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A R AL AT A — ol one 2 Bl SR M 3 B R 20 5 00 R B0 S VT R0 AT T 197 4 R D D PR 2
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PEIR SSBIE TERV R . AT TT I H IR U 2000 R ) 0 IR 1 (A 245 7, 9 o0 Wi 24 2 AT 24 1k
BELRL 2 10 B K 28 o ASHIE 50 FT A8 FH 000 0 8 AT 1 20 25 T R ke 1 A 2 AT 6 b DR i )~ 4 A0 it
W R BB BER . AT I 3R AL TR BE AN S A iEBE SN (PCR) VARG 1 3K e 1 Hk
X025 R 3R AT 2451k A T 24 5 DR R A7 E RS Lo 5 SR, TG 23 B RRO0T R R we / T ie FP T

e B2 R E194.6%, JCULRIEE . JUBH. KKBE. HHE. WTHERPTRPR, &
s IRl S R PR ST 24 35 [ TR HE R 4 5 bl 94.6% int 76.8%. gyrd 58.9% LI rmeD 50.0%.
e SR U A R T2 PR 3 T 2 8 bl I35 LG (ORD =26.3, 95% i
N2 X[ (CD) 2.7~255.7, p=0.002]. catl (OR =25.1,95% CI 2.4~258.9, p = 0.004) L\ Jz strB (OR = 23.5,

i 95% C12.6~212.6, p=0.001) 2 &3 LMK . ABFICE AR 1Bk o il Hb X g1 g T B 1 1 25
PRGN, A BT 2000 B R H],  BE0E S B AR A R o 3 (10 3% 8 b P 2 TR 1R T 24 12 DA K A AR R
S E AR ] 25 1R 545 S
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T 8RB I B 4% . AR E P BE 25 )iz TR
AR BT 9], H2, XEREMIRE AV RIEH
PN R P F T 25 PR R R [10-12].  H AT 2
ST 5T AN [ X3 A I AT BT R T 24 4 R AH
DA 225 2 (R TR [13-17]0 IXEEHF S 45 KB, RIEE
MAT A - W BERE R 25 it (i 25 2 R 48 blagos
blarg,,55) [18]. WM RKLMHiME (25K W firerB.
tetC, tetH55) [17] TEME LIS 25 HirE (i 24 & D AL 45
sully sullI55) [19] LA K 5800 5 B 2 25 W0 o v [T 24 2 (R
Fhqnrdl. qnrB6. aac(6')-Ib-cr. gyrd. gyrB<£][20].

[P e S & TR TN 2% ke Yl S R = B I M E S Sy .4
IR R W LA TR 70 5 ok PR T 2] 1 28 5 T 245 1k R PR 2 ) A
KIEMRIE . FEAWTF, AT T MGBREG )48 i
A8 8 v 43 B R S6 4K B W LA B8 RE 25 470 B 24 40 1) B
TR DA S SR A 25 Ve B DR B AR AE IS L, FF A T 253
B 51 25 BE DR 2 1A) B AR O o X e S5 IR R s 1 e
b DX I W TR BT 24 PR IRAT I O, %o 8 R A S8
G PRBI 45, DA RSN il s A DR IESC SR AN AL I PR FH 2448 = DA
5D Bk A TR B AR K 24 1 B B R

2. M 575%

2.1. I 57 B bk

AW FALAE T S6 PREEVE AT 1R . IXLEE PR T-2017
H6~9 H B EG i ORI P [R5 5 A B 5
WtsE o B AR, WIS B CAERATZ BT et 5t
BEAT T VAR [21] B 8 AT B 4 A 547 10 pg-mL
NAD 5% 2 i i (¥ 6 28 (B K BBl R 77 & (TSA, BD
DifcoTM, BD Biosciences, USA) #4755 .

2.2. YU 25 BRI

AT FE AL F 25 1 I PR FH SE 56 % bR pr 2 (CLSD 4
FEI PR e W R 7 200 5 R T B 2 B R P S (I AT
FRE (MIC) [22]. S LM T25FPiE 24, 20k
JRKEZHR (GEN). RIEHEHR (KAN), ##EHFK (STR).
LAz (TOB). HMEZR (SPE). PSPk (AMX).
SLAUZF (CFL). Skitifk=r (CFX). H#H % (PEN), B
WP E (ERF). #EHEIAE (NOR). HRHIAE (CIP). #
WHZE (TIA). AR E (TYL). 4% (ERY). Al
HE (LIN). &H % (CHL). #KJe% (FFC). Rz H
WENE (SDMD. fiff fli B S/ F A S & e (TXT). 5877
HE (DOX). WUHE (TET). &H%K (CTED). FHE

(CL). $HLHZ I3 5 R CLS R/ i B [22]. 0%
T2 T R HTH 24 36 B B MIC,, FIMIC,o . (P
W8 ILFF 1 ATCC 4924715 9 SR bk o K5 X 1 o 2 9 A A
IR IR (B 2 (B b ON % 25 (MDR)
Hitk.

2.3, i 2 LR 1

FI I H R & B4 [ N (PCR) K 7 32/ i 24 3
R A AERS L, B4 8N R R 25 56 R 2 /- T Tk
Je ST 2 L R 7 s v P S 24 B R 4N RIR  R 2R
Mif 25 DR SAN G RN 2 L R 2k e SIS i 24 3 [R] A
ANVUSR R L . 25K 517 51 LA R 38 B
KANILERL [17,19,23-29]. PCRAK R B AR N25 ul, 5
12.5 uL 2 X Taq PCRFil#2# (CW Biotech, China). I Fiif
5% 1 uL (25 pmol-L™). #4li/K8.5 pL LK 2 uL gDNA
(>10ng-uL ™). f#H Eppendorf AVEI#E{TPCRY 1, -
BT ETXREA HAR R R TIRAL (R D PCRMIZ1%
LR R VK S, R INSUR RGOS HLIK AT

2.4, KAl oA

% FISPSS# #f (IBM SPSS Statistics version 18.0,
IBM, USA) #4741 7 #r, JRidsgb Z AR & DL AT 42
TR, 32 S5 BN S AR BB, A 236 i 0k 2% 1 AN
PUIE LR o Rk P9 b DL BT 250 24 1 B iR X
NZEMN A, F R — Bk BA PR e A Ll 24
FERIR B R E X2 B 25 B R bk . R e 25 R 5
TS 245 1 3¢ 28 22 1) PR R DG A R FH s D7 A 6 AR 28 B/ RS A B
AT M. it R 95% BAE X ] (CD Afii#th
(OR) JE/R. OR>1, HIIEMR, Fopd—RRER (5%
A H5MAERKRA (SRR A BRI AT Re S 1
OR <1, BPFAHIG, MIFIRFE—FERA (BRAD 5E
A (EIEPIAY) B I T REPEG. W Rp (EAKT
0.05, TUAHSRNE &% o

3.45

3.1, SV AT B P i 2] 4 2% 20

56k Fll 4 1 I AT TR XoF 25 T 1R 245 470 1D AU A A U
B2, MRS PUEAWIIMICHT 5L, B RS B R
WS R ER (TIA). )% R (DOX). A JE% (FFC)
CASMEIET A DUBH 2935 R DL s BN 2 . Horpr, X FRACR
/T OB (TXT) K 20 % 5w (94.6%),



WREHEE (CL) 91.1%). &% & (CHL) (91.1%).
HHEZR (85.7%) [KKE R (GEN) (83.9%). MA[H XK
(LIN) (82.1%). FZEFEMR (AMX) (78.6%) k&
(CFL) (71.4%). 2I.% % (ERY) (69.6%). 4% % (CTET)

®RL HEEERY 5V
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(67.9%) FZEHREZE (TYL) (66.1%). FTA EI5EWE mAT
B BRI R B E (DOX) HUK. WAk, BT Rk
YIRNZ B A k. Hd—Fk 8 A B 8 Bl 7

HIEVE AT PR, 0 18R LM R R AT (R3).

Antimicrobial class ARGs PCR primer sequence (5'-3") Annealing temperature (C) Product size (bp) Ref.
Aminoglycosides strd F: CCTGGTGATAACGGCAATTC 55 546 [23]
R: CCAATCGCAGATAGAAGGC
strB F: ATCGTCAAGGGATTGAAACC 56 509
R: GGATCGTAGAACATATTGGC
aadA F: GTGGATGGCGGCCTGAAGCC 68 525
R: AATGCCCAGTCGGCAGCG
amtA4 F: ATTCTGCCTATCCTAATTGG 55 315 [24]
R: ACCTATACTTTATCGTCGTC
rmtB F: GCTTTCTGCGGGCGATGTAA 55 173
R: ATGCAATGCCGCGCTCGTAT
rmtD F: CGGCACGCGATTGGGAAGC 55 401
R: CGGAAACGATGCGACGAT
aacC2 F: TCGGTTGGATGACAAAGC 54 572 [17]
R: TCTCAAGATAGGTGACGC
aadAl F: TTTGCTGGTTACGGTGAC 56 497 [19]
R: GCTCCATTGCCCAGTCG
B-lactams blagg,, F: GAGTATTCAACATTTTCGT 50 856 [25]
R: ACCAATGCTTAATCAGTGA
blags., F: CATTAACGGCTTGTTCGC 54 852 [23]
R: CTTGCTTTGCTGCATCTTC
Quinolones qnrAdl F: ATTTCTCACGCCAGGATTTG 53 516 [26]
R: GATCGGCAAAGGTTAGGTCA
qnrB1 F: GATCGTGAAAGCCAGAAAGG 53 476
R: ATGAGCAACGATGCCTGGTA
aac(6')-1b F: TATGAGTGGCTAAATCGA 56 394 [19]
R: CCCGCTTTCTCGTAGCA
ayrd F: AGCGTTACCAGATGTGCGAGATG 55 620 [17]
R: TTGCCACGACCTGTACGATAAGC
gyrB F: TACATACGCTGTAGGTTCAAGGA 55 500
R: CAAGATAATACGGAAATGGAGC
parC F: AACTTCAACATTACCACTTAGCCCTC 55 1445
R: GTACCTCACCAAGCCTCGCCATCT
parE F: CGATAATTCCCTTGAAGTCGTTG 55 609
R: ATTGATCTGCTCGCCACCCTCTG
Macrolides erm(A4) F: ATGAACCAGAAAAACCCTAAAG 50 732 [25]
R: TTAGTGAAACAATTTGTAACTATTG
erm(B) F: GAAAAGGTACTCAACCAAATA 50 616
R: AGTAACGGTACTTAAATTGTTTAC
erm(C) F: AATCGGCTCAGGAAAAGG 50 562
R: ATCGTCAATTCCTGCATG
Inu(C) F: TCTTGATGGTGGCTGGGGTG 50 365 [29]
R

: CATTTTCATCAAACTCGTATCCC
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Antimicrobial class ARGs PCR primer sequence (5’-3") Annealing temperature (°C) Product size (bp) Ref.
Phenicols catl F: TTTATCCGGCCTTTATTCACATTC 56 388 [19]
R: ACCACCTTGTCGCCTTGC
cmlA F: TGCCAGCAGTGCCGTTTAT 56 900
R: CACCGCCCAAGCAGAAGTA
flor F: GGCTTTCGTCATTGCGTCTC 56 679
R: ATCGGTAGGATGAAGGTGAGGA
int F: CCTCCCGCACGATGATC 55 280 [27]
R: TCCACGCATCGTCAGGC
cfrr F: TGAAGTATAAAGCAGGTTGGGAGTCA 48 746 [28]
R: ACCATATAATTGACCACAAGCAGC
Sulfonamides sull F: GTGACGGTGTTCGGCATTCT 56 779 [19]
R: TCCGAGAAGGTGATTGCGCT
sul2 F: TTCGGCATCGTCAACATAACCT 56 727
R: CGTGTGTGCGGATGAAGTCAG
TET tet4 F: GGCGGTCTTCTTCATCATGC 64 210 [23]
R: CGGCAGGCAGAGCAAGTAGA
tetB F: CATTAATAGGCGCATCGCTG 64 640 [25]
R: TGAAGGTCATCGATAGCAGG
tetC F: GCCGGAAGCGAGAAGAATCA 54 888
R: GCTGTAGGCATAGGCTTGGT
tetH F: TTATACTGCTGATCACCG 54 1080
R: CATCCCAATAAGCGACGC
F: forward; R: reverse.
R2 2SHPIHEGWX RIEVE T E (. parasuis) HHRIBARINEIRE (MIC, pgrmL™)
AMs Number of strains MIC;, MIC,, Resistance
MIC=0.13 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 128 256 512 1024 (ugmL”') (ugmL") rate (%)
GEN 3 1 0 2 1 1 1 7 9 13 5 7 1 5 64 512 83.9
KAN 4 0 1 3 1 0 6 12 2 9 5 5 0 8 32 1024 48.2
STR 1 3 0 0 3 1 5 11 8 6 5 7 1 5 32 512 —
TOB 6 1 0 2 9 15 5 3 4 2 3 5 0 1 4 256 32.1
SPE 2 1 0 2 4 5 3 16 1 4 8 3 7 16 512 32.1
AMX 5 2 5 1 4 4 5 4 7 1 18 128 1024 78.6
CFL 3 1 2 0 5 4 1 6 9 11 14 64 256 71.4
CFX 8 3 8 7 5 5 7 1 4 2 6 2 128 23.2
PEN 3 3 1 1 3 3 1 5 5 16 9 4 1 1 64 256 85.7
ERF 20 18 13 4 0 1 0.25 0.5 1.8
NOR 6 3 7 5 5 26 3 1 4 4 1.8
CIP 19 4 12 16 4 1 0.5 1 1.8
TIA 6 0 0 0 3 2 19 24 2 8 16 3.6
TYL 9 5 2 1 2 0 0 1 2 4 2 28 0 256 512 66.1
ERY 9 2 1 3 1 1 1 0 1 11 0 0 1 25 64 1024 69.6
LIN 2 1 2 5 2 2 1 11 21 5 2 1 1 64 128 82.1
CHL 1 2 0 0 1 1 1 0 7 23 0 0 13 7 64 1024 91.1
FFC 10 5 1 1 3 12 19 2 2 1 4 8 8.9
SDM 3 3 0 26 1 23 256 1024 —
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AMs Number of strains MIC;, MIC,, Resistance
MIC=0.13 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 128 256 512 1024 (ugmL") (ugmL") rate (%)

CTET 0 3 4 3 2 2 19 8 6 1 64 256 67.9

DOX 12 3 9 17 13 2 1 2 0

TET 11 0 0 1 5 13 16 10 4 16 46.4

CL 2 0 1 1 1 2 3 17 8 9 0 3 4 5 32 512 91.1

TXT 1 2 1 8 15 2 27 608/32 1216/64 94.6

Breakpoints of resistance used are indicated with vertical black lines when available. Number of strains with MICs of trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole (TXT)
=0.15/0.008, 0.30/0.016, 0.6/0.032, 1.2/0.064, 2.4/0.125, 4.8/0.25, and 9.5/0.5 are not available. MIC50, and MIC90: the lowest concentration of AM agents

capable of inhibiting the growth of 50% and 90% of strains, respectively.
“MIC of TXT =19 pg-mL /1 pg-mL".

"MIC of TXT =38 ug-mL /2 pg-mL ™",

*MIC of TXT =76 pg-mL /4 pg-mL".

IMIC of TXT = 152 ug-mL"/8 pg-mL".

*MIC of TXT =304 pg'mL /16 pg-mL .

"MIC of TXT = 608 ug-mL /32 ng-mL™".

¢MIC of TXT = 1216 ng-mL /64 pg-mL .

R3 B MU B 22 R 24 5 DA R B

Number strains positive for

Number of AMR or ARGs
AMR phenotype AMR genotype

0 0 1
1 0 2
2 0 0
3 3 7
4 3 8
5 1 7
6 3 8
7 0 3
8 0 1
9 3 8
10 7 3
11 9 3
12 11 31
13 5 1
14 4 2
15 1 1
16 5 0
18 1 0

3.2. MM Z5R A2 (Al AH S

e T RBATHT T 161 253 24 2 A A e M.
RAFR, TR M 2R S 2 /b 5 — i 25 3R 2
WEMHEK (p<0.05), HAEMEEAETERRER (TYL)
f&mE (CTET) Btk (OR=93.3,p<0.0001),
RRFIRWE (TYL) 5457 (ERY) Hittz[H (OR=
65.6, p <0.0001), PLAFIEFEHK (AMX) HEE R (PEN)
itk 1A (OR=60.2, p <0.0001). A4k, HATEHER (LIND

54&%E (CTET) filEbLALE%S (CFL) 5F & &
(PEN) (R 2 8] 45 e 98 (K A D 1k

3.3. RIFEE MAT B 20 B A PR 245 2k [A]

FSH T S61K EI A VE AT B B Ak & 24 5= R )
AAENE Do blagg, HERR H RS (94.6%), HIRKZint
(76.8%)+ gyrd (58.9%) FlrmtD (50.0%). parERflorFk
R ORGSR AR (¥ N3.6%) . SR, IX LB B AR Fh 3 R A
M gyrB. cfrditetCHF . KEZHEK (98.2%) #Hir s
b —Ppii 25 R (K3,

3.4. i 25 5L R 2 [A] fAH S

FATAE LN ZE 0 2 ) R BT I E R e (F%
ORHEF) : tetB/tetH (OR = 153, p=0.001). tetA/tetB (OR =
75, p=0.001). tetH /aac(6')-Ib (OR =49, p = 0.001). sulll/
aac(6')-Ib (OR =23, p = 0.003) MtetB/aadAl (OR =23, p =
0.01) (F6). AR, amtA. blay, ,~ parEFflor 5 HAbF
] 3 R A G A DG o i 24 255 DR 2 T R DR B KT 40 TE A %
(OR > 1), 1HAXI Z53E K [qnrd1/gyrA, qnrBl/int, parClint,
Inu(C)/int) Z [A] /AR (OR<1) (£6).

3.5. i 259 20 5 BE PR B 2 A [ AH DG P

My 25 52 5 ] Be Stk Rl R A o0, M —FhRf e b &=
AASURT DA 20 1] 7= A R 25 ) (i 2451, 345 T e {4 R
At H AT B R T 25 1 [30]. A AT 25 R A SR A 2
[F) () 5 A DG P 2 B B0 1 25 P A s FH e 3 1 LA T B i 245 1k
R R T RHTE [31]. FRATIAE X L8 B v AT 1 % 0 i
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R4 RISEE AT T R 25 3 8 2 [a] R A O 1

Outcome predictor association

Outcome Predictor
OR 95%CI P
GEN CFL 14.7 2.6-83.5 0.001
ERY 6.5 1.4-30.6 0.01
CTET 5.8 1.3-27.0 0.02
KAN CFL 224 2.7-189.3 0.0003
TOB SPE 4.7 1.4-15.8 0.015
AMX 0.2 0.1-0.9 0.04
CEL 28.2 5.1-156.5 <0.0001
SPE TOB 4.7 1.4-15.8 0.015
CFX 8.5 2.1-34.1 0.002
TET 7.6 2.1-27.9 0.002
AMX TOB 0.2 0.1-0.9 0.04
CFL 5.4 1.4-21.2 0.01
PEN 60.2 6.1-594.9 <0.0001
ERY 4.7 1.2-18.3 0.03
LIN 5.5 1.3-24.4 0.02
CFL GEN 14.7 2.6-83.5 0.001
AMX 54 1.4-21.2 0.01
PEN 30.3 3.3-278.5 0.0003
TY 3.8 1.1-13.1 0.03
ERY 12.4 3.2-48.9 0.0002
LIN 5.4 1.3-22.9 0.02
CHL 13 1.3-127.7 0.02
CL 13 1.3-127.7 0.02
CFX KAN 224 2.7-189.3 0.0003
TOB 28.2 5.1-156.5 <0.0001
SPE 8.5 2.1-34.1 0.002
PEN AMX 60.2 6.1-594.9 <0.0001
CFL 30.3 3.3-278.5 0.0003
TYL 8.07 1.4-452 0.01
ERY 10.1 1.8-57.3 0.007
TYL CFL 3.8 1.1-13.1 0.03
PEN 8.1 1.4-452 0.01
ERY 65.6 10.8-397.8 <0.0001
LIN 324 3.7-287.1 0.0001
CTET 93.3 14.2-614.4 <0.0001
TET 5.5 1.5-19.9 0.01
ERY GEN 6.5 1.4-30.6 0.01
AMX 4.7 1.2-18.3 0.03
CFL 12.4 3.2-48.9 0.0002
PEN 10.1 1.8-57.3 0.007
TYL 65.6 10.8-397.8 <0.0001
CTET 22.1 5.1-95.3 <0.0001
TET 28.5 3.4-238.9 0.0001
CL 11.7 1.2-114.3 0.02
LIN AMX 5.5 1.3-244 0.02
CFL 5.4 1.3-22.9 0.02
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Outcome predictor association

Outcome Predictor
OR 95%CI P
TYL 324 3.7-287.1 0.0001
CHL 9.4 1.3-66.9 0.03
CTET 37 4.1-330.8 0.0001
CHL CFL 13 1.3-127.7 0.02
LIN 9.4 1.3-66.9 0.03
SDM 333 2.3-480.5 0.01
SDM CHL 333 2.3-480.5 0.01
CTET GEN 5.8 1.3-27.0 0.02
TYL 93.3 14.2-614.4 <0.0001
ERY 22.1 5.1-95.3 <0.0001
LIN 37 4.1-330.8 0.0001
TET 4.8 1.3-17.4 0.02
CL 10.5 1.1-102.9 0.03
TET TYL 5.5 1.5-19.8 0.01
ERY 28.5 3.4-238.9 0.0001
CTET 4.8 1.3-17.4 0.02
SPE 7.6 2.1-27.9 0.002
CL CFL 13 1.3-127.7 0.02
ERY 11.6 1.2-114.3 0.02
CTET 10.5 1.1-102.9 0.03

RS RIAEE MLAT T R A 2 2R LA ) Al

Antimicrobials class ~ ARGs Strains positive Percentage (%) Number of strains positive in a class Percentage (%)
Aminoglycosides strA 7 12.5 45 80.4
strB 8 14.3
aadA 18 32.1
amtA 3 5.4
rmtB 12 21.4
rmtD 28 50.0
aacC2[aac(3)-lic] 8 14.3
aadAl 9 16.1
p-lactams blag,., 53 94.6 53 94.6
blagog., 6 10.7
Quinolones qnrdl 13 232 43 76.8
gnrBI 10 17.9
aac(6')-1b 6 10.7
avrd 33 589
arB 0 0.0
parC 4 7.1
parE 2 3.6
Macrolides erm(4) 9 16.1 37 66.1
erm(B) 22 39.3
erm(C) 12 214
Inu(C) 9 16.1
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Antimicrobials class ~ ARGs Strains positive Percentage (%) Number of strains positive in a class Percentage (%)
Phenicols catl 11 19.6 48 85.7
cmlA 13 232
flor 2 3.6
int 43 76.8
cfr 0 0.0
Sulfonamides sull 8 14.3 13 232
sul2 8 143
TET tetA 5 8.9 7 12.5
tetB 4 7.1
tetC 0 0.0
tetH 4 7.1
RO A RT3 R e 24 35 DR 4 19 I AR A
Outcome ARG Predictor ARG Outcome predictor association
OR 95% CI Y4
strd aadA 6.9 1.2-40.2 0.03
strB rmtB 9.7 1.9-50.4 0.008
blagyg., 9.0 1.4-57.1 0.03
aadA strd 6.9 1.2-40.2 0.03
rmtB 6.8 1.7-28.4 0.007
rmtD 9.6 2.4-39.4 0.001
rmtB strB 9.7 1.9-50.4 0.008
aadAl 7.1 1.5-33.3 0.01
qnrB1 5.6 1.3-24.4 0.03
ermA 7.1 1.5-33.3 0.02
tetB 14.3 1.3-154.0 0.03
tetH 14.3 1.3-154.0 0.02
rmtD aadA 9.6 2.4-39.4 0.001
aacC2[aac(3)-1ic] catl 59 1.9-29.0 0.04
aadAl rmtB 7.1 1.5-33.3 0.01
ermA 6.7 1.4-33.6 0.03
tetB 23 2.1-258.1 0.01
blagyy. strB 9.0 1.4-57.1 0.03
gnrAdl gnrB1 4.8 1.1-20.4 0.04
parC 12.6 1.2-134.2 0.03
gyrd 0.2 0.1-0.8 0.02
catl 6.5 1.6-27.4 0.01
sulll 8.3 1.7-42.1 0.01
qnrB1 rmtB 5.6 1.3-24.4 0.03
qnrAl 4.8 1.1-20.4 0.04
Inu(C) 10.5 2.1-52.5 0.006
catl 6.7 1.5-30.1 0.01
int 0.2 0.1-0.9 0.04
tetA 9.4 1.3-66.9 0.03
tetB 19.3 1.8-212.4 0.01
tetH 19.3 1.8-212.4 0.01
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Outcome predictor association

Outcome ARG Predictor ARG
OR 95% CI P
aac(6')-1b erm(A) 7.3 1.2-44.9 0.04
sulll 23.0 3.2-166.8 0.003
tetH 49.0 3.8-624.9 0.003
ayrd gnrAdl 0.2 0.1-0.8 0.02
parC gnrAdl 12.6 1.2-134.2 0.03
erm(A) 23.0 2.1-158.1 0.01
int 0.1 0.01-0.9 0.04
erm(4) rmtB 7.1 1.5-33.3 0.02
aadAl 6.7 1.4-33.6 0.03
aac(6')-1b 7.3 1.2-44.9 0.04
parC 23 2.1-158.1 0.01
erm(B) erm(C) 43 1.1-16.7 0.04
erm(C) erm(B) 43 1.1-16.7 0.04
Inu(C) qnrB1 10.5 2.1-52.5 0.006
int 0.1 0.02-0.4 0.003
sull 8.6 1.6-45.5 0.01
catl gnrAdl 6.5 1.6-27.4 0.01
qnrB1 6.7 1.5-30.1 0.01
cmlA 11.4 2.5-50.9 0.002
cmlA catl 11.4 2.5-50.9 0.002
sulll 8.3 1.7-42.1 0.01
tetH 12.6 1.2-134.2 0.04
int qnrB1 0.2 0.05-0.9 0.04
parC 0.1 0.01-0.9 0.04
Inu(C) 0.1 0.02-0.4 0.003
sull Inu(C) 8.6 1.6-45.5 0.01
sulll qnrdl 8.3 1.7-42.1 0.01
aac(6')-1b 23 3.2-166.8 0.003
cmlA 8.3 1.7-42.1 0.01
tetA 13.8 1.8-103.3 0.01
tetd qnrBl1 9.4 1.3-66.9 0.03
sulll 13.8 1.8-103.3 0.01
tetB 75 5.2-1081.1 0.001
tetH 16.3 1.7-159.8 0.03
tetB rmtB 14.3 1.3-154.0 0.03
aadAl 23 2.1-258.1 0.01
qnrB1 19.3 1.8-2124 0.01
tetA 75.0 5.2-1081.1 0.001
tetH 153.0 7.6-3092.9 0.001
tetH rmtB 14.3 1.3-154.0 0.02
aac(6')-1b 49.0 3.8-624.9 0.003
qnrB1 19.3 1.8-212.4 0.01
cmlA 12.6 1.2-134.2 0.04
tetA 16.3 1.7-159.8 0.03
tetB 153.0 7.6-3092.9 0.001
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RMGFF B 2 MAFAE R E MM (R, 1647
MR KB 2 (GEN) i 25 [ B R, 70.2% 1) 56 1R 465 7
I~TANFHDL R 2536 R, X — R 5 rmeD (OA7FAE 2 535 1F
5% (OR=10.8,p=0.02). fE27HFIEZE (KAN) [if
ARt 6tk (22.2%) B Hsrd, Tk (25.9%) B
ks thserB, 168k (59.3%) W ks haadd, 18k (3.7%)
oK tHamed, 108k (37.0%) ik HrmeB, 228k
(81.5%) B 4 HrmiD, 7THk (25.9%) B H 5 Haac-
C2[aac(3)-lic], 8%k (29.6%) ki tH aaddl. XM, {HA
WA, AR 2 R A AT 23 5 (3.7%),
HEEARBERYME. FIBEZRKANNZ MY aad4 (OR
=19.6, p < 0.0001). rmtD (OR =16.9, p < 0.0001). aadAl
(OR=11.8,p=0.01) strBRlaacC2[aac(3)-lic] (OR =9.8,
p=0.02). strd (OR = 8.0, p =0.048) LL }ermtB (OR =7.9, p

RT RIFEE MUFT B T 24 11 2 BRI 24 355 DR g AR O 1k

= 0.0) K PIfFE R R F IEAHG. MIEfmiiER (TOB)
M 25 I AR, KEB2r (17/18, 94.4%) & 47 F N R i 24
LK, BFhGstrBy aadA. rmtB. rmtDflaadAl, FHiZif
2R M 5strB (OR =23.5, p=0.001) flrmtB (OR=11.7,p =
0.001)FE I AH =M . fE18KMRAHE W & (SPE) TN 24
R, 68k (13.3%) 0 H Tstrd, 8%k (17.8%) K H T
strB, 17#k (37.8%) Kith Taad4, 2fk (4.4%) KT
amtd, 1%k (24.4%) Kith 7 rmeB, 6%k (13.3%) futh 1
aacC2[aac(3)-lic], Tkk (15.6%) ¥ T aadAl. W=
% (SPE) itk Saad4 (OR=29.8, p<0.0001). rmtB (OR
=22.5, p < 0.0001)flrmtD (OR = 9.6, p = 0.001) % [H 1 &
FMRME. A3 EHRA LR E (CFX) M2y, X4
WRES IS W blar,.,, THPASDEE (38.5%) WM
blages. ;o FHLZ T, 40 (40/53, 75.5%) #EHibla,,, M

AMR Characteristics of strain Agreement between resistance phenotype and genotype (7 = 56)
n-Pr* ARGs n-Gp®  P+/G-° P-/G+' OR 95% CI P
GEN 47 rmtD 28 20 1 10.8 1.3-93.4 0.02
KAN 27 strd 7 21 1 8 0.9-71.6 0.048
strB 8 20 1 9.8 1.1-86.0 0.02
aadA 18 11 2 19.6 3.9-100.1 <0.0001
rmtB 12 17 2 7.9 1.6-40.7 0.01
rmtD 28 5 6 16.9 4.5-63.3 <0.0001
aacC2[aac(3)-lic] 8 20 1 9.8 1.1-86.0 0.02
aadAl 9 19 1 11.8 1.4-102.1 0.01
TOB 18 strB 8 11 1 23.5 2.6-212.7 0.001
aadA 18 7 7 7 2.0-24.4 0.002
rmtB 12 3 11.7 2.6-52.2 0.001
rmtD 28 4 14 6 1.7-21.8 0.01
aadAl 9 12 3 5.8 1.3-27.0 0.02
SPE 18 aadA 18 4 4 29.8 6.6-136.0 <0.0001
rmtB 12 8 2 22.5 4.1-123.2 <0.0001
rmtD 28 3 13 9.6 2.3-394 0.001
CFX 13 blagos., 6 8 1 26.3 2.7-255.7 0.002
TYL 37 erm(B) 22 17 2 10 2.0-49.6 0.003
erm(C) 12 26 1 7.6 0.9-64.3 0.04
Inu(C) 9 35 7 0.1 0.02-0.5 0.01
ERY 39 erm(B) 22 19 2 7.9 1.6-39.2 0.01
LIN 46 Inu(C) 9 42 5 0.1 0.02-0.5 0.01
CHL 51 int 43 9 1 18.7 1.9-187.4 0.01
FFC 5 catl 11 1 7 25.1 2.4-258.9 0.004
cmlA 13 1 9 18.7 1.9-187.4 0.01

* n-Pr: number of strains expressing phenotype resistant to the indicated antimicrobial agents.

® n-Gp: number of strains carrying the indicated resistance genes.

¢ P+/G—: number of phenotypically resistance strains (P+) with no resistance genes (G-) for antimicrobials identified.
¢ P—/G+: number of phenotypically susceptible strains (P-) with one or more resistance genes (G+) for antimicrobials identified.
¢ Only the results for AMR phenotype that displayed an association with those genotype at a p < 0.05 are shown.



64> 1% 5 blages., 1 W R A TRE R 38 B0 H X Sk ik 3
(CFX) %o kAR ETMN 2455 blag,. , & 0.3 TEAH G (OR
=26.3, p=0.002). X 22 5K B F i 24 R Ak F A 67.6%(25/37)
BB 20— AL 22 SR B 2 i 2 R (A X B
e, f6kk (16.2%) HEdierm(4), 208k (54.1%) i
erm(B), 11tk (29.7%) % ierm(C), 28k (5.4%) #7
Inu(C). ZKRHEEMZYESerm(B) (OR = 10.0, p = 0.03).
erm(C) (OR = 7.6, p = 0.04) Fllnu(C) (OR = 0.1, p = 0.005)
SEIAERME. R, ZRAREEM AR SHA PR
[erm(B) Mlerm(C)] L IEM G, KT RERIAGY, SIHRE
BT AE R (CHL) 2y, SHRWEERE (FFC) M.
45tk (45/51, 88.2%) X4 # 3 (CHL) il 24 1) B Ak 455 77
Z/— AL 23 R . S8 R (CHLOIN 24 5 int (OR
=18.7,p=0.01) LK JE#E (FFC) Mt 5 carl (OR =
25.1,p =0.004). cmlA (OR =18.7, p=0.01) Z21EAIE. 2R
1M, FIZEPER (AMXO. k1% (CFL) MEHER (PEN)
(T 245 P4 54 A T 24 35 DRT 3 TG AH G

4,743

552 WA FEARE B D I A R A A
RIFEVE AT A BRI P AE R 25 X — 25 A ), A
BfF 5032 7~ R 23 B ) R P LA 1R A AR v 7K TR T 24 1
[13,15,32]. ULAb, AHEL T FHE20E b B g AT 3 2 25 ik
X} RV B B A S KN 251 [14], B
ATEHES (1) 73 B wRAR = Fh S L EgiAE R Can[a] s B
VORI R AR E DA KGR T BT 24D v LAl
I 251 [16], AHEFUEHE R, RG22 1 R v
LA T 0 B D B AR TN v B SR AR R T 24 1, X A
b = e A B T IR 245 ) A R R IR Needbalcova Al
Kucerova [RHF i 45 R, 3 5 (1 b 73 B8 1) I A 0 AT
TGS SR VA I 2R A A ARSI 251 [32], X —ikiE S
ARG R—B B, AT LS R UL T i
W2k, ROBEER. BARJEH LR ) &= e A St IT
R 47 e i P 5 DX PR R R R O . R, AREF TS R
(R4 M THAERMIEREHAETESE X

SR WE R PR R 21 2 2G5 16S RNA H Jk#;
% Mg amtA. rmtBy rmtD3E [K[33], 4 b 5 BR % 72 W
Hstrd. strB3E R [34,35] LA K 4 i i F ¥ % B M aad A
addA 15 [36, 3T IAFAERT RN . AHIEFL 45 AR W EIRE
WG AT ¥ A strdA. strB. aadAfamtA R . FRATH) 25
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S5 ] ) — T 78 R IE 1 PR R g S R S
AT 8 48 7 0 1k 35 R 0 EE 5 rme B (11.9%) rmtD (0.7%)+
aacC2[aac(3)-Tic] (4.2%)MaadAl (20.8%)F—%, HES
WK R [ AH SC T 72 45 A ZE 5 [25]0 94.5% FI Bl R v If
FEEAT A blag,, JEH, X WARRE T IXLL 7 B 8 R
(85.7%)+ BUBLPGIR (78.6%) FILFEEN (71.4%) Wi
HRX—RI . HIERE blagy,  Mbaly, , CEwILL- NN
BitF ) 5 SO S T 24 2% 28t fF S A F 72 v A TR B (38—
407 3X— &5 S5 e R A ) 5P 1 4 o LA VR A 24 1 AP
FLEE FAAL, B T B- A I i SR AR ER T 24
[17,25,38]. CABTIRY, MWL R 25170
Y IR AL A, AR 2 Hignr RO T4 6 5%
T8 TURLIC 8% a1 BB & TP 51 [26,41]. (EARBFIEH,
FL IR BRI VB AT TR 73 B R X 00 U T 0 A 2R i 2 %
%, (HEATEY T gnrdl MgnrBI HEH, X —SAKZAM.
FAh,  BARTE FABFRE Hh S R T AT B KRR N i S
P i 25 5 Kl ermA Flerm B ¥ 75 R 5K, (HE2 AW
&8 L3R BB R 2 Bk AN A X B R 24 BE R, ELE
5 HA R N BRI PUAE R 2525 K, WermCHInuC.
T A 5 R o Ko A AR 5 A 7 S AT AR M S B 2,
B P R BN ORI A BR R A I 2L [42]. BIE
WEMLAT 73 Bk b I T R e BTN 2, 202 i T
T EA flor BRI AL NFRI[17], X WARRE T AT A A
FU R AT B8 23 B RG] SR 2 5 TR i 24 2 P R ARax —
MR SEEIPUA R BN 251 55 G 7 RGRES TR
BT B sul PR sul ITHE DR (Hifih — S M504 45 il ) AH DG [43].
X5 A 5T H R g AT B8 3 B AR AR A A sul I sulll (3]
514.8%) FEFIX— 45 FAH—5. BAk, AT TR ILEI
T E MU R 2> Bk 4 A tetd . tetBHItetHEEN, XA
R T S IUR R E AR (AMEFEDOX) MM 258 .
FESRFE I AH S S AR T B SN IR (W tet B tet H
BRI AE T S 8O0 DUFR R 2B T A R 241 [25,44]. U
R Z P A FO0HI 5 v O s IV i 1ok e B A tet H 4 R 1D 41
A e = AR A P 2 5

i 24535 (K] 2 [R) 45 I P LA W EAIE 52 [45,46]. AS[A
iR 245 35 [R] S IR B2 1) 384 00 T B8 A2 el T A T A — AN T #8 3))
Jofl, TR, BT e S T F[43,47,48] A FLL
BRI, VPR EE R 2 A RSSO AT e
S R R X S i 24 2 PRUAEAE T AR R e & 3l oo fF . X — W
RS Rosengren%5 [31]1 7L &5 R —5L, A MgnrB1 3R
S5rmtB. gnrAl. Inu(C). catl. int. tetA. tetBFltetH=58
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AN 24 2 R A DR BR PR RS = o 534, sul IR Inu(C) AH SR BX DA
FesullIF tet ABERIAHCER, EATREETFM—H45, mA
tetBRltet HEE A SRR S T M & BRI R 255, XLk
SERA JIHER T, 2R S e KT AR R K T R B
PEGFORL AN RS T IIDNA R 55, AR R dE
LT YA FR A 253 2 5 i 25 B R A AR B I A DG M,
IRKE R 2V rmeD 2 (8], SkHIRRSE 2515 bal,,., 2.
], DARA TR Sint 2 (WA B S A, X3 T
X i 245 3% B AT A& B B — PR i 24 25 IR A7 BT S B0
X— RIS Z AT A& —3[30,31]. (HAA®@E, &
IR IA —LE B AR A T 25 R B, (HARAEAE XS JBL (1) i 2 4%
K, G LE T ARAZLEM 2535 R, (HANAELEXT DL I 26 3R 3
il G, — M T R OGS BT B U BRI 24 1, AR AN 45 AT 4] AR
FIPIEIE . X —45 5 5 RosengrenZ5E[31] () KB —F o
— P RT R AR A — i 24 3 2 T AR VR 2 AN R A R
FHRIBAAE T A 2RIE, FFHEANHEET R EW— Ry
IRAT IR A AFAE[23,49]0 DRI, 70 60 g 4 0 W L AT 1 4 B
PR 24 14 0 AL RIME AR 3E— 2P A 55 .

5. 545

AW FCE T T R XORE I AT B o S
RIS 245 P FHAH DG 22 BE DR (R AT R AIE . IX 285y SR AT
T 2, T BN 25K AR . 22 L 24 e AR
OBk ECE W 2 3£ R blars,. ~ int. gyrdA flrmtD.
AHIE TR I 2 i 22 B DR (R A AE -5 0 B o (R R D 24 6 2
B M. R, PR AL B i 2 26 i P B
YR, (BRBIEEIZR. RDEE. BAREHELLL
SR FE AT T e A R IR B . b, AT
FPAB 7 R TR 245 1 TR 245 35k TR R 5 e 19X % A gk v 1) o A
KB LA R EdrAE R i s fbde 3. [EI, Wil
I i3 5 a0t A 2R A58 FH SR PR 1 i 245 428 F) A% 4 PT DA 4
ANV EZEr 3P vivk = RPN PR <6 U v/l w2 e 1 W = [T 23]
PE, FE AT 25 Y S 245 B IR 2[RI R AH DG 1, % T4
TR} 245 114 7 425 S & 7 22 R FL L)

L)

A5 EH 5K B O R THRITE (2017YFD0500201)
BV T R AT H  (2018020401011300) i# b4 B 4R
Rl 3 & QI BA T H (2016CFA015) Al de w3k A
IR S5 2 L IigE & R EIH (2662018QD003) #E ).
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