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Comparative analysis of antimicrobial resistance of Salmonella enterica serovar typhimurium and
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Abstract: Objective To study the prevalence and antimicrobial resistance characteristics of Salmonella enterica
serovar typhimurium (S. typhimurium)and monophasic S. typhimurium from clinical patients and food in Henan Province
from 2015 to 2022. Methods Three hundred and ninety-nine strains of Salmonella from food and clinical patients in
Henan Province were serotyped according to the Kauffmann White scheme by slide agglutination and multiplex real-time
PCR method. Microbroth dilution method was used to test antimicrobial resistance of S. typhimurium. Statistical analysis
was carried out using Chi-square test. Results Three hundred and ninety-nine strain were composed of two hundred
twenty-five monophasic S. typhimurium (56.39%) and one hundred seventy-four S. typhimurium. The imipenem and
trimethoprim/ sulfamethoxazole resistant isolates were found since 2017. The antimicrobial resistance rate of two
Salmonella strains to ampicillin, chloramphenicol and tetracycline was higher, reaching more than 50%. The antimicrobial
resistance rate of monophasic S. ¢yphimurium to ampicillin and gentamicin was significantly higher than that of S.
typhimurium (P<0.05). The resistance rate of S. typhimurium to cefazolin was significantly higher than that of
monophasic S. typhimurium (P<0.05). Two serotypes of S. typhimurium were resistant to over 60% of three classes or
more antimicrobial agents. The common multiple dominant antimicrobial resistance spectrum was ampicillin-
chloramphenicol-trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole-tetracycline pattern. Conclusion  Monophasic S. typhimurium had

replaced S. typhimurium as predominant serotype in clinical patients in Henan Province. Two serotypes of S.
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typhimurium strains are generally antimicrobial resistant and the multi-antimicrobial resistance patterns serious. In

order to make effective interventions and reduce the spread of S. typhimurium. The study results suggest that the

detection rate of foodborn S. typhimurium should be strengthen as well as the antimicrobial resistance of monophasic S.

typhimurium.
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11,2 AXgs At

YO TR S 12 W I AT 1T TR I 5 S BB (P
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FHREN (A T A TRE(EE) B ARAR ],
B A F k5 & (36 [ Thermo) , TSA &} 5 37 3
JI FVER B ORI 38 A= W) He R e A7 BR A W) ) L 1
TEA W Nl ] . Thermo Sensititre™ AIM 4 H 30
T W 32 A AL . Thermo Sensititre™ Vizon 24 8 6 il {2
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1S200 4@ A JF A, fiC K D g i 1 AHHEE 09 1 B,
SYB. 1,2 ki & 6% TAH B & 09 fGB. 1,2 BU)H . 26
PCR ¥ & & 4 25 pL, £ & Taq Probe 2x qPCR-
Multiplex R & B . 5A51%) 0.4 pmol/L & R 5
0.2 wmol/L Al 2 pL AR DNA, S W 2514 : 94 “CTil
2 min, ARG A PIB IR IR S5 B 95 "CAEE 20 s
160 ‘CiR k 90 s, B3t 30 NMEH . K E FAM(fiB/

18200) .CYS5(fliC) .JOE(fIjB. 1,2) Fl ROX (% % 4t
R R ue 6w iE . M Cr fH <30 BF, Rk P E
JLiB/1S200 fliC 1 fijB. 1,2 =~ HK K [A) iF 46 ) BH
g B FE VD T LB/ 1S200 F1 fLiC HE DR AS: I BH 1
H B, 1,2 & BRI B 00k S R FE VDT
3 A o AT 4 35 AG: T IS 2 ) 8 Ry Al R E VD T R
PG IRE T 5 0L3R 1.

1 RAOIFED TR 2 EAOE PCRECRET | AR EH 51

Table 1 Oligonucleotide and TagMan probe sequences used in the multiplex real-time PCR of Salmonella enterica serovar typhimurium
[ERiSERES] Gk JFH(5'—3") 2% 3k
LS 4 gat clg teg atg att cat ctt ctg ac
JLiB/15200 LES Y aac get tgt ctt cgg tat tig g PRENDERGAST 3!
Wt FAM-tcg ggt gtg cge taa get ctt tt-BHQ1
WS cce cge tta cag gtg gac tac
fic AREIE ] age ggg tit teg gtg gtt gt O’REGAN 414
PRE CY5-taa age cge att gac age age agg tg-BHQ2
J:(/i?%l 4:7.’ tgt tac tat tgg tgg ctt tac tgg
JyB.1.2 [t/ 1R 7] cag cag gca tig tgg tet tag MUNOZ 21!
BREF JOE-cge cag ccg caa ggg tta ctg tac-BHQ1

1.2.3  PiAd &5 UL 5

K FH 5 [ i PR AN 52 56 28 A5 B3 23 (Clinical and
Laboratory Standards Institute , CLSI) #fE¥7 #9 i & A 1%
i Bk, B 8 28 14 Mt AR R b AT 5 Ol . LU

KIBFFH ATCC 25922 KA HUIA K B F k. 259
Pt o B VTR BT 2597 s DL 3R 2, 2 I CLST AR
HEAT S5 A B, 3 KB 3 2K DL BB AR T 24 1Y TR ik
%Uﬁﬁjgﬁﬂﬂ%(l\/lulti-drug resistance , MDR) .

F2 WAOITEVD ] B 2 B T 25 W Bl S ok B S R AN TR 25 4T
Table 2 Drugs, concentration ranges and MIC breakpoints used in the antimicrobial resistance testing of Salmonella enterica

serovar typhimurium

242 5 EiL/EZS WV R/ (pg/mL) MIC #7458/ (pg/mL)
HHERLK AP (Ampicillin, AMP) 2~64 >32
3k fi bk ( Cefazolin, CFZ) 0.5~16 =8
S 7y T 2 3k fWE i ( Cefotaxime, CTX) 0.25~8 >4
FHRERR 3 A Ath 1 (Ceftazidime, CAZ) 0.5~16 >16
Sk 1VG T (Cefoxitin, CFX) 2~64 >32
TR AV 1% 55 B (Imipenem, IPM) 0.25~8 >4
B- PN ke 2 R TEMR-ET 2 (Ampicillin-sulbactam, AMS) 2/1~64/32 >32/16
b e s ZEBERNR (Nalidixic acid, NAL) 2~64 >32
VR RIS Vb B (Ciprofloxacin, CIP) 0.03~32 =1
P NLLEES Bﬂjﬁ‘ﬁ%(Azithmmycin, AZM) 2~64 >32
AN R K K% % (Gentamicin, GEN) 1~32 >16
IEZN PUF % (Tetracycline, TET) 1~32 >16
RN A% % (Chloramphenicol, CHL) 2~64 >32
I PR i A2 RS B vl SRS I /i e FY &M (Sulfamethoxazole-trimethoprim, SXT) 0.25/4.75~8/152 >4/76
1.2.4 Gt F1,4,05],12:0: 1,2 BB BR , 286 PCR £ 0

i ] SPSS 22. 0 B A4 Xt B4 i A7 g8 it 43 B, i
51k L8R T KK, P<0.05 Tl 22 R G it o

2 #R

2.1 ZHEEHE PCR J7 L E s A R A5 FE VD 1] 1R
399 Bk B 15 FE VD 1] Y I T AR A5 R R

199 ¥R MG EEHELE RN 1,4, (5], 120 -, ED B AT B

DidEV> T H BE LA . 2 B 50 PCR % 45 1 R

MR R FE VD T R 225 B, TG 56.39% (225/

399) A 174 ¥R A AL IEVD T TR o 36 BRI 43 A

PO B FEVD TR L 25 MR G 43 ALk 1,4,[5],12:
i:-M B AR, 2506 PCR %8 WG FE W TR L 45 A
Db PR R 25 R b A 61 R BBk AR A
— 5, FLAx 338 BRI 4> BUAE SRR £ E OO PCR 4%
SEZE R —, 40 BRE T B AN IR 4y BRI 359 BRI
PR 43 85 Ak b B B0 VD 1] TR IR S R a0l Ry
15.00%(6/40) il 61. 00%(219/359) , FRAGFEVS T TR Y
K R 50510 85. 009%(34/40) Fil 39. 00%(140/359) .
2.2 2015—2022 4F 7 g 44 B AH B 473 FE€ 10 1] 1 R R
PR FE VD 1T B A B AR T 24 175 15

2015—2022 4E T R 44 BRAGFE VD [T B 24 7 Ak
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DU PR 2R B2 BRR 22 HA K T 25, H 2016 4F
T i X 220 VE MR DU A 2R it 2 SR AR AL IR F 72, 97%
DA b, X8 IV Jie 35 v R 25 7 2% T 24 84K, 2017 4F
TF ey BT S0 g K 1 A0 ER SR E /R e Y IO e Y i

R RE T 25820 0 1. 52%(1/66) Fl 53. 03%(35/
66) , Xf SRR 2% R H AL E /T Al FE VI A Y T 24 A S
Wl bt e, ik B T 45.95% (17/37)
32.43%(12/37) LA L. W3R 3.

A3 2015—2020 4w 4 3 5 1) R FE U0 17 1T B SR AL b 19 1§ 2455 0 /%
Table 3  Antimicrobial resistance of Salmonella typhimurium and monophasic Salmonella typhimurium isolates in He nan Province

from 2015 to 2022/%

WHE/OKI kR kB Sk R ECRWR/ WM W WRCRRE L, KK T
. o i - N . ZEIE oo EER (1B
A WERG VT fbie mesk PERK HFEH K DA i e Y IR e HHE HR
015 000 000 000 o000 M 11.11 o0 ML 0.00 T
(1/9) (1/9) (1/9)  (1/9) (1/9)  (1/9)  (1/9)
soje 2258 1290 968 645 7419 slel 000 4316 5161 0.00 4839 2258 7742 129
(7/31) (4/31) (3/31) (2/31) (23/31) (16/31) (14/31) (16/31) (15/31)  (7/31) (24/31) (4/31)
sopp 3333 8485 1667 1212 8636 4545 152 4394 4394 53.03 60.61 1212 9242 18.18
(22/66) (56/66) (11/66) (8/66) (57/66) (30/66) (1/66) (29/66) (29/66) (35/66)  (40/66) (8/66) (61/66) (12/66)
soig 2712 1017 1186 5085 9661 66.10 000 051 4237 62.71 66.10 2373  96.61 13.56
(16/59) (6/59) (7/59) (30/59) (57/59) (39/59) (18/59) (25/59)  (37/59)  (39/59) (14/59) (57/59) (8/59)
sojg 1964 35T 1607 4643 8214 4821 000 2679 3036 55.36 6429 17.86  75.00  8.93
(11/56) (2/56) (9/56) (26/56) (46/56) (27/56) (15/56) (17/56)  (31/56)  (36/56) (10/56) (42/56) (5/56)
oo 1892 270 1081 2162 8108 3514 000 2073 4865 32.43 4595 1622 7297 8.1
(7/37) (1/37) (4/37) (8/37) (30/37) (13/37) (11/37) (18/37)  (12/37) (17/37) (6/37) (27/37) (3/37)
sy Y717 943 2642 5283 9245 415 377 3585  32.08 50.94 66.04 2453 8679  7.55
(25/53) (5/53) (14/53) (28/53) (49/53) (22/53) (2/53) (19/53) (17/53) (27/53)  (35/53) (13/53) (46/53) (4/53)
sy 2045 682 1020 3295 8863  34.09 227 2159 22.72 47.73 6023  21.60 81.82  9.09
(18/88) (6/88) 3(9/88) (29/88) (78/88) (30/88) (2/88) (19/88) (20/88) (42/88)  (53/88) (19/88) (72/88) (8/88)

2.3 FRAH R JE VD T BR RN BRAG TE VD I B Y it 24 4
R

i 245 45 5 o, B AR TP TR AT 14 Fhbe A= 394
AN TR R B A T 25 B G, 225 AR BRE R A5 FE V0 1] 1 X 4
VG AR 25 i 1A F) 88. 00%(198/225) , Hoyk Ji
&R [84.44% (190/225) | F1 4 75 % [58. 67% (132/
225) ], BAZEVSITHEN L L 3 R Ak 2 5 BUAR B
YT 2 B T 2h 3 53 00 Ol 82.18% (143/174)

80. 46% (140/174) F1 59. 77%(104/174) . FAAH FlL )i 9&
V0T T AR AT FE VD R X IV B R TR 24 SR A A, 43
B 1.78%(4/225) 1 0. 57%(1/174) . BAH A FE V>
TR 6 S0 PRI DR K g 2R A T 2 % g 3 s T R
FEVITW , Z R EA G E L (P<0.05) . RUFED
1T XF Sk A6 e B Y i 24 256 0 3 o 1 B R AT FE VD T
B, 255 BA SR X (P<0.05) . Higx 12 Mk
RN 2458 22 7 I G122 L (P>0.05) . WL 4.

F4 BATEYD T B EARH AR R 25 52 4 45 R L E (% )]

Table 4 Comparison of antimicrobial resistance between Salmonella typhimurium and monophasic S. typhimurium [n(%)]

A ZEW T (n=174)

R R A FE D 1] B (n=225)

e WEREH WHEEE AR WAEEE WAE() X Pl
3k 7 E i 45 25.86 61 27.11 46.23 0.088

KAVG T 14 8.05 14 6.22 12.21 0.121

B A B %@Wg 24 13.79 33 14.67 24.86 0.112
S 760 e vk 71 40.81 60 26.67 57.13 0.001

R NUIPIN 143 82.18 198 88.00 25.29 0.030

AR/ ET 77 44.25 101 44.89 77.62 0.080

e 1 5545 28 e 15 7 1 0.57 4 1.78 2.18 0.220
W LK Eﬁff’% 53 30.46 73 32.44 54.95 0.079
ZE0E R 65 37.36 78 34.67 62.36 0.072

itk 1l 2% PR AR I /i Y P IO e 84 48.28 101 44.89 80.68 0.064
AR ARER 104 59.77 132 58.67 71.08 0.080
M2 PN S 33 18.97 55 24.44 38.38 0.042
PYBR 2= 140 80.46 190 84.44 30.09 0.061
LRSS fny 2y B & 19 10.92 25 11.11 19.19 0.128

2.4 AR O FE VDT A B FE VD 1] B 2 E T 2y
9 B0 B L83 B
R B FE D TR X 3 28 R BL B A R

25 1) 22 T T 25 T Bk 5 L 68.00% , R FEV T 1Y
2 TR 25 T Ak LG 74, 14% . B B FE VD 1T I
WA B Z R RS & T RV T, B %%
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IR T 5 FPT Az 2800 B AR 20 i = T S A B4 ¢
WITH, 225 HA G128 L (P<0.05), HAxTT 24
B 2 RIS L(P>0.05) . W& 5.
5 RGIEVTTTE M HAE A Bl £ T 2Y L8 (n(%)]
Table 5 Multidrug resistant of Salmonella typhimurium and

monophasic S. typhimurium[n(%)]

RAGIEWTTE A RAEV T

itz —— =11 H@=225) oy PHE
W25 M WZGE Mk (L)
AL (%) RAL (%)
0 19 10.92 13 5.78 13.95  0.026
1 8 4.60 9 4.00 7.41 0.187
2 16 9.20 53 2356 30.09  0.000
3 25 14.37 24 1067 2137 0.065
4 23 13.22 31 13.78 2355  0.116
5 42 24.14 39 17.33 3532 0.025
6 19 10.92 28 12.44 2050  0.112
>7 20 11.49 31 13.78 2224  0.097

TE %) 32 M UL B PUAE JH 257k 2 i 25

2.5 FRAH RO ZE VDT B R B FE VD 1D R S 24 % Y
XFE A Hr

399 Bk B3 FE VD 1) Y T 24 4 X e B 2 AR AL
A 136 R 25 KA, Horh 225 Bk 5AH R AL FEV T
WP B 88 i 2 AL, fk it 25 3% S AMP-TET,
AMP-CHL-SXT-TET #1 AMP-AMS-TET, 4 % &5 b
15. 11% (34/225) . 5.78% (13/225) Fl 4.00% (9/
225) . 174 ¥R R FEID TTT R IE WL 81 Firis 25 & Y, 4L
POt 24 3% 4 AMP-TET. AMP-CHL-SXT-TET #
AMP-NAL-TET, 5 I 6.90% (12/174) .6.90% (12/
174)F15.17%(9/174) . W3 6.

3 it

VOB S 3 T AR A e — A A A B R
s I TR, BE A% 5 | A TS L M A R DML I R 5 5, XoF
INSRBERRF B T E G E . AT, 2Rk

A 9400 J7 5 iz ' KA, o KZ9H 155 000 A
FEF VTR B 2 U0 1T B AN R FE VD 1) T
S R W R SR | R (2 BT B - S W
FEVD BRI DL A R 2 2 1 AR A2
o A B AR TP Y g A LR S AR R R
AR ARG IAR TR A 2015—2022 4F 399
£ i R I DR SHe R 1 BRL 05 € V0 1) T bk, &8 1M it 5 4 40
Aoy B 2 H 9O PCR Jy vk E— 2 W5 , I
H174 Bk O BT FE VD T, 225 #k b Bk B0 2 7
U1, Fovh 39 MR 4 85 bR R 359 B Il IR 43 25 #k
Har IR 6 R RN 219 AR BRAH R FE VD T 1R, 1 Bk
IS Bk XS IR I, o BRAGFEVD T 1A o

AN TR I PV ) B BOR AN TR BV T B Y
I 43 7 B A T B 5 2 0 S IR T A T R I A
PR 5 s 7 S T o S R ]
FEYD IV BA 51 & 14 £ W ) A T 8, B 1 i
PRI 7 | A 1 2R A M o 19 o) o G o A A% B Y Il v
3 F8 5 3 8 S TURE 08 6 B I 25 2% 1) B A R0 92 v
FTE I RAE IR A LA, o T i YL s A~ 1] 8, RR
W& W % 4 JF (European Food Safety Authority,
EFSA)™ 4 77 {ff F TENNANT 252132 1 i) PCR 5
e, X B FE VD T fLiB-fliA HE DX JR] 6 4 S A
BCaR AT 0 L B e Dk R % 5 Oy B AH B4 SE VD
1T, LA PCR R4S SRy e & 43 R G5 . AR S2 56 1
B ZE WG PCR 45 R —FOR N 84.71%,
FETE R 225 1 J5 DR T il S R Bl 2k S B JR R R AR
SEANT I, AR SL IS 1 B A AR L D (H R A I A
iR R AN Rk vT BE R T B B DAS H A
X 38 (40 fjA hin hixL hixR) B9 B2 36 AR 2 AE 5l
H SUB FEH 51 A5 G AL 8 LA oAt /1B DX I8 i
RMEAEGI R . T — 5 N % ok 4 38 ALy ot
B B 3 R e 2 1) ML 0 AT B R A BT, AR

Ko AITEYD ] B S B L ] T 24 5 LU AR [n( %)

Table 6 The common antimicrobial resistance pattern of Salmonella typhimurium and monophasic S. typhimurium[n(%)]

o
i 24 4% BOITEVD T (n=174) AR BUG TE VD 1T (n=225) ( ‘“‘;;)
n=
AMP-TET 12(6.90) 34(15.11) 46(11.53)
AMP-CHL-SXT-TET 9(5.17) 16(7.11) 25(6.27)
AMP-NAL-TET 9(5.17) 1(0.44) 10(2.51)
AMP-CFZ-CHL-SXT-TET 8(4.60) 7(3.11) 15(3.76)
NAL 6(3.45) 2(0.89) 8(2.01)
AMP-CHL-CIP-SXT-TET 4(2.30) 6(2.67) 10(2.51)
AMP-CFZ-NAL-TET 4(2.30) 1(0.44) 5(1.25)
AMP-AMS-CHL-SXT-TET 4(2.30) 4(1.78) 8(2.01)
AMP-AMS-CFZ-CHL-CIP-CTX-NAL-TET 4(2.30) 2(0.89) 6(1.50)
AMP-CHL-TET 3(1.72) 7(3.11) 10(2.51)
AMP-CHL-SXT 3(1.72) 3(1.33) 6(1.50)
AMP-AMS-TET 3(1.72) 9(4.00) 12(3.01)
AMP-AMS-CHL-GEN-SXT-TET 3(1.72) 1(0.44) 4(1.00)
AMP-AMS-CHL-CIP-GEN-NAL-SXT-TET 3(1.72) 6(2.67) 9(2.26)
AMP-AMS-CFZ-CHL-CTX-GEN-SXT-TET 3(1.72) 3(1.33) 6(1.50)
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