XS ZRERR . 2N 0UAk ., URR R 258505, 3910 70.9% . 55.9%F1 53.3%,
Mg 3 Fh kL BdiE RER S 63.2%. NESEIRITTIRE 215500 Pearson AHICHERETH 0.973,
9 TR ZG B, blarew ¥ 2RI 50 51.3%, HIKK tet(A) . blactxm 1 sull, 23514 33.3%. 29.1%5 27.2%,
30 ITIRIAM 2515 50™ 5, i 243552 2% DL i 25 BE R R A 2 25 vk i kA 2, H IR 5 3Pl
TR (BT TS 245 A AE ) 0 R DGk o v 1) E TR 24 T R 3 0 R TR, IO DG PR R 8 Sl P 7 T 5 | e AR R
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Antimicrobial resistance and correlation of Salmonella from different sources
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ABSTRACT: Objective To analyze antimicrobial resistance and the status of resistance genes of Salmonella from
different sources, so as to provide a scientific basis for the clinical medicine and the prevention of Salmonellosis.
Methods A total of 261 Salmonella strains from human and animals were tested for serotyping, and their resistance
to 15 kinds of antibiotics (AMP, AMC, CTX, FOX, FEP, CFP, CRO, GN, K, AK, NA, CIP, SXT, C and TE) were
analyzed. At the same time, 9 resistance genes (blartgm, blaoxa, blactxm, sull, aacC4, aac(6’)-1b, floR, tet(A) and
tet(G)) were determined, and the results were analyzed with Chi-square and correlation statistics. Results There

were 21 serotypes among 261 strains of Salmonella, of which S. enteritidis, S. indiana, S. typhimurium and S. derby
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were the predominant serotypes. The strains showed high resistance to nalidixic acid, ampicillin and tetracycline,

with the resistant rates of 70.9%, 55.9% and 53.3%, respectively. The strains resistant to 3 or more antibiotics

accounted 63.2%. The Pearson correlation coefficient with the resistance from human and animal-derived strains was

0.973. Four resistant genes blargy, tet (A), blacrx.m and sull were highly carried with 51.3%, 33.3%, 29.1% and

27.2%, respectively. Conclusion The status of Salmonella resistance, especially multi-drug resistance, is more

serious with highly carried resistant genes. There is a clear correlation between resistance characteristics of human

and animal-derived strains. It is necessary for controlling the resistance trends, giving guide to the use of antibiotics

in clinical treatment and husbandry.
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WITRE AL T A2 F BN G ESORE, M
EETHANFILERIRE TR AT I T 3005w
BN B YA I DA 2R N B TR S & ol T
AR B IZ AR, ARHE T YT IR 2 A, O
HIREZ FEi 2 (multi-drug resistance, MDR)?)[ ] FC B A9 H FEL,
UDIT PRI 14 22 FR R 253 CMAH GBI Y 20%~30% E TH5I 8L
A0 70%, EASVDTT RN 251 H B ™R, 45 NS R
SN,/ SN e o X2 B0 7 38 NS L7/ bV ST
R TR T 24 3 T84 R i 24 35 PRI A5 1% DLk A7 e B4 i, R
[F)SHe 5 1) PG T TR AR T T 24 P ) 22 5 SO R 3R, DT IR TR
it 24P R s i L I AR 25 B VDT ) G B I B 3 $ AR B o

2 MHEREE

21 MRI5EE
2.1.1 EHHRERR

261 FRYPITIRE, ALIE AR 84 FR(ESHAHSE ML A B
36 Bk, BIRPEGRREE 43 Bk, BISWEE 5 Rz
177 #k, K B T3 B o I D 45 20 IR 0 1 B 2 ) 4 (RS U5
119 #k: Sk B IR HIERXG | 2808 ST s 2555, FR
S8 bk KB, BF . IF . BELRTSIER
HAE), FrA WS AR IR iR Y ] IR R AT
MY E . KIGFF B ATCC25922 . 4 8 (03 2 BR 4
ATCC29213( b Fli M B AR M3 A BR 2 )
2,12 EERAEME

W18 E S BUR . mueller hinton(MH)B)E (L H BB
RIBEGABRA R, WITREZWILE(F1#E Statens Serum
Institut); 15 FPZGEORE6 R4 F D122 1130 v B e B
FRZSH]); PCR §7 34K . DNA $RBUR & (K% TAKARA
/A 7l); DL 2000 DNA Mark(Ki4% TAKARA 2A#)); 51%)(F3
REWEEYRHEARAR)ES], ALAKER BHkE
4 100 pmol/L J5-20 ‘CIR1E; AL L 5E(EBZ IR YL (457

6 FLEGHAC T A EL AR (AL & T B IRA AD);

BYQ6071 Gene Touch (PCR)JE K H{L (Hr M ie B R4
FR/AH]D); Centrifuge 5424 X DHL(EEE Eppendorf 2
F]); Tanon-2500 & B A5 A (8 K RERL B AT BR A 7D);
Direct 18 Milli.Q 4= H #h4li/k#HL(3E Millipore 23 H]);
MB-102 1B R Y 4R e (LB ET I IRA A
22 EWHE
2.2.1 HHEGRE

Z:M CLSI 2013 #rife, RHI40T 4B (Kirby-Bauer)
XFo15 FhbiAE R AT A B0 B ZE: AR TUAK
(ampicillin, AMP, 10 pg). BJ5EPifk(amoxicillin, AMC, 30 pg).
3k L WE Ji (cefotaxime, CTX, 30 pg). k@ PH T (cefoxitin,
FOX, 30 pg). kfinth5(cefepime, FEP, 30 pg). kfUVRAER
(cefoprazone, CFP, 35 ug). kffli#s(ceftriaxone, CRO, 30 pg);
AT YS: REKEE K (gentamicin, GN, 10 pg), IR R
(kanamycin, K, 30 pug). FI>KK AL (amikacin, AK, 30 pg); ¥
WSS ZE0ERR (nalidixic acid, NA, 30 pg); Fo 4R
IR V) (ciprofloxacin, CIP, 5 pg); Al i3S il fiie B S me
(sulfamethoxazole, SXT, 25 pg); AE X X: A B X
(chloramphenicol, C, 3pg); PUFFRZEIS: PUIRE (tetracycline,
TE, 30 pg). R HE A KBFFE ATCC25922 4 # (A4
HERTE ATCC29213,
222 & RE AR

9 Pt 25 KL blarpy « blaoxa  blactxa- sull . aacC4 .
aac(6’)-Ib. floR . tet(A)LL % tet(G)HI 5| M2 B2 2% S0k
BRI (F 1),
223 HIBAE

ARG R 246565 M Pearson AP REGE L SPSS
20.0 FEiHHFAb B

3 #R5495%

30 WIREILERSR

ARG LS E 21 FMTE AL, VDT TR iy 7Y 43 A
AURWER 2, PRI TTIRE MG & 36.4%(95/261),
EN 2N I TG S 16.5%(43/261), BAGZEVITRE S
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Table 1 Primers of resistance genes

i 245 SIS 53! SIS 3'-5' PHKE(bp)  BHECHORIR
blatem TTGGGTGCACGAGTGGGT TAATTGTTGCCGGGAAGC 503 [4]
blaoxa ACCAGATTCAACTTTCAA TCTTGGCTTTTATGCTTG 598 [4]
blacrx-m CGATGTGCAGTACCAGTAA AGTGACCAGAATCAGCGG 585 [5]
sull CTTCGATGAGAGCCGGCGGC GCAAGGCGGAAACCCGCGCC 436 [6]
aacC4 GTTACACCGGACCTTGGA AACGGCATTGAGCGTCAG 674 [4]
aac(6)-1b TTGCGATGCTCTATGAGTGGCTA CTCGAATGCCTGGCGTGTTT 482 [7]
floR CACGTTGAGCCTCTATAT ATGCAGAAGTAGAACGCG 868 [8]
tet(A) GCTACATCCTGCTTGCCT CATAGATCGCCGTGAAGA 210 [8]
tet(G) GCTCGGTGGTATCTCTGC AGCAACAGAATCGGGAAC 500 [8]

x2 WIRELERESBER
Table 2 Results of Salmonella serotypes

A

L SCR
(%)

1RGEEA
NI (%)

MR VBT TR B (S. enteritidis) 25(29.8) 70(39.5) 95

ENEBL NP TR B (S, indiana) 1(1.2)  42(23.7) 43
FUGIEVD TR (S, typhimurium) 2125) 11(6.2) 32
IR LY T TGS, derby) 7(83)  23(13) 30
WEGLIPITRE(S. choleraesuis) 1(1.2)  10(5.6) 11
I FABAEVP T CTH (S, senfionberg) — 8(9.5) 0(0) 8
HBHAMYD T TR B (S. dublin) 22.4)  1006) 3
AR T VBT TR TR (S. aberdeen) 1(12) 528 6
B BTN TD TR B (S. agona) 1(1.2)  2(1.1) 3
VP ITRE (S, bovismorbificans) — 1(1.2) 0(0) 1
HIRVTTIREA(S. rissen) 2(2.4) 0(0) 2
EIPTTRE (S. london) 44.8) 2(1.1) 6
S YO QI (S, montevideo)  1(12)  1(0.6) 2
APFHP TR (S. newport) 2(2.4) 0(0) 2
iZEV TR T (S, syphi) 2(2.4) 0(0) 2
W ST TEREA (S, thompson) 1(1.2) 0(0) 1
WY1 T ECTE (S. anatum) 4(4.8) 0(0) 4
X IFVD TG (S. pullorum) 0(0) 2(1.1) 2
EFEFFUTTIRT(S. ruzizi) 0(0) 3(1.7) 3
BKRABITTIRTE(S. lomita) 0(0) 2(1.1) 2
B HORITRE (S, new-rochelle)  0(0) 3(1.7) 3
At 84 177 261

12.3%(32/261), LAKAE/REVPTTRE & 11.5%(30/261), A
PR, BRIPTTIRTERT & il i, o 29.8%(25/84),

HR MBI TTIRE 25%(21/84), iR E T, Bk
YOI TR BT &5 LE BB, A 39.5%(70/177), FLRCHENER %
YT TR 23.7%(42/177)0
3.2 ZAFRKEER

261 BRUPTIICTA, 15 FhbiAE R 25 PRI, X 2508
it 255 fe iy, R 70.9%, HUCHZE R 55.9% . MUFFE
53.3%. KUK 39.8%(F 3).

MR8 SR, AR5 sh Wil v ] EC B i 25 4R 00 e 22
F(42=2.00, P> 0.05)

NS SRV T EG DA T 2518 O 2 A G ME SR 1T 45
#r, Pearson #HFEME R EH 0.973, P<0.05, NG5 sh¥iEyb
TG BT 25 Z M AEAE MM K R (B 1),
33 FERKREVIIREZEMAMESH

261 BRVPTTIGEE, it 25 PARERS 2358 80.1%, Tiif 3 Flt &
DL EHiAE B RARET & H R 63.2%(165 ¥k, AR 33 ¥k, 3
YR 132 #R), T 9 Fh LI AP A F R AR & LB
17.6%(46 tk; NI 5 bk, il 41 #k). 28R
PRI/ R YD [CHATT 4 FrbiAE R, BAGZEWTTICERT 2
FhBTAE TR A 2, TR ZEXENS L Vb ] ER TR T
9 R AR R LA b, SR R 2E T
34 MWAHEREENESR

261 BRUDITECFAM 25 FE RGN, V0] PO 24 FE A
MR IR 4, KHEREN blargm(51.3%), RN
blactxm(29.1%)F tet(A)(33.3%). I, AJEHEREF,
W 9 Vb 1] R P 24 35k R B i = 10 blaren(15.5%), B A%
TBITER TR M blarey FfIoR(9.5%, 7.1%), Fl/R VLV TR IE N
sull(6%) . ShPIETR R, WA U1 FCTA i 24 56 R 2R e e 1
K blarpm F tet(A)(31.1%, 19.8%), ENEEL2aNvb TR H
aacC4 F floR(17.5%, 16.4%), R G ZE W ITKE X
blarpm(1.1%), FEIRULYPT TR N tet(A) . sull(10.2%, 6.2%).
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ARG AT A AR VD T B B 32 LT BN I R D
TR E ARG FEYD T TRE, X5 Alvarez-Fernandez %P1
BHHRPTTRES RGEDTTREZE S BRG]
FR TR 11 5 I3 B AH PR — B, Z i WF SR 4 i %
WITKRE . BILWITRE .. HEEDTTREMEMEED]
REER &R T, HEGm JLER E &2 byt
AT IZ R ERSE b TR, KRRl TR E K
LR X Rz B FE OB TR AR K L], K&
SLIERLRSRTE . B S, A P EE R R
RIS LNV T T IR V5 Y . A IE I G U 43~ 25 1 = 22
MERC A S VDT ) R AN ENESR 2D 1T IR, IR 43 8
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Table 3 Susceptibility test results of Salmonella
Ytk Ziit 25 2(%)
KT (261)
AMP AMC CTX FOX FEP CFP CRO GN K AK  NA CIP SXT C TE
AJH(84) 440 60 48 24 36 179 36 95 143 12 583 6.0 250 202  38.1
YWAT) 616 215 271 28 203 503 260 260 339 181 768 254 345 362 605
it 559 165 199 27 149 398 188 207 27.6 126 709 192 314 310 533
660 ) T2 I 3 B A AR LD T IG T, B E AT E VT G R
£ NA TRIRRBUAIAF 1121, (A8 TSR, ENSS 220D T TR 2
5‘3“; FERERMAERS . FRIERT, G5 &bk
53.20 ERIAR, AW, BREk 1 RENSE LD IR s
%IO TREEEREEIN, R E T EE, RN
P AN 2 Y ‘ , ‘ ‘ , HEREE L ANYD T IR TR 1Y AT AR S DR AR 6 (H
020 40 EJ%%H‘F ;‘;mﬁh) 120140 160 AWVFFARIE T EP ﬁ%éﬁ]@l‘?&%&%ﬁ%ﬂ&]\ﬁ*%ﬁﬂ%
Bl RO R e U SR ) R B R AR R, R IRAT
Fig. 1 Correlation of Salmonella resistanc; from different sources 7 SR A 9 - . I
N ———— HOREMPIREEIA L, AR T X ZE0E
Table 4 Resu,lts of Salmo;ella resi;ta—nce gene test iz U PUPRAR S T AL 2 )
. IRV BAE R = AT 259, BHDUARE . SrifE
e o — pn g Z N FIRIRIRTT, HAERIBIT RELM RS
N/(;ii‘*) s N’(/(;/f))m) n;(f)jj” VEUD T FCTARG 1 B L2590, ABETE Vb T X R v A2
TR 242315 L SR I 28 45 SRR AR 2417 ATk 2 s
Plarew AL PE39) - BAGLI) SRR A TP S 2 AR G, TR S
blaoxa 44.8) 37209) 45.7) P EG BEG T Sk 7 B T 24 P22 B, FLMISEBTE
blacrxw 33.6) 73(41.2) 76(29.1) NS A0 B Z T B G AT R 2R i SR IR R 2R
sull 21(25.0) 50(28.2) 71(27.2) ASCH SRR ST R E 5 3h W I8 B bR AE T 251 22
aacC4 12(14.3) 39(22.0) 51(19.5) )7 0 2 A DG, X Bl R i B AE R 2 8t i
aac(6”)-Ib 11(13.1) 41(23.2) 52(19.9) T 245 1 P BRI, T s AR Ko JR e o e i 247 A4 1 1) S8 5 i Rt
floR 13(15.5) 43(24.3) 56(21.5) Al RS AN, T D] G I £ i 240,
tet(A) 13(15.5) 74(41.8) 87(33.3) Hﬂlﬂﬁﬁ/;&%‘@ﬁ%, XW\%’SEW%J%@EZE?(E‘JEEE% RN
1et(G) 6(7.1) 36(20.3) £2(16.1) HRAT TR BT B 2 R RO 2438, 4 AMP-CFP-NA-TE

AMP-NA-TE. AMP-CFP-NA, X5 HEY TREN X 4
i A 2T 24 2R b A i O AR 9 4 SR — 3500,
Emﬁéﬁ%ﬁﬁ, blaTEM Kl\tﬂ$fi%, blCICTx.M L‘l&
blaoxs Rt R, B H A 3 Flii 2538 R 25 SR 34 HL v
SEPUHGE Y blarew i 255 5T 3R.(98.2%) | blaox i 25 3%
PR 47T 2.(63.8%) HIMIK o 38 AL F RGN &5 SR =2 1R 14 22 52 T g
S XA, . AL SR LR AE IR
BRI o AT S B V0 1 B PR R 026 28 PR 24 LA
R s 25 55 R )48 4 IR 00 P) REAE ZE b3k 1 25 5% . Graziani
S50t RS LA P54 B A VD T T FR BRI 78 ] 64.1%
PIRRRRT 4 F R UL E i BA T 254k, 12 Em 2]
[T P 1 AN 24 SE B A AL 4B SR U0 1) QTR 2457 R A oo 2
PR, XA B T V0 1] EC B £ T 245 7 T 7 s,
PSR, B VP TT ICE 3hist G ok Z i 25 3
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i P RE AN —HE . AWFTE H i 25 58 N TE A TR PR VD]
TR PR BR ) 3 A1 22 AR, JERE: BN RIS i 25 36 D L
e PURRZR IS 2GRN o MRS 24535 B 34 LA Je Z i 25 %
HILCER, o S IRV ] QR B 22 F A 2 L R T 2
P AR BLAE N IR R S 2%, XA — E R JEE b Sk 1 3
P vb T R TR TR 24 LR T 245 35 D9 A% 1 Oy TR 493 18 B 200
e,

ABEFEH, VTR 25K, 2 E 251 il

JEEE, G AR o A R BN S IR U0 1) R B TR
2k R 2 R D B AN G . DRI, XU T R 25 1
P LA R i PRUD T BT BB IR, A R 2 Al
5 TG | A 3R A 5 B
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