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Background: Pseudomonas aeruginosa is an important opportunistic pathogen. It is frequently 

resistant to many commonly used antibiotics and develops easily resistant forms. Colonization with 

this organism often precedes infection, and its prevention is, therefore, critical. There is no informa-

tion on molecular epidemiological investigation of outbreaks caused by P. aeruginosa in Kosovo. 

Materials and methods: The present investigation was carried out to enlighten molecular epi-

demiology of P. aeruginosa in University Clinical Center of Kosovo (UCCK) using pulsed-field 

gel electrophoresis (PFGE). During our study period, 80 isolates of P. aeruginosa were included. 

The overall antimicrobial susceptibility pattern showed a high level of resistance against amino-

glycosides and the lowest against carbapenems. Forty isolates of P. aeruginosa were subjected 

to genotyping, of whom 31 (77.5%) were male patients and nine (22.5%) were female patients. 

Results: The most common diagnosis upon admission was polytrauma, sepsis, and coma cerebri. 

Majority of the patients were in mechanical ventilation (76.2%). Bacterial isolates were most 

frequently recovered from respiratory tract specimens (60%) and wounds (22.5%). Majority 

of the samples were recovered from intensive care unit (ICU) (47.5%). The length of ICU stay 

was higher compared to patients from other units. Genotype analysis of P. aeruginosa isolates 

identified seven distinct PFGE patterns, with the predominance of PFGE clone A (40%) and 

PFGE clone N (12.5%). All of these isolates were indistinguishable. The appearance of the 

indistinguishable genotypes supports the possibility of a cross and horizontal transmission of 

P. aeruginosa due to insufficient preventive measures. 

Conclusion: The results emphasize the need for strict infection control measures to prevent 

the nosocomial transmission of P. aeruginosa in our hospital.

Keywords: genotyping, P. aeruginosa, pulsed-field gel electrophoresis, nosocomial infection, 

ICU

Introduction
Pseudomonas aeruginosa is one of the most frequent and severe causes of acute noso-

comial infection, mainly affecting immunocompromised patients or those admitted to 

the intensive care unit (ICU).1,2

This organism has a remarkable ability to acquire antibiotic-resistant genes, to 

persist in the hospital environment, and to spread easily from patient to patient.3 Stan-

dard antibiotic regimens against P. aeruginosa are increasingly becoming ineffective 

due to the rise in drug resistance.4 Strain typing by traditional phenotypic methods is 

an important part of epidemiological surveillance but may lack discriminatory power 

and stability. Molecular techniques offer a considerable improvement and can comple-

ment phenotypic data to obtain a better understanding of bacterial diversity.5 Several 
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molecular typing schemes have been described to differenti-

ate between the isolates and clonal groups of P. aeruginosa. 

Among them, the main typing method with a broader applica-

tion is pulsed-field gel electrophoresis (PFGE) known as gold 

standard genotypic technique.6 This is particularly important 

in endemic and epidemic nosocomial outbreaks of bacterial 

infections to improve their management.7

The infection rates for nosocomial infections and their 

pathogens differ significantly between different types of ICU 

corresponding to different risk structures of the patients.8

P. aeruginosa contributes to 11% of all nosocomial infec-

tions, which result in high mortality and morbidity rates.9 

Although the prevalence of nosocomial infections rates in 

different European countries is reported to be between 3.5 

and 12%, the prevalence of nosocomial infections in Kosovo 

is high (17.4%).10,11

Knowledge regarding species, strains, and clones of P. 

aeruginosa which circulate in Kosovo hospitals is lacking. 

The present study was undertaken to understand the clonal 

relationship of P. aeruginosa among strains isolated from 

inpatients in our hospital.

Materials and methods
Hospital setting and patients
The study was conducted in the Department of Microbiology of 

the National Institute of Public Health of Kosovo. Laboratory 

diagnosis of microbiological samples and susceptibility testing 

was performed in the Laboratory of Nosocomial Infection and 

Antimicrobial Resistance in Department of Microbiology. The 

bacterial isolates selected for the present study included 40 

isolates of P. aeruginosa from 40 patients hospitalized in dif-

ferent units of University Clinical Center of Kosovo (UCCK), 

the only tertiary care center in Kosovo with 2,100 beds, during 

the study period of 12 months, in 2014. Only monomicrobial 

samples containing P. aeruginosa were included in the study.

Genotyping of the samples was performed in the Faculty 

of Veterinary Medicine, Saints Cyril and Methodius Uni-

versity of Skopje, Skopje, Macedonia. Clinical specimens 

included tracheostomy tube, endotracheal aspirate, wound, 

blood culture, pleural punctuate, and thoracic drain. Data col-

lected from medical charts of the patients with P. aeruginosa 

infection or colonization included age, gender, number of 

patient-days in hospital, underlying diseases or conditions, 

susceptibility pattern, and clinical outcome.

Microbiological methods
P. aeruginosa strains were collected from clinical speci-

mens by using standard methods, isolated in blood-agar and 

MacConkey agar plates. Identification was performed by 

VITEK 2 Compact (bioMerieux, Marcy l’Etoile, France). 

From a 24-hour plate culture of P. aeruginosa, a suspension 

was made in the CRYOBANK™ medium. The tube was 

mixed by shaking and inverting to allow the organism in 

the suspension to coat the beads. Using a sterile syringe, the 

CRYOBANK medium was removed and the tube was placed 

in a –70°C freezer. Afterward, the samples were transported 

to Macedonia.

Antimicrobial susceptibility
Antimicrobial susceptibility testing was performed by the 

disk-diffusion tests on Mueller-Hinton agar, using antibiotic 

disks. Results were interpreted as susceptible, intermedi-

ate, or resistant according to the criteria recommended by 

The European Committee on Antimicrobial Susceptibility 

Testing (EUCAST).12 The following antimicrobials were 

tested: ceftazidime 10  µg, cefepime 30  µg, ciprofloxacin 

5 µg, norfloxacin 10 µg, amikacin 30 µg, tobramycin 10 µg, 

gentamicin 10 µg, piperacillin–tazobactam 30 µg, imipenem 

10 µg, and meropenem 10 µg. Colistin Etest (bioMerieux) 

was performed in isolates expressing resistance toward 

abovementioned antimicrobials.

Molecular typing by PFGE and 
dendrogram analysis
Genotyping of all P. aeruginosa isolates by PFGE was per-

formed according to US Centers for Disease Control and 

Prevention’s (CDC) highly standardized PFGE protocols 

for Gram-negative rods with some minor modifications.13 

Bacterial suspensions were prepared from individual bacte-

rial colonies directly obtained from cultures after overnight 

incubation on nutrient agar at 37°C. The suspensions were 

adjusted to an OD of 2.5 McFarland in EDTA–saline buffer 

(75 mmol/L NaCl and 25 mmol/L EDTA). The cell suspen-

sion was mixed with an equal volume of 2% low-melting 

point SeaKem Gold Agarose and was allowed to solidify 

in a 100  µL plug mold. The agarose plug was incubated 

for 24 hours at 37°C in 500 µL of lysis buffer (6 mmol/L 

Tris–HCl [pH 7.6], 0.1 mol/L EDTA, 1 mol/L NaCl, 0.5% 

Brij® 58, 0.4% sodium deoxycholate, 0.5% sodium lauryl 

sarcosine, and 1 mg/mL lysozyme). Next, the lysis buffer 

was replaced with 500 µL of proteinase K buffer (1% sodium 

lauryl sarcosine, 0.5 mol/L EDTA, and 50 µg/mL proteinase 

K) and this solution was incubated overnight at 56°C. The 

plugs were then washed four times for 30 minutes at 4°C with 

10 mL of  Tris–EDTA buffer. One-third of a slice of each 

plug was cut and incubated at 37°C for 4 hours with 30 U 
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of SpeI in the restriction buffer. NA restriction fragments 

were separated by PFGE using a CHEF MAPPER apparatus 

(Bio-Rad Laboratories Inc., Hercules, CA, USA) at 12°C, 

6 V/cm, for 30 hours, with a time switch of 1–50 seconds. 

A Salmonella serotype Branderup strain (H9812) ladder 

(Bio-Rad Laboratories Inc.) restricted with XbaI was used 

as a universal size marker. The gel was stained with ethidium 

bromide and visualized with the Gel-Doc system (Bio-Rad 

Laboratories Inc.). According to the interpretative criteria of 

Tenover et al,14 isolates were classified as indistinguishable, 

closely related, possibly related, or different. Indistinguish-

able isolates (no band differences) and closely related iso-

lates (2–3 band differences) were considered to be the same 

genotype, while possibly related and different isolates (4–6 

and >7 band differences, respectively) were considered dif-

ferent genotypes.15

Statistical analysis
Statistical analysis was performed using SPSS Version 22 

(IBM Corporation, Armonk, NY, USA). The data were ana-

lyzed in terms of the mean, percentage, SD, and chi-squared 

test. A statistically significant difference was considered for 

P<0.05 at 95% CI.

Ethical approval
Approval of this study was given by the ethics committee 

of the Faculty of Medicine, University of Pristina, Kosovo 

(approval reference number 1853). Informed consent was 

not needed for this study, because the samples were collected 

from patients as a part of routine diagnostic care.

Results
During our study period, a total of 80 P. aeruginosa isolates 

were obtained. An analysis of antimicrobial resistance rates 

showed that P. aeruginosa was resistant to ceftazidime 31 

(38.8%), cefepime 21 (26.3%), amikacin 51 (63.7%), gen-

tamicin 62 (77.5%), tobramycin 44 (55%), ciprofloxacin 23 

(28.7%), norfloxacin 24 (30%), and piperacillin–tazobactam 

29 (36.3%). Resistance to imipenem 14 (17.5%) and merope-

nem 10 (12.5%) was low compared with other antimicrobials.

Forty isolates from 40 patients (31 males and nine 

females) hospitalized in the UCCK were subjected to 

genotyping. Only one isolate of patients was enrolled in the 

study. Patients age’ was ranged from 0 to 82 years (mean 

age 36.7 years, median age 35.5 years). Isolates were more 

frequently recovered from tracheostomy tubes (n=15), 

endotracheal aspirate (n=9), wound (n=9), pleural punctate 

(n=3), drain swab (n=2), and blood culture and central venous 

catheter (CVC) one each.

The most common diagnoses were polytrauma (n=8), 

sepsis (n=5), coma cerebri (n=3), appendicitis acuta (n=3), 

fasciitis necrosis (n=3), meningoencephalitis (n=2), and 

pleural effusion (n=2). Clinical characteristics of patients and 

respective PFGE patterns are presented in Table 1. PFGE A 

and N suggest the cross-contamination. PFGE N represents 

strains isolated during February, March, and April, while the 

larger group, PFGE A, with 16 strains of P. aeruginosa, was 

isolated during a 6-month period, July to December. All of 

them were indistinguishable strains as shown in Figure 1.

The length of stay ranged from minimum 4 days to maxi-

mum 126 days, with a median time of 25.5 days. During the 

stay, 12 patients died. Majority of the samples were recovered 

from ICU (n=19).

Genotypic analysis of P. aeruginosa isolates from patients 

identified seven major PFGE clusters that contained PFGE 

patterns A–N. Of these, we identified 16 indistinguishable 

strains that belonged to PFGE A. They were found in ICU 

(n=12), post-ICU (n=2), and neurosurgery and plastic surgery 

unit one each. PFGE F had three indistinguishable strains, 

two from pulmonology and one from ICU. PFGE K with two 

indistinguishable strains was found in abdominal surgery 

and orthopedics unit and PFGE N had five indistinguishable 

strains, all of which were isolated in ICU. Other PFGE pat-

terns were possibly related and, therefore, were considered 

different genotypes. PFGE profiles of P. aeruginosa strains 

isolated from UCCK are shown in Figure 1.

Discussion
P. aeruginosa is one of the important agents of nosocomial 

and health care-associated infections and responsible for 

lung, urinary tract, surgical site infections, and sepsis.16

Thus, many outbreaks of nosocomial infections due to 

P. aeruginosa have been reported, especially in ICUs, burn 

wound units, and cancer centers.17 Critically, ill patients are 

at high risk for getting the hospital-acquired (nosocomial) 

infections, as evidenced by several studies.18

Nosocomial infection accounts for 7% in developed coun-

tries and 10% in developing countries.19 Severe underlying 

diseases and invasive diagnostic and therapeutic procedures 

used in ICUs have been demonstrated to predispose patients 

to severe infections.20

There are many causes for high rate of nosocomial 

infections in Kosovo. Main factor remains the lack of sup-

port and implementation of prevention and control policies 
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and protocols regarding this issue and limited human and 

financial resources.

In our study, the majority of isolates were from patients 

hospitalized in ICU (47.5%), and the highest number of 

isolates was from respiratory specimens (65%) and wounds 

(22.5%). Among all Gram-negative bacilli responsible for 

nosocomial infections, P. aeruginosa was the second most 

prevalent isolate with 18.1%. Other most frequent isolates 

Figure 1 Dendrogram depicting 40 representative isolates of P. aeruginosa.
Abbreviation: P. aeruginosa, Pseudomonas aeruginosa; PFGE, pulsed-field gel electrophoresis.

were Acinetobacter spp. (25%), Escherichia coli (15.5%), 

and Enterobacter spp. (10.4%), and others were less than 

10%. Previous prevalence studies in Kosovo showed that 

P. aeruginosa was 23.8%, Acinetobacter spp. was 15.1%, 

Klebsiella spp. was 12.9%, and Citrobacter spp. was 11.9%.10

Similar to our findings, another study showed that the 

Gram-negative bacteria responsible for the primary infec-

tions were Klebsiella pneumoniae (30% of ICU-acquired 
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Gram-negative infections), Acinetobacter baumannii (20%), 

E. coli (20%), and P. aeruginosa (17%) and, in 13% of cases, 

the infections were caused by other Gram-negative bacteria. 

The infection sites were mostly the respiratory tract (60%).21

Data from many authors demonstrate that gentamicin, 

amikacin, imipenem, and ciprofloxacin are considered 

potent agents in the treatment of infections caused by 

P. aeruginosa.22 We found that carbapenems were the most 

active antibiotic, with a resistance rate of 15 and 20.4% 

for imipenem and meropenem, respectively. Gentamicin 

was the least active agent (resistance rate, 77.7%). Similar 

to our results, in a study in Turkey, resistance rates against 

imipenem and meropenem from carbapenem groups were 

determined as 15 and 20%, respectively.23 Another study 

showed that, among the aminoglycoside group, gentamicin 

showed highest resistance (51.92%) and minimal resistance 

was observed with other aminoglycosides such as amikacin 

(29.8%) and tobramycin (29.8%).24 In our study, the resis-

tance toward amikacin and tobramycin was higher (63 and 

55%, respectively). P. aeruginosa exhibits the highest rates 

of resistance for the fluoroquinolones, with resistance to 

ciprofloxacin and levofloxacin ranging from 20 to 35%.25 

We found similar results for ciprofloxacin and norfloxacin 

resistance rate ranging from 28 to 30%.

The resistance pattern of P. aeruginosa may vary among 

hospitals and even between the wards within given hospital, 

depending on the antibiotic used in the treatment.26

In our study, antibiotic susceptibility testing of geno-

typed isolates demonstrated that genetically related isolates 

had different sensitivity patterns, which is consistent with 

another study.27

Molecular epidemiological studies have an essential role 

in the management of infections by determining the routes 

of pathogen transmission.28 Typing of bacterial isolates by 

PFGE is a considerable help in the control and prevention 

of hospital infections. Colonization and infection of patients 

vary according to the compliance of health care workers to 

infection control measures, to the contamination of the envi-

ronment, and probably also to the biology of the pathogen 

(intrinsic factors).29 Intrinsic factors predispose patients to 

Healthcare Associated Infections (HAIs). The higher likeli-

hood of infection is reflected in vulnerable patients who are 

immunocompromised because of age (neonate, elderly), 

underlying diseases, severity of illness, immunosuppressive 

medications, or medical/surgical treatments. Patients with 

alterations in cellular immune function, cellular phagocy-

tosis, or humoral immune response are at increased risk of 

infection and the ability to combat infection.30

Endogenous colonization was defined as colonization 

occurring with a strain of P. aeruginosa that had not previ-

ously been isolated from another patient. Exogenous coloni-

zation or cross-colonization was defined as colonization with 

a strain of P. aeruginosa with similar PFGE typing results to 

that of isolates from another patient.15

Although the present study had limitations in the number 

of isolates tested genetically, it contributes to the knowledge 

in regard to P. aeruginosa and its transmission rate in UCCK.

Typing methods for discriminating different bacterial iso-

lates of the same species are essential epidemiological tools 

in the prevention and control of infection. Highly discrimina-

tory techniques, refined over the past decade, include PFGE, 

chromosomal restriction fragment length polymorphism 

analysis, random amplified polymorphic DNA analysis, 

multilocus sequence typing (MLST), and arbitrarily primed 

PCR fingerprinting. Random amplification of polymorphic 

DNA and arbitrarily primed PCR is based on the parallel 

amplification of a set of fragments by using short arbitrary 

sequences as primers (usually 10 bases) that target several 

unspecified genomic sequences. The main drawback of the 

RAPD method is its low intra-laboratory reproducibility since 

very low annealing temperatures are used. Repetitive-element 

PCR (rep-PCR) is based on genomic fingerprint patterns to 

classify bacterial isolates. The main limitation of rep-PCR 

combined with electrophoresis using traditional agarose gels 

is that it lacks sufficient reproducibility, which may result 

from variability in reagents and gel electrophoresis systems. 

MLST is based on the principles of phenotypic multilocus 

enzyme electrophoresis (MLEE), which relies on the differ-

ences in the electrophoretic mobility of different enzymes 

present in a bacterium. For most of the multi-virulence-locus 

sequence typing (MVLST) approaches, additional research 

is needed. This should involve different and larger sets 

of isolates, and the results should also be correlated with 

conventional epidemiological data in order to validate the 

applicability of MVLST for epidemiological typing.

PFGE is one of the older methods for the molecular 

characterization and comparison of microorganisms includ-

ing bacteria. The success of PFGE results from its excellent 

discriminatory power and high epidemiological concordance. 

Unfortunately, although widely used, PFGE suffers from 

several limitations. The method is technically demanding, 

labor intensive and time consuming.3,31,32

In our study, PFGE as an epidemiological tool has 

enabled us to compare and determine genetic relationship of 

these isolates. PFGE A with 16 isolates has been the largest 

obtained group; the majority of them were from ICU, two 
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were from post-ICU, one was from neurosurgery unit, and 

one was from plastic surgery unit. All of these isolates were 

indistinguishable. Majority of the samples for this pattern 

were obtained from the respiratory system, wound swabs, and 

CVC. This close genetic relationship among isolates suggests 

cross-contamination as a result of the transfer of patient or 

the movement of health care personnel between these units.

Another pattern found in ICU during the study period was 

PFGE N. These isolates were also indistinguishable. PFGE 

patterns A and N were parts of more than one outbreak dur-

ing our study period.

Based on our study results, isolates with the higher 

genetic relationship are isolated in the same unit, especially 

for ICU, compared to isolates from other units that expressed 

diversity. The isolation of the same bacteria from patients in 

the same unit may be of help to detect an outbreak.33

Similar to our results, genetically indistinguishable 

isolates of P. aeruginosa were obtained from 19 infected 

or colonized ICU patients in another study also.34 Cross-

colonization seems to play an important role in the general 

spread of P. aeruginosa in ICUs.35

Majority of the patients, in whom indistinguishable 

P. aeruginosa isolates were found, were on mechanical venti-

lation (16 [76.2%]) and spontaneous ventilation (5 [23.8%]). 

This demonstrates that invasive devices could contribute to 

spreading of this clone in ICU. Several studies found that all 

patients infected with genetically similar strains were under 

the artificial ventilation. ICU stay in addition to the prolonged 

use of mechanical ventilation and surgical interventions 

may have contributed to the colonization/infection with 

P. aeruginosa.18,36 A study in Spain found that the larger clone 

involving 79.6% of isolates was a possible endemic clone 

predominant in ICU.37 In our study, length of hospitalization 

has varied from 4 days (lowest) to 117 days (highest). Length 

of stay, when compared, for endemic and nonendemic strains 

was 42.33 and 36.26 days, respectively. Prolonged stay can 

play an important role in spreading these strains between 

patients. It accounts as a major risk factor for serious health 

issues leading to death. About 75% of the burden of these 

infections is present in developing countries.9 Based on the 

study findings, nosocomial infections and P. aeruginosa 

colonization have persisted for months and clonally related 

strains usually displayed different sensitivity to antibiotics.

Conclusion
The appearance of the indistinguishable genotypes, iso-

lated from different samples from patients within the same 

ward, supports the possibility of a cross and horizontal 

transmission of P. aeruginosa due to insufficient preventive 

measures. In addition, prudent antimicrobial use and strict 

infection control measures in ICU are necessary to prevent 

and decrease the infection rate in ICU patients. However, 

as no environmental or staff sampling was performed, the 

source of contamination could not be assessed and further 

investigation should be performed.

Disclosure
The authors report no conflicts of interest in this work.

References
	 1.	 Nanvazadeh F, Khosravi AD, Zolfaghari MR, Parhizgari N. Genotyp-

ing of Pseudomonas aeruginosa strains isolated from burn patients by 
RAPD-PCR. Burns. 2013;39(7):1409–1413.

	 2.	 Cabot G, Zamorano L, Moyà B, et al. Evolution of Pseudomonas aeru-
ginosa antimicrobial resistance and fitness under low and high mutation 
rates. Antimicrob Agents Chemother. 2016;60(3):1767–1778.

	 3.	 Mesaros N, Nordmann P, Plésiat P, et al. Pseudomonas aeruginosa: 
resistance and therapeutic options at the turn of the new millennium. 
Clin Microbiol Infect. 2007;13(6):560–578.

	 4.	 Chatterjee M, Anju CP, Biswas L, Anil Kumar V, Gopi Mohan C, Biswas 
R. Antibiotic resistance in Pseudomonas aeruginosa and alternative 
therapeutic options. Int J Med Microbiol. 2016;306(1):48–58.

	 5.	 Syrmis MW, O’Carroll MR, Sloots TP, et al. Rapid genotyping of 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa isolates harboured by adult and paediatric 
patients with cystic fibrosis using repetitive-element-based PCR assays. 
J Med Microbiol. 2004;53(Pt 11):1089–1096.

	 6.	 Khosravi AD, Hoveizavi H, Mohammadian A, Farahani A, Jenabi A. 
Genotyping of multidrug-resistant strains of Pseudomonas aeruginosa 
isolated from burn and wound infections by ERIC-PCR. Acta Cir Bras. 
2016;31(3):206–211.

	 7.	 Podschun R, Ullmann U. Klebsiella spp. as nosocomial pathogens. 
epidemiology, taxonomy, typing methods, and pathogenicity factors. 
Clin Microbiol Rev. 1998;11(4):589–603.

	 8.	 Sonmezer MC, Ertem G, Erdinc FS, et al. Evaluation of Risk Fac-
tors for Antibiotic Resistance in Patients with Nosocomial Infections 
Caused by Pseudomonas aeruginosa. Can J Infect Dis Med Microbiol. 
2016;2016:1–9.

	 9.	 Khan HA, Ahmad A, Mehboob R. Nosocomial infections and their 
control strategies. Asian Pac J Trop Biomed. 2015;5(7):509–514.

	10.	 Raka L, Kalenć S, Bosnjak Z, et al. Molecular epidemiology of Aci-
netobacter baumannii in central intensive care unit in Kosova Teaching 
Hospital. Braz J Infect Dis. 2009;13(6):408–413.

	11.	 Raka L, Zoutman D, Mulliqi G, et al. Prevalence of nosocomial infec-
tions in high-risk units in the university clinical center of Kosova. Infect 
Control Hosp Epidemiol. 2006;27(4):421–423.

	12.	 EUCAST, The European Committee on Antimicrobial Susceptibil-
ity Testing. Breakpoint tables for interpretation of MICs and zone 
diameters (version 4.0). 2014. Available from: http://www.eucast.org/
fileadmin/src/media/PDFs/EUCAST_files/Breakpoint_tables/Break-
point_table_v_4.0.pdf. Accessed April 20, 2018.

	13.	 Corona-Nakamura AL, Miranda-Novales MG, Leaños-Miranda B, et al. 
Epidemiologic Study of Pseudomonas aeruginosa in critical patients 
and reservoirs. Arch Med Res. 2001;32(3):238–242.

	14.	 Tenover FC, Arbeit RD, Goering RV, et al. Interpreting chromo-
somal DNA restriction patterns produced by pulsed-field gel elec-
trophoresis: criteria for bacterial strain typing. J Clin Microbiol. 
1995;33(9):2233–2239.

	15.	 Bergmans DC, Bonten MJ, van Tiel FH, et al. Cross-colonisation with 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa of patients in an intensive care unit. Thorax. 
1998;53(12):1053–1058.

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com
http://www.eucast.org/fileadmin/src/media/PDFs/EUCAST_files/Breakpoint_tables/Breakpoint_table_v_4.0.pdf. Published 2014
http://www.eucast.org/fileadmin/src/media/PDFs/EUCAST_files/Breakpoint_tables/Breakpoint_table_v_4.0.pdf. Published 2014
http://www.eucast.org/fileadmin/src/media/PDFs/EUCAST_files/Breakpoint_tables/Breakpoint_table_v_4.0.pdf. Published 2014


Infection and Drug Resistance 2018:11submit your manuscript | www.dovepress.com

Dovepress 

Dovepress

Infection and Drug Resistance

Publish your work in this journal

Submit your manuscript here: https://www.dovepress.com/infection-and-drug-resistance-journal

Infection and Drug Resistance is an international, peer-reviewed open-
access journal that focuses on the optimal treatment of infection (bacte-
rial, fungal and viral) and the development and institution of preventive 
strategies to minimize the development and spread of resistance. The 
journal is specifically concerned with the epidemiology of antibiotic 

resistance and the mechanisms of resistance development and diffusion 
in both hospitals and the community. The manuscript management 
system is completely online and includes a very quick and fair peer-
review system, which is all easy to use. Visit http://www.dovepress.com/
testimonials.php to read real quotes from published authors.

Dovepress

2046

Lila et al

	16.	 Fazeli H, Esfahani BN, Sattarzadeh M, Barzelighi HM. Antibiotyping 
and Genotyping of Pseudomonas aeruginosa Strains Isolated from 
Mottahari Hospital in Tehran, Iran by ERIC-PCR. Infect Epidemiol 
Med. 2017;3(2):41–45.

	17.	 Dubois V, Arpin C, Melon M, et al. Nosocomial outbreak due to a 
multiresistant strain of Pseudomonas aeruginosa P12: efficacy of 
cefepime-amikacin therapy and analysis of beta-lactam resistance. 
J Clin Microbiol. 2001;39(6):2072–2078.

	18.	 Mayank D, Anshuman M, Singh RK, Afzal A, Baronia AK, Prasad KN. 
Nosocomial cross-transmission of Pseudomonas aeruginosa between 
patients in a tertiary intensive care unit. Indian J Pathol Microbiol. 
2009;52(4):509–513.

	19.	 Khan HA, Baig FK, Mehboob R. Nosocomial infections: Epidemiol-
ogy, prevention, control and surveillance. Asian Pac J Trop Biomed. 
2017;7(5):478–482.

	20.	 Ugochukwu, Adetona FS, Adeola F, Ajani BR, Olusanya O. Nosocomial 
acinetobacter infections in intensive care unitcomial acinetobacter 
infectinosocomial acinetobacter. Am J Infect Dis. 2013;9(2):40–45.

	21.	 Chelazzi C, Pettini E, Villa G, De Gaudio AR. Epidemiology, associated 
factors and outcomes of ICU-acquired infections caused by Gram-
negative bacteria in critically ill patients: an observational, retrospective 
study. BMC Anesthesiol. 2015;15(1):125.

	22.	 Brown PD, Izundu A. Antibiotic resistance in clinical isolates of 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa in Jamaica. Rev Panam Salud Publica. 
2004;16(2):125–130.

	23.	 Savafi L, Duran N, Savafi N, Önlen Y, Ocak S. The Prevalence and 
Resistance Patterns of Pseudomonas aeruginosa in Intensive Care Units 
in a University Hospital. TURKISH J Med Sci. 2005;35(5):317–322.

	24.	 Senthamarai S, Sunil Kumar Reddy S, Sivasankari S, et al. Resistance Pat-
tern of Pseudomonas aeruginosa in a Tertiary Care Hospital of Kanchi-
puram, Tamilnadu, India. J Clin Diagn Res. 2014;8(5):DC30– DC32.

	25.	 Lister PD, Wolter DJ, Hanson ND. Antibacterial-resistant Pseu-
domonas aeruginosa: clinical impact and complex regulation of 
chromosomally encoded resistance mechanisms. Clin Microbiol Rev. 
2009;22(4):582–610.

	26.	 Dïken Gür S. AKSÖZ N. Molecular typing of clinical Pseudomo-
nas aeruginosa strains by using RAPD-PCR. Minerva Biotecnol. 
2016;28(2):104–113.

	27.	 Freitas AL, Barth AL. Typing of Pseudomonas aeruginosa from hospi-
talized patients: a comparison of susceptibility and biochemical profiles 
with genotype. Braz J Med Biol Res. 2004;37(1):77–82.

	28.	 Salimi H, Yakhchali B, Owlia P, Lari AR. Molecular Epidemiology and 
Drug Susceptibility of Pseudomonas aeruginosa Strains Isolated From 
Burn Patients. Lab Med. 2010;41(9):540–544.

	29.	 Blanc DS, Francioli P, Zanetti G. Molecular Epidemiology of Pseudomo-
nas aeruginosa in the Intensive Care Units - A Review. Open Microbiol J.  
2007;1:8–11.

	30.	 Collins AS. Preventing health care–associated infections. In: Hughes 
RG, editor. SourcePatient Safety and Quality: An Evidence-Based 
Handbook for Nurses. Rockville (MD): Agency for Healthcare Research 
and Quality (US); 2008. Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/
pubmed/21328782. Accessed August 21, 2018.

	31.	 Sabat AJ, Budimir A, Nashev D, et al. Overview of molecular typing 
methods for outbreak detection and epidemiological surveillance. Euro 
Surveill. 2013;18(4):20380.

	32.	 Singh A, Goering RV, Simjee S, Foley SL, Zervos MJ. Application of 
molecular techniques to the study of hospital infection. Clin Microbiol 
Rev. 2006;19(3):512–530.

	33.	 Selim S, El Kholy I, Hagagy N, El Alfay S, Aziz MA. Rapid identifica-
tion of Pseudomonas aeruginosa by pulsed-field gel electrophoresis. 
Biotechnol Biotechnol Equip. 2015;29(1):152–156.

	34.	 Eckmanns T, Oppert M, Martin M, et al. An outbreak of hospital-
acquired Pseudomonas aeruginosa infection caused by contaminated 
bottled water in intensive care units. Clin Microbiol Infect. 2008;14(5): 
454–458.

	35.	 Bertrand X, Thouverez M, Talon D, et al. Endemicity, molecular diver-
sity and colonisation routes of Pseudomonas aeruginosa in intensive 
care units. Intensive Care Med. 2001;27(8):1263–1268.

	36.	 Burjanadze I, Kurtsikashvili G, Tsereteli D, et al. Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa infection in an intensive care unit. Int J Infect Control.  
2007;3(2).

	37.	 Laguna P, Rezusta V, Samper A, López Calleja S, Vasquez A, Revillo M 
M. PFGE as Support of the Analysis of the Situation of Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa Infection in a Reference Hospital in Aragón, Spain. Copen-
hague, Dinamarca: ECCMID; 2015.

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21328782
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21328782

	QSIABB1
	QSIABB2
	QSIABB3
	QSIABB4
	QSIABB5
	QSIABB6
	QSIABB7
	QSIABB8
	QSIABB9
	QSIABB10
	QSIABB11
	QSIABB12
	QSIABB13
	QSIABB14
	QSIABB15
	QSIABB16
	QSIABB17
	QSIABB18
	QSIABB19
	QSIABB20
	QSIABB21
	QSIABB22
	QSIABB23
	QSIABB24
	QSIABB25
	QSIABB26
	QSIABB31
	QSIABB32
	QSIABB33
	QSIABB34
	QSIABB35
	QSIABB36
	QSIABB37
	QSIABB38
	QSIABB39
	QSIABB40
	QSIABB41
	QSIABB42
	QSIABB43
	QSIABB44
	QSIABB45
	QSIABB46
	QSIABB47
	QSIABB48
	QSIABB49
	QSIABB50
	QSIABB51
	QSIABB52
	QSIABB53
	QSIABB54
	QSIABB55
	QSIABB56
	QSIABB57
	QSIABB58
	QSIABB59
	QSIABB60
	QSIABB61
	QSIABB62
	QSIABB63
	QSIABB64

	Publication Info 4: 


