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[ Abstract] Objective To analyze the distribution of serotypes and antimicrobial resistance of clinical
Salmonella isolates from multiple centers across China. Methods Non-duplicate Salmonella strains were retro-
spectively collected from 53 hospitals in 26 provinces between January 1, 2021, and December 31, 2022. All
isolates were confirmed by mass spectrometry, with serotyping performed using serum agglutination tests and an-
timicrobial susceptibility testing conducted via the broth microdilution method. Results A total of 605 Salmo-
nella strains were included, comprising 42 serotypes. S. typhimurium (37.7%) and S. enteritidis (34.0%)
were the predominant serotypes. Antimicrobial susceptibility testing revealed the highest resistance rate to ampi-
cillin (80.8% ), while resistance to levofloxacin (8.8%), imipenem (1.2%), ertapenem (0.8%), and
meropenem (0. 5% ) was below 10%. In terms of serotype distribution, S. typhimurium exhibited higher resist-
ance rates than S. enteritidis to ampicillin (88. 6% ), ciprofloxacin (11.8%) , levofloxacin (7.5%) , chloram-
phenicol (52.6%) , ceftazidime (16.7% ), cefiriaxone (32.9% ) , minocycline (62.3% ), and trimethoprim-
sulfamethoxazole (45.2% ). By age group, isolates from individuals aged 6—17 years showed higher resistance
to ampicillin-sulbactam (59.1%) and minocycline (45.5% ), while those from patients over 65 years had
higher resistance to imipenem (5. 1% ) and ertapenem (3.4% ). Regarding specimen type, stool-derived iso-
lates demonstrated higher resistance to ampicillin ( 82.5%), chloramphenicol (40.8% ), minocycline
(41.0% ), and trimethoprim-sulfamethoxazole (37.8% ) compared to other sources. Among departments, iso-
lates from the hematology unit showed the highest resistance to levofloxacin (22.2% ). Geographically, strains
from Central China had the highest resistance to ciprofloxacin (19.0% ), those from South China exhibited the
highest resistance to chloramphenicol (59.6% ) and minocycline (59.6% ), and isolates from East China
showed the highest resistance to trimethoprim-sulfamethoxazole (51.2% ). The overall multidrug resistance rate
among Salmonella isolates was 44. 8% (271/605). Conclusions Clinically isolated Salmonella strains in Chi-
na display diverse serotype distributions, with S. typhimurium and S. enteritidis being the predominant types.
High overall antimicrobial resistance and widespread multidrug resistance were observed. Resistance rates to
commonly used antimicrobials varied by age, specimen type, department, and geographic region. Antimicrobial
therapy should be guided by susceptibility testing results to mitigate the development of resistance.

[ Key words] Salmonella; epidemiology; serotyping; drug resistance
Funding: Special Foundation for National Science and Technology Basic Research Program of China (2019FY101200,
2019FY101204) ; Training Program for Outstanding Clinical Medicine Talents of Hebei Province (ZF2025084); Supported by
Hebei Natural Science Foundation ( H2025206149)
Med ] PUMCH, 2025,16(5) :1120-1130

RAER,
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S. lomita; F KA TTHA; S. thompson: # FEITTH; S. rissen: E‘E;m 11 S. mbandaka ; ¥ IEAF i T]

S. papuana: TA LIVITE; S. riggil: £ERIVITA; S. paratyphi C. #H &) 4}7/% DITH; S oslo; BETHEITA;
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AV IVE S bardo: C R %ZITTRE; S. enteritidis: B X311 H# 5 S. gallinarum-pullorum ;. 435 11 H 5 S. tarshyne:
B ITR; S.sendai: W& W TTA; S typhi: HEVTVE; S. london: WKV TTHA; S. weltevreden: F K X &
1T H ;S minster: A A AT H,; S vefle: FAF 3 i 1 B S.amounderness: T2 R R A1 H;

S. senfienberg: Ly X A&V "

YITE (Salmonella) J&—FiE WK N\ B AL R 22
FAPEATEE Y, ot epkE M E IR ER ik —, H
HIC 4 5E 2600 FhALE R, 2] 43 P FEVTTTA,
W &, WEIRIOGSEDT T R AR ZEV0 T T, 12800 i
TRATS 1 B . BREIMAE | IS A ey et e SR e 45 2 i
IERFI Y, FEARFE T TSR M B R B E T,
2y 5% KN W IMZZE PEIRG, , TS 200 M ; T
PrFEUDT TR R I 3 RIS R AN Z S B 2 R,
FEHHEE FHECT- Y 35 EBORE R 5 U 0 4K
PR, EEAELA 135 TV T TREIR YR f],
HAET i Bl 2 420 1], G BE 9T 9% Ak 33 4236
JCH7, AR AT DA RGOk TUTE G

VTAESR VBT TE 0 25 7K P AE S BRTE F P 5  2%
AR, CHAT MM X, HEZERZY (muli-
drug resistance, MDR) ik 50.96% ', i V0 1]
BB Z AT s KRBT 29 A S B, %
G 2538 2 MDR B & AT Izt 2, [ iz
U1 TR O PR SR EE T 0 B T i RO SIR T
FRERE , JEXTA S DA 2 ey ™ B T
FoH 85 IR AT 25T %, R DA AR KA
PR Se e A 2

H SR B S3BIF S0 R o b DXV 1) B A DAL 35 1l v
R 2R T T WM A4 (R e A Y
THR RGN, 2 X ) B s A A R, A
WEFEHE 7RI 7 KM, 26 DT/ AR, 53 B
BB I o Bk, T 2 O RGN, BIE
TROTHAEARRIE R | AR ARAZEAY | B3 Kb el )
M 2G4FIE, DL AT R Fe V0 1 R A 25 B0k, I
s ST BRI 254 BT HI SRR 2

1 #MBREFE

1.1 ##
111 BdEdii

A5 Ay ] B 22 e e T T 9, G SR AR
2021 4F1 A1 HZE 2022 4F 12 A 31 H, EHN 7 kg
(fede, ARdv, &R, b R, W, L)
26 METH/ AR (CER dbat, ER, W, UK,
Hofr, W, WAL, WEE, Boeir, Bidb, Wirg, W
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RTLIR, JLPG, ALT, WSS AR, TR IEA
R AR PG, BRPG . P RHE, PERA TR
BERgEE R AR, aM) 1Y 53 FrBERE (=4 LL EEE
Bes2 BT, “ZBRBE 1 ) e HAR AR EZ YT R
PRo ABITEC AL ER R 5 BRI G 2 H
(AT 2020-R524-01), IFEAEEAIE R,
112 a5
1.1.2.1 f4&#%

AR IR (R ERE BEYT A PR A WD)
5 T O VO i W P B R AT B IR] BT X ( matrix-as-
sisted laser desorption/ionization time-of-flight mass
spectrometry, MALDI-TOF MS) (& S YR
AR ) SAST60 4 H 81 245 53 BT A ( Bt it /K
Y TRARAT) ; BT (SRR A
TREBRGHERAF),; dik{L (fEE Merck A7) ;
AW A AR (B R BE T AR W AR O AR
Al A A RARRKEAIL (HA ALP FFRAR)
L1.2.2 ik

Pk Al (F BB EYRHCARAR) B
IR (SRR AR IRA ) 2R R
R (BRI TRARAR) ; WITindE (7
KIFABRAT ) ; AHE IR R (BFr A il
MR B A BRA T ) 5 Wil SS Bl 1 IR 4
UM BRZSLE MR R R ), A 150 Akt ok
WA BN,
L2 ik
1201 GRS E R 73 Y

TN SR R R R TR AR I 0 S5ORR B R
R/ SRR SS BilE (U TTH-E SR AG) W Rk
FSEMAIE SR, gk T AR, IR T 37 C AR
PFRHFR 18~20 h, FRAFALIGIR PG, LRI
BRI TR, A R R IR 48— O AR TR A
¥ (standard operating procedure, SOP) AT 4
R E RN, BARBRAEIS . TR L
Jn—i A BEER K, BRI AR YR TR A T AR BRER KK T
W, A R — PR TR sl BB, K i R R )
30~60 s 5, TEREE SR TSR, & I
W AEEERNURL, WIZER R A B, IE 280
B, eskh CHBE JRARAEAE;, AN BENL,
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DR VD T T8 220 10375 #4786 7 A1, s BHE
NERS, PSR BN B (AR VT O B
T HBMHHET Vi WT) iEE R BEE R,
F 1 min WAIEEE R AR5 B IV 1Y B 4E 25
AUV BR A LT 4
1.2.2  Z00A5

MG 2594t 12 B, WFEE R (HEHR
F) . ARVIAR/ AT R (B-0N Bk e/ BB D) OB
NP (FMIEZE) | ARRDE (FMEIEEZE) |
ABE (WA | ke (GBEEERERE) . %
ey CGMEEL) | KA E (WAHEER), I
Jiekim (kB REE) . R ERM (KEHEHE) .
JEflirE (B EMmE) . iR (BEE) .
LR B 235 LA S ™ AT 5 oD AR A S 56 2 s
A ¥p 2 ( Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute,
CLSI) (Z5¥HusaRsiem M100 55 34 fiL) 17,
IR N K 18 75 B ATCC 25922 Fi1 4 43 1% 20 i 1
ATCC 27853, XF IRGUE 259 i J& 1 3 28 Je LA 12851
2yt 2y (Kb B —Fh Wi ) BT Rk
H5E % MDR BRE
1.3 ZitFaE

K0 Excel F1 SPSS 24. 0 3 F HEA7 883 2¢ 70 Hr .
OYRAR R DR A RN . AR 25 5 0 LR
HX? k35 5% Fisher FEBHME R, T Git o038k
XA, Fr g KR E R a= 0.05, LI P<0.05 K
ZRHAGIFE L, ETAMROEEEER, K
AT 2 L ACIE

2 #R

2.1 WITERITHRFEHME

LA 605 PRIDT TR AR, BMRIE T 1. 2508
519 Bk (85.8%), I 62 t (10.2%), B IE R 5 ¥
(0.8%), 4% 2 ¥k (0.3%), HEW 2 ¥k (0.3%),
I W 1Bk (0.2%), S0 U VR R 1 Bk
(0.2%), SR 1 ¥ (0.2%), H Al s A 12 k
(2.0%) . HBIXA3AE T . b 158 Bk (26.1%), 4L
119 # (19.7%), PGt 117 ¥k (19.3%), Vi 72 #k
(11.9%), &t 51 ¥k (8.4%), #1547 ¥k (7.8%),
IR AL B (6.8%), & T, B ¥ 351 4
(58.0%) , L2541 (42.0%) , HEAER T, 0~5
31110 (51.4%), 6~17 % 44 5] (7.3%), 18~65 %
191 1] (31.6%), >65 % 59 #i (9.7%) .

2.2 DIEMESBRERARLR
2.2.1 B SRR

605 FRUDT TR, 597 PRESE G AL, 30w
A2 80 MV R Ay JE S N RE, b B BE S iR
(43.6%), DEESHLIRZ (35.4%), CBEALE 13.4%,
E R A B D 20000 5.6%F10.7% , 42 A 1L
I AR FEVDT T TR, 358 37. 7%, 4 E XA
PMIERY, HUOCHARTTR, HH34.0% (£1),

1605 FRUD I L1 20 B 0 5 7 A i L
Tab. 1 The serotype and serogroup distribution of

605 Salmonella isolates

e ?ﬁ(ﬁ =S e iﬂli =R

%) (%) () (%)

A 4 0.7 S. paratyphi A 4 0.7
B 264 43.6 S. typhimurium 228 37.7
S. derby 8 1.3

S. stanley 8 1.3

S. agona 5 0.8

S. paratyphi B 4 0.7

S. saintpaul 3 0.5

S. indiana 5 0.8

S. essen 1 0.2

S. heidelberg 1 0.2

S. arechavaleta 1 0.2

C 81 13.4 S. lomita 9 L.5
S. thompson 12 2.0

S. rissen 7 1.2

S. mbandaka 3 0.5

S. papuana 3 0.5

MmiEH 06, 7: Hd, - 2 0.3

S. riggil 2 0.3

S. paratyphi C 1 0.2

S. oslo 1 0.2

S. oranienburg 1 0.2

S. infantis 1 0.2

S. bloemfontein 1l 1 0.2

S. gdansk 1 0.2

S. edinburg 1 0.2

S. tennessee 1 0.2

S. bovismorbificans 12 2.0

S. litchfield 2 0.3

S. goldcoast 5 0.8

S. muenchen 1 0.2

S. kentucky 12 2.0

S. bardo 3 0.5

D 214 35.4 S. enteritidis 206 34.0
S. gallinarum-pullorum 3 0.5

S. tarshyne 3 0.5

S. sendai 1 0.2

S. typhi 1 0.2

E 34 5.6 S. london 23 3.8
S. weltevreden 6 1.0

S. miinster 2 0.3

S. vejle 1 0.2

S. amounderness 1 0.2

S. senfienberg 1 0.2

- L3 || RN B0 T 8 1.3
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2.2.2  A[EIME RSB bR A S o A

605 BRUPTTH Y, 438 A M ARA 62 Bk, WiH
WL RE, SCREMOREER 1 bR, SR 1 BE, K
RIS RN 10.7% (65/605) , HE— 4% I 1 2
OINTRIESI T R IL . MR UD TR £ BRI T 2SR A
(72.3%, 149/206) MM EIRA (21.4%, 44/206) ;
BAGFEID T (98.2%), 224/228) F1H: Ath ifi 35 %
(85.4%, 146/171) VI TH EZRIE T I R4, A
THEEMR, 4 (R TIREIGIED TR A 3 By A
MBEFRAS

2.3 TE T HEHE
2.3.1 BRI 258 1E

605 #k vb 1T B X & R P AR i 2 R R s
(80.8%), HUKJEZ WIUM/EFEIH (47.3%) . Kif
WK (38.4%) MAEZR (37.4%), 1WikLAmPE
(8.8%) . WREHim (1.2%) . JEfbsim (0.8%) .
EXH (0.5%) MWHZPRE<10% (F£2),

2605 HRUPTTEEREBOLRESR [0 (%) ]
Tab. 2 Drug resistance test results of 605 strains of

Salmonella isolates [n (%) |

L) UK Lib1 [GES]

=i TN 114 (18.9) 2 (0.3) 489 (80.8)
RV AT 131 (21.6) 188 (31.1) 286 (47.3)
BINSRA 174 (28.7) 355 (58.7) 76 (12.6)
sz U 174 (28.7) 378 (62.5) 53 (8.8)
AER 378 (62.5) 1 (0.1) 226 (37.4)
LAt fi g 491 (81.2) 13 (2.1) 101 (16.7)
SSliiEN 455 (75.2) 2 (0.3) 148 (24.5)
KA 293 (48.4) 80 (13.2) 232 (38.4)
T Ji 15 vl 596 (98.5) 2 (0.3) 7 (1.2)
E A 601 (99.3) 1 (0.2) 3 (0.5)
JefbtrE 595 (98.4) 5 (0.8) 5 (0.8)
7 i 391 (64.6) 1(0.2) 213 (35.2)
2.3.2 VBITBEASIR L3 0 A T 25 43 A R

SRAGIEVD TR . B U 1T LA S A 1t 35 v 1]
WXTZCRPIM, MRV R | 8RR, 5 R, L
fflne . SkIEHR . KEIRE | B I EE I 25 1
WHAG 25 (P#<0.05), BAGFE T X
FARBIEYI RS TR ITE (£3), &
W AP . HFRRESWIIR ., QARG FEDT]
W EREZVWTTE . ZMPUITHESN, HARX 1 F
KUk b B 25 B s i 2t (B 1)
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R 3 BOIEDITR, BARUPTTE LA s B T
XTI 2R L (%)

Tab. 3 Comparison of antimicrobial resistance rates among

S. typhimurium , S. enteritidis, and other serotypes (%)

[IRGs ]
BUA 2 S. typhimurium S enteritidis JALMEE P {H
(n=228)  (n=206) (n=171)
ORI 88.6 78.6 73.1 <0.001
SR EM /AT IR 49.6 47.6 43.9 0.526
ININRU 11.8 6.3 21.1 <0. 001
LEHED R 7.5 4.4 15.8 <0. 001
AER 52.6 14.6 4.4 <0. 001
A b wE 16.7 11.2 23.4 0. 007
LA 32.9 14.1 25.7 <0. 001
K E 62.3 17.5 31.6 <0.001
hZiesT] 1.3 1.5 0.6 0.802*
E 0.4 0 1.2 0.288"
JEAbEE T 0.9 0.5 1.2 0.858*
KI5 45.2 19.9 40.4 <0. 001

* Y1) LR Fisher A5 B R

2.3.3
KE
IR &% PG AR/ L KRR R | %
Kimd . e A mE TEAS [R) AR S B B T 24 0 2% SR8
Bt L (P1<0.05), 6~17 % ABESY B bk X
SRV AP (59.1%) FEKIEHRE (45.5%)
T 245 R 55w, 65 % LA b A BE 43 8 bk Xt 0 e 15 e
(5.1%) FMJEAMLIERE (3.4%) WH25RKmE (K
4) o AN G KPR 25O LS i R
X (P>0.05),
2.3.4  UPITEET 25 RAE S PR AR 156 R
ARFEBRAER P T THE AR, EEmE . K
WIE . EHia 2 ErEREES (PH<
0.05) . Z&{H b5 A< 43 25 B AR X 2R PR (82.5%) |
AEmE (40.8%) . KA E (41.0%) . It
(37.8%) [WiZ5%deE (£S),
2.3.5 UITHEMAFES 5 ERFE R
ANTRIRZE 53 8 BVD 1T RO 22 S U0 2 P T 24 1 25
SHEGHFE L (P<0.05), MEHNFHSEIEDTTHE
XA R B T 258 e fm (22.2%) (366),
2.3.6  UPTTEATN 25 RHE 5 53 B X 56 R
N T B XS B B R RN U B
RACKIEIER | B J7 Wk BT T 24 1 4R Se 3t 22
5t (P 3<0.05), HrAerb il X o Bk s v &2

U 1T I 24 0 ik 5 00 5 R AR IR Bk Tl Y
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['88161 49.6 ; 329 623 452 —S-typhimurium (n=228)
78.6 47.6 S.enteritidis (n=206)
682 36.4 40.9 36.4 —S.london (n=22)

66.7 66.7 333 333 333 41.7 —-S.bovismorbificans (n=12)
66.7 41.7 41.7 66.7 583 583 75.0 50.0 —S.kentucky (n=12)
66.7 41.7 333 583 41.7 41.7 50.0 41.7 —S.thompson (n=12)
S.lomita (n=9)
S.stanley (n=8)

37.5 —S.derby (n=8)

S.rissen (n=7)
S.weltevreden (n=6)
60.0 —S.goldcoast (n=5)
S.agona (n=5)
S.indiana (n=5)

S.paratyphi A (n=4) Rate (%)

S.paratyphi B (n=4) - 100
33.3 —S.papuana (n=3) .
S.bardo (n=3) _75
33.3 - S.gallinarum-pullorum (n=3)
S.saintpaul (n=3)
33.3 —S.mbandaka (n=3) =50
S.tarshyne (n=3)
Siriggil (n=2) 25
50.0 50.0 50.0 50.0 S.miinster (n=2) .
50I.0 5(?.0 50].0 50I.0 59.0 =S.litchfield (n=2) -0

AMP SAM CIP LVX CHL CAZ CRO MNO IPM MEM ETP SMZ
1 ANTRL L D Y GG 245 1 A ik 24 24

Fig. 1 Heat map of antimicrobial agents resistance in different Salmonella serotypes
AMP (ampicillin) ; Z*F P #k; SAM ( sulbactam/ampicillin) ; % ¥ P4 M/EFEH, CIP ( ciprofloxacin) ; ANV A, LVX
(levofloxacin) : %P2 ; CHL (chloramphenicol) : % % ; CAZ (ceftazidime): kIflE; CRO (ceftriaxone): Skl
45 ; MNO (minocycline) : KiE# 2 ; IPM (imipenem): WWHZEi R ; MEM (meropenem): FEZ KR ; ETP (ertapenem) :
JEMRERT ; SMZ (sulfamethoxazole/ trimethoprim ) ;& J7 #7451

x4 ARFEBSAPDTIRENTH R (%) x5 RRERAERE NI TTET RIS (%)
Tab. 4 Comparison of antimicrobial resistance rates among Tab. 5 Comparison of antimicrobial resistance rates among
Salmonella isolates from different age groups (%) Salmonella isolated from different source of specimens (%)
AR FrA R
U259 0~5% 6~17% 18~65% >65% Pfi IR e ik At P1{H
(n=311) (n=44) (n=191) (n=59) (n=519) (n=62) (n=24)

EZ SN 80.0 84.1 81.2 81.4  0.931 FRVIRK 82.5 72.6 66.7 0. 035
ARV AT 421 59.1 52.9 47.5  0.042 RN LY vEuR ] 45.9 56.5 54.2 0.226
W2 10.6 22.7 12.0 16.9  0.098 KA R 13.1 8.1 12.5 0.566 *
FERIDE 8.1 13.6 7.9 1.9 0.490 k=K RU 9.1 6.5 8.3 0. 846
AEE 40.8 40.9 30.9 37.3  0.154 AER 40. 8 17.7 12.5 <0.001*
S A E 16.7 27.3 17.3 6.8  0.051 A b e 17.3 12.9 12.5 0.677*
PR ELHEA 25.4 38.6 21.5 18.6  0.074 St s 25.6 17.7 16.7 0.292*
KRR 43.1 45.5 30.4 33.9  0.023 KIEHE 41.0 25.8 12.5 0. 002"
e 0.6 2.3 0.5 51 0.033" NAiesT ] 1.3 0 0 >0.999 *
EBHE 0.3 2.3 0 1.7 0.100* e 4a0) 0.6 0 0 >0.999 *
JEAb I R 0.7 2.3 0 3.4 0.048" JEAb I FE 0.8 1.6 0 0.536*
S5 37.9 27.3 31.9 3.3 0.356 5205 i 37.8 21.0 16.7 0. 004 "
* Y1) LR H Fisher KEH R 2% * Y] FL AR H Fisher KSR R 2

M2 R (19.0%), M X B ERNEER 2.3.7 YITHEK MDR FHE

(59.6%) FKIEHE (59.6%) MitzhRixe, A 271 BR VP 1T % 9 MDR (44.8%), MDR i = 1k
i DX 23 B R & R o I B 2 R s (51.2%) 48 Ff, Hh & EREIE (A) Y MDR Bz 46 F,
(%7, B 2 ) —Fp MDR #ChE R R (A) +BEERE

Vol.16 No. 5 1125



o AR

-
¥ R &

x 6 ARBIESEWIDITRETIZ R (%)
Tab. 6 Comparison of antimicrobial resistance rates among Salmonella isolated from different departments (%)
e
U2 JLEH IR THHNRE raieg IR HAte P{E
(n=228) (n=52) (n=86) (n=72) (n=45) (n=122)
EAR TN 81.1 88.5 80.2 79.2 80.0 78.7 0.777
FRVGRR /A 46. 1 61.5 44.2 41.7 4.2 50.8 0. 244
TSR 11.4 19.2 12.8 8.3 24.4 9.8 0. 094 *
FERIR 7.9 15. 4 8.1 4.2 22.2 5.7 0.013*
AHE 41.2 38.5 43.0 25.0 40.0 32.0 0.109
kA b IE 21. 1 23.1 9.3 12.5 17.8 13.1 0.071 "
SR EHE 29.4 28.8 22.1 15.3 28.9 18.9 0. 086
ES S 4.5 36.5 43.0 34.7 40.0 29.5 0.217
DAirsnasa] 1.3 0 0 0 4.4 1.6 0.290*
LA ] 0.9 0 0 0 2.2 0 0.437*
JEA IR 0.9 1.9 0 0 2.2 0.8 0.522*
5] 33.3 44.2 38.4 27.8 42.2 34.4 0.377
* 4] HLAECR T Fisher KSR R 25
F T ONEMX B RITTTET 2RI (%)
Tab. 7 Comparison of antimicrobial resistance rates among Salmonella in different geographical regions (%)
HuIX o3 A
w29 PfA
derh (n=158) 4t (n=119) P4dt (n=117) ViR (n=72) 7L (n=51) %M (n=47) HFK (a=41)

RTIHK 81.0 73.9 82.9 84.7 84.3 78.7 85.4 0. 452
FR VIR A7 R 53.8 47.9 47.0 44.4 49.0 34.0 39.0 0.283
BN A 19.0 15.1 9.4 9.7 11.8 4.3 4.9 0.049
V=K U 14.6 10. 1 6.0 8.3 3.9 2.1 4.9 0.065*
HEE 35.4 35.3 36.8 36. 1 21.6 59.6 48.8 0. 006
KA fbE 18.4 16.0 18.8 13.9 11.8 25.5 7.3 0.311*
S A 26.6 20.2 28.2 19.4 11.8 36.2 29.3 0. 064
K HR 36. 1 27.7 47.9 40.3 29.4 59.6 34.1 0. 001
WG F 2.5 0.8 1.7 0 0 0 0 0.773*
ey 4ar0] 0.6 0 0.9 0 2.0 0 0 0.675*
BB 1.3 0.8 1.7 0 0 0 0 0. 966 *
ST HE 34.2 35.3 30.8 30.6 27.5 51.1 51.2 0.045

* 4R 8] H B R ] Fisher A5 AR AR 1:

K (F) +ARE (G) +HiEIE (H), Hibh
15.9% (#£38),

SIS R E A A S TR, YT AR
ARG EER IR Z —, JUHXTT 5 ZRUT L
LA S e 1 R g XU B R I R R A

1126 September, 2025

5 RIE T 5 2 LR BILPRAR & i, ik
51.4% (311/605), TIfg SiZF B ILERERE K
HMARTEHE . KRR R A T IR
TAER R AR EAL S & LU JLZE R VD1 o e s I A
B, DR RHZ AR AR 2 W e ) AR i IR

YOI TRIAE Sy B A 25 B R A, LA T 0%
FRAEC R 2R ARBF RS T 2 E £ PO i
IRAF SRR AT AL, MR PRI TR o LE ik 85. 8%
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Tab. 8 Multiple drug resistance patterns of Salmonella

" L3 e ALk
[RESE RS [GESTEN (B (%)
8 A+B+C+D+E+F+G+H 5 1.8
7 A+B+C+E+F+G+H 21 1.7
A+B+C+D+E+F+H 1 0.4
6 A+B+C+F+G+H 24 8.9
A+B+C+E+F+H 16 5.9
A+B+C+E+F+G 3 1.1
A+C+E+F+G+H 2 0.7
A+B+E+F+G+H 2 0.7
A+B+C+D+E+F 1 0.4
A+B+C+D+G+H 1 0.4
A+B+C+E+G+H 1 0.4
5 A+B+C+F+G 11 4.1
A+B+F+G+H 11 4.1
A+B+C+F+H 10 3.7
A+E+F+G+H 7 2.6
A+B+E+F+H 2 0.7
A+C+F+G+H 2 0.7
A+B+C+E+H 1 0.4
A+B+C+G+H 1 0.4
A+B+E+F+G 1 0.4
A+C+D+E+F 1 0.4
A+C+D+F+H 1 0.4
4 A+F+G+H 43 15.9
A+B+C+F 15 5.5
A+B+C+G 3 1.1
A+B+F+H 3 1.1
A+E+F+H 3 1.1
A+B+C+H 2 0.7
A+B+E+F 2 0.7
A+B+F+G 2 0.7
A+C+F+G 2 0.7
A+B+E+H 1 0.4
A+C+F+H 1 0.4
A+C+G+H 1 0.4
A+E+G+H 1 0.4
3 A+B+C 13 4.8
A+F+H 12 4.4
A+B+G 9 3.3
A+B+H 7 2.6
A+F+G 5 1.8
A+G+H 5 1.8
A+B+F 4 1.5
A+C+G 4 1.5
A+C+F 2 0.7
A+C+H 2 0.7
F+G+H 2 0.7
A+B+E 1 0.4
E+F+H 1 0.4

A HEHRYE,; B: B-ABE/ BN € KRR, D BEFTH

% B WEIREZS; F. BERGEESS; G. PUBREIE; H. B

(519/605) , t—UFsE T H EE L E LW
Rl BRI, U 1T R 24 A 00 AR R N 2 8 R D T
PRAE o F SN X 52, DAGEORG v 3 2 IR e A 46 1
L7 RUIN

B A T8 U0 1) T 2 4 T L O A A O v A 2
—, XM S 2T A R -8 HR
TEYIRYMR . 2GR K58 | FE N R AE
SFZMOLEI DI G, BRT, %0 E A E R
HER R A MDR #9 2BR v JRA Y R, g
SRR BT FE VD TT B B T 2 W 4% JF RSB T
i, B N R R A R,

ARG SR YD B 2 I R, VT T
Xt 7 U MK A T 25 R ik 80. 8% (489/605) , H[H
WA Z IR TS5 AT RAE 20 42 50 4RAR
A, WAL C L it 2R T R VT 5 R R
WA R EEPY ) BT, &R AR E AN FEAE A IR R
WIF DR B2l A2 ARG,
T B IS W 25 R AR B, MDR YD1 BT i
PR B P 2yt Arya e Y, skimi, w
iR Ty SR R 25 R AT Ak T A K
-, RN AR T AT 58 R 25 MR AR, IR T
SOFRPIE G, LA H 25 M 0R A 25 Pk

B GEAE A FEVD T B A 28 U0 111 LA S HAth af.
RS TR B 25 0ot 25 0, R ETD T TR
XERTIMR, RN R, EARYPE, JER, Ll
b | LIRS | ORUEIR R S 7B I Bt 25 % 3
ETHRITIE, #—2 0 &M, AR gD
WY 25 ZRAFE 25, JORTEIGIRIATT A AL TR
W e ] Sy AR I3 4024 1 e S e 2 A R
2, FRORAT R 24 i AL A B FE VDT R BT R 24
Yol FH s

ABIGE 43 B I B AR A AR Vb 1] T X 2R VE b
FORVEM/ T MRV R, ZEARVE, &%
RME i RA Lm0 (K1), 20
R, RGBT B A B 19 MDR R,
JoHF IR RIS | w i s | W | T e B R
B8RRGSR A 2 RAEED
SN T TR A BOR R R € TR A R VDT
AR, (HH MDR R0k C Rk 28 36 1044 1 7 02 Bk
0, A2 B A LT VD 1D I B TR AT A A R I
TR 25 PR3, LA T A R4 i By 2 SR i

ARG R o, BRECK M/ EF AL, 38
SRR VD ] T A i 24 25838 00 25 T IR TR A bk, 5
M DXL EE VD T B R e I A Rl — 2,
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WL T A5 R RS Bl 3t AL T 1R A A T 2 3 TR 1 K P
R KDY BhAh, T R e R B R A IV AR
GG BRAE T TSSO 4 T AR 25 M R T
ARG AT

AU T B MDR %l 44.8% (271/
605) , HciARL A = H Y MDR 14, (HISAR T HEA:
XHBIRE b A M I g 4 SR I R S R
Hr, ERXE MDR VITR Yy, Al 25 EOR B BT A 2
WA 25 A4 A i Ba T TR DR RIRYT
BRI 0 T 25 1 % e

25 MK VD ] B i 2 P 22 5 0T AR E PR 2 4l
L IR O O & Tl 1 R S i (2= D G G
X —HG, A b X R R R 2K 24
P (i, A e b DX AR i) O T T e e 25 R I A
FRAY T 2515 B, A 7R Hb DX R T S G T
Je A 25 ) 1) ik 25155 6 T) B, A% b DX N R B 5
LU0 TR 2 P WD AR R, A I R G B 2 42 it
BheE R

4 INEE

Fe [l PR B D T TR A LTS B o0 A 22k, AR
FEVP TR AN R VDI TB o EZ AR, HRE AT 24
KRR, MDR BLR I, A R AF#e . A AR
ol L il DX TR B R X I 1 25 0 P i 25 SR A7 A1
ZESE, IR BRI 25 A R B IR 25, DLk
i 21k A

EERE: Fow), FRbP R AT ERRIT, &
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