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INTRODUCTION

Carbapenems are considered as mainstay of treatment 
for life-threatening infections but carbapenem 
resistance in Gram-negative bacteria is increasing at an 
alarming rate.1,2 The non-fermenters are opportunistic 
pathogens and are progressively reported as a cause of 
serious infections in intensive care unit (ICU) patients.3 
Among different mechanisms of carbapenem resistance 
in Gram-negative bacteria, carbapenemase production 
is the most worrying mechanism due to their easily 
transmissible property to other bacterial pathogens.2,4

Carbapenem-resistant non-fermenters are emerging 
causes of healthcare-associated infections that pose a 
huge threat to clinical settings and are hard to treat 
due to their high degree of antibiotic resistance and 
are related to significant mortality.5 The World Health 
Organization (WHO) published a list of antibiotic-
resistant bacteria including carbapenem-resistant 
Acinetobacter baumannii and Pseudomonas aeruginosa 
within the critical priority level.6

Therefore, this study was designed to document the 
status of carbapenem-resistant and carbapenemase-
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producing non-fermenters isolated from ICU patients.

METHODS

The study had a cross-sectional design and was 
conducted at the clinical microbiology department of 
Tribhuvan University Teaching Hospital, Kathmandu, 
Nepal from January 2017 to December 2017. Ethical 
approval for the study was obtained from Nepal Health 
Research Council with reference number 1559. The non-
replicative clinical specimens like sputum, tracheal 
aspirate, bronchoalveolar lavage fluid, blood, urine, pus, 
wound swabs, catheter tips, and body fluids collected 
for culture and sensitivity tests from the patients of 
any age, suspected infection and admitted to different 
ICUs were included in the study. We had not accepted 
repeated specimens from the same patient within 48 
hours of the prior one which nullifies the chances of 
strain biasedness from the same patient. The specimens 
from the upper respiratory tract and gastrointestinal 
tract were excluded because of the presence of non-
fermentative Gram-negative bacteria as commensals on 
these sites.

The calculated minimum sample size was 514. As 
convenient sampling was done, the sample size was 
doubled to 1028. However, 1063 samples had been 
taken so as to increase the validity of the result. The 
collected samples were cultured on suitable media in 
the bacteriology laboratory for the isolation of bacterial 
isolates. The isolated bacteria were further subjected 
for identification of non-fermentative Gram-negative 
bacilli (NFGNB) by employing different microbiological 
techniques which involved the morphological 
appearance of the colonies, Gram’s staining, and 
different biochemical reactions by standard methods 
recommended by the American Society for Microbiology 
(ASM).7

The susceptibility of NFGNB isolates against different 
antibacterial agents was determined and interpreted 
by the Kirby-Bauer disk diffusion method and minimum 
inhibitory concentration method according to the 
guidelines provided by the Clinical and Laboratory 
Standards Institute (CLSI), M100S Document, 26th 
Edition (2016). The bacterial isolates were tested 
against a specified concentration of recommended 
antibiotics as applicable. Escherichia coli ATCC 25922 
and Pseudomonas aeruginosa ATCC 27853 were used as 
the control organisms for the validity of the antibiotic 
sensitivity test.8 

The multidrug resistant (MDR) isolates were identified 
by guidelines recommended by the European Centre 
for Disease Prevention and Control (ECDC). The isolates 
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non-susceptible to at least one antimicrobial agent in 
three or more antimicrobial classes were identified as 
MDR phenotypes.9 

The isolates resistant to either meropenem and/or 
imipenem were considered as carbapenem-resistant, 
and those isolates were further subjected to the 
detection of carbapenemase enzyme by Modified Hodge 
test (MHT). In this test, a suspension of Escherichia 
coli ATCC 25922 compared to 0.5 McFarland standard 
was prepared in 5 ml of normal saline. A one : ten (1:10) 
dilution of the suspension was streaked as a lawn culture 
on to a Mueller Hinton agar plate. A meropenem disk 
of 10 µg in concentration was placed at the center of 
the lawn culture. The test organism was streaked in a 
straight line from the edge of the meropenem disk to the 
edge of the plate. The plate was incubated overnight at 
35±2°C in ambient air for 16–24 hours. After incubation, 
a positive MHT test showed a clover leaf-like indentation 
of Escherichia coli 25922 growing along with the test 
organism growth streak within the disk diffusion zone. A 
negative MHT test showed no growth of the Escherichia 
coli 25922 along with the test organism growth streak 
within the disk diffusion.10

All the data were analyzed using the SPSS version 16.0 
and interpreted according to frequency distribution and 
percentage.

RESULTS

Among the total 1063 specimens collected from ICU 
patients, 387 (36.4%) specimens showed bacterial growth 
from which a total of 157 (14.8% of the total sample) 
non-replicate isolates of NFGNB were recovered. The 
total NFGNB isolates comprised of four genera of NFGNB 
which included Acinetobacter species (n=85, 54.1%), 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa (n=55, 35.0%), Burkholderia 
cepacia complex (n=15, 9.6%) and Stenotrophomonas 
maltophilia (n=2, 1.3%). The highest number of 
Acinetobacter species and Pseudomonas aeruginosa 
were isolated from lower respiratory tract specimens 
while about half of the Burkholderia cepacia complex 
was recovered from blood samples (Table 1).

Among total NFGNB isolates, 96 (61.6%) were isolated 
from male patients and 61 (38.9%) were from female 
patients with a male to female ratio of 1.57. The highest 
number of isolates were from patients with age group 
≤15 years (n=49, 31.2%) and the least number from 16-32 
years age group (n=24, 15.3%) (Table 2).

The proportion of carbapenem resistance was 85.9% 
in Acinetobacter species, 72.7% in Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa, 33.3% in Burkholderia cepacia complex, 
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and 100% in Stenotrophomonas maltophilia. Among 
the total carbapenem-resistant isolates, 60.8% were 
carbapenemase producers with a higher rate of 
carbapenemase enzyme detected in Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa (67.5%). Among total isolates, 91.1% were 
MDR isolates where 95.3% Acinetobacter species, 85.5% 

Pseudomonas aeruginosa, 86.6% Burkholderia cepacia 
complex, and 100% Stenotrophomonas maltophilia were 
MDR (Table 3).

The antibiotic susceptibility profile of carbapenem-
resistant (CR-R) and carbapenem-susceptible (CR-S) 
NFGNB are shown in Table 4.

Table 1. Distribution of total sample and growth pattern of NFGNB isolates in ICU patients.

Specimen type
(number of samples)

Bacterial 
growth

Number of NFGNB isolates (%)

Acinetobacter 
species

Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa

B. cepacia 
complex S. maltophilia Total

LRTS* (n=321) 223 60 (70.6) 40 (72.8) 3 (20.0) 1 (50.0) 104 (66.2)

Body fluids (n=137) 27 6 (7.1) 7 (12.7) 3 (20.0) 1 (50.0) 17 (10.8)

Blood (n=326) 40 7 (8.2) 1 (1.8) 7 (46.7) 0 (0) 15 (9.6)

Pus/swabs (n=63) 43 6 (7.1) 5 (9.1) 0 (0) 0 (0) 11 (7.0)

Urine (n=190) 47 3 (3.5) 1 (1.8) 2 (13.3) 0 (0) 6 (3.8)

Catheter tips (n=26) 7 3 (3.5) 1 (1.8) 0 (0) 0 (0) 4 (2.6)

Total (N=1063) 387 85 (54.1) 55 (35.0) 15 (9.6) 2 (1.3) 157 (14.8)
*LRTS: Lower respiratory tract specimens include sputum, endotracheal aspirate, and bronchoalveolar lavage fluid.

Table 2. Distribution of NFGNB isolates according to the demographic features of patients.

Age Group
 (Years)

Number (%)

Female Male Total

≤15 27 (17.2) 22 (14.0) 49 (31.2)

16-32 5 (3.2) 19 (12.1) 24 (15.3)

33-48 8 (5.1) 17 (10.8) 25 (15.9)

49-64 13 (8.3) 17 (10.8) 30 (19.1)

≥65 8 (5.1) 21 (13.4) 29 (18.5)

Total (%) 61 (38.9) 96 (61.1) 157 (100)

Table 3. Percentage of carbapenem-resistant, carbapenemase-producing, and multidrug-resistant NFGNB isolates.

NFGNB isolates

Number (%)

Carbapenem-resistant Carbapenemase 
producers Multidrug-resistant 

Meropenem Imipenem 

Acinetobacter species (n=85) 73 (85.9)* 71 (83.5) 43 (58.9) 81 (95.3)

Pseudomonas aeruginosa (n=55) 40 (72.7)* 38 (69.1) 27 (67.5) 47 (85.5)

Burkholderia cepacia complex (n=15) 5 (33.3)* 5 (33.3) 3 (60.0) 13 (86.7)

Stenotrophomonas maltophilia (n=2) 2 (100)* 2 (100) 0 (0) 2 (100)

Total (N=157) 120 (76.4) 73 (60.8) 143 (91.1)
*These values were considered as the rate of carbapenem-resistant.

Table 4. Antibiotic resistance rate of carbapenem-resistant and carbapenem-susceptible NFGNB.

Antibiotic 
molecules

Acinetobacter species Pseudomonas aeruginosa Burkholderia cepacia complex

CR-R
(n=73)

CR-S
(n=12) p-value CR-R

(n=40)
CR-S

(n=15) p-value CR-R
(n=5)

CR-S
(n=10) p-value

Piperacillin 73 (100%) 9 (75.0%) <0.001 38 (95.0%) 8 (53.3%) <0.001 NT NT

Piperacillin-
tazobactam 72 (98.6%) 6 (50.0%) <0.001 36 (90.0%) 3 (20.0%) <0.001 NT NT
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DISCUSSION

After the introduction of the carbapenem group of 
antibiotics in the 1980s, they remain the backbone 
of antimicrobial therapy for the treatment of serious 
infections. The resistance to carbapenems was seen by 
the early 1990s and the incidence of infections caused by 
carbapenem-resistant Gram-negative bacilli in ICUs has 
also increased which constitutes a global problem.1,11 The 
concern species of NFGNB are Pseudomonas aeruginosa, 
Acinetobacter baumannii, Stenotrophomonas 
maltophilia, and members of Burkholderia cepacia 
complex. These are generally saprophytic bacteria but 
cause opportunistic infections like ventilator-associated 
pneumonia (VAP), surgical site infections (SSI), urinary 
tract infections (UTI), and bacteremia in critically ill, 
hospitalized, and immunocompromised patients.4

Carbapenem resistance in NFGNB can be mediated by 
different mechanisms like over-expression of efflux 
systems, decreased permeability due to porin mutations, 
and alterations in penicillin-binding proteins (PBPs) but 
the production of carbapenemase enzyme is the most 
worrying mechanism due to their easily transmissible 
property to other bacterial pathogens, increasing 
prevalence and their association with resistance to other 
antimicrobial categories leading to multidrug resistance 
phenotypes.2 The carbapenemase enzymes belong to 
Ambler class A (Klebsiella pneumoniae carbapenemase), 
class B (metallo-β-lactamases), and class D (mainly 
oxacillinase) β-lactamases.12 The documentation 
and regular monitoring of carbapenem-resistant and 
carbapenemase-producing NFGNB are important as they 
can cause infection outbreaks in ICU settings.

Analysis of the case records of ICU patients revealed that 
the highest number of NFGNB isolates (n=104, 66.2%) 

were detected from lower respiratory tract specimens 
followed by body fluids (n=17, 10.8%), blood (n=15, 
9.6%), and least number from catheter tips (n=4, 2.6%). 
Nautiyal et al13 from India also reported the majority 
of NFGNB isolates from respiratory tract specimens 
infections followed by pus samples. Acinetobacter 
species was the most common NFGNB isolates (54.1%) 
detected in our study followed by Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa (35.0%), Burkholderia cepacia complex 
(9.6%) and the least number was Stenotrophomonas 
maltophilia (1.3%). Parajuli et al3 also reported 
Acinetobacter species as major NFGNB isolates from 
ICU patients followed by Pseudomonas aeruginosa. 
In our study, both Acinetobacter species (70.6%) and 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa (72.8%) were the common 
isolates from lower respiratory tract specimens while 
most of the Burkholderia cepacia complex (46.7%) were 
isolated from blood samples. Samawi et al14 from Qatar 
also reported a majority of Acinetobacter species from 
respiratory tract infection, Parajuli et al3 reported most 
of the Pseudomonas aeruginosa from VAP and Dizbay et 
al15and multidrug resistance makes them a serious threat 
in hospital settings. The aim of this study was to evaluate 
the epidemiology of B. cepacia infections in our hospital. 
Methodology: The incidence, clinical characteristics, 
antimicrobial susceptibility, and outcomes of nosocomial 
B. cepacia infections during a five-year period were 
retrospectively analysed according to the infection 
control committee records. Results: A total of 39 cases 
with nosocomial B. cepacia infection were included in 
the study. B. cepacia was identified from 0.7% of the 
nosocomial isolates, its incidence was 0.26 per 1,000 
admissions with 53.8% crude mortality rate. The most 
frequent nosocomial B. cepacia infection was pneumonia 
(58.9% from Turkey reported major Burkholderia cepacia 
complex from bloodstream infection.

Ampicillin-
sulbactam 70 (95.9%) 4 (33.3%) <0.001 NT NT NT NT

Ceftazidime 73 (100%) 8 (66.7%) <0.001 39 (97.5%) 11 (73.3%) 0.005 5 (100%) 9 (90.0%) 0.500

Cefotaxime 73 (100%) 10 (83.3%) <0.001 NT NT NT NT

Cefepime 73 (100%) 8 (66.7%) <0.001 38 (95.0%) 11 (73.3%) 0.021 NT NT

Gentamicin 71 (97.3%) 5 (41.7%) <0.001 29 (72.5%) 5 (33.3%) 0.007 NT NT

Amikacin 66 (90.4%) 4 (33.3%) <0.001 21 (52.5%) 1 (6.7%) 0.002 NT NT

Ciprofloxacin 71 (97.3%) 9 (75.0%) 0.002 39 (97.5%) 14 (93.3%) 0.471 NT NT

Levofloxacin 67 (91.8%) 6 (50.0%) <0.001 36 (90.0%) 8 (53.3%) 0.002 2 (40.0%) 10(100%) 0.003

Cotrimoxazole 72 (98.6%) 8 (66.7%) <0.001 NT NT 0 (0) 0 (0)

Doxycycline 51 (69.9%) 1 (8.3%) <0.001 NT NT 2 (40.0%) 0 (0) 0.032

Polymyxin B 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) NT NT

Chloramphenicol NT NT NT NT 4 (80.0%) 6 (60.0) 0.475

CR-R: Carbapenem-resistant; CR-S: Carbapenem-susceptible; NT: Antibiotics not tested/not recommended by CLSI.
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Carbapenem-resistant Pseudomonas aeruginosa (CRPA) 
and Acinetobacter baumannii (CRAB) remain important 
causes of hospital-acquired infections (HAIs) and are 
prioritized by the WHO as critical pathogens requiring 
urgent discovery, research, and development of new 
antibiotics.16 In this study, we have well documented 
the status of carbapenem resistance in NFGNB isolated 
from ICU patients. In our study, 85.9% of Acinetobacter 
species and 72.7% of Pseudomonas aeruginosa were found 
resistant to carbapenems and 33.3% Burkholderia cepacia 
complex were carbapenem-resistant. Both the isolates 
of Stenotrophomonas maltophilia were found resistant 
to meropenem as this bacteria is intrinsically resistant 
to carbapenems. Parajuli et al3 from Nepal (in 2014) 
and Xia et al17 China. Ventilator-associated pneumonia 
(VAP from China (in 2011) have also documented about 
86% carbapenem-resistant Acinetobacter species while 
Mishra et al18 and Shrestha et al19 from Nepal reported 
a relatively lower rate of 50.0% (in 2008) and 69.3% 
(in 2015) carbapenem-resistant Acinetobacter species, 
respectively. Among Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Parajuli 
et al3 from Nepal documented 62.5% (in 2014), Agarwal 
et al1 from India reported 56% (in 2017) while Mishra et 
al18 reported only 17.6% (in 2008) carbapenem-resistant 
isolates. Similarly, Parajuli et al3 from Nepal and 
Gautam et al20 from India have reported 20% and 72.2% 
carbapenem-resistant Burkholderia cepacia complex, 
respectively. The above data indicates that the rate of 
carbapenem resistance in NFGNB has been increased 
dramatically within the last decade. Carbapenemase 
production by MHT has been seen in 58.9%, 67.5%, and 
60.0% of carbapenem-resistant Acinetobacter species, 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa, and Burkholderia cepacia 
complex, respectively. The bacterial isolates harboring 
carbapenemase enzymes result in limited therapeutic 
options as they are often resistant to multiple classes of 
antibiotic classes.12

The carbapenem-resistant isolates demonstrated a much 
higher degree of antibiotic resistance than carbapenem-
susceptible isolates towards other antimicrobial classes. 
The carbapenem-resistant Acinetobacter species 
showed a very high resistance rate towards penicillins, 
cephalosporins, fluoroquinolones, and aminoglycosides 
(>90%) and were moderately resistant to doxycycline 
(69.9%). Our resistance rate result of Acinetobacter 
species is higher than the previous results from the same 
hospital.3,21 Similarly, more isolates of carbapenem-
resistant Pseudomonas aeruginosa showed resistance 
towards penicillins, cephalosporins, and fluoroquinolones 
(>90%) and 72.5% resistance to gentamicin. Mishra 
et al18 from Nepal and Xie et al17China. Ventilator-
associated pneumonia (VAP from China reported a lower 
resistance rate in P. aeruginosa than our report against 

beta-lactam antibiotics. All the carbapenem-resistant 
isolates of Burkholderia cepacia complex were resistant 
to ceftazidime, 80.0% resistant to chloramphenicol, and 
40% resistant to levofloxacin and doxycycline. Parajuli 
et al3 also reported 100% Burkholderia cepacia complex 
resistant to ceftazidime but Gautam et al20 from India 
reported only 10.8% isolates resistant to ceftazidime. In 
this study, both Stenotrophomonas maltophilia isolates 
were resistant to ceftazidime and chloramphenicol 
which is higher than the report of Sattler et al.22 
Polymyxin B showed excellent effect (100% sensitivity) 
against both carbapenem-resistant and carbapenem-
susceptible Acinetobacter species and Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa isolates while cotrimoxazole was found to 
be effective against Burkholderia cepacia complex and 
Stenotrophomonas maltophilia.

We have reported a high MDR rate of 91.1% in NFGNB 
isolates comprising 95.3% MDR Acinetobacter species 
which is extremely high. Shrestha et al23 and Mishra et 
al21 also reported about 96% and 95% MDR Acinetobacter 
species respectively. We found 85.5% MDR Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa isolates which is higher than the reported 
of Mishra et al18 from Nepal in 2008 (65.9% MDR) and 
Hassuna et al24 from Egypt in 2015 (56% MDR). This high 
prevalence of MDR NFGNB is due to the high chance 
of dissemination of resistance genes among different 
bacterial isolates and the rate of MDR is in an upward 
trend globally especially in developing countries 
resulting in a threatening situation.

Due to the lack of sophisticated instruments for 
performing molecular typing methods in our setting and 
also due to budget constraints to get those tests done 
in foreign labs, we could not evaluate the molecular 
characterization of resistant phenotypes.

CONCLUSIONS

Our study highlights a rise in the rate of infections caused 
by carbapenem-resistant, carbapenemase-producing, 
and multidrug-resistant NFGNB in ICU patients and 
also reducing the availability of effective antimicrobial 
agents. Therefore, preventing the spread of these 
superbugs among critically ill patients in the ICUs should 
be a major initiative in hospitals.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST: None

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We would like to express sincere gratitude to all 
the faculties and staffs of the Department of Clinical 
Microbiology, Tribhuvan University Teaching Hospital, 
Nepal for their support throughout this study. 



JNHRC Vol. 19 No. 1 Issue 50 Jan - Mar 202160

REFERENCES

1. Agarwal S, Kakati B, Khanduri S, Gupta S. Emergence 
of carbapenem resistant non-fermenting gram-negative 
bacilli isolated in an ICU of a tertiary care hospital. J Clin 
Diagnostic Res. 2017;11(1):4-7.[PubMed] 

2. Gniadek TJ, Carroll KC, Simner PJ. Carbapenem-resistant 
non-glucose-fermenting gram-negative bacilli: the missing 
piece to the puzzle. J Clin Microbiol. 2016;54(7):1700-
1710.[Article] 

3. Parajuli NP, Acharya SP, Mishra SK, Parajuli K, Rijal BP, 
Pokhrel BM. High burden of antimicrobial resistance 
among gram negative bacteria causing healthcare associated 
infections in a critical care unit of Nepal. Antimicrob Resist 
Infect Control. 2017;6(1):67.[Article]

4. Memish ZA, Shibl AM, Kambal AM, Ohaly YA, Ishaq AM, 
Livermore DM. Antimicrobial resistance among non-
fermenting Gram-negative bacteria in Saudi Arabia. J 
Antimicrob Chemother. 2012;67(7):1701-1705.[Article]

5. World Health Organization. Guidelines for the Prevention 
and Control of Carbapenem-Resistant Enterobacteriaceae, 
Acinetobacter Baumannii and Pseudomonas Aeruginosa 
in Health Care Facilities.; 2017. https://www.who.int/
infection-prevention/publications/guidelines-cre/en/

6. Tacconelli E, Carrara E, Savoldi A, et al. Discovery, 
research, and development of new antibiotics: the WHO 
priority list of antibiotic-resistant bacteria and tuberculosis. 
Lancet Infect Dis. 2018;18(3):318-327.[Article] 

7. Isenberg H. Clinical Microbiology Procedure Handbook. 
Second Edi. American Society for Microbiology (ASM), 
Washington, DC, USA; 2007.

8. CLSI. Performance Standards for Antimicrobial Susceptibility 
Testing; Twenty-Sixth Informational Supplement. CLSI Document 
M100S. 26th ed. Clinical and Laboratory Standards 
Institute, Wayne, PA, USA; 2016.

9. Magiorakos A, Srinivasan A, Carey R, et al. Multidrug-
resistant, extensively drug-resistant and pandrug-resistant 
bacteria: an international expert proposal for interim 
standard definitions for acquired resistance. Clin Microbiol 
Infect. 2012;18(3):268-281.[Article] 

10. Amjad A, Mirza I, Abbasi S, Farwa U, Malik N, Zia F. 
Modified Hodge test: A simple and effective test for 
detection of carbapenemase production. Iran J Microbiol. 
2011;3(4):189-193.[PubMed]

11. Kim UJ, Kim HK, An JH, Cho SK, Park K, Jang H. 
Update on the epidemiology, treatment, and outcomes of 
carbapenem-resistant acinetobacter infections. Chonnam 

Med J. 2014;50(2):37-44.[Download PDF]

12. Bonomo RA, Burd EM, Conly J, Limbago BM, Poirel L, 
Segre JA, et al. Carbapenemase-Producing Organisms : A 
Global Scourge. Clin Infect Dis. 2018;66(8):1290-1297.
[Article]

13. Nautiyal S, Jauhari S, Goel N, Mahawal B. Current Trend 
of Nonfermenting Gram Negative Bacilli in a Tertiary 
Care Hospital in Dehradun, Uttarakhand. Int J Adv Res. 
2014;2(2):322-328.[Download PDF] 

14. Al Samawi MS, Khan FY, Eldeeb Y, Almaslamani M, Alkhal 
A, Alsoub H, et al. Acinetobacter Infections among Adult 
Patients in Qatar: A 2-Year Hospital-Based Study. Can J 
Infect Dis Med Microbiol. 2016;2016:1-5.[Article] 

15. Dizbay M, Tunccan O, Sezer B, Aktas F, Arman D. 
Nosocomial Burkholderia cepacia infections in a Turkish 
university hospital: A five-year surveillance. J Infect Dev 
Ctries. 2009;3(4):273-277.[Article]

16. Brink AJ. Epidemiology of carbapenem-resistant Gram-
negative infections globally. Curr Opin Infect Dis. 
2019;32(6):609-616.[Article] 

17. Xie DS, Xiong W, Lai RP, Liu L, Gan XM, Wang XH, et al. 
Ventilator-associated pneumonia in intensive care units in 
Hubei Province, China: a multicentre prospective cohort 
survey. J Hosp Infect. 2011;78(4):284-8.[Article]

18. Mishra S, Acharya J, Kattel H, Koirala J, Rijal B, Pokhrel B. 
Metallo-beta-lactamase producing gram-negative bacterial 
isolates. J Nepal Health Res Counc. 2012;10(22):208-
213.[JNHRC] 

19. Shrestha S, Tada T, Shrestha B. Phenotypic characterization 
of multidrug-resistant Acinetobacter baumannii with special 
reference to metallo-β-lactamase production from the 
hospitalized patients in a tertiary care hospital in Nepal. J 
Inst Med. 2015;37(3):3-10.

20. Gautam V, Ray P, Vandamme P, Chatterjee SS, Das A, 
Sharma K, et al. Identification of lysine positive non-
fermenting gram negative bacilli (Stenotrophomonas 
maltophilia and Burkholderia cepacia complex). Indian J 
Med Microbiol. 2009;27(2):128-33.[Article]

21. Mishra S, Rijal B, Pokhrel B. Emerging threat of multidrug 
resistant bugs-Acinetobacter calcoaceticus baumannii complex 
and Methicillin resistant Staphylococcus aureus. BMC Res 
Notes. 2013;6(98):1-6.[Article] 

22. Sattler C, Mason E, Kaplan S. Nonrespiratory 
Stenotrophomonas maltophilia infection at a Children’s 
Hospital. Clin Infect Dis. 2000;31(6):1321-1330.[Article] 

Carbapenem Resistance in Non-Fermentative Gram-Negative Bacilli Isolated from Intensive Care Unit Patients

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5324410/
https://jcm.asm.org/content/54/7/1700.short
https://aricjournal.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s13756-017-0222-z
https://doi.org/10.1093/jac/dks091
https://www.who.int/infection-prevention/publications/guidelines-cre/en/
https://www.who.int/infection-prevention/publications/guidelines-cre/en/
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(17)30753-3
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1198743X14616323
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3330182/
https://synapse.koreamed.org/func/download.php?path=L2hvbWUvdmlydHVhbC9rYW1qZS9zeW5hcHNlL3VwbG9hZC9TeW5hcHNlRGF0YS9QREZEYXRhLzEwNTdjbWovY21qLTUwLTM3LnBkZg==&filename=Y21qLTUwLTM3LnBkZg==
https://doi.org/10.1093/cid/cix893
http://www.journalijar.com/uploads/849_IJAR-2694.pdf
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/cjidmm/2016/6873689/
https://jidc.org/index.php/journal/article/view/124
https://journals.lww.com/co-infectiousdiseases/Abstract/2019/12000/Epidemiology_of_carbapenem_resistant_Gram_negative.13.aspx
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0195670111001198
http://jnhrc.com.np/index.php/jnhrc/article/view/334/333
https://www.ijmm.org/article.asp?issn=0255-0857;year=2009;volume=27;issue=2;spage=128;epage=133;aulast=Gautam
https://bmcresnotes.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1756-0500-6-98
https://doi.org/10.1086/317473


JNHRC Vol. 19 No. 1 Issue 50 Jan - Mar 2021 61

23. Shrestha RK, Dahal RK, Mishra SK, Parajuli K, Rijal BP, 
Sherchand JB, et al. Ventilator associated pneumonia in 
tertiary care hospital, Maharajgunj, Kathmandu, Nepal. 
Journal of Institute of Medicine. 2013 Dec 1;35(3).
[Article]

24. Hassuna N, Mohamed A, Abo-Eleuoon S, Rizk H. High 
prevalence of multidrug resistant Pseudomonas aeruginosa 
recovered from infected burn wounds in children. Arch 
Clin Microbiol. 2015;6(4:1):1-7.[Google Scholar]

Carbapenem Resistance in Non-Fermentative Gram-Negative Bacilli Isolated from Intensive Care Unit Patients

https://web.b.ebscohost.com/abstract?direct=true&profile=ehost&scope=site&authtype=crawler&jrnl=19932979&AN=94992088&h=bEdXzjk9eQJ4TCtrX5V5M3xS7Gz988NC2jqx7pmpNViJ1PGqMGMynYyWLsfI9qfMTCC%2bQQuINErJRxfGQjpdaQ%3d%3d&crl=c&resultNs=AdminWebAuth&resultLocal=ErrCrlNotAuth&crlhashurl=login.aspx%3fdirect%3dtrue%26profile%3dehost%26scope%3dsite%26authtype%3dcrawler%26jrnl%3d19932979%26AN%3d94992088
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Hassuna+N%2C+Mohamed+A%2C+Abo-Eleuoon+S%2C+Rizk+H.+High+Prevalence+of+Multidrug+Resistant+Pseudomonas+aeruginosa+Recovered+from+Infected+Burn+Wounds+in+Children.+Arch+Clin+Microbiol.+2015%3B6%284%3A1%29%3A1-7.&btnG=

