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Soway 80.9 fimulisosn fosfomycin Tnedia1 minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) 5e%i13 0.125
fi >1024 pg/mlL A1 MIC_ wag MIC_ wiifu 6 waz 128 ug/mlL muasiu WerSsuiisuiuanulinesn
AugaTndu wuinweliaulhwesn fosfomycin 11nn3181 amoxicillin/clavulanic acid (Fosay 78.7) uay
#1 trimethoprim/ sulfamethoxazole (Sowaz 46.8) Wanina1e1ainaIne’ fosfomycin dilaifinislangna
MmluTumsdmnunmg viliiinshsetesninestinaunldiusgrsunsvaty annsanwiil w1 fosfomycin
&, & ::4' o a & a o ° &
pralugmaideniieldlumssnyimsiawelumaiulaanizluaia lneamshnismnzwewasniaay
heneudenltoivanyas
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Abstract

Proteus mirabilis is one of the most common bacterial pathogens in canine urinary tract
infections (UTls). Fosfomycin is a bactericidal drug with a broad spectrum. Fosfomycin is suitable
as an alternative drug for UTI treatment due to its high concentration in urine, as well as its high
efficacy against most uropathogens. The purpose of this study was to investigate the susceptibility
of Proteus mirabilis from canine urine to fosfomycin. The results showed a fosfomycin suscep-
tibility rate of 80.9 % and MIC range from 0.125 to >1024 pg/mL. MIC_ and MIC  values were 6
and 128 pg/mL, respectively. To compare with percent susceptibility to other antibacterial drugs,
fosfomycin susceptibility in this study was higher than those of amoxicillin/clavulanic acid (78.7%) and
trimethoprim/ sulfamethoxazole (46.8%). These findings may be the consequence of the occasional
use of fosfomycin in veterinary practice, leading to lower resistance rates than other commonly
used antibacterial drugs. This study suggested that fosfomycin may be an alternative drug for UTI
treatment in dogs. Bacterial culture and antibacterial susceptibility testing should be performed

before selecting the appropriate antibacterial drug.
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1. unin

nsAndemaiuilaanzdunnsiinudes
lugty Senuh 14% vesaifuasindofing
athaties 1 adslute®in (1] luusswmelnetisioany
arugnvesteuuaiiFedelsaiinuvesluszuuni
wiulaanizaiv wu Staphylococcus intermedius
(33.58%), Proteus mirabilis (27.01%), Escherichia
coli (E. coli) (19.71%), Streptococcus spp.
(10.95%) way Klebsiella pneumoniae (5.11%)
[2] sriinlagunisuuztilunissneinisinigely
seuumaiutaanglugiy taun o1 amoxicillin
81 trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole (8935187181
alunensdmunns 1:5) uwazen amoxycillin/
clavulanic acid Fasraue il lumansdmunng
4:1) [3,4] sgnslsAnuiiviessenunuin Wene
safimadudaanziinnulnessinaniesnia
50% [5].

o Proteus mirabilis \uwupfiSeunsuau
sUaunis wuludaiedenitily dnvaiisuveado
ﬁaﬂﬁm%zgl,wmwiﬁ]uﬂﬁu (swarming motility) [6]
annsanelsAlunanysEUUYe9IIIN1e SIIsTUY
mMafulaane wu nssiwetagnzoniau nsw
Indniau msinia iesnideannsaadraeuls
urease FevihmthidsugEeluaszlinane
Huwenludle dwaldiaanzidusing vonaniss
fiarwanansalunsBamziwadiBeyiavesszuy
mapulaaniy [6-8] ﬁﬁwmumiwumﬁaawm
o Proteus mirabilis nausos i uTeuuATide
naneviln 1wy ampicillin (5988214.6) enrofloxacin
(§088%12.6), trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole
($0818%10.7) [9]

Fosfomycin JugndtunuaiiSeviin
bactericidal ﬁaaﬂqwéLLUUNﬂ”iN GRFRERLR
Weldanuafidounsuuinuasunsuay nabnnis
aaﬂqm%"suaamLﬁmmﬂmsgmgqmﬁa%ﬁqwﬁmaa‘maa
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WouuaiiGe Taoeniinadudaeulssl UDP-N-acetyl-
glucosamine-3-o-enolpyruvyl transferase Fadu
ulmiddlufudurenisadrainradveade
wuAiSe [10,11] fosfomycin faunalan Ymitn
Taianawiifu 138.06 ¢/mol avaetildd awnsn
nsranglugidedonnzvouvainielusnanisld
A lnsangludaay vilissdvenlutaaniegs
nisgaueitudeninn [12] anauaudRmand
JauAansuazindynamansnuin fosfomycin
gnidneenansenensdaanzlusuiioongv’
(active form) finathafiesiios wazdanudufive
[13,14] ¥lsmsnzanlunssnnansinide i adiu
Yaang lnwen fosfomycin tromethamine Huen
sunuvAuildFunsuuzilunsinulsanseime
Yaazonaunuuladudou (uncomplicated
cystitis) Tuau [15,16] MsABEvBILUATIEsDEN
fosfomycin finiinsioe fosfomycin LgswiiaLAg?
(single resistance) 11NN NMTADEWULTILNGH
(cross-resistance) 3slaudsssenisyilian
WouuaiiGeiesmaneunu (multidrug resistance
%30 MDR) [14]

n3lden fosfomycin Tuatiadalisneauns
Tidooun iiesanteyaveseludailunsadin
fisrfauariinisAnuUsyansamueseseide
wuafisglinarnuanewinluau 51891191 fosfo-
mycin ansnsndusade £ coli lullaanzanaiiuly
A Tnemudn 99% veaiedeths £ coli Sanulse
& fosfomycin [17] wazanmseniludewuadiSe
methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus pseudin-
termediius Tugifumun 77% vesdesegnsdianm
Taneen fosfomycin [18] mni’fayjaé’mdnﬂa%ﬂw
fosfomycin annsadududonelsandnvenisin
L%aiumdLauﬂam’;ﬂue‘jﬁﬂﬁﬁ p819lsAn U8l
senulsEAnsamesesele Proteus mirabilis
Fadusnviladenelsavdnvesssuumaiudaaney
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lugth Mafnuiifeifnguszasdiiionsramany
vL’JéUEJ\‘iLfl‘IyEJ Proteus mirabilis #iae fosfomycin lag
nrRndedsiaamzaiviildunsideduindu
lsAszuumaiulaaniedniay

2. gunsaluadsnIg
2.1 §ethadla Proteus mirabilis

Yo Proteus mirabilis $1u2u 47 fegns
umageumlvesedudeuuaiise lneshegh
derftuandaanzaieildsunisitedeindulae
maduaanzdnay fansnviilsameunadnd
AN AnzdmIuNNemans uNaInIalunIneay
megrellaanzgniiuseiaiudaanss (urinary
catheterization) %38 n1sia1giudaanizniung
wivies (cystocentesis) faewnaiaUsAInite
fedhadenuniiSeldsunmsnsasuunide (bac
terial identification) LLasmaaummhsuaqL%Uasiam
AULUATILTY (antibacterial susceptibility testing)
lngyhetugnslsadning1s augdniwnmemans
IRIDINTUNMINGTE FeiATessIUNTouaY
nagouauhvestesos Ut menuUSTuiR
3%UU VITEK® 2 (BioMérieux, USA) Taelduuu
nageuathednsuieunsuaunsdniunmd
(GN 65 (412608)) Usznaudisenduqaingail
ampicillin (2-32 pg/mL), amoxicillin/clavulanic
acid (2/1 - 32/16 pg/ml), piperacillin (4 - 128
pg/mL), cephalexin (4 - 64 pg/mL), cefovecin
(0.5 - 8 pg/mL), ceftiofur (1 - 8 pg/mL), amikacin
(2 - 64 pg/mL), gentamicin (1-16 pg/mL), enro-
floxacin (0.12-4 pg/mL), marbofloxacin (0.5-4 ug/
mL), tetracycline (1-16 pg/mL), nitrofurantoin
(16-512 pg/mL), chloramphenicol (2-64 pg/mL)
g trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole (20 (1/19)
~ 320 (16/304) pg/mL) N1 uAkazwUaNg
mnulvesdesiessg 5 gLl uiual minimum

inhibitory concentration (MIC) breakpoints 484
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g1y 9798937 Clinical and Laboratory Standards
Institute (CLSI) [19] L%ya Proteus mirabilis ﬁgwmm
Qﬂﬁmﬁuﬁqmmﬁ -80 DIANYAITYE TTUINNTE
nageuntbhelusunoussly
2.2 msnagdauaulaces fosfomycin
NAgURIA1 MIC 98381 fosfomycin Aol
Proteus mirabilis @e738 gradient agar diffusion
Togldunuen fosfomycin (Liofilchem, Italy) 7if
AMTNTUAN 9 F2WIN 0.064-1024 pg/mL Uay
fimsiinthna elucose-6-phosphate (G6P) Ay
1IM3F1UYY CLSI [20]
¥msinzienuaiideaduomsideaie
Trypticase soy agar (TSA) LLazﬂuﬁqquﬁ 37
serwaa W 18-24 Falus annduhilaladives
L%amﬁﬁaaa’lsﬂumiazma sodium chloride il
AN 0.85% wadvin1susumugulivindy
0.5 McFarland standard ﬁaamém densitometer
P desedaiwiedliunndeatensides
Wo Mueller-Hinton agar (MHA) 219UHUATIREN
fosfomycin LLazﬂmﬁqmuqﬁ 37 osAgaled
Wy 16-20 $alas [21] Tngvinsnageu 3 91
91UA1 MIC uazulanalaslisuiunisis
U1M337U European Committee on Antimicrobial
Susceptibility Testing (EUCAST) [22] nsneaeul
1o £ coli ATCC 25922 lun1smunuamaTwnT
9a8INIUUINTFIUYDY CLSI [20]
2.3 MSAATIZRUAZAITATUI
ATERRaZLUANARIEAININTFIU MIC
breakpoints LA susceptible (S) breakpoint
fienududu < 32 pe/mL wag resistance (R)
breakpoint finnaduduy > 32 pe/mL [22] uae
Fnaosazusinulhveadiesesn uasAuIn
A1 MIC, uag MIC vidermnutdumand
mmsaé’uégaﬂm,ﬁaﬂaal,%a%faaaz 50 wag 90
audRy nAnUesiudinduesd MIC 91nde
Froganmun
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3. Wauazlsaing
3.1 fethadle Proteus mirabilis
mn@hmmbmmmﬁa Proteus mirabilis
segnduuuaiiGeiiasg q nui Wedmnulhde
81 amikacin mﬂ‘ﬁqm J998911ADYN cefovecin Lay
81 ceftiofur (Table 1) éaumﬁ%@ﬁmmhﬁwﬁqm
fio ¥ nitrofurantoin Way 81 tetracycline @11
amoxicillin &1 trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole
wazg1 amoxicillin/clavulanic acid %dLﬁummﬁ
funsuuzihludhwssuumaiulaansindely
aiv [3,4] wudn Wotlmnuhandutesas 31.9, 6.8
LAY 78.7 AU wasnuiedetteray 80.9
(n= 38/47) JuiouvailSoresmalsvuiunie
multidrug resistance (MDR) FomnedadoTineses
fuuuafiFeegietios 1 wialungueniidnaiuoeig
tiow 3 nauitlifinruniendostiu [23)

Apnalhentsiin We Proteus mirabilis
fmnailigesien amikacin Jadugmadonlums
$nwn SnsTdlunnsedindes [3] Wownanen
amikacin Lﬂumﬂfcju aminoglycosides fifinadna
\RosiidesseinseSelunsld saannuduiede
1n Sﬂﬁy’qm{kﬁ'&rﬂuzﬁmﬁLa‘wwgmwumam [24]
inlildagaanlun1suinisen Mnmgnafing1?
¥ilfon amikacin finsreentiesuardnddlaua
TunsfudadouuniiSe luvasdlen nitrofurantoin
Faduedidnsldiesunnuiioatuen amikacin
desnnifuniiideyatioslugiuuaziinadnafies
g4 [24] Tnodeshodnslunsaneni liflaruilasiosn
nitrofurantoin @elnalAgeiun1ssIeauounting
WU o Proteus mirabilis faseen nitrofuran-
toin gaits 92.5-100.0% [25,26] feiiiilasunanide
Proteus mirabilis ai'suimgﬁmsﬁammmﬁwma
(intrinsic resistance) #ag nitrofurantoin 39914

g1 nitrofurantoin lifinnulsieenina [27,28]

Table 1  Antibacterial susceptibility rates (%) of Proteus mirabilis isolates from canine urine.

Antibacterial drugs

Susceptible rates (%)

Amikacin

Cefovecin

Ceftiofur
Amoxicillin/clavulanic acid
Cephalexin

Gentamicin

Piperacillin
Trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole
Marbofloxacin
Enrofloxacin

Ampicillin
Chloramphenicol
Tetracycline

Nitrofurantoin

100.0
83.0
83.0
78.7
76.6
63.8
48.9
46.8
40.4
36.2
319
217
2.1
0.0
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Mnmsneaesimudesodelinrulasie
81 trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole Aoutnam
(§owaz 46.8) 919iNANE1 trimethoprim/sulfa-
methoxazole finsldognaunsnaneiisludniuasly
ausdunaunu vnlddeuuediSefinsuusues
[Aansiesn wWudeiuanylises enrofloxacin
fiflfisdovas 36.2 Faorananmsldsnagiauns
nangludndwuiy Gn1551891u3181 enrofloxacin
Hugidnsliinniigallsseunadaifdns&eu
msaeudmwnmd lulszwelne Andudevay 33.9
Tneavn [29] dlar3euidisuiunisnsansu
Aenfumanulsesn amoxicillin/clavulanic acid
uaze trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole Wu3nil
ANULANAIAINNNSANINDUNLN ln8aInnISAneN
Y99 Rampacci wagAue (2018) Wuil Weseg
Proteus mirabilis anUaanealiy Trnulisieen
amoxicillin/clavulanic acid Wag#n trimethoprim/
sulfamethoxazole WinAuSasay 23.5 Lay 38.8 Ay
& [5] luwausdl Scarborough wazAnsz (2020)
sre9uaLbireen amoxicillin/clavulanic acid
wihdusesay 99.0 wazen trimethoprim/sulfame-
thoxazole Winiusauag 94.0 [30]

AnuLAnssresiALhveteuuaiiEy
fognduide enainaInAIMAaINaNeYesilade
W Mudiiiviinsfinun Prenanfiushesns nquaii
fgnifiuiegns anudusslunsifoduuuaiie
Suilnarennuunnsiswenidenelsa Anulide
g1 SWTan1sResveTerne 9 [31] uenand
eehedaanzlinanaiviuninnilsmeiuia
dosvosunnInede Fudulsaoudnunnduas
Lﬂu@uﬂﬂmﬁuLﬂaﬁdwiammaamuwmma?)"u
ilifiauduldlddngdunesunissnwsasen
FuuuaiiGesuaud dwalidefinsianuiiang
%’U%auuazﬁmi??amqq [5] slatunsldeniidatinns
¥ilo8 wu 1 fosfornycin enadudnmadenuilsly
m3L§aﬂlﬁﬁm%’ﬂmmi§m%amqLﬁuﬂaanﬂuqﬁm
TnaamzlunsdideuuailSoResuuumatsvuny
(MDR bacteria)
3.2 nMsnagauaulafesen fosfomycin

nan1sAneinuin Araalienveade
Proteus mirabilis soen fosfomycin Wiiusesay
80.9 (n = 38/47) lawilAn MIC 521113 0.125 f4
>1024 pg/mL (Figure 1) A1 MIC_ Wiy 6 pg/mL
wag MIC_ winiu 128 pg/mL asaneiu

10
S< 32 pg/mL — : R > 32 pg/mL
8- :
,,, :
2 :
o .
E 6 :
(] .
L .
2 MIC .
N 50 .
S 4 :
£ :
=]
4
2_
MICqg
0 m T T I I I I | [ [ [ T [ I II—‘ m T T I
Qt\g ORI T I O T R R 4;"(1',\6‘?‘
1
MIC (ug/mL)

Figure 1

Distribution of fosfomycin MIC values form canine urine. S, susceptibility; R, resistance.
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Welinoeuwuunansvuu (MDR bacteria) i
$1u7u 38 fheganideivhnisnageu 47 fhegh
Anfudonar 80.9 veudenavuna dAanslisesn
fosfomycin wiiuSeway 763 fn MIC_ wiriiu 6
pg/mL wag MIC wiriiu 256 pg/mL

dlowseuiisuaimnyhvesealndedu
feenduidonuniiaeaunuin Wodeths Proteus
mirabilis finnlesn fosfomycin anninend
Tenldsnvnsindewy 81 amoxicillin/clavulanic
acid g1 trimethoprim/ sulfamethoxazole #1
enrofloxacin Wag &1 marbofloxacin NafINa1I813
An91nn157ien fosfomycin WWuendilaifinnsldedig
lulumsdmunnd shldiideuvaiiSedinose
g1 fosfomycin Hesnineduitldiuegraunsvane
wenanitsenuindefinenos fosfomycin €in
gouLauazisyAvlatndomeiusRaiy (wild
type strains) Liesannalnaoemdnde nsnane-
WuguesBuiinuaunsa¥A glycerol-3-phosphate
(GlpT) wag hexose phosphate transporter (UnpT)
Gﬁqﬁwasiamﬁr;huuﬁwLévaééuamgiﬂa danaliwaa
WUATISBUIALNEINANULazIS YRULaT [10,14]

dewssuaranulventewuniiGenise
ngtiasienn fosfomycin wuindiasegs Proteus
mirabilis ranuhisesn fosfomycin (3aeag 80.9)
e E coli (Fawar 99.0) Tnefinssenui
We E. coli fien MIC wesen fosfornycin sewing
0.25 i1 196 pg/mL fin MIC, Wiy 1 pg/ml uay
MIC, Wiy 2 pg/mL mudau [13] Tuvaiide
S. pseudintermedius fanulineen fosfomycin
winiuSewag 77 A1 MIC 5e%319 0.125 819 96 pg/
mL 1 MIC, WY 0.125 pg/mL wae MIC, Wiy
64 pg/mlL muaeu [18] urpgslsiaunisiueu
\Feunsneaesiifunisanunounthilfosinly
Bosnsudanaluriesfieinig esnnsmaaes
ldldiFanmsgiu MIC breakpoints 483 EUCAST
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[22] Fadien susceptible (S) breakpoints < 32 g/
mL TuvausfinsAnwnneunti [17,18] TdAnanmsgu
MIC breakpoints 43 CLSI #afidn susceptible (S)
breakpoints < 64 ug/mL [32] vilinsanuma MIC
vaansAnudiuultudue susceptible o
91 Haiin1susuen MIC breakpoints 1unnsvin
wielwananulhasnadastunisnevausmenain
LLazamumizﬁﬁwﬁ’waqL%ya??am [22] wd31n1S
Wiguisuanulwesteuuafidoswdne e
foyalilauysaivifunadisussrhafeuuaiide
sRaReiy Wesniitidenatedofiunndie us
ilessheteyannuhvesen fosfomycin Tugivds
asitdiaunnuasdslsifideyaide Proteus mirabilis
é’ﬂﬁu’wﬁa;&amiﬁmsnriauwﬂﬂumam%aﬁﬁgﬂﬁ’lm
wans Wiieliduninlaesau
ﬁagmﬁwﬁaﬂumi%’ﬂwﬂmamLsﬁyaiuﬂaﬁ;ﬁ’u
AeouunilSeies dedwmaliindesiinlunis
onlden shlsinssnndudousnntu iuanszaly
SenaenIUANLIALHENSUNINSE YR EuREE
dau dnl wardwndon [33] luvaedinsAnAug)
Frudeuuaiievialiiiatulddn udgifinisal
msiindenoefistueganuaysIng Sy
msdamstlygmisnanienisliendudenuniise
slaifitusyornsldluuuiiomed dearndu
wlseendy viemslduitlidifuifesldfurtly
Lﬁawam?‘immmaﬂmmL%a?;lam [34,35] penals
Amu nsldendenaneadesridetanatnafeaway

o w !

YaINAV9EN WU ANEEAINTUNITUSINSEN NS
wWhieen wazAldane Wudu nsdlen fosfomycin
Ao vo a & a o

lisnwnsiawelumaiulaanyluaduduen
fosfomycin tromethamine JUkuuAu lneildnuae
< ?,’ a [ 3 o 4% v
Wunsaraneun Auduay 2 ase vinlwagainlunisi
YUATUANLALIAIUASEAINAITANNVBIAATLA
wananilen fosfomycin finatrafsslugtvreu

919188 DINNSNDIINUWY LU IMSHaTYIBdLAe
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[25] ustegnslsfinutiagiundsiinmeeuiisgaile
Lﬁauﬁuaﬁwut,%aLmﬂﬁﬁ‘aﬁl’ﬂﬂﬁ?ﬁua}ﬁﬁu U 80
amoxicillin/clavulanic acid #3881 trimethoprim/
sulfamethoxazole wagdinsigluaniuneuiadn?
Hovun fesnndusmadeniianulildians
nsdieduldlyllena Fwilien fosfomycin 1udl
nslilugiilaevialy

winenpalweaie Proteus mirabilis
oy fosfomycin Aaudnage (Soeaz 80.9) e
Tuynziioafunsiieioudosas 20 Resesn
fosfomycin VT3 msvimsvegeuamulveade
wunfiSeresdeudenduiingn ieduduinend
Usganmsnmlunsiudadonelse uasnanidese
Fodumsredeneesioly o fosfomycin wsnza
fandugmnadendlesnduldlana wnninnsly
Hugmdnnseendilisnumseninssonansiarul
voadenelsaesnanviesufuinis Tnsenafiansan
onlden fosfomycin lederelsalsifinnylasiosn
FudeuuaiiGedy uiddlnulsrosn fosfomycin
winenafarsanlinealitodusiuiuenduile
Lﬂ%mm%‘IUﬂﬁgUézdL%Iaf‘iaiiﬂLLaz‘UzaamiLﬁﬂL%’e)
o1 [36]

4. a3u

Wo Proteus mirabilis Mnmaiuilaay
qﬁmﬁﬁmwmqLﬁuﬂaanzé'mau fanuhieise
©1 fosfomycin whiiu3eeaz 80.9 laedidn MIC
WU 6 pg/mL uag MIC_ iy 128 pg/mlL o1
fosfomycin e1adugmadenlunssnwimaiu
i‘]aansﬁmﬁ’g@iuqﬁm IngAasiinisnsianulives
WeuuafiGeroulden

67

a a

5. naanssudsenia

Y90UANlTINEIVIAdn AN AuTERY
WAVEAERS UIAINTAUNIINGIFY wazwIe
Fugnslsndninans Angdmunmeeans 91ansal
UMY

6. References
[1] Ling, G.V., 1984, Therapeutic strategies
involving antimicrobial treatment of the
canine urinary tract, J. Am. Vet. Med.
Assoc. 185: 1162-1164.

Adsanychan, N., Hoisang, S., Seesupa, S.,
Kampa, N., Kunkitti, P. and Jitpean, S,
2019, Bacterial isolates and antimicrobial
susceptibility in dogs with urinary tract
infection in Thailand: a retrospective
study between 2013-2017, Vet. Int. Sci.
17: 21-31.

Weese, J.S., Blondeau, J., Boothe, D.,
Guardabassi, L.G., Gumley, N., Papich, M.,
Jessen, L.R., Lappin, M., Rankin, S,
Westropp, J.L., 2019, International
Society for Companion Animal Infectious
Diseases (ISCAID) guidelines for the
diagnosis and management of bacterial
urinary tract infections in dogs and cats,
Vet. J. 247: 8-25.

Norris, C.R., Williams, B.J., Ling, G.V,,
Franti, C.E., Johnson, D.L. and Ruby, A.L.,
2000, Recurrent and persistent urinary
tract infections in dogs: 383 cases (1969-
1995), J. Am. Anim. Hosp. Assoc. 36: 484-
492.

Rampacdi, E., Bottinelli, M., Stefanetti, V.,
Hyatt, D.R., Seariglia, E., Coletti, M. and

Passamonti, F., 2018, Antimicrobial



Thai Science and Technology Journal

Vol. 30 No. 4 July-August 2022

[10]

susceptibility survey on bacterial agents
of canine and feline urinary tract
infections: Weight of the empirical
treatment, J. Glob. Antimicrob. Resist. 13:
192-196.

Armbruster, C.E., Mobley, H.L.T., Pearson,
M.M. and Donnenberg, M.S.,2018, Patho-
genesis of Proteus mirabilis Infection.
Eco. Sal. Plus. 8. doi:10.1128/ecosalplus.
ESP-0009-2017

Jamil, R.T., Foris, L.A. and Snowden, J.
Proteus mirabilis infections, Available
Source: https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/
books/NBK442017, December 1, 2021.
Schaffer, J.N. and Pearson, M.M., 2017,
Proteus mirabilis and urinary tract
infections: Molecular Pathogenesis and
Clinical Management, Microbiol. Spectr.
3(2): 383-433.

Harada, K., Niina, A., Shimizu, T., Mukai,
Y., Kuwajima, K., Miyamoto, T. and
Kataoka, Y., 2014, Phenotypic and
molecular characterization of antimicro-
bial resistance in Proteus mirabilis
isolates from dogs, J. Med. Microbiol. 63:
1561-1567.

Castaneda-Garcia, A., Blazquez, J. and
Rodriguez-Rojas, A., 2013, Molecular
Mechanisms and Clinical Impact of
Acquired and Intrinsic Fosfomycin
Resistance, Antibiotics. 2: 217-236.
Kahan, F.M., Kahan, J.S., Cassidy, P.J. and
Kropp, H., 1974, The mechanism of
action of fosfomycin (phosphonomycin),
Ann. NY. Acad. Sci. 235: 364-386.

68

Cadorniga, R., Diaz Fierros, M. and Olay,
T., 1977, Pharmacokinetic study of
fosfomycin and its bioavailability,
Chemotherapy. 23: 159-174.

Boothe, D. and Hubka, P., 2011, Pharma-
cokinetics and time dependent killing of
fosfomycin in multi drug resistant-
Escherichia coli urinary tract infections in
dogs, J. Vet. Intern. Med. 25: 742-751.
Boothe, D. M., 2012, Small animal clinical
pharmacology & therapeutics,2nd Ed.,
Elsevier Saunders, St. Louis, 1334 p.
U.S. Food and Drug Administration.
MONUROL (fosfomycin tromethamine)
sachet. Available Source: https://www.
accessdata.fda.gov/drugsatfda_docs/la-
bel/2008/050717s005bl.pdf, July 19,
2022.

European Medicines Agency (EMA).
fosfomycin-article-31-referral-annex-iii_
en. Available Source: https://www.ema.
europa.eu/en/documents/referral/fosfo-
mycin-article-31-referral-annex-iii_en.pdf,
July 19, 2022.

Hubka, P. and Boothe, D.M., 2011, In vitro
susceptibility of canine and feline
Escherichia coli to fosfomycin, Vet.
Microbiol. 149: 277-282.

DiCicco, M., Weese, S., Neethirajan, S.,
Rousseau, J. and Singh, A., 2014, Fosfo-
mycin susceptibility of canine methicil-
lin-resistant Staphylococcus pseudinter-
medius isolates, Res. Vet. Sci. 96: 251-253.
Clinical and Laboratory Standards Insti-
tute (CLSI), 2020, Performance Standards

for Antimicrobial Disk and Dilution



Ui 30 avuil 4 nsngInu-Aavinu 2565

5a15mermansiasinalulad

Susceptibility Tests for Bacteria Isolated
from Animals, 5th Ed., CLSI supplement
VET01S-Ed5 ed., Clinical and Laboratory
Standards Institute, USA, 250 p.
Clinical and Laboratory Standards
Institute (CLSI), 2018, Performance
Standards for Antimicrobial Susceptibility
Testing, 28th Ed., CLSI supplement M100-
2018., Clinical and Laboratory Standards
Institute, USA, 296 p.

Liofilchem® MIC Test Strip., 2017, Fosfo-
mycin MIC Test Strip Technical Sheet.
Available Source: http://www.liofilchem.
net/login.area.mic/technical_sheets/
MTS45.pdf, December 1, 2021.

The European Committee on Antimicro-
bial Susceptibility Testing (EUCAST), 2020,
Breakpoint tables for interpretation of
MICs and zone Version 10.0. 2020.
Available Source: https://www.eucast.
org/fileadmin/src/media/PDFs/EUCAST _
files/Breakpoint_tables/v_10.0 Break-
point Tables.pdf, December 1, 2021.
Falagas, M.E., Kastoris, A.C., Kapaskelis,
AM. and Karageorgopoulos, D.E.,2010,
Fosfomycin for the treatment of
multidrug-resistant, including extend-
ed-spectrum beta-lactamase producing,
Enterobacteriaceae infections: a system-
atic review, Lancet. Infect. Dis. 10: 43-50.
Papich, M. G., 2016, Saunders handbook
of veterinary drugs :
animal, 4th Ed., Elsevier, St. Louis, 900 p.
Mirzaei, A., Nasr Esfahani, B., Raz, A,
Ghanadian, M. and Moghim, S., 2021,

From the Urinary Catheter to the Preva-

small and large

69

lence of Three Classes of Integrons,
beta-Lactamase Genes, and Differences
in Antimicrobial Susceptibility of Proteus
mirabilis and Clonal Relatedness with
Rep-PCR, BioMed. Res. Int. 9952769.
doi:10.1155/2021/9952769.

Gravey, F., Loggia, G., de La Blanchardiere,
A. and Cattoir, V., 2017, Bacterial epide-
miology and antimicrobial resistance
profiles of urinary specimens of the
elderly, Med. Mal. Infect. 47: 271-278.
Gardiner, B.J., Stewardson, A.J., Abbott,
l.J. and Peleg, A.Y., 2019, Nitrofurantoin
and fosfomycin for resistant urinary tract
infections: old drugs for emerging
problems. Aust. Prescr. 42: 14-19.
Grayson, M.L., Cosgrove, S.E., Crowe,
S., Hope, W., McCarthy, J.S., Mills, J,
Mouton, JW. and Paterson, D.L., 2010,
Kucers' The Use of Antibiotics: A Clinical
Review of Antibacterial, Antifungal,
Antiparasitic, and Antiviral Drugs, 6th Ed,
CRC Press, Boca Raton, 3223 p.
Leesombun, A. and Boonmasawai, S.,
2019, Categorization of antimicrobial
agents prescribed in the Veterinary
Teaching Hospital in Thailand, J. Appl.
Anim. Sci. 12: 25-28.

Scarborough, R., Bailey, K., Galgut, B,
Williamson, A., Hardefeldt, L., Gilkerson,
J. and Browning, G., 2020, Use of Local
Antibiogram Data and Antimicrobial
Importance Ratings to Select Optimal
Empirical Therapies for Urinary Tract
Infections in Dogs and Cats, Antibiotics.
9:924-942.



Thai Science and Technology Journal

Vol. 30 No. 4 July-August 2022

[31]

[32]

Blondeau, J.M. and Tillotson, G.S., 1999,
Formula to help select rational antimi-
crobial therapy (FRAT): its application to
community- and hospital-acquired
urinary tract infections, Int. J. Antimicrob.
Agents. 12: 145-150.

Clinical and Laboratory Standards
Institute (CLSI), 2008, Performance
Standards for Antimicrobial Disk and
Dilution Susceptibility Tests for Bacteria
Isolated from Animals M31-A3 Approved
Standard 3rd ed., Clinical and Labo-
ratory Standards Institute, USA, 296 p.
Guardabassi, L., Schwarz, S. and Lloyd,
D.H., 2004, Pet animals as reservoirs of
antimicrobial-resistant bacteria, J. Antimi-
crob. Chemotherapy. 54: 321-332.

70

Bergen, P.J., Landersdorfer, C.B., Lee, H.J,,
Li, J. and Nation, R.L.,2012, 'Old" antibiot-
ics for emerging multidrug-resistant
bacteria, Curr. Opin. Infect. Dis. 25: 626-
633.

Mouton, J.W., Ambrose, P.G., Canton, R,,
Drusano, G.L., Harbarth, S., MacGowan,
A., Theuretzbacher, U. and Turnidge, J.,
2011, Conserving antibiotics for the
future: new ways to use old and new
drugs from a pharmacokinetic and
pharmacodynamic perspective, Drug
Resist Updat. 14: 107-117.

Falagas, M.E., Vouloumanou, E.K.,
Samonis, G. and Vardakas, K.Z., 2016,
Fosfomycin, Clin. Microbiol. Rev. 29: 321-
347.



