2010—2014 4% 2016 47 )11 45 8240 JL £ i J i DK 0 0 629 F DR 2540 0 —— 0 522 %5

ARRE

2010—2014 4 K& 2016 47 P4 )1 45 2240 )L il Je
lfi PR 73 15 5 22 Ve AT T T 245 90 A

HE 2 EEM KA ER T, Sa, % R
(W& Zm M EE 0, I KA 610041)

 E.HN THRONETELY LS YIS HH R KA KB F o B8 LT BAFD 5 HHARE
M, FiE RRAMEAAHHFZNE 109 R F HEAFH O KRR A KE(MIC) 48 6 £ 8 it £ T HATH M
BRI, R 109 ®RAFEHFASEARYE Al L EF AXEZ TAFTR/ BETEL A5F. W
FFEFT AR AT 53 bt k0 T arzh, w25 3k 48.6% (53/109); F AT/ # T &2 EF 0
MICHL 23#F LS, i AFEHANRIREGDHAIBRESG, TH-FARALFH S FHE, AR
HERSERABERBAE ABF AT EFD L TR EH/RG A,

KER:AFEANE,; "B, KBEHT RBEKABE; BHILESH; @)l

FE S E S RISS Xk FRIRED : A X E YRS :1004-8456(2017)03-0299-03

DOI:10. 13590/j. cjth. 2017. 03. 009

Drug susceptibility of Cronobacter spp. isolated from infant food
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Abstract: Objective To investigate the drug susceptibility of Cronobacter spp. isolated from formula milk powder,

infant rice powder, and clinical cases in Sichuan Province. Methods The drug susceptibility test of 109 strains of
Cronobacter spp. was conducted with minimum broth dilution method. Results  All the strains were sensitive to
ciprofloxacin, nalidixic acid, cefotaxime, gentamicin, trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole, tetracyclin and chloramphenicol,
while 53 strains were resistant tocefoxitin, and the resistance rate was 48.6% (53/109). The minimum inhibitory
concentration value of trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole and chloramphenicol increased year by year. Conclusion Strains of

Cronobacter spp. in this study had higher resistance to the second generation cephalosporins, and further study was needed

to understand the mechanism. It was necessary for clinician to refer the drug sensitivity of Cronobacter spp. so as to select
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antibiotics correctly, and also for controlling the rapid evolving of multi-drug resistant strains of Cronobacter spp. .
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Table 1  Information of experimental strains Table 3 Sensitivity distribution of Cronobacter spp. to cefoxitin
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Figure 1  Sensitivity trend of Cronobacter spp. to

trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole
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Figure 2 Sensitivity trend of Cronobacter spp. to

chloramphenicol sensitive
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Table 4  Cefoxitin sensitivity of strains from different sources
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