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Abstract

Background: Increased infection caused by multidrug resistant (MDR) Pseudomonas aeruginosa has raised
awareness of the resistance situation worldwide. Carbapenem resistance among MDR (CR-MDR) P. aeruginosa has
become a serious life-threatening problem due to the limited therapeutic options. Therefore, the objectives of
this study were to determine the prevalence, the antibiotic susceptibility patterns and the relatedness of CR-MDR
P. aeruginosa in tertiary hospitals across Thailand.

Methods: MDR P. aeruginosa from eight tertiary hospitals across Thailand were collected from 2007–2009.
Susceptibility of P. aeruginosa clinical isolates was determined according to the Clinical and Laboratory Standards
Institute guideline. Selected CR-MDR P. aeruginosa isolates were genetically analyzed by pulsed-field gel
electrophoresis.

Results: About 261 clinical isolates were identified as MDR P. aeruginosa and approximately 71.65% were found
to be CR-MDR P. aeruginosa. The result showed that the meropenem resistance rate was the highest reaching
over 50% in every hospitals. Additionally, the type of hospitals was a major factor affecting the resistance rate,
as demonstrated by significantly higher CR-MDR rates among university and regional hospitals. The fingerprinting
map identified 107 clones with at least 95% similarity. Only 4 clones were detected in more than one hospital.

Conclusions: Although the antibiotic resistance rate was high, the spreading of CR-MDR was found locally.
Specific strains of CR-MDR did not commonly spread from one hospital to another. Importantly, clonal
dissemination ratio indicated limited intra-hospital transmission in Thailand.

Keywords: Antimicrobial susceptibility, Pulsed-field gel electrophoresis, Carbapenem resistance, Multidrug
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Introduction
Overuse of antibiotics in a hospital can cause a selective
pressure on microorganisms, which in turn, can enhance
the antimicrobial resistance in bacteria. Inappropriate use
of antibiotics has been reported to be involved in increas-
ing the antibiotic resistance [1,2]. This circumstance
* Correspondence: mullika.tra@mahidol.ac.th
1Department of Microbiology, Faculty of Pharmacy, Mahidol University, 447
Sri Ayudthaya Road, Rachathevi, Bangkok 10400, Thailand
Full list of author information is available at the end of the article

© 2012 Khuntayaporn et al.; licensee BioMed
Creative Commons Attribution License (http:/
distribution, and reproduction in any medium
becomes a major concern in Thailand, especially in uni-
versity hospitals [3].
Among hospital-acquired microorganisms, Pseudo-

monas aeruginosa, a non-fermentative, gram-negative
bacterium, is one of the most common causative agents
in nosocomial infections. According to the NNISS report
(National Nosocomial Infections Surveillance System
in United States) and INICC (International Nosocomial
Infection Control Consortium), P. aeruginosa is the most
common pathogen found in intensive care units from
the respiratory tract and central line-associated primary
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bloodstream infections [4-6]. Moreover, the report from
the SENTRY program in Latin American during
1997–2000 showed that P. aeruginosa was the most com-
monly isolated pathogen from hospitalized pneumonia
patients and had high resistance rates for most of tested
antimicrobials [7]. In Thailand, like other parts of the
world, P. aeruginosa has been shown to have the highest
prevalence rate along with its intrinsic antibiotic resistance
mechanisms [8,9]. Infections caused by multidrug resist-
ant (MDR) P. aeruginosa can lead to serious outcomes
such as amputation or in the worst case, death [10].
The mortality rate of MDR P. aeruginosa infections was
significantly higher than infections caused by susceptible
P. aeruginosa [11]. In the US surveillance study, MDR
P. aeruginosa rate was found to increase from 4% to 14%
over the period of 1993 to 2002 [4].
Carbapenem, a member of the β-lactam family, has

a broad spectrum of activity and is stable to most β-
lactamases. These properties make carbapenem to be
important therapeutic options for treating serious infec-
tions involving resistant strains of Enterobacteriaceae,
anaerobes, P. aeruginosa, and Acinetobacter spp. [12,13].
Carbapenem has always been chosen as the first option
for initial empirical treatment in many severe infections,
e.g. nosocomial pneumonia, and chronic MDR pseudo-
monal infections [12,14]. Although carbapenem is a very
powerful antibiotics, the resistance rate is still increas-
ing [15].
Although carbapenem resistance (CR) has been widely

studied, there is limited information on the CR rates
among MDR (CR-MDR) bacterial pathogens. These
situations raised the question, “How many P. aeruginosa
isolates in Thailand are CR-MDR?” Therefore, the objec-
tives of this study were to determine (i) the prevalence
of CR-MDR P. aeruginosa in Thailand, (ii) the antibiotic
susceptibility patterns of CR-MDR P. aeruginosa, and
(iii) the relatedness of CR-MDR P. aeruginosa clinical
isolates across tertiary hospitals in Thailand. This study
would provide the first update report on an epidemi-
ology of CR-MDR P. aeruginosa in Thailand.

Materials and methods
Bacterial collection
P. aeruginosa clinical isolates were collected from eight
hospitals from 2007 to 2009 within five regions of
Thailand. The study was complied with International
Guidelines for Human Research Protection and was
approved by Mahidol University Institutional Review
Board (MU-IRB) under the certificate of approval No.
MU-IRB 2011/025.0102. All participated hospitals are
tertiary hospitals. Four hospitals are regional hospitals
and the other four hospitals are university hospitals. Re-
gional hospitals located in province centers have a cap-
acity for at least 500 beds, while university hospitals are
teaching schools which also provide postgraduate and
specialist programs. Both hospitals have a comprehen-
sive set of specialists and have been transferred patients
from primary and secondary hospitals in their regions.
However, rare condition treatments or patients with high
complexity mostly have been transferred to university
hospitals. Bacterial clinical isolates were identified and
performed susceptibility test by the hospital’s laboratory
technicians using their standard hospital procedures.
Multidrug resistance criteria in this study were defined
as non-susceptible to at least 3 of 5 drug groups, includ-
ing the anti-pseudomonal penicillins, cephalosporins,
aminoglycosides, fluoroquinolones and carbapenem [16].
Bacterial strains were cultured in triple sugar iron agar
(BD, Sparks, MD, USA) and stored at 4°C before being
submitted to the research laboratory. All bacteria clinical
isolates were enriched before storage at −80°C. Cetri-
mide agar (BD, Sparks, MD, USA) supplement with 10%
glycerol was used as the selective minimal medium to
confirm isolates as P. aeruginosa.

Antibiotic susceptibility test
The susceptibility of P. aeruginosa clinical isolates was
confirmed in the research laboratory by the disc diffu-
sion method according to the Clinical and Laboratory
Standards Institute (CLSI) guidelines [17]. All antibiotic
discs in this study included piperacillin (PIP), cef-
tazidime (CTZ), ciprofloxacin (CIP), gentamicin (CN),
imipenem (IMP), meropenem (MEM), and doripenem
(DOR) were purchased from Oxoid (Hants, UK). Anti-
biotic discs were placed onto the inoculated Mueller
Hinton agar (BD). After 37°C incubation overnight,
inhibition zones were measured and compared to CLSI
guidelines [18]. Imipenem and meropenem zone diam-
eter breakpoints were applied to doripenem since the
CLSI official zone diameter breakpoints for doripenem
were unavailable. Carbapenem resistance was defined by
being non-susceptible to at least 1 of the 3 carbapenem
tested. Among MDR P. aeruginosa clinical isolates, those
that were also CR were selected for study.

Genotyping by pulsed-field Gel electrophoresis
All selected CR-MDR P. aeruginosa clinical isolates were
analyzed by pulsed-field gel electrophoresis (PFGE)
using CHEF Mapper XA system (Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA,
USA). PFGE plugs were prepared according to Romling
et al. with some modifications [19]. The genotyping pat-
terns were confirmed for the relatedness of bacterial iso-
lates by Fingerprinting II InformatixTM software version
3.0 (Bio-Rad). A dendrogram was generated by the
unweighted-pair group method. The correlation between
band patterns was calculated with dice coefficient. Dif-
ferent clones were considered, if the percentage of simi-
larity was less than 95% [20]. The clonal dissemination
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ratio in each hospital was calculated by number of CR-
MDR P. aeruginosa divided by number of selected
clones. Selected clones found in more than one hospital
were counted in every hospital. The clonal dissemination
ratio was indicated intra-hospital transmission.

Statistical analysis
Statistical analysis was compared between two groups by
Student t-test. A p-value of <0.05 was considered statis-
tically significant. Data were presented as percentages
unless otherwise stated.

Results
Antimicrobial susceptibility profile
Two-hundred and sixty-one clinical isolates from eight
tertiary hospitals across Thailand were selected as MDR
P. aeruginosa. Antibiotic resistance rates of MDR P. aer-
uginosa in each hospital were shown in Table 1. Ceftazi-
dime demonstrated the highest resistance rate of about
95.79%, followed by ciprofloxacin and gentamicin which
were 92.34% and 87.36% resistance, respectively. The
carbapenem resistance rate among MDR P. aeruginosa
isolates was the highest for meropenem (about 65.52%)
and the resistance rates for imipenem and doripenem
were about 44.44% and 36.02%, respectively. It was note-
worthy that meropenem resistance was found at least
50% in all hospitals. Furthermore, resistance rates of car-
bapenem, unlike resistances for other drugs analyzed,
were found to be statistically greater (p < 0.05) between a
university hospital and a regional hospital.
Additionally, one-hundred and eighty-seven isolates

were determined to be CR-MDR P. aeruginosa. An aver-
age percentage of CR-MDR compared to MDR P. aeru-
ginosa was found to be very high, that is 70.49% with a
range of 58.33% to 83.67% (Table 2). The type of a hos-
pital was a major factor affecting the resistance rate as
demonstrated by significantly higher CR-MDR rates
(p < 0.05) among university hospitals and regional hospi-
tals. However, the region where a hospital located was
not observed to be a significant determining factor.
Table 1 Drug resistance rates of MDR P. aeruginosa in particip

Size of Hospital Region of Thailand Hospital IMP (%)

University Hospital Central UC 50.00

Northeast UNE 59.18

North UN 60.98

South US 47.62

Regional Hospital Northeast TNE 41.86

South TS 37.50

East TE1 20.00

East TE2 22.22

Average 44.44

PIP, piperacillin; CTZ, ceftazidime; CIP, ciprofloxacin; CN, gentamicin; IMP, imipenem
Moreover, among CR-MDR P. aeruginosa, there was no
isolates resistant to only doripenem and only one isolate
showed double resistance to imipenem and doripenem.

Pulsed-field Gel electrophoresis
One-hundred and eighty-seven strains of CR-MDR P.
aeruginosa were analyzed by pulsed-field gel electro-
phoresis and 107 clones were identified as having 95%
similarity (Figure 1). Only 4 clones from 107 clones were
detected in more than one hospital (Table 2). Two
clones isolated from hospitals of the same region were
found to be related. Another clone was found related in
hospitals from two separate regions. The last clone was
found in three hospitals that were located in three sepa-
rated regions. Furthermore, the clonal dissemination
ratio of higher than 2.0 was found in two hospitals
in which the isolates were highly dominated at about 9
isolates per clone. (Table 2)

Discussions
The multidrug resistance of microorganisms has become
the critical problem in nosocomial infections, especially
P. aeruginosa and Acinetobacter spp. Both pathogens
have been listed in six famous ESKAPE pathogens (En-
terococcus faecium, Staphylococcus aureus, Klebsiella
pneumoniae, Acinetobacter species, Pseudomonas aeru-
ginosa, and Enterobacter species) and identified as the
most emerging threats in this century [21]. Antimicro-
bial resistance surveillance, has been performed in
almost every countries to identify the major problem
in nosocomial infections. This study provides the first
update data on the genetic relatedness of CR-MDR
P. aeruginosa clinical isolates from tertiary hospitals
across Thailand.
Antimicrobial resistance surveillance studies have been

observed in many countries throughout the world. Most
of these studies also determined carbapenem resistance
rates which described higher resistance rate for imipe-
nem than for meropenem [15,22-24]. However, the
Thailand national surveillance during 2000–2005 by
ated hospitals

MEM (%) DOR (%) PIP (%) CTZ (%) CIP (%) CN (%)

73.08 19.23 88.46 88.46 88.46 88.46

77.55 61.22 67.35 100.00 97.96 71.43

80.49 56.10 39.02 100.00 100.00 100.00

61.90 42.86 61.90 100.00 95.24 100.00

51.16 32.56 76.74 100.00 88.37 95.35

50.00 20.83 83.33 95.83 91.67 75.00

56.67 0.00 100.00 80.00 73.33 76.67

62.96 29.63 85.19 96.30 100.00 96.30

65.52 36.02 73.18 95.79 92.34 87.36

; MEM, meropenem; DOR, doripenem.



Table 2 CR-MDR ratio, clonal dissemination and clone number analyzed by PFGE in participated hospitals

Size of Hospital Region of
Thailand

Hospital MDR
(N)

CR-MDR
(N)

CR-MDR
Ratio (%)

PFGE-selected
clone (N)

Clonal
dissemination

ratio

PFGE clone number
(amount of existing clones)

University Hospital Central UC 26 21 80.77 17 1.24 18 (4), 8(2), 9, 11, 15, 16, 19, 44, 69, 73, 87, 94,
95, 98, 102, 105, 106

Northeast UNE 49 41 83.67 20 2.05 35(9), 45(5), 53(3), 65(3), 84(3), 83(2), 86(2), 89(2),

13, 41, 46, 50, 51, 54, 56, 62, 85, 88, 99, 107

North UN 41 34 82.93 18 1.89 90(6), 92(3), 20(3), 26(3), 28(3), 27(2), 30(2), 68(2),

12, 14, 21, 23, 24, 25, 29, 31, 91, 93

South US 21 15 71.43 11 1.36 10(3), 40(2), 41(2), 2, 17, 33, 42, 43, 52, 66, 70

Regional Hospital Northeast TNE 43 26 60.47 18 1.44 5(3), 7(3), 3(2), 4(2), 55(2), 79(2), 80(2),

6, 57, 75, 76, 77, 78, 82, 97, 101, 103, 104

South TS 24 14 58.33 10 1.40 32(2), 81(2), 1(2), 2(2), 33, 34, 48, 49, 72, 74

East TE1 30 19 63.33 10 1.90 62(4), 63(4), 58(2), 60(2), 64(2), 22, 39, 59, 67, 100

East TE2 27 17 62.96 8 2.13 36 (9), 47(2), 37, 38, 41, 61, 71, 96

MDR, multidrug resistant P. aeruginosa; CR-MDR, carbapenem resistance among multidrug-resistant P. aeruginosa; PFGE, Pulsed-field gel electrophoresis.
* underline indicated the selected clones which were found in more than one hospital.
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Dejsirilert et al. was described in a different manner and
showed a slightly greater resistance rate for meropenem
than for imipenem [25]. Moreover, a recent study which
was conducted by Piyakul et al. in a tertiary hospital in
Thailand indicated that P. aeruginosa clinical isolates
exhibited a greater meropenem resistance rate than a
rate for imipenem [26]. In agreement with the study of
Piyakul et al., our data which analyzed MDR isolates of
P. aeruginosa, showed a greater difference of resistance
rates between meropenem and imipenem compared to
Piyakul et al. [26]. This difference might be caused by
the variety of the participated hospitals in the studies.
These studies indicated that carbapenem usage in Thailand
should be considered when drug susceptibility profile was
unavailable.
Although the carbapenem resistance rate in P. aerugi-

nosa or the MDR rate in P. aeruginosa is increasing, the
carbepenem resistance rate among MDR strains has sel-
dom been observed. The criteria for MDR P. aeruginosa
in the study of Sekiguchi et al. which was resistant to
imipenem, amikacin and ciprofloxacin was demonstrated
100% resistance rate to imipenem and meropenem and
more than 90% resistance to arbekacin, doripenem, and
aztreonam. Only resistances to polymyxin B and genta-
micin were found to be significantly lower, at about 28%
and 57.5%, respectively [27]. According to MDR criteria
in this study which was less stringent, antibiotic resist-
ance rates of MDR P. aeruginosa were higher than 50%
for most antibiotics. Only doripenem susceptibility was
found to be more than 60%. This lower resistance rate
might be because doripenem was recently approved
for use in Thailand. Interestingly, the overall resistance
rate of MDR P. aeruginosa in Thailand was found quite
high. These situations could urge an awareness of
limit antibiotic usage. Only recent launched antibiotic,
doripenem, was showed the resistance rate less than
40%. Thus, highly concern should be recommended
especially in the strategy to prevent drug resistance emer-
ging and to preserve sensitivity of present antibiotics.
MDR P. aeruginosa is a life-threatening problem that

limits the use of critical antibiotics for treatment. The
ratio of CR-MDR among MDR isolated was very high in
hospitals, especially the university hospitals. The results
of the present study indicated that those hospitals, which
handled more complicated cases and thus employed
more complicated antibiotic treatments, could develop
more complicated drug resistance problems. Moreover,
inappropiate consumption of antibiotics has been a con-
cern in tertiary care hospitals and especially university
hospitals in Thailand [3]. High amounts of drug con-
sumption in a hospital can cause a selective pressure on
microorganisms resulting in increased drug resistance
[2]. This study reported significantly higher rate of CR-
MDR P. aeruginosa in university hospitals than regional
hospitals. Correlated with the study of Danchaivijitr
et al., the data showed that university hospitals had
greater consumption of carbapenem than regional hospi-
tals [8].
It was noteworthy that a single resistance of doripe-

nem in CR-MDR P. aeruginosa was not detected in this
study. This finding was correlated to lower MIC of dori-
penem compared to other carbapenem [28]. The doripe-
nem single resistance could be explained by the fact that
this drug was newly introduced to Thailand. This data
implied that resistance mechanisms for doripenem have
not yet been fully acquired by multidrug resistant
strains. Moreover, double resistance of imipenem and
doripenem was found in only one strain as compared to
double resistance of meropenem and doripenem which
could be detected in twenty-five strains. The well-known



Figure 1 A fingerprinting map showing the percentage of
similarity among 187 strains of CR-MDR P. aeruginosa.

Khuntayaporn et al. Annals of Clinical Microbiology and Antimicrobials 2012, 11:25 Page 5 of 7
http://www.ann-clinmicrob.com/content/11/1/25
resistance mechanisms of carbapenem such as loss of
porins, increasing of efflux systems and enzyme degrad-
ation, were also reported to affect doripenem [29].
Metallo-beta-lactamases were reported to affect all car-
bapenem, but imipenem and meropenem had different
response to loss of oprD and efflux pump overexpression
[29]. Increasing the efflux pumps could mainly affect
both meropenem and doripenem, but not imipenem
[29,30]. However, some doripenem-resistant P. aerugi-
nosa clinical isolates have been found to lack functional
OprD [31]. The multiple resistances of CR-MDR P. aer-
uginosa suggested the possible use of polymyxin for
treatment. Although polymyxin remains active on the
CD-MDR strains, polymyxin is a drug with high nephro-
toxic side effect [32]. Our data suggested that treatment
with doripenem might be an optional treatment instead
of polymyxin to avoid side effect.
The PFGE results demonstrated a multiple DNA pat-

terns among the resistant strains [23]. One hundred and
seven clones were identified from 218 clinical isolates
indicating remarkable clonal diversity. Only 4 from 107
different clones were found to be inter-hospital trans-
mission. Two from four clones were detected in the
same region and only two clones were found in different
regions. Because of the difficulty in accessing patient his-
tories, the method of transmission between hospitals
could not be determined. There was a possibility that
infected patients were transferred between the hospitals.
The clonal dissemination ratio showed limited of inter-
hospital transmission. The ratio of higher than 2.0 was
found in two hospitals indicating that one clone was
infected in more than two patients. Additionally, these
hospitals were found dominant clones at about 9 isolates
per clone as showed in the Table 2. For other six hospi-
tals, the clonal dissemination showed that each patient
was infected by different clones indicating high variation
of CR-MDR P. aeruginosa. It was possible that high con-
sumption of antibiotic usage could provide high pressure
condition inducing mutation in bacteria.
The available results indicated that the high resistance

rate of MDR P. aeruginosa was localized and was due to
the antibiotic selection pressure. Antibiotic usage should
be carefully evaluated for its effect on the development
of bacterial resistance. Infectious Diseases Society of
America (IDSA) has presented guidelines for developing
an institutional program to enhance antibiotic steward-
ship [33]. The aim of the guidelines is to optimize anti-
biotic selection and usage while maximize the clinical
outcomes. Since our results indicated that Thailand
might have some patterns of resistance different from
that of other countries. Therapeutic options in Thailand
should be considered and adapted to minimize our re-
sistance problems. An appropriate adjustment of anti-
biotic usage should reduce the emergence of antibiotic
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resistance microorganisms and also can preserve the
existing and future antimicrobial agents [33,34].
Because CR-MDR P. aeruginosa infections are fre-

quently life-threatening, strategies to control the spread-
ing of antibiotic resistance phenomenon are necessary.
Our results showed that the spreading of CR-MDR in
Thailand was local, but the resistance rate of these
strains was high. The high consumption of antibiotics
might be a major problem. Therefore, antibiotic steward-
ship is one of the strategies that might help resolve the
problems. The effective strategies to control the muta-
tion of bacterial resistance are required to prevent the
spreading and also antibiotic strategy for treatment.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Authors’ contributions
PK carried out the study and prepared the manuscript. PM, PM, VT and MTC
supervised the work and the manuscript. MTC contributed as the principal
investigator. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
The authors wish to thank Professor Richard J. O’Callaghan for critical
comments on the manuscript. Financial support from the Thailand Research
Fund and Mahidol University through the RGJ-Ph.D. Program (Grant No.
PHD/0062/2550) to Piyatip Khuntayaporn and Mullika Chomnawang, and the
Thailand Research Fund (Grant No. DBG5380041) are acknowledged. The
authors wish to thank Assoc. Prof. Dr. Pattarachai Kiratisin at Faculty of
Medicine Siriraj Hospital, Umnaj Chanama and Chanikarn Boonchoy at
Institute of Molecular Biosciences, Mahidol University for their PFGE
technique support. We also thanks Jiraporn Nilsakul, Manasanant Bunchoo,
Parichart Thunyathada, Sujitra Manakul, Surapee Tiengrim, Thanaporn
Hortiwakul, and Watcharee Joraka for their help in bacterial collections.

Author details
1Department of Microbiology, Faculty of Pharmacy, Mahidol University, 447
Sri Ayudthaya Road, Rachathevi, Bangkok 10400, Thailand. 2Department of
Pharmacy, Faculty of Pharmacy, Mahidol University, Bangkok, Thailand.
3Department of Medicine, Faculty of Medicine, Khon Kaen University, Khon
Kaen, Thailand. 4Department of Medicine, Faculty of Medicine Siriraj Hospital,
Mahidol University, Bangkok, Thailand.

Received: 8 August 2012 Accepted: 9 September 2012
Published: 13 September 2012

References
1. Mohammadtaheri Z, Pourpaki M, Mohammadi F, Namdar R, Masjedi MR:

Surveillance of antimicrobial susceptibility among bacterial isolates from
intensive care unit patients of a tertiary-care university hospital in Iran:
2006–2009. Chemotherapy 2010, 56(6):478–484.

2. Isturiz RE, Carbon C: Antibiotic use in developing countries. Infect Control
Hosp Epidemiol 2000, 21(6):394–397.

3. Rattanaumpawan P, Sutha P, Thamlikitkul V: Effectiveness of drug use
evaluation and antibiotic authorization on patients’ clinical outcomes,
antibiotic consumption, and antibiotic expenditures. Am J Infect Control
2010, 38(1):38–43.

4. Obritsch MD, Fish DN, MacLaren R, Jung R: National surveillance of
antimicrobial resistance in Pseudomonas aeruginosa isolates obtained
from intensive care unit patients from 1993 to 2002. Antimicrob Agents
Chemother 2004, 48(12):4606–4610.

5. Gaynes R, Edwards JR: Overview of nosocomial infections caused by
gram-negative bacilli. Clin Infect Dis 2005, 41(6):848–854.

6. Rosenthal VD, Maki DG, Jamulitrat S, Medeiros EA, Todi SK, Gomez DY,
Leblebicioglu H, Abu Khader I, Miranda Novales MG, Berba R, et al:
International nosocomial infection control consortium (INICC) report,
data summary for 2003–2008, issued June 2009. Am J Infect Control 2010,
38(2):95–104. e102.

7. Gales AC, Sader HH, Jones RN: Respiratory tract pathogens isolated from
patients hospitalized with suspected pneumonia in latin america:
frequency of occurrence and antimicrobial susceptibility profile: results
from the SENTRY antimicrobial surveillance program (1997–2000). Diagn
Microbiol Infect Dis 2002, 44(3):301–311.

8. Danchaivijitr S, Judaeng T, Sripalakij S, Naksawas K, Plipat T: Prevalence
of nosocomial infection in Thailand 2006. J Med Assoc Thai 2007,
90(8):1524–1529.

9. Strateva T, Yordanov D: Pseudomonas aeruginosa - a phenomenon of
bacterial resistance. J Med Microbiol 2009, 58(Pt 9):1133–1148.

10. Harris A, Torres-Viera C, Venkataraman L, DeGirolami P, Samore M, Carmeli Y:
Epidemiology and clinical outcomes of patients with multiresistant
Pseudomonas aeruginosa. Clin Infect Dis 1999, 28(5):1128–1133.

11. Giamarellos-Bourboulis EJ, Papadimitriou E, Galanakis N, Antonopoulou A,
Tsaganos T, Kanellakopoulou K, Giamarellou H: Multidrug resistance to
antimicrobials as a predominant factor influencing patient survival. Int J
Antimicrob Agents 2006, 27(6):476–481.

12. Kattan JN, Villegas MV, Quinn JP: New developments in carbapenems. Clin
Microbiol Infect 2008, 14(12):1102–1111.

13. Walsh TR: Clinically significant carbapenemases: an update. Curr Opin
Infect Dis 2008, 21(4):367–371.

14. Masterton RG: The new treatment paradigm and the role of
carbapenems. Int J Antimicrob Agents 2009, 33(2):105–110.

15. Baumgart AM, Molinari MA, Silveira AC: Prevalence of carbapenem
resistant Pseudomonas aeruginosa and Acinetobacter baumannii in high
complexity hospital. Braz J Infect Dis 2010, 14(5):433–436.

16. Falagas ME, Koletsi PK, Bliziotis IA: The diversity of definitions of
multidrug-resistant (MDR) and pandrug-resistant (PDR) Acinetobacter
baumannii and Pseudomonas aeruginosa. J Med Microbiol 2006,
55(Pt 12):1619–1629.

17. Clinical and Laboratory Standard Institute: Performance standards for
antimicrobial disk susceptibility tests. In Approved standard - Tenth edition,
CLSI document M02-A10. PA, USA: Wayne; 2009.

18. Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute: Performance standards for
antimicrobial susceptibility testing, Twenty-first informational supplement,
CLSI document M100-S21. PA, USA: Wayne; 2011.

19. Romling U, Wingender J, Muller H, Tummler B: A major Pseudomonas
aeruginosa clone common to patients and aquatic habitats. Appl Environ
Microbiol 1994, 60(6):1734–1738.

20. Tenover FC, Arbeit RD, Goering RV, Mickelsen PA, Murray BE, Persing DH,
Swaminathan B: Interpreting chromosomal DNA restriction patterns
produced by pulsed-field gel electrophoresis: criteria for bacterial strain
typing. J Clin Microbiol 1995, 33(9):2233–2239.

21. Boucher HW, Talbot GH, Bradley JS, Edwards JE, Gilbert D, Rice LB,
Scheld M, Spellberg B, Bartlett J: Bad bugs, no drugs: no ESKAPE! An
update from the Infectious Diseases Society of America. Clin Infect Dis
2009, 48(1):1–12.

22. Sader HS, Jones RN, Gales AC, Silva JB, Pignatari AC: SENTRY antimicrobial
surveillance program report: latin american and brazilian results for 1997
through 2001. Braz J Infect Dis 2004, 8(1):25–79.

23. Wang J, Zhou JY, Qu TT, Shen P, Wei ZQ, Yu YS, Li LJ: Molecular
epidemiology and mechanisms of carbapenem resistance in
Pseudomonas aeruginosa isolates from Chinese hospitals. Int J Antimicrob
Agents 2010, 35(5):486–491.

24. Ho J, Tambyah PA, Paterson DL: Multiresistant gram-negative infections: a
global perspective. Curr Opin Infect Dis 2010, 23(6):546–553.

25. Dejsirilert S, Suankratay C, Trakulsomboon S, Thongmali O, Sawanpanyalert
P, Aswapokee N, Tantisiriwat W: National antimicrobial resistance
surveillance, thailand (NARST) data among clinical isolates of
pseudomonas aeruginosa in thailand from 2000 to 2005. J Med Assoc Thai
2009, 92(Suppl 4):S68–S75.

26. Piyakul C, Tiyawisutsri R, Boonbumrung K: Emergence of metallo-beta-
lactamase IMP-14 and VIM-2 in Pseudomonas aeruginosa clinical isolates
from a tertiary-level hospital in Thailand. Epidemiol Infect 2012, 140
(3):539–541.

27. Sekiguchi J, Asagi T, Miyoshi-Akiyama T, Kasai A, Mizuguchi Y, Araake M,
Fujino T, Kikuchi H, Sasaki S, Watari H, et al: Outbreaks of multidrug-
resistant Pseudomonas aeruginosa in community hospitals in Japan.
J Clin Microbiol 2007, 45(3):979–989.



Khuntayaporn et al. Annals of Clinical Microbiology and Antimicrobials 2012, 11:25 Page 7 of 7
http://www.ann-clinmicrob.com/content/11/1/25
28. Fritsche TR, Stilwell MG, Jones RN: Antimicrobial activity of doripenem
(S-4661): a global surveillance report (2003). Clin Microbiol Infect 2005,
11(12):974–984.

29. Alvarez-Lerma F, Grau S, Ferrandez O: Characteristics of doripenem: a new
broad-spectrum antibiotic. Drug Des Devel Ther 2009, 3:173–190.

30. Matthews SJ, Lancaster JW: Doripenem monohydrate, a broad-spectrum
carbapenem antibiotic. Clin Ther 2009, 31(1):42–63.

31. Mushtaq S, Ge Y, Livermore DM: Doripenem versus Pseudomonas
aeruginosa in vitro: activity against characterized isolates, mutants, and
transconjugants and resistance selection potential. Antimicrob Agents
Chemother 2004, 48(8):3086–3092.

32. Sarkar S, DeSantis ER, Kuper J: Resurgence of colistin use. Am J Health Syst
Pharm 2007, 64(23):2462–2466.

33. Dellit TH, Owens RC, McGowan JE Jr, Gerding DN, Weinstein RA, Burke JP,
Huskins WC, Paterson DL, Fishman NO, Carpenter CF, et al: Infectious
diseases society of america and the society for healthcare epidemiology
of america guidelines for developing an institutional program to
enhance antimicrobial stewardship. Clin Infect Dis 2007, 44(2):159–177.

34. Tamma PD, Cosgrove SE: Antimicrobial stewardship. Infect Dis Clin North
Am 2011, 25(1):245–260.

doi:10.1186/1476-0711-11-25
Cite this article as: Khuntayaporn et al.: Prevalence and genotypic
relatedness of carbapenem resistance among
multidrug-resistant P. aeruginosa in tertiary hospitals across Thailand.
Annals of Clinical Microbiology and Antimicrobials 2012 11:25.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit


	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Bacterial collection
	Antibiotic susceptibility test
	Genotyping by &b_k;pulsed-&e_k;&b_k;field&e_k; Gel electrophoresis
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Antimicrobial susceptibility profile
	Pulsed-field Gel electrophoresis

	Discussions
	link_Tab1
	link_Tab2
	link_Fig1
	Competing interests
	Authors´ contributions
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	References
	link_CR1
	link_CR2
	link_CR3
	link_CR4
	link_CR5
	link_CR6
	link_CR7
	link_CR8
	link_CR9
	link_CR10
	link_CR11
	link_CR12
	link_CR13
	link_CR14
	link_CR15
	link_CR16
	link_CR17
	link_CR18
	link_CR19
	link_CR20
	link_CR21
	link_CR22
	link_CR23
	link_CR24
	link_CR25
	link_CR26
	link_CR27
	link_CR28
	link_CR29
	link_CR30
	link_CR31
	link_CR32
	link_CR33
	link_CR34


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice


