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Analysis of resistance of common pathogenic bacteria to quinolone antimicrobial agents
LYU Hongling sLIU Chunlin” sDENG Deyao s XU Hongyun
Department of Clinical Laboratory sthe Second People’s Hospital of Yunnan Province/
Affiliated Hospital of Yunnan University s Kunming ,Yunnan 650000, China

Abstract: Objective To investigate the distribution of common pathogens in the hospital and their resist-
ance to quinolone antibacterial drugs,and to guide the rational use of antibacterial drugs in clinical practice.
Methods The pathogenic bacteria were cultured on the clinical infection specimens of inpatients and outpa-
tients in the hospital from 2015 to 2019. The VITEK 2 Compact system was used for bacterial species identifi-
cation and drug susceptibility tests,and the WHONETS5. 6 software was used for statistical analysis of data.
Results A total of 27 663 non-repetitive pathogens were isolated within five years,including 20 931 strains of
gram-negative bacteria accounted for 75. 66%, and 6 732 strains of gram-positive bacteria accounted for
24.34%. The strains were mainly derived from clinical specimens such as sputum,wound secretions/tissues,
blood and urine. The drug susceptibility results showed that the top three bacteria with the highest resistance
rate of quinolone antimicrobials were Enterococcus faecium, Acinetobacter baumannii and Escherichia coli. The
resistance rates of Escherichia coli and Klebsiella pneumoniae producing carbapenemase and superbroad spec-
trum B-lactamase to two quinolone antibiotics (ciprofloxacin and levofloxacin) were signifecantly higher than
those of non-producing enzyme strains (P <C0. 01). The resistance rates of methoxicillin-resistant staphylococ-
ci to three quinolones antibiotics (ciprofloxacin,levofloxacin and moxifloxacin) were significantly higher than
those of methoxicillin-sensitive strains (P<C0. 01). Conclusion The common pathogens isolated from clinical
isolates have different resistance to quinolone antibiotics. The monitoring of bacterial resistance and enzyme-
producing strains should be strengthened,the management of antimicrobial drugs should be strengthened,and
the generation and transmission of drug-resistant strains should be reduced.

Key words: pathogen; quinolone drugs; drug resistance

MEVRIE Y — R AT A MM PIE Y, B M 2 PR A R A BT s v 97 2 BT 4%
ORI G R 22 4 R AR U0 XA 2 B s PR AR B3R . (ELT AR R L B A 0 T I 2K T B 2

EEE A BAR . L LA, B ENFEREIIS WM X, & @BEMEE . Email:545997273@qq. com.
A5 AR B0, R XA, 5. I PR H D9 R A X M R 2R BT 25 0 i 2 A M LD ). R R 2 5 K L 2021, 18(21) £ 3148-
3152.



BB EF IR 2021 % 11 A% 18 %% 21 1 Lab Med Clin, November 2021, Vol. 18, No. 21 * 3149 -

W) 32 B A4 B T L 40 T 1 25 o i 1 At L 25
I PRAGYT 7 R A K IRIME . A BF 58 X5 48 B 2015 — 2019
AP PR 3 B 1) s DL D TR R 0 AT 5 DA R 2 S T O X R
FH s s A 2 BT TR 25 0 AT VD 2 L A2 R D R R
TR BT 24 R 0 E A7 [0 B oy A B TR O B e JE e
WS A RIS A B P o s ) 288 70 7 24 400 2 (LA 30

1 #REA%E

1.1 RHRRE WEZBEAS - ARER 2015 —
2019 A B K 1112 B UEAT A BA 85 3% 1 45 B AR A 1
e PRESCHE o AL 45 b AR B s TR b s 5 T 24 SIS 00 5 B
[i] — B 2 [] — 0 o7 7 A2 P R B

1.2 X# 5% VITEK 2 Compact 2 H 4=
Yo B A 2L B MR TR 2 R (GN R (22 BHAME B 4
RGP ) V2L PR 25 8~ (ASTGN R) V%
FEAE B 25 8 (ASTGP ) ¥y [ 32 [ 4 ) i B IR 2N
H] s PUR 25 B4R A H P E OXOID 2 A 5 25 808 56 ]
MH B g W 11 4B M 2 el A= i TR e iy A BR A D

1.3 AL MO e w Oy vk T AN
Pl H5 3% o0 LS8 R 24 WK B PR R S R 24
¥ % VITEK 2 Compact 4> [ sh i 2k ) 20 M AL Sz 4
NG . 25 R 2 SR T S 36 I DR AN S5 58 = A
WE 23 M SC bR o, 06 LI SR T T4 b &A% 2 e 4
AR Y BOL B A

1.4 AT ol B0 Te = el A A I R R
Hodge 80 , 4= BRER K T 25 0. 5 22 [Rbr fE 19 K g 3%
B ATCC25922 (4878 W) B A=, P A BRER K 1 ¢
10 i BE AR H A0 7 B0 B T B AT MH P4
T4 3~10 min, 7E AP LI 10 pg JEABEG R 4E A,
TR 10 L B FP 2RI 35 A8 7 Al A K Y 3~5
AN BV L AR R i 2k AR B2k RITZR 2 20~ 25
mm, 35 CEFE 16~20 h,FH )5, K MH . 78
T EA P 5 56 Bk R ks S A HH B s A K B4 Y
kT R M B A 5 R ] VITEK 2 Compact 42 [ 3
TR W 23 T ASOGT 77 8 ) 3% 3 P4 15 e I (ESBL) K& it HY
S VG PR 28 BR A R AT 5 R L 6 BRI SR K-B 4R P K
e RN

1.5 JREwEE RAKBRAE ATCC25922 4 4%
S ATCC27853 &M ER B ATCC29212 Fl4: #
R A PR ATCC25923 /F 8 B4 Wtk . ¥ B B %K
A A R R I PR AS 56 v

1.6 Siits#ab3 R WHONETS. 6 #4817 fit
2R G R SPSS22. 0 48 8 X B4 vk 17 kb 3
FAHT B0 B LB BORT 2 R K, 41 8] B AR
X2 K, L P<<0.05 NESHGIT%E X,

2 & R

2.1 BMORIE  2015—2019 4E3L4> 25 5] 27 663 B
AR A B R, 32y B A PR GE 8 10 338 R
(37.37%) A4 Wby /40 20 7 428 £k (26.85%) | fiL
W3 770 Ak (13.63%) MR 2 824 ¥k (10.21%) . H

R TN TR AR AN N S A S 1= 1= 0 AL 7/ L i
WAE)3 303 BE(11.94%) . FEZRIET ICUHAHMEE,
B 55 A B R 22 SRS I R R =

2.2 JREHEAGT 27 663 BRI JE R P 2L P I
20 931 #E(75.66 %) = BHPERE 6 732 #R(24. 34%0)
HEF JEHT 5 A7 09 B A TR R A0 B R ET 5 A i EE K EE T
I 18 548 ¥, i 40 22 B MR B BBy 88.61% ., HE
HJEHT 5 AR S FHPE B 3L 4 994 bR, 5 2R 2=
PEBE MY 74. 182 W 1,

*1 HREESHER

i) R () e L (96D
T +F v A A 14 335 51.82
KI5 4 6 832 24.70
Jili 9 e T AT 4201 15.19
9 i A 1 889 3.21
R H 519 1.88
& 5 AT AT T 478 1.73
7R v E 368 1.33
PR B 191 0.69
I 95 M AR R AT 1A 149 0.54
JEE AR T R AR A 91 0.33
HoAts 617 2.23
3F & T 6 596 23. 84
[ LN A 2 828 10. 22
i 8 R ST 2 037 7.36
g A2 2F A A T 560 2.02
g K A TR 105 0.38
AR 99 0.36
WICA 90 0.33
T AR SR R 85 0.31
TR AR 50 0.18
AR AL B 44 0.16
oA 698 2.52
2% M 6732 24. 34
4 (O A IR 2 338 8.45
2 B R 907 3.28
PR S 3R 852 3.08
Fe R 161 1.67
JCFLEEER T (B #F) 436 1.58
¥ AL % R A 310 1.12
i 9% 4t 1K 7 273 0.99
N 4 R T 248 0. 90
iR ke 78 5% 2K T 174 0.63
R JAE i R TR R A I 138 0.50
Hots 595 2.15
A1t 27 663 100. 00




¢ 3150 - M EF 5K 2021 % 11 H% 18 %% 21 1 Lab Med Clin, November 2021, Vol. 18, No. 21

2.3 RN TR R Y R 25 00 EEBAT AR B R v AR DS BTR 25 W Y i 2515 00 WLk 35
FRURH 2 Xt W U B DI DT BR 2 4 B T 24 G DL UL 25 TR o 2 P R T A R K T 1 24 ) A T 2 O LA 4

x2 IEBAEMAEX 2 MEEREREHYHGNZEER

2015 4E 2016 4E 2017 4 2018 4F 2019 4E
L) HURZ5H)
MG TR HBG) TH25ROD G RO G 25RO MEG) 23R

PN W2 1207 54.7 1305 54.2 1426 53.7 1341 51.4 1553 55.5

KRR 1207 51.8 1305 50. 1 1426 51.4 1341 49.4 1553 49.0
Jili 5% 5. B AF P R R 710 36.7 817 34.7 799 37.2 816 31.4 1059 36. 1

LI B 710 33.3 817 31.2 799 34.5 816 28.9 1059 30.3
BIVA AT T E2NISPU 132 17.4 163 15.5 197 17.1 192 15.3 205 20.7

iz 8 U 132 17.4 163 14.3 197 15.4 192 12.1 205 15.1
B TE HRYE 99 3.1 105 1.0 111 2.8 93 0.0 111 8.8

KA R 99 2.1 105 0.0 111 1.9 93 0.0 111 2.2
A ST HRYPE 115 58.1 97 46.0 92 46.4 110 54,2 64 59.6

KA R 115 26.5 97 24.1 92 26.2 110 24.3 64 29.8

%3 FTEFLBEX 2 MEEMEARNESYHNTHAER
2015 4E 2016 4E 2017 4 2018 4F 2019 4E
il HURZ5H)
MG TR BB G) 2RO G TR G 2RO MEG) 23R

A2 A P T HRYE 572 29.8 540 28.2 590 18.2 549 21.0 577 28.0

KA R 572 32.5 540 28.6 590 20. 3 549 22.3 577 29.9
2 RS FTIR HRPE 386 72.8 353 73.2 402 744 403 72.9 493 61.3

KA R 386 51.0 353 47.1 402 47.4 403 55.2 493 42.1
MR AR R R
Wik 90 — 96 — 118 — 141 — 115 —

LRI R 90 23.8 96 23.5 118 17.8 141 33.3 115 21.3
Ly S 0] WHR R 14 14.3 21 10.0 23 15.8 19 17.0 28 12.0

KA R 14 3.0 21 5.0 23 15.8 19 6.0 28 4.0
EAEARIITE HRYE 18 36.8 16 14.3 27 3.8 18 18.8 20 11.1

KA R 18 15.8 16 1.0 27 1.0 18 12.5 20 5.6

T — T

R4 FERZHEEX S MEEMERBEZVHTMEERL (%)

2015 4f 2016 4f 2017 4f 2018 4F 2019 4F
i) U259
MRE G TR BREG) THEZEROD  BREG) THZEROD  HEG) THEEROD  BEG) TR0
SWEMERE  FRDE 390 42.2 434 27.6 429 25.4 456 17.9 629 13.3
LA R 390 42.5 434 27.4 429 25.4 456 17.9 629 13.2
B R 390 41.2 434 26.2 429 24.2 456 13.2 629 11.9
F B AR 2 NSRS 175 39.1 177 37.2 150 35.8 179 37.1 226 39.1
ISR R 175 51.6 177 44.6 150 43.3 179 45.5 226 45.7
i 175 20.3 177 12.8 150 13.4 179 14.0 226 19.3
23i7E45 ] 2SR 95 79.8 106 84.2 136 83.3 239 87.3 276 90. 8
LA R 95 77.7 106 82.1 136 81.9 239 86.9 276 88.0
BIPGU R 95 79.8 106 83.2 136 83.3 239 87.3 276 90.0
PR R R 82 30. 1 69 17.5 85 23.0 94 29.2 131 20.9
KA R 82 26.5 69 14.3 85 20.3 94 28.1 131 20.0

BIPEVD A 82 28.9 69 15.9 85 20.3 94 28.1 131 17.4




I EFHIER 2021 £ 11 A% 18 %% 21 4

Lab Med Clin, November 2021, Vol. 18,No. 21 * 3151 -

gk 4 FEEZHEE 3 MEEREREAYHMEAER(X)
2015 4E 2016 4E 2017 4E 2018 4E 2019 4§
il WLz
MRELGD) TR BREG) TR BREG) TR BREG) TR BREG) TR0
TeFLEEER T HRYE 39 50. 0 62 50.0 84 53.8 82 28.6 169 33.3
B LEE U A 39 19.0 62 23.6 82 34,6 82 49.4 169 54,4
B 39 50. 0 62 50. 0 82 42.9 82 22.2 169 38.5

2.4 FRERBEARTN 250500 43 AG DU i > d 7 B 0 T
(1) KM 3% 75 B (CPEC) 48 ¥ (0. 70 Y60) F1 7=tk 5 5 I Tl
(9 )i %8 7 75 1A 18 (CPKP) 584 #k (13. 90%), CPEC,
CPKP X 2 s i35 i 25 Bt b 245 9 (R 79 v0 B2 0 22 4600
b D (T 25 2 B B AN 7 i R M T TR AR 22
SA G E X (P<<0.01), WL 5, 485" ESBL
MK IR 4 233 #R(61. 96 %) F17= ESBL 1 ifi 4
SR ATE 1 383 BE(32.92%) .7 ESBL WY B AR XS 2 Fl

WS T A 25 0 TR 24 ) 1 TS 2 R B & T E 7 ESBL 1)
Htk. 25 A5%1%E X (P<0.01), W% 6, 253
it F 4 PO AR 4 BB H 49 BR A (MRSA) 761k
(32.55%0) FiITit H 40 78 Ak 3% Kz 45 % Bk 7 (MRSE) 658
MR (72.55%) , B 407G MR 245 1) 7 25 BR TR XE 3l i A
PRSP 259 ANV &2 AR B Ay 2)
Tiif 245 % B s F R VRO R bR L 22 R A ST R
X (P<C0.01), W57,

RS  FHEAFBRFERBRNARERFEMREEAE 2 MEERETEAMHHZEERL ()

CPEC(n=148) CNEC(n=6 784)

CPKP(n=584) CNKP(n=3 617)

AW P,
[ESES R iiif 25 2% U R i 25 3% R fiif 245 % U R

BZNTRUR 80. 56 16. 67 56. 35 41,37 <0.01 76.45 10. 4 35. 84 60. 06 <0.01

Vs R 77.78 16. 67 53.02 43.65 <0.01 75.23 12.23 31. 69 66. 68 <0.01

H: CNEC g A8 7= i 7 5 M i 1Y KW 32 A T s CNKP AN 72 Bl 15 85 5 Tl ) il 8 52 35 {0 B s P, o CPEC #1 CNEC i 25 R 19 L ¢ P, 2 CPKP #

CNKP Tiif 25 Z 1) b4

R6  FHATESBLHWAMBEAE TRREMEEN 2 HEEWERALHWHTAER ()

K 5 A W KWy A T AN 7 fili 4¢ 5 & fA 1 7= ESBL ili 9 5 B A T R 7
By ESBL(n=4 233) ESBL(n=2 599) P, (n=1 383) ESBL(n=2 818) P,
[ESES UK fiif 245 % UK fiif 24 % UK fiif 245 % UK
KR A 69. 74 27.49 31. 64 66. 62 <0.01 65. 40 28. 66 29. 94 64.98 <0.01
ZESATRD B 66. 62 29. 62 29.92 67.76 <<0.01 56.52 40.39 28.51 68. 32 <<0.01
TPy 9 R IRA T ESBL MR IR A B AN 7 ESBL i 25 R (9 H 4 P, Sy i 58 6 7 fH 1 ™ ESBL A 48 5% 3 B B8 A 7 ESBL fif 24 3 )
s,
x7 MASEANEERESFEEAGENEERE 3 MEEMERBAYHNRZGERL (W)
MRSA(n=761) MSSA(n=1 577) MRSE (n=658) MSSE (n=249)
HLEZ Y P, P,
iiif 24 % UK fiif 245 % UK A fiif 24 % UK fiif 245 % UK
KR A 70.79 28. 40 8. 94 89.19 <0.01 47. 74 46. 61 11. 94 69. 44 <0.01
TARY R 70. 65 29. 21 9.07 90. 93 <0.01 56. 21 43.22 20. 15 78. 36 <<0.01
BV A 67. 80 31.25 9. 44 88.70 <20. 01 19. 49 51.98 2.99 59. 70 <20. 01

TE - MSSA Sy B4 V6 bR AURR Y 4 B €030 %0 BR 141 5 MISSE Sy FY 4P AR BB0RR A 3% B 1 4 BRI 5 Py O MIRSA I MSSA i 25 22 19 1L 455 P, 7 MRSE

F1 MSSE Tiif 245 3 (1 FL

3 i e

A ST 245 1 A3 A 45 SR B TE BT 0 B 1 9
AP s g R 2 T 2 0 T 24 % e v IR 3 A 41 R 4
IR R B BR B (77, 7% ~ 90, 8%) | il & AN B AT
(42. 1% ~T74. 4 %0) FK Iy %2 A 1R (49. 0% ~55.5%0) .
SR CHINET 4 5 i 24 W I 42 38 119 4 [ 57 35 K 7
FH LG W FF B8R A8 TR Hh R P 352 A TR R 48 e 7 11 R %

WS VD BN A2 R D B B i 2 R 4 [ F 2 0K OF #f
AT 5 Al e e AT P A R B G I T D R R A R
51 it 2 5% 389 vo 1 4 [ 57 Y UK OF- 88 S B R TR X 3R
PIUD B RN A SRV B Y T 24 3 5 4 [ O B KT AR R
WE S 2F A A AU B U e SRR VD R I I 2 R (17, 8 %6 ~
33.3Y0) T4 E K (9. 0% ~11. 79 iR
7% ot ] 5 (1 P T T 22 2 A B BT X s 5 R 2 B



e 3152 - M EF 5K 2021 % 11 H% 18 %% 21 1 Lab Med Clin, November 2021, Vol. 18, No. 21

B 24 ) P i 24 T 347 5 % B B P A R R A R
IRV B A2 SR VD B RS P v L P T 24 e 3 B iR A
B3, A 2015 4F B I & T4 B 30K, 2 2017
AR5 4 [ 80K - A, ) 2018 4RI T 4 [ O K
ST bR i BR T R R 3 R B 25 W 60 T 2 R 2 A
7% L LS A EE ARG

AW K, CPEC #1 CPKP X 2 Ffr s 37 Filil 2 4t
P 259 T 25 K 241 B B = F CNEC.,CNKP; /= ESBL
(1) W 35 i BT il 9 o B A TR E 2 g 5 T 2 B 1
2454 A T 24 SR 2 B B TR 7 ESBL Y B AR s F ARV
MR 24 114) 46 28 Bk B X 3 Fofr s g ) 2K 4 1A 24 0 ) TS 2
SR T R ARV AR BBORR TR AR B 7 T R T AT
7= ESBL 11 K % 5 A B Il 4 v 85 A0 B, HR 460 P MR
245 1) 4 2 K A 1 EL AT R I s g T 2K T 24 R P 4 e
R, WESEHE | A A 0 AT R A AT 4 Al
2 Fvifit 24 35 [N JHC e s i 2K ) S 24 3 TR L AT B Y
e 10 R ESBL WY i FT B R 20 T 6T 0 i R 2 Bt
B25 W T 251 5 R A S 0 s 25 T 24 5 TR
5 AmpC B-PN Bk i , ESBL bR 75 55 45 B AH G, B 1417
oA i 3 7 T HoA 2 F 2 i W — 3 A TR
N MRSA B M R 2 2 D R T
MSSAM, 33 # Bi G2 B0 H I 2 13 A 9 51 A 45 il Ja
PeMEBE IR T N A Z% . B TE 2009 A (M i R 2
B TR 24 8 YL 5 T B 3E N IE R A BN . B K
FPO) P 2] MRSA r 2088 G2 N B % FH 980 i i 2%
VLA 258 52015 45 £ T 25 T B e YL T By 45
il v ] R A 1EU) o B B G500 5 R 2R IS T ESBL
JV T TR B A TR 1Y 22 S P 3R T L R AR Dy HRE R G B R
BWITH s HRTIRYT PR T B 0 I T TR R 40 T R 1Y
HYFEERNEZFE R N E kA A e - By 2 (38
B E A2, A BE 2015—2019 4F CPEC
KRR 0. 70 % ,CPKP K Hi %l 13. 90% , 7% ESBL
BRI R 75 A R K 61. 96 %, 77 ESBL Ay Jiili 48 58
FAHA HI 3N 32.92% , MRSA # %k 32.55% .,
MRSE # H %4 72,55 %  (HAF E A& MRSA X3
WU &2 E V> B 25 R ¥ >70%, & T
CHINET 41 B fiif 24 W i AfF 5% 45 5% (IR T U0 B ARG HE Ry
32. 7Y ERRY BRI FEN 34090 . il shds
AV 000 200 TR X VA A T 2K 2 ) 1) T 2 AR A S X EE S Al
AT 24 AL T 328 A7 A9F T 4 4 A0 TR T 2 AT R L A Bl
THRSEREGHAZ.

21 TR T e A R 25 2 4 B T 25 ML L A B A, B
2 R G R A T 00 B0 A A5 I S AR T ) AR N A
P25 BRI/ L DL K i AT A% 3ok SOk T 4 A5 A Qi
ARG LR BT 2T s R 2 T 25 W T 25
PR B = A A s R L 3 W VR B R L A SR Y
A L = e v 5 R S | Sk A T 2 R DY B 2 A A MR R
5K M AT B G s i R S 2 W 2 1) AR R R OE M
S e SR B A AR R A A B T L v R A

BRI 4 608 7 BR R RN i T BRI 24 R 34 R | R O
AOE (A BT 5T 4 22 R R B R S K
YA T W TR 25 R B A7 R 56 B R M R S 25 )
HHEm G RRIEFEER . MITHFRAMR., Bl £
M2 B MR B P A R A B B E 2. 1
Hb TR SE 25 W T A v L A A AR B AR A AT bk
Jizas A Yol oK R, — O e v B S
SN TR T 250 7 A S5 — T TR A B P O AR
o N AR P 0 TR R A T 24 4 7 A

L5 BT IR A B e A T S BT TR 24 0 it 24 R B i 1
I3 57 200 B 0 1) Sk B i BR T 86 2 S 0 AT R RN K i 3%
5 CHINET 4 B i 24 Wi i ) i) 38 9 i 25 %
AH FE il S A1 EPL L T L V8 22 2 78 12 L B R MIRS A X
WS T T SIS 70 TR 24 0 T 24 T B A Sl TR L I R s AR R
F A S A A T 2 24 ) 8 A3 I 56 T 2 Ml R B
F14) 200 TR T 245 B BR RIS A e 34k, 7S 4 o 20 A T 24 R A
T BB A 24 0 1 I A B P DA/ BT TR 2 Ik
75 225 W DI DA 5 UL o T A7 e s i ) 24 245 400 1 T
ARl TR 25 AL 0 R AR L FR R IR A P 2,
toe KB B K 44 v 5 T 2 24 W AR A

&% ik

(1] Fur R —58 FLA 5, 45, S 22 9 o0 v s ) 288 24 400 T
PRSI HT [T ). AR BR R R e o7 2 5K, 2016, 26 (24)
5521-5523.

(2] WAFHG RAELR VR 4. 2015 4F CHINET 4 B fiif 25 #
W LY. b Y 5 AT 44 2016, 16 (6) :685-694.

(3] WA Al S3HE AR Ak 45 2016 47 vh [ CHINET 41 B it 25
PEMEICT ] b e 5T 22 35,2017, 17(5) - 481-491.

[ WIAF AR S0, AR A8 Ik, 55, 2017 4F CHINET +h [ 41 74 it
PR [T ], v B e 5 7 A% 3K 2018, 18 (3) « 241-
251.

(5] WAL, 3036 SR Hl 0K L 55, 2018 4F CHINET b [ 4 14 fif
2P )] B e 54T 247, 2020,20(1) £ 1-10.

(6] WAL, 30, A bk . 5. 2019 4F CHINET =4 & b 41
T 25 s D L) . op B 3 5 g7 22 3L 2020, 20 (3)
233-243.

(7] Zks, B M, 45 b [ 40 BT 24 5 I F € 2015 — 2016
AR 2 PG PR M LD ] v I R 2 B e e
2017,33(23) :2543-2556.

[8] ks, B U8 KR A5, o [ 40 o i 245 M I F 5% 2017 — 2018
AR I PP MRS LT ] v I PR 24 B ek
2019,35(19) :2494-2507.

[9] MACHUCA J,AGUERO J,MIRO E,et al. Prevalence of
quinolone resistance mechanisms in Enterobacteriaceae
producing acquired AmpC B-lactamases and/or carbapene-
mases in Spain[J]. Enferm Infecc Microbiol Clin,2017,35
(8):487-492.

[107 3 BUbaM, ok 5 2k, 08, A5 T B 75 G4 25 I AF 181 B 40 T )
WA o ) A TR 25 AL A SR L0 DL ob IR 4 ] A 3K 2019,
18(2):99-104. CF# %5 3156 D)



+ 3156 -

HIHEFSIHEK 2021 F11 A% 18 %% 21 W

Lab Med Clin, November 2021, Vol. 18,No. 21

T4 A bR 7S WK 169 28 Ak, oA (AR ] BBl 98 A7 AE 4R
RS . ABFE BARULEH T PICF 1 IL-6 .CRP
K AR AR BObR AR ) K F- 5 R A AR YOG & L (B
FEAMAFAEA & Z A A BH B S8 Ak I 38R 5 9% E AR
FHE AL, 1 AN W86 79 25 2 Q0 el AH B 52 e 9 . FEHE T
KB T EIR AR T B Z B AR, R
TR 32 W I PR YA 7 ol A 4 ) R ¢ At — o A R
WK

25 [ ik R AR AR B9 PICFE w48 5E 48 5 X A AL
PR R W KPR A0 AT ke 58 E AR B

S % Uk

[1] NOGUEIRA T E.DIAS D R.,LELES C R. Mandibular
complete denture versus single-implant overdenture: a
systematic review of patient-reported outcomes[]]. J Oral
Rehabil,2017,44(12) :1004-1008.

[2] MADI M, HTET M, ZAKARIA O, et al. Re-osseointe-
gration of dental implants after periimplantitis treat-
ments:a systematic review[ ]]. Implant Dentistry, 2018,
27(1):1-3.

(3] TH&W. % 40l 1L-6 . TNF-a fl MMP-8 £ [ i Fl
R S R 9 R b i A A () ). R 20 27 5 N T AR 2
2019,38(11):5335-5339.

[4] PhEEOIE L BER. 580 R 76 1 Fhor i ) 28 10 3%
ik BAH PE ST L ] it T 7 T 37 B2 7 2% 35, 2019, 37 (6) -
138-139.

(51 & &8, Bk, 55 18k 28 8 4% (8 3% A8 5 19 1l
IRTFATFEL) ). PR EE 2 ,2018,30(11) :39-44.

[60 k. Fhoae vk Jo] Bl 48 mo £ o IR0 38 R LB v bt e [ . 2F
VR B A 4 22 35,2017, 27 (1) 1 49-52.

(7] ZEWel], 2= B0l A2 108 2R, 45 A O J) PRI 5 K 9 %8 B AR 0%

HEMBFoE (1] KiEER RS M.2017,39(4): 334~
338.

[8] CHRCANOVIC B R,KISCH J, ALBREKTSSON T, et
al. A retrospective study on clinical and radiological out-
comes of oral implants in patients followed up for a mini-
mum of 20 years[]]. Clin Implant Dent Relat Res, 2018,
20(2):199-207.

[9] COLI P,CHRISTIAENS V,SENNERBY L,et al. Relia-
bility of periodontal diagnostic tools for monitoring peri-
implant health and disease[ ]J]. Periodontology, 2017, 73
(1):203-217.

[10] M ARRAL FTREF. MIFIRB R B C- R EH . H
Yl LA F 6 R R BT B - o KA G TN AR A8 1 2 A AR R
H RS W i R ELT ] AR SR A R, 2020,
30(18):2248-2251.

[11] DELANGE N, LINDSAY S,LEMUS H,et al. Periodon-
tal disease and its connection to systemic biomarkers of
cardiovascular disease in young American Indian/Alaskan
natives| J |. ] Periodontol,2018,89(2) :219-227.

[12] ERAE,IRFT AR I 40, JAE MRk & o o A 2 4 RGBT
R R AR S VR [T ] Bl 0 R BE 5, 2020,
29(3):293-297.

[13] #4E, EME DRI . 55 8 A A [ 20 2 o e o 3R 97
M 5 A 98 A8 280 B xR TR R PR K- B s e [T . b
ERL K H224R . 2018,38(2) :189-192.

(14] BRFZ iR W20, % FioRe 1A J8) B 4% R VA W SOD,
GP-x MDA JK - (941 42 #F 55 [J 1. 3 R B B R 5“7 i
2015,40(3) :468-471.

(157 X o, ARV . 0 Js oA A JR) BT 4% 5 4% S 4t B DXL 19 A
KAEWFFE[T]. A E B 224 35, 2018, 28(2) : 106-109.

Ok H B :2021-02-2 B 18 H 3 :2021-06-09)

(B35 3152 5D

[11] SALAH F D,SOUBEIGA S T,OUATTARA A K,et al.
Distribution of quinolone resistance gene (Qnr) in ESBL-
producing Escherichia coli and Klebsiella spp. in Lomé,
Togo[J]. Antimicrob Resist Infect Control,2019,8:104.

[12] AZARGUN R, SADEGHI M R, SOROUSH-BARHAGHI
M H,et al. The prevalence of plasmid-mediated quinolone re-
sistance and ESBL-production in Enterobacteriaceae isolated
from urinary tract infections[ J]. Infect Drug Resist, 2018,
11:1007-1014.

C137 TRk , X o 5 R 42, 45 . 4 i 00 3 2 IR T T 285 6 I 55 T
TH 50 B R R AN 5 20 M LT ). ob IR 38 2% 20K, 2016, 33
(8):732-734.

[14] “LRKILR G E 4, 5k B o0 . TE & /i B 28 51 18 24 78 %
Qe iy b iy 3 e B G BN ] - B AR T P
YL 5 b7 44,2009, 9(2) : 81-88.

(157 #&0h B4 AR5 5, 45, 25 Jh i 24 7 s o Jak e 101 ) 5
il E R s R LT b R i i A L 2015, 14 (1)
1-9.

(167 &t , k0 o2, Jol A2 Bk 75 25 4 28 b0 2L 3K T 25 i #F TR R
i PR IR T AR LT ], rh AR I R R e 2% 7, 2020, 13
(5):329-334.

[17] RUIZ J, PONS M J, GOMES C. Transferable mecha-
nisms of quinolone resistance[ J]. Int J Antimicrob A-
gents,2012,40(3) :196-203.

[18] BATARD E,OLLIVIER F ,BOUTOILLE D,et al. Rela-
tionship between hospital antibiotic use and quinolone re-
sistance in Escherichia coli[ J]. Int J Infect Dis, 2013,17
(4):254-258.

(190 F 2, f] 2, 3K 4 3%, 5. 2007 — 2010 4F 72 Sl 10 &2 H)
2R 5 A0 B T 245 AH OGP 4 A [T, AR IS g J e 2 A
,2013,7(23):1681-1684.

[20] B/NDF, Bl 06, 0 2432, 46 76 SR Vb B A 002 45 4 T T
G PERAESCHE A T . v AR B B R e 2 4k 7L 2016, 26
(23):5367-5370.

Clficfe B #1:2021-01-18 & 18 B #:2021-06-02)



