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Zi Sle e gl Gluljall sy bl s (Jubair et al.,2021) b Sl salias
dadl) 33k s Propolis Sl (pailiadll s2a 4S3iY propolis sSall Jadll
Y ae Alalll a0kl 3180 5 Jal) e Jald Al o Lealil Wiy ¢ Jaill Lgaiay
et al .,2020) il cplais anls 5Sal) ) Ukl ity cclilill (e Lemas o i
Guund o) aS pSall Jomy ¥ cAaplall 3 oa o8 Q] dadae A0 & a3 LA 5 (Gaber
(Mohammed et al.,2021 ) Jusll (al 8 pelaiy cadaml Uil Joxiog i ¢
de Souza Biofilm & sall Luie V1 Ll e o 5805 o g pnall Jual) Jad cilaiic aal
(Veiga dassill ol Cial) Jaial slasill () g paall 402330)¢ ( Costa et al.,2022)
plialy (haays dLaiadl 10 18 s ge Sall mual ¢ 550 A35Y) b et al.,2018)
Vs sl Qlall 8 aga Hsaal g8 ¢ s 8l e o eba¥) elale 5 CpuibiasSll (e ) Fia
Gl g Saall Clalicas daslie ASde Casin 4y guall Gilaliaall JaS ol (Jia padiiy Vg
e (alidd Gy doclivall clatiall (o dad S duendall clatiall a8 ¢ s i)
¢ daill e b Rl sl aud Ay d A8aY ke sa (Jadll el ) LSall (DAl
( Suran et al.,2021) 4dalall o) jaall aii g ¢ 4080 4, i
S gl anaibiad Ladi fi o (Say ¢ ddlide il e Jaill dmeny Sl O 15k
oSl Sl S il o as s (Touzani et al.,2018) 8l aadl @ sall 5 (can sall
Jsibl o) Jia U s 150 (o ST ans o3 3 aveatll didaia y Sill JoaWl il of oSy
e il Sl cladidl g diel) (omlaa¥ls o le Sl o siSll g A gidll Calaaalyl
¢ il o3 (8 La ol g Aadill g Aladl) Gl Al o ey el Clie (A suaall
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dasial Js¥ Jadl

(Gaber et al.,2020 ; Harfouch et al.,2016)x s Ml 5 4 il (alaal!
Mae e Joanll U duljall sda chiaa 28 g Sull adill da 8 zled) 5 gladl il
ks Al Acinetobacter baumanni bosSs by 4 e o6 Zaapla 83l (e (55550

DAY slaall Baiad yie zlaal)oda Gilaal S

S axlll s B e e (mAcinetobacter baumannii s 5S padiis e - 1
Sall I all paliidl i 2

Extric of propolis (EEP) alall jSall J sl Galitiall saliadl) Alladll s -3
e A5 2l Acinetobacter baumannii 2w 31351 ) L s o Ethanolic

(Sl a3l Aa i aia e
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Literatures review galall gal il

Diabetes mellitus (DM) ¢Sl 2 4.1-2

Gaob (e 48 paasall Gl jhnY) (1o de sane 58 (DM Sl (2 e sl ¢ g Sl 6l

mn 8 e Gl V) pladinl ol /5 2l (A e e il Gl ) (A Sl (s sia 330 )
sl Jiall a3 e de gana Aoy Aleall 3 VLAl 5 5 Sl (i e 2 s s sl
AU Ly 5 i) a5aall NS Nlu U5 DM 2315 (Lehrke and Marx, 2017)
Ual LY Jaxa a8l )l ¢ International Diabetes Federation (IDF) ¢Sl A 5all
7)o ondl) Gala SV 8 aanddi ade ol Acandli ot o) g i (2 £ 55 1 g sll) 5 S
U sile 592 (M (5 Sll i e Sygam ClaBgi 235 () (K 3 e 79 5 Ul 20 O b e
A Lalle 8,00 138 38 Gasw s (Quinn et al., 2019) 2035 ale Jstas alladl (5 sivsa e
sl (e aall o8 Sl gl ) sy (IDF, 2019) 2045 sle Jsise (410.9) o5l 700
Jaii Ay Jashall (saall (e 3 Sl 4 geall Ao 515 488 4 pall dpe $¥) CilieLinay Jy skl
o e e ) ¢ i) g lme W1y Cpinall s SU sl g ¢ sliae W) (e all 3 s
gV Jadiiy « g5l 322 ) DM <aiai 3 (Hsia et al., 2015) s Sudl (i el 3528
¢125 «Typel Diabetes mellitus (TIDM) Js¥! & sl e s Sl ela e g 535SV
J—all s S w5 Type2 Diabetes  mellitus (T2DM) S5 g sl o (5 Sl
Solis- Herrera et ) ¢ Sl e (e 530 g 15 e Suzmi (Gestational Diabetes
Cuaiad ¢ Gl i) A liay aati Al Al 8 (T2DM) 2 £ 50l e s Sl ¢l (al.,2018
DSl (5 sine gl ) &) 35 paion 5 pmancall JSAIL - Jana¥ a1 G e o iU JalS S5 aval)
$33an ¢l Sl Sl () Aleil) (8 (saglan (ol g (e 3y jall (Bl 5 (S slall) pal) 8
adll 8 Sl by s gl ) 2o @l s ol s (e AS DS 2 e anall 5 )08 aae )
¢l (Abdullah et al.,2019) ¢l 5D ALELAILIAY sae (e S ) diad) Ay
eex e b 710-5 Jsa Js¥ g sl e s Sl (e Jias (TADM) 1 g 5l (e s S
aall e s phd Ul Al allad) elail aren (8 43 Al Do ¢ elld pay s Sl (mye VS
QS e Adal o (ot ) S Sigy 90 ¢ g B Sy oS el haal) i (dighlly juad)
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oaall Hseds (A g2t (Al Jwlsall Sl cHuman  Lymphocyte  Antigens (HLA)
Y oaddl) b Sadis o) Jliea JWbY) sale Guay ¢ g€ aa ) A5 e g JIS (5 )
Cala Y 8 o g Ty ¢ aall (B Sl (g stine ol Gl s e AES A0S 554
O=s.(Garcia et al.,2016) aeles dlda Gl o1 Y1 & 530 (e Sl 2 e ) il
viral A s il G saallddl ol Jalsall (oo Gl sl e adinall (g Sl (i e il
s o a1 30 ¢ Aihall ol gall pny e Ay giaall 36 ey J 4l cinfection
2) Jsall el Gaali (Ko (Verma etal.,2020).55Y sl e (Y1 seil) 8 e

(1

.(Butler and Misselbrook,2020) T2DM s T1IDM ¢ 43 %a (1-2) Ja

T2DM T1DM daall
JEE ol Sl sl
e sai IS Slg ¢ yiia W i oy La 1S ual eV Al
3l ad
(_gd\.c):a.c G&cdt.pd\dg.\.mu_lcc &\Jwﬂuﬁ})e_\ u‘)_gl\u\m
(Rl e oy 1 & 58
>8 slalic 4l
ile e ga ¢ \_1;.3}0.1 3alcadl) eLuA‘)“
b Caan Aple Y| (8 Caan Aple Y| anl)
BN k]

Complication of diabetes mellitus sSwdl a0 clislaa ; 2-2

LaS ¢ asall sl (pe agaall 83 jlad Cliclias ) 4l il agaay DM o o (S
Gl i) (5 Sl i e Al siall cilie Liaal) Jai cale JS50 1 380 8l 6l halae (e 25 Of S
Baa o ¢ uanl plads SISy Cliac 1 Caliy (o Sl il 5 (o 5ISI il 5 de Laal) 25Kl g 406
Dhlie 85005 ¢ S 48 oSl G Y M) (5 Sl (o e Dliaall 5pall elad ¢ Jaal)
.(Harding et al.,2019)cs ,aY) Glieliaall (o paal) ) ALY Gial) i
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Diabetic foot ulcer g swl aiillda @ : 1.2.2

vie i) Calall ddapsall G il (2 je g sl PDlie S Caliaal) » il aaill 4|
Ll Gl R i ) gass il 8 JaE L sale(DFUS) Al o« Sadl iy
dasall JSLie ST (40 328l 5 (DFU) ol « el oo SLz=é (Yazdanpanah et al., 2015)
e s phd Ala il o Gl e el Gl il dgasen alladl ladl b 1o gl dalal)
Sl Ladie Goat L sale g ¢ lgudi o83 (pe 4y Sl ) da B Gaas Y ¢ g Sl (oia pe Bla
o Y s Gl o3a Eiaad o (S caal Ledaadly of 090 dedall e g 55 (e (2 sl
(Rathur and caball sldl e Gaoall ol dnall slal) 5l cpesill s JGall ) Aadlal
L ol @i Y alall JalS dlay A" 6 ¢ dadas da 31l 5 o (Sa Boulton, 2007)
Alall ciad JSLl ) Ao a3 a0 alall JalS o 41" gl ¢ dpee o ¢ "LadY) e e
Al Baiae A sl 1 2 5 ) Al Alee el M alae ol i ¢ CDlanll s SN Jads
sale) Jalse (4) Ll (3) cleil) (2) sl (1) ) Slshd wo )l Qe ¢ o)) e
Db Abal) saa s da il a8 ge clld L Lay ¢ 4 Sl anil) = 8 Gl e il dal) JSE
Elgzyri , ) 4kl Gul pall Gl jals ¢ Qi) Jady ¢ da @l 3aa5 ¢ 5 Sl a e 1Al
(2014

Classification of diabetes foot ulcers g Swll adill da B Civialic 1.1.2.2

Lo} 4l e DFU Caia oy ¢ Ul (g Suall (i s clieLina (s0a) (& 4 Sl ol 4s 3
Cla o Wyl oLkl axiivy ¢ (Turns,2011) ischaemic ¢\ sl wac ¢ uac Jic)
A oy paitall Flad) 58 yie) s Dla )3 G paall da @l 3ad Gl Wagner 25
b8\ aladiuly 4y Sl a0l &~ 58 138 Gl Sl aUa Caiay (Juadl JS5 4y jSall a0l = 8 2 3le
50 o
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(Wagner and ONeal ) 815 & 4 iall 4y Sl aabl) cila i Ciyiaat (2-2) Jg2a
1983

eosball Adle ol G3s gangY | O Aad)

Al Ay cuat Y oKD JalSIL alal) ASLew Jeds dpatand) Aa ) 1- 3a Al

0555 o) aldaall Gia) an g (S5 ¢ Clanll / dday V) (5 040 A e da )8 2- ia

gl A
(il s alaall il ae Lle ¢ 1A cpsSE ) il Clgil) ae Alaee Aa 8 | 3= Aaall
T G | Al

Ll ol et Al 52,080 Uy e al) | 5 - Al

Grade 0 Grade 1 Grade 2 Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5
. o o
_n _ —A BN —_
y— T . e N
No open Superficial Deep uicer Abscess Gangrene Gangrene
lesion ulcer osteilis forefoot entire foot

(Elgzyri , 2014) 4 Sl asll ) ghai Jal e Jiai (1-2) 5 s

Microorganisms which causing diabetic foot ulcers 488 sLa¥):3-2
Sl al) da it Al

G sie Cilaal 10 G ST agad DFU A4Sl andll da 8 e o silay () i all
= (Khan et al.,2019) sz badl e Hhlae agal 5 DFISOsbadl i 45 )i

) sl e ol S dacal A sall Ly i€l 5 daile sl 3281 1) 0L (2015) 4ieles 5 Stappers
8




p) all () i) ‘_,a'lfd\ Jadl)
LoosiSalle e g dpalal) i) bl ST o Gy aall A Zysall ) oSl 5 3a 31 20 siial)
Streptococcus ) aall ilall ciladall Jhie ¢ adall mhas e ol € dayial G gall 4505
A Al lildlly ¢ S, aureus sl (Streptococcus agalactiae ¢pyogenes
¢ Loy 30 AT b 4 pall clsliaal | saddiud (il DMcre o silay ol (oam yall 8 o) il
¢ eliall ALE jae 8 paine gy sl il Ba0ge Aliee llgdll (g (yilay Cudl) Sl ol NS
dagi e L pe pal) sl m g pall A S el Y1 ey s Saall 8aaatia ple IS (5 saall ()5S0
a3, (Scott et al., 2016)<b s Suall saaatia (il a1 (o o jaS il J<3 A a D) L syl
(Musyoki et (DFU) ¢Sl p2ill da 5 b Lo i ,3SY) Candida oeis e i kil

. al.,2022)

Gram positive bacteria  al S diual 4 gl L i<l 1-3-2
Staphylococcus aureus.1-1-3-2

¢ yias S 1.5-0.5 loa Lyl aly JCE A5 S LOA (e 5 jle 40 il @il ) KAl
@%J}M‘Q\)}SA\ cebd&uuﬂ\waubwssw b L sale
(Brooks et al, dujkisl sle IS 40l 5o Lo gl w5 ¢ AS jatie e 5 cal y<0 A 5
G ¢ s lall lin @l dlay) cileliiy ¢« Catalase Sausll 4 ssial) <l Sl x5, 2012)
4.5 o 5% PH 2ie saii (Logan and Devos, 2009) cllu 5l 5 ¢ aall Jalas
B iy agagaall 33568 710 dgas (20 O 08 7.5-7 O ) el 5159.3
s 73) Je A0Sl gall e el aladS uly Ledand a1y (S5 o 03 guall 2y, 715
o Aasio a5 40-18 O 51 8,1 Aapn Jeai O (S 850 pall dme (a5 (5,58
oAy Gle iy e AR jlaa getag ¢ saill A3 ) ya ds S A e da 30 37
EOaSa iy A giiall ) <) g3 0¥ 15483 (Logan and Devos, 2009)<l: <
o xinaera by 3 Ay IS e ) o ¢ s AT sai Jalge 5 Adline dial (alealy
A gl Al gl &y 5SWll g (Lagier et al., 2015 ) el Jlal s/ 5 sdke Gy
=S aaf & methcillin resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) Galussizall
(Suhaili et s Sl Slabiae Ao gl saly 3 Aaii jall Lo g il 1Y) s
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@ meth MRSA LS (5 gan dbal) S¥la axe 3345 853 45Y) é laa Jlal, 2018)
(Hussain et al., 4 -5l 4 4 gaial) ) ) s<all (0 790 (Moa 13 ¢ allall elail gaan

¢ Gl 8 Loy 4 uall ilabiaal) e dasl 5 Ao senal da5lae MRSA (588 Lesale 2019 )
, 2l Sulll s aminoglycoside vl Sl sudls  macrolides, <lads SWl

« MRSA < (MDR) s23aiall 4350Y) dalia &isaa ¢ B-lactams ges s lincosamide
s MRSA Ll 5< Lessle (Mahmoudi et al., 2019)Leadle caall (e Jas
S <8 MRSA il s i calidy ('Yang et al., 2020)slaaay) (alail) 8 () jef
MRSA i (Hussain et al., 2019). 2Ll G Jals 5 dabisa) lald) oy i)
Leadle 5 Leale 5 ylaadl o 5o i) bl Curn dpalal) o jlaall 5 &gl 15 Lilaial
.(Alkharsah et al., 2018)

Gram negative bacteria alS dasal 4Ll L gl 2-3-2
Enterobacteriaceae
Escherichia coli .1-2-3-2

Loy ¢ bl (8 Adlidall Sl st Al 4 grall ail jadl (e (o 45l sl 4l 59
@l L) Gl 5 (5500 il 5 aall &5 jad s = g padl clilgdll g Gladl Jada clilgal) &lly 4
& ) e 5l Ll 4 61 gl 3,8y @Y Jlasl 5 (Vila et al., 2016) a2 gin
Lpall SV e W ] elaal) A Gl 30l dpe W jliicly slaal) z e il
SV lealana il ¢ extraintestinal pathogenic E. coli (EXPEC) 4 sl (il 53
ol a3 Lopnaal) A g1 g8l) A 55Y) e 8 NS 2 gaall (a0l dpannall i o1 8 Ay H5Y)
(Vila et al., 2016 ) saxxie a3 a8l g0 8 slaal] z ) (5520l (o daadl claa¥) & A
Claas J$5 e 3 L) L 5 Gy ¢ a8 Aaual Al 4 ) ll Ay 81 23 ¢ lld e Sliad
a5 Al OV (e el (8 OV g€ 2 g g ¢ aia Lgalaza g ¢« gD dadie e g ¢ 400 8
.(Ryan and Ray, 2004). ) sl 5 gDl 4andl elaall) i 32le
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Klebsiella pneumoniae -2 -2-3-2

Leds 15200 dniia e 5 A8 jaie 2 ol S drpal DLl L, (10 uin 58 Klebsiella
A ga g yla 8 gl Aima oyl Jda 8 aa g il g RSO HedS M3 S A g
( Podschun 3 _mad Juudls 3 5l ¢ 21531 (8 ¢ 33 yd0 ) aaalas ¢ 95500 6-0.6 Led sk
¢3S Akl Ll jerivne yelaig 4y )il L i< & Klebsiella.and Ullmann, 1998)
Orskov, uawall adg, 5530 w45 « MacConkey agar S SbalS) sy e
Brisse et al., ) eLaa¥) 85 &Y asaldl 4 K. pneumoniae a5 ol oSa (1984)
(o A€l (5 saall dpaailly i i) (5 saad Caras ol A8l Lall LK) 024 223 (2006
G B sha ST G 5S Lay  ilddionall (5930 &1L Y 4 650 L Sl J) 35 Yeadiaad)
(Lundberg et al., 2013)bidiual 8 4 gall Glabiaal) daglia HLE) 5 ay ) ) gdail)
O3% Ahlad) mla ) jeatiad ) A el Gl Y e (e Klebsiella 2 g ) sl 2
sl st A AN das) ) il cLaal) e iy 8 @lld aa g (al gl (8 ol
320 Gl 5 o yuall AN s gl s (o Sl aadll da B el (8 Ly sload) 2ags Al
(Paczosa and Mecsas, LYl sl s rae lledlly UTIs A gl el cilaledll
.2016)

Pseudomonas aeruginosa.3-2-3-2

(HCAI) Laaall dle 5L ddag sl (5 saall gl oS P geruginosa b i <o yad

—ien—allcn WSy 5. 53 84 Healthcare Associated Infections
0.5 O leae ol S dapal Dl 4l 58 Gilseae 4y a3l 488030 (Ulrich, 2018) ddiwall
33a n& ¢« (Abdullahi et al., 2013) e s,80% 3.0 ) 1.5 (e led ks sie s S0 0.8 )
Gl e Jpanll (Saddl g G 13 (Slsa Y I el G (s g 0 datie e ¢ A ¢
¢ Aggie da ) 37 die gaill Bl 3 ) all da 3 (Govan, 2007) <l s SIS Al JasiusS

oo Laual e g da ;042 die saill aeliy 5 4 gie da )2 42 2ie 5 ) a s )3 ol ety

A3 Y ¢ Aulay) oKl g0 Cuiy oy Slal) &La_m\cﬁ_ﬂu_“d\ Pseudomonas SP i
Jd (e asaadll adiey Ladale 5 ¢ oS slall A u€ 8 QYL e anaell Slliay g &l o 50 S
11
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0555 sale ¢ (Jawetz et al., 2013)5 juee floal 35255 S Y1 dulag) 5 & jaxinall
(Fernandez-OImos et al., a5 2hd g &k e 4S i P geruginosa <Yk

e BsSke CM Aaliall 4 gall Cilabicaal) dullal 4. glaa yyghai @im dale 58 5¢2012)
Ramos et al gyl shall 2agh Al Slddiuall (e AuiSall (5 ganll ) v ge8 ¢ &l
Leall (s 35 ¢« cilpidiinal) (o daniSall (5 5a1) (e 7.20-10 Jisi P @eruginosa ¢ .(2013)
G L Sl o2y ddas el LN #3le uaay 5 DLl g aim jall Ayl 4 sl Al
Goob e Al 2l G gl Clabiaal) lagivd (Sase 4 saall Clabiaall Laglia sk e 5 )
Lol 308 (e a8 o 3ail) iz Sy 38 A iae e oldinl) 2080 Clagi g
P. i .(Spengler et al., 2017) Sl ialll o Ll dde ¥ dalian J il
e ¢ Jal gall 0da (amy Jadl g ¢ dudal jaY) ) ad ‘5.\!\ 55l pall Jal so (3a 22ell aeruginosa
¢ climll ¢ Lol ¢ Fia Al o sandl ¢ Gl & il e 5EY) aUai ¢ o sad) ¢ Jiaal ay Sl
Aty 55l yaa Jualse 028 ¢ Gualaall & sl )50 Aadail ¢ 3y ol A8 N1 (65 ¢ il il
. (Rocha et al., 2019) 4elid) jleay kil 8 dilise (3 jhay Jand

Acinetobacter baumannii 4stagall 3381 1) 4-2-3-2

« Acinetobacter baumannii .+ Acinetobacter spp c— \& sui gl 53¥1 i
o Ledje ai ¢ 1968 ale 4 Baumann alladl ial 50 A, Baumannii 4 45 = Jsf 2
( Kempf and ¥y axllls ‘r':\.\;j\ Il g aa ) Je 3 Gal) &y yud) Gl
Glise e dlall 3 aad o) K dasal Al dy sae 435 S 28 Abaumannii Rolain,2012)
b anall dle U Adasi Hall (g gaall ) CunS U 1550 Ganli il 5 ¢ 4 YY) Gial jaY)
Lae Allad 5Y) il jKaall 3aliaall Jul g2ll 44 5lie A baumannii Cassal ¢ 3 3aY) < gl
O 22l 85 3S pall Al Bas 8 Aald il gl g (al YL laY) Jars a1 A o
Bl jlexiul e 3508l AL baumannii &Y Gl (Moulana et al.,2020). ¢l
Cagola Ja 8 iad Ll LaS ¢ pall llNS g el goall g slyall 5 A il lld o Lay i) 2l (g
(Yakkala et al., 2019) 5 alll 4y gianll LS jall 8 Lo HLESH ala 3y Aoladl 4uul8 2y
D Ll (5500 Ll (el sl Judladl Less AL baumannii casa s L | 3

12
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(Yadaved! s e lilgll s ¢ 7 5oad)h clileall 5 ¢ A sl @il lilgill g ¢ o luall il
Baaxiall 4y 500U A sliall 4y 3LV Gl Y1 Cilass e 28l 5 AL baumannii .et al., 2020)
e A st Cile ganad doa gl €] e Allall Lt ja8 ) Lisa @03 as 5 < (MDR)
Ll QL) 817 50 Adliadd) LY =l (Da Silva et al., 2016) 4o sall Slabadll

Liasl 5 Wi el LY el g Ly 300 oda Y3 G (MDR) 8aanial) 4y 501 4 il (5 jaldall
Shaheen ;53 AwuiSall s 4 8 sall ¢ 4 sal) Claliaal) 4 glaad La jue i oty (Al Sliall (e
0538 DFU (w20 (e diie 13 (e o 8 dilasall 8510 L5 e b (2021) alelen
Apile sall 38 N (5 sam Ladi )l DFU (e silay 0l (ouda pall Dl Jana () ) 5380 5 (Al

Llbadtual) (e AniSa (5 g2 Sl Bale < (MDM)

Nomenclature and Taxonomy ciylaill g danil) 1.4.2.3.2

O A8l el alle 8 50 1911 ale 43w JSYA baumannii - LSy ca i)
bss aladinly 4 5l e Led e U8 Larie 2aa 35 (Beijerinck,Marttinus Willem) 1l s
Micrococcus <y Calcium acetate- mineral medium psllSl S3LA
Olesr z 8 3 3ae Clhwse L i) Cllias (Doughari et al., 2011 )  calcoaceticus
o (Munoza -pric e &Weinstein 2008) 1968 s.—= Acinetobacter
O ad) ) Cidin 85 Tan ygla Bl dd 5 e (54l Wl Acinetobacter e 5o s s
Achromobacte anitratus ,Cytophaga , Diplococcus mucosus , Lgx —slial!
Bacterium anitratum Achromobacter mucosus, Alcaligenes
Lingelsheimia , Mimapolymorpha , M ,« haemolysans, Herelleavaginicola
.(Jung and Park,2015) Neisseria winogradsk.s Moraxella lwoffii

Kingdom : Bacteria

Phylum: Protobacteria

Class: Gamma Proteobacteria
Order: Pseudomonadales

Family : Moraxellaceae

Genus : Acinetobacter

Species: Acinetobacter baumannii
(Jung and Park, 2015)
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dila gal) 38) 1t ddal pa¥) 2.4.2.3.2

Acinetobacter baumannii Pathogenesis of

¢ Clifiall Gl 8 o) & 3l Gl 2y Y AL baumannii oss e
e ol Gl 13 5,08 dasi 5 callall eladl auas 3 (ICUS) 338 sall liall Clan g 3 dals
Sl 285 (Shimose etal.,2016)cbidiuall il A4 sl saal il divual mlaul Euy ol
= el el Q) e Lyl (oSl il (8 i pall a8 G T ALY e 350l
ICUs  3)S pall 3Ll Glan g 4743 5726 (A oy Sl g Jama griag 43ld clad il
8 3¢l hagi yall (555 ) Qg™ i) Jule 4 A, baumannii (Greene etal.,2016)
oo ¢ il 3 Sl (5 sl OV mes (10 715 e o e Jiey L5 ¢ e liall uatl)
s By ¢85S pall Al s g & duala g dpdall daia¥) 6 il sl g Al jal YV ana el
(Demirdal .3 -S_all dlall Glaay 8 4 gaall Glalcaall aladd ) Jlwa) 4w £50
On Osiba Cpdl) A Y 8 (S ¢ Dl al e e e LA s28 223 Y etal.,2016)
4 sed) Al Slai ¢ (Tracheostomy)isl sell duaily & agaal (yae JUlY) 5 delidll Lal
Gleaill Cledll s (Tracheobronchitis ) 3o sel) cilasll gl s of 1Sy g
aainall (e cuiSall (g 98l ALY 8 & ik g LS aaiaall (e caiSall 5 (Bronchiolitis)
Sl elas (Alcoholisms) JsaSl el s (Smoking) o) e dpulul) cas ) as
Chronic obstructive pulmonary ¢!l sl Jawi¥) (= 4 5 <Diabetes mellitus
Lyl s e i (Silva etal.,2012)W siu s Lol 3 400 5wy bl i disease
Oeadl sl Ay saall e W) Jala 5 jlandll) Cany OV (50%15-%10 b adll (5 sae gl
e gl jaias Sin e A baumannii ssie 0w %70 - %20 (el ¢ il
.(Garnacho-Montero et al.,2015) <2«

Ge Ayiase (a5 eVl gall Al (el 13 3 133 AL baumannii JSis

Basri et ) %70 4wn cldscVazray o llawll Qe il oVl s anea 4 %4

5 3S pall Atial) san 5 8 A0 ui€al) 5yl S (e %2.1 e A5 Liadl s (al., 2015

b Juil lalas (8 ol (8 (%32) Aoty s A s ST s il i b aas ¢(ICU)
14
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O oS ¢ b gay ¢ (UTIS) Al sal) lllasall (5 gand 1350 Sale Gl Lgdl ¢ Gl all 5 linilad]
8 _hndlly Alall s Slledl) (e O silag pd) (o sl 5 Sgiall Griasall (oim jall (5500
Allall Jaa) e %1.6 Aty paloy Cos (ICU) 35S el Aliall o g (8 4L 5l 30l
lgill 5 A el el 5 eladll gl s 38 Infection Trat Urinary (UTIs)a sl
( Ayoub Moubareck & Hammoudi ¢ sl 4l a5 48adll Cluaal) aladiul ey ¢ gl
Secondary complicationd; 55 Clielias &isaa ) gag b S 23 4L 2020)

s e i jles 53— ¢( Septic shock) de—udl dax all Jo i3

(Soft tissues necrosis s sx il 4awil) a5 (Systemic disseminated infection)
ARDS) siall sl ) 1Y) 4 33 ¢ Blood strem infection ) sl s s wiledl)
(AL- sl A (5355 L L) 1 a5 (Acute respiratory diseases syndrome

Anazi et al ., 2012)

Epidemiology 4sksh .3.4.2.3.2

L) Al &) oSl g A giul) clanl) 8 LY el g AL baumannii LSy aas

asiall s il Jiay ¢ gl JMA ( Leung etal,.2006) wlbidivadl g s yall ¢ 58
Dl 8 L ) 1559 (5 saadl Uiy Al Gl caely g Sl (6 gaedl Gl I O jauadl)
Jul s sae dlia ¢ dpankhall &) <B4 0ally (Dijkshoorn et al.,2007) 2s2al) G L il
o il 5 ¢ AdaiSa aSle () il (g 8 S alae ] 55 Jie Ay Sl (g saall JH Baly 0 A e
(NawfalDagher et al.,2020) sl Cipuall g slpall (ai 5 ¢ Gl ) OB yadl
o Al KLY b ald sae o Al sh il il lad) e a3l Wl AL baumannii LS
»2a  (Wendt et al .,1997) U s s dinall cilin &l 8 ladebinles A e Gy
O Sl e Stiab (ICU) 538 el Alall 8 a8l 5l aa yall (e Tl LAY aas Ly i€
il &) 5805 g pall 8 Lol el (o gaall (e Caani€) Luusl 5 Ll il 8 L iS4l AlaY)
Cra AutiSall (5 gaall dagall lnwdl w4y Sla o 32 <)) 1) (Kanafani et al.,2018)
A0Sy Baaiall Gl sl (e jE jaaa 2016 sle (B allall (5 siia e b Sl iy

o s Y A gpall Culaliadll A gliall (gl yaY) Ciliiia (pe 223 U il 238 (o A ya jaial
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) bl A (al e Slie J3 5l e 3] 5 LSl 238 25 (Weiner et al.,2016 )
(Richet , 2012) sy <Y 5y 5 Canall I8 g gn e ¢V &

Aila gal) B8 (5 g peal) AN g Aaluaal) (5 90:4.4.2.3.2

Associated Infections and Clinical Impactof Acinetobacter

baumannii
e Badaie oL g bagaadl Clinll Jaadl S Laad AL baumanni olé ¢ sdel <3 LS
¢ bl & (a paeS W il g sball a8 e elad) e 50 Leleay Lo ¢ 4 galdl cilaliadll
b gl g Aal 5eY) VA Ra 3Ly ) 8 adln Las ¢ da ) VLA (553 iyl 3 dals
SV 5y ol AW el e gl il Al il all colil (Antunes et al.,2014)
Sl 35S yall Al B2 g P AL shal) aaay) elld < L uaibiadll e 2=l A baumannii
S s ySaall Cilaliaay Galadl z3all ol ¢ 5 35S jall Aliall san s 5l il o8 A8l AaEY)
Y i gl e Sl ¥ ¢ S 5 ylandll) 5 3eall aladinl sl ¢ A0Sl A gl
it ¢ zaall 5 3aY 5l vie ¢l Galias) ¢ 4o jUa ol 55 Aal ja () (8 palill i ¢ (saral)
:Kim et al.,2016) x5l (8 gsaadl o 4l dua ) o) A5l J phaall Jlasia¥l g ¢ K
detii AN AL baumannii s sxe <k ¢ 323 @il 8 (Schweppe et al., 2015
S el pmmnl) Sleally Al sall elllanall 5 5 92 50 Anaill g alallg anll (5 yaa s uadiil) leal)

Aaall dle Hll Gl ge (35 S S0 W licly

Virulence Factors 3 »all Jal g, 5.4.2.3.2

5gl yudall Jlse apaad 8 gsaally (5 yedaally ald) Jdadll et 31 CadlaY) el
s2gl 350 yall Jul e aal w5 (ANtunes et al.,2014) A. baumannii ixal Y gl
(LPS) by Sl saastia g sandl 5 daua¥i 53¢ 5 4 5al) duandly LAAIL Glaily) sa L il
s—us8 W a3 35 Biofilm formation s sl L&l o <55 Lypopolysaccharide
4 S ally Quorumsensing—l—=ill jl=_Ziul s phospholipase enzyme —wY

(porins) s Twitching motility s Surface — associated motility J«i3 smovment

Al yaY1 a0 LIS Lleay Laas Enzames <iw 3Y1souter membrane protenins
16
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adl (e any 53 Gelatenase sl a 33zl 5 (Vijayakumar et al.,2016)3 5
Jriy daa) A0 e Jamy 31 ¢ L BlaYl aie Gluay) e Tola <G i) 55l uall Jal e
ool alal A Gaay alall st s i) 8 Collagen oY s< Has e a5 )4
LSl saa zlas g ES) (6 3% of (a5 ( Khan et al.,2018; Greene et al.,2016)
sl dgal s die Aoy i Al plastic genome Seiedll Lea sia ) 8l J5
J e (naa ) i Jule aad 8 daagidl @ilal yall @lié ( Harding et al.,2018) sisill s
OF Oy A58 A LS LeSBaY @lld; AL baumannii LuiSal (ol #ladll e
;Sahl et al., ol el A Sliasd) jind 5| Glul) s (0 Adlidn @ 50 o Sl Aot (55

.( Galac et al.,2020 2011)

Biofilm gl sliall 6.4.2.3.2

Loy A el L i€l A 3 51l Jal g (g0 il (o g gl L3Rl i pny
La i A gl s salay i 3y jeaall ClilSU Nina pand g Liagl 5 4 gual) clabiaall L gl
| ras Al 3 3ea¥) mhaul e Bioflim o< 2235 (Ibrahim,2015) 4l LAl
sl el Jygass &5 38 (- Stewart & Costerton,2001) allall & il i (5 saall L
) e Bioflim 0SS Guob oo bl (A () jeY) Clisie pand )l i)
Ll ey gl mhud) e slall s Glail¥l e LS 5 soal) eliall selay Lyl e
Human epithelial olwidl 4, jledall 4a il 3LaiV\S Biotic and abiotic surfaces
ol Al A goal) Apde V) s e Aia el cililgily) Lasi Gus ((Sechi et al., 2004) cells
e X ol Sirijant 341 1916 ale (85 al el Larsall il ,Saall 8 Lot 5 1559
Abd El-baky et 4psall d5eV) oS ddas e 4y il 4 0l clledlY) o« %65
e Adyshsaal eladl e 550l Led ol sl 528 ) Ly 50 4y yy ) Y 50 (al.,2020)
A Sl YL Ll Aail e o3 5 Ciliall 308 Aty gl Ja 8 Ay gl e e
. (Wendt ,1997)
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Antibiotic Resistan  4isal) cilaladll L ki<l daglia ' 7.4.2.3.2

a5l L€l sy A yal) Cilsall SIS e a5 dgile sall 328151 Ly 5iSH caay il
i gl Lia Al sl 328150 Ly S0 1 3 g ) A Sl Y el e dpaall se A gaal) Cilaliadl)
<l e 2maall5 (Lin and Lan,2014) Al & yull 4 sl Glalbiadl (e 2yaalldlle
unactivating 4ol Ghbiadl Jwe Gl e Jaad )y il 3V Leia 4a glaall
8 5ae il il W3S 5 B-lactmase esiSYLil a3 Leis antibiotic  enzames
@il Dlaias 4l « (Aminoglycoside modified enzymes)  be sSOS giaedl
Alteration of target gl 28l 50 & <l 35 « (Multidrug efflux pumps ) 3aa=iall
iy L Sl od gl dasliall il 5a s . permeability defects sLiall i) sites
etal 2017 ; Asif et al.,2018) 4 sl Glabiadl) Ao g L 53 o3¢ Abal) 23l 4l
Clabicaall (e a2l ol A gall Clalizaal) a4 glaal dalise cilll sae aalud ol (Kay  (Lee
Carbapenem ) sl Sl de sana Leia g Beta-lactam ALiSYU cilabias Jie 45 gl
<Imipenem Maal) e JS il sr“d\ a\.’xS‘}lL“\..g._d\ Glalican (pa (je e 3 (O sS3 9—“\3\ (group
p—ai il (cephalosporins) <l s sllaull &c saae s ¢ meropenem e
Gl L Y5 (Colistin) ¢l <) Jba s 5« Cefotaxime <ceftazidem:«cefipem
« Norfloxacin <libias eanii s FlouroquinOlons  &labias de sexs s (AMpicillins)
Amikacin wlibcas Gaii S ( Aminoglycoside) wbe SO s Cilabias de sana s

. (Singh et al.,2013) Gentamycin<Tobramycin «
Treatment ) .8.4.2.3.2

cuii€) Al LAl sl g 223 Carbapenems sl SU cildbias o (e a2l e

L 3¢ o) 3aY) il gl 8 il oSV ¢ AL baumannii Lo & Alal) z 3l

Wa LSl LAl e Jlill aa gy (Isler et al.,2019)clsliaall oda aa 53,05 e glia

Gl (e waall cidl (Lee et al.,2016)L S s sl o) Lla¥)l #al dalic

e Gladlall Gn aeall Gayh e @y LS ol Aba¥) dalles (Say bl il

(Colistin/Imipeneme),  (Colistin/sulbactam), (Colistin  /rifampicin)
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(Vazquez-Lépez et ( Colistintigacyclin), (sulbactam/ Imipeneme
s carbapenem Clilias de seae <ilS ble S5 al,,2020 ; Lee et al ., 2017)
dalld Jg¥) 3l ax3c Meropenem,Iimepinem,Doripenem  «&labadll  aual
dallee A Jadll Lgdalin 5 Apilall 3l 80 48 cuws @y A baumannii LSy laY)
Resistins ainb &I Glabad A baumannii &Y e dagia (e a2 )b ¢ Al all
Chabaall e s AV g 553 daslis o S5 Lyl (CRAB) Carbapenem A.baumannii
(Doi et al.,2015)4sLall

Lo 3l Ay gnll Colslimall 1531 (o Aslian a5 Ly il 03 () i) (5 AN il
<idl s &4 (Butler .,2019) poly myxin,Colistin,minocycline/tigecycline
Jeiud Sulbactam,Imepenem,Colistin ,Meropenem <labas o) A1 &bl
Laudly Pneumonia 40 <l Wi A baumannii LSy saadll lay) dallas 4
de sann A (i s ws s Sulbactam 2 (Tuon et al.,2015) Meningitis
pencillin «a3iw B - Lactmase Sle 3V b Jdaxiy Al B -lactam <libac
Adnan ; Rafailidis etal .,2007) A.baumannii LS binding proteins
s Al dAalleal ulia #3022y Sulbactam & Ampicillin Jb=sy (et al.,2013
;Gulen ) A.baumannii LS —ww  Blood stream  Infection 2l
ampicillin -~ @ltadl 33 Jleiu) (Smolyakov et al .,2003 et al.,2015
Al At c¥ls e 4 Jasiw o) S e CarpapenemssSulbactam
skin and &3l Aswi¥ 5 sl ledl) 23 L 5 Bactremia (Zhou et al.,2019)
aiboSll Ao gidl - A baumannii LSe 4laY) e gsoft tissue infection
Oe uaall Lgagliay o pad L Sl o3 Caanal 3 5aY1 35Y1 & (EI-Masry et al.,2018)
duhie ol Al Extensively Drug Resistance(XDR) i iS(MDR) - 4 52Y!
suaal) 3l il LAY daball Ly kill J5Y) (i jpeall Jalall o jliicll CRAD daallall daall
da 8 el el el Jeds (Murray et al.,2022 ; Shrivastava et al.,2018)
die Ay gaall e gV Cp S sale) el gals ¢ e gl Bl ¢ zoall a4y Sl Al

sade (83 o Al 3,k #1585 LS (Abbott etal .,2002) da il gy cleal] Aalall
19



p) all () i) ‘__,a'lfd\ Juadll
zooall Al cilatie Jlexindy ¢ bl Mo S0 2lall Jie ddlal cladlas
negative-pressure-wound- (NPWT) ol hialy #55all #de Aol
CalluY) ol AalSS 5 Adlad o 4418 Aol Y1 s i) a0 &) ¢ @lld s therapy
a5 ¢ dagplall 8 ALesl) o) gl ¢ sul 15k3 5 (( Hussein et al.,2020) 4dlaay! duadla)
3wl daSad) 5 dpall GLIKY) ld Ua gl g ddadill S jall A jalias plall sl
dpndal) claiiall (A LS el Galiasinl e gl e S )8 K5 | (Atanasov,2021)
(Kim e 3ell gl salall () ¥ calindd il sall 30l 3 dals s sl gul) LllSa) api g
a2y day el ) aa s ¢ Lgie Guaal) FS ) daaplall laiial G (1 et,al.,2018)
AUl 3 ¢ sl iy Al asall 8 Cy el Gl Al e a2l 8 el sadall o U
c0alaY) el Gl el e i o (S Sy 30l o e

Propolis sl | 4-2

polis Lt 52 Jaae ie 5l alal pro e ind i) 4lsal) (pe 5Sall IS glaid) o
> (Aminimoghadamfarouj and Nematollahi ,2017) 4l sf aainall i
gamall (a5 1Y B ael s a3l Gl Ley ddlide 4l jolias (e iSall Jail
o2y 1Al ¢ )3Y e HY) lalll O slenting ¢ apaadill day (o Jusl) padip il ) pany
4233 g3l (Salatino et al.,2021) »Sall s 350l Jadll ciladic aa glgnan a3 Gl 3 sall
¢ 5 JS g st o alaiad L) (a5 ¢ Apis mellifera gudd) e Jadll dd Jie ddliss ¢ i
) il Caali Sl e Slmd el Jals £lel Cila i (e dad 5 Ao sena ) (535
(Anjum et Sall Sl L 5l oS 5l 8 Lage 1550 Jaill LBIA (e DL 2
al.,2019)

Sl len 5 35830 aw e il 1Y) (e Ao gana a2y il Lgaddiay Bala yiSal)

et ) s Seall 5 aiaiags )l adld ajnyd by A e pacilill s

38 g o dall 4ailiad;y aul g @i e Sall G2y (Shanahan and Spivak al., 2021

Lin yoSall da el laladdn¥) Jadd g )bl pe Glag )l sl sall g () g0 yamal) daadiu

(Kuropatnicki z s dl s Sbbayl Jie @Yl #0e g Abdla o gy Al Jaaad s Eiall Javiad
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¢ sl D sanll (85500 e Alianill o UL ySall jeidl @l e Slad et al.2013)
edad) Gl JSET (e JSES Gl ga g oall e S IS Jans 5 3 5 48,580 Ly sl e
oo ) mile JSi 1 Sall e Gl ati) Cuaall uaall A ((Ahangari et al.,2018)
LS all (e b0 A sama Ol i ¢ 4y puall il Hall (e el 85 ¢ gl sl adaliil ac]
LSl salcas g Anticancer gla—dl 3alias Aldiag Jl o o pSall 8 dapball
Gl P A —ae s Antidaibetic JS—ll (2 Ll 33aa 3 Antibacterial
et Antiviral <l il saae s Antioxidant 2S5 s3cas s Antiinflammatory
e S8 e s sing ail iy propolis Sall @l S e il (Abdullah al.,2019)

Al il Syl 5 flavonoids 2 si s il S pa el 1y 8L ¢ S 50 500

Gl g yill 5 terpenes x5 polyphenolsds—éd sl s phenoliccompounds

AuaY) yal sl steroids Slusoills  coumarinsa—sSlls terpenoids
o= uzai (Toreti et al.,2013) aromatic acids i ksl alealYls amino  acids
C, and E ) il g Al sy il 5 4bl) A 0Lasl o) sally e Sall gla el
sl 5 aganligll g aga sall s asaia sl i ¢ dulel alaall s (A,B complexes,
1))l sl aali 5 ( Pasupuleti et al.,2017) <lills aaally o gpiaall ; uladll
AL Al gl Jaill aeay Larie (Abdullah et al.,2020) (> o sl bl Sus (a daga
O e siie Ao sane Lgaiii () S jall g gloall aa g8 il e ddlide o) 3al e Sall
Al s aliaa s b1 aal) Lead g o 13laie ] Al ciluS il Calissy all 8 bl
& Cpeaill g okl ae 3 AN W) A ((Wieczorek et al.,2022) daill g sil 5 aw sall 5
aailiad e Sliab de giall 40 5Say 5Sall Al )3 2 ie plaial @llia (S &y 501 L 5l 535
e ke 8 Jlad (S0 Sal) kel a3 a8 AdliAa) e jall (il peY) gz Dlad A dall g dpall
Ll 5 Apalall (al 5aY) 5 8 i) Gaal el g sladl) Gial sl JSUiag 2 g sall s B 5oall5 (s Sl
dce Y1y ol il phal 5 il Slealdl ddat jall (il Y5 (caag]) el (il
ol ¥y i) dsa 8 5Sall Aldinall lahadiu¥) e 2l COVID-19 <Xy 4,50l
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p) all () i) QJ&\ Juadl)
(Campoccia et al.,2021) (2-3) 3, & 8 el (K &

LI W dlas

X

Anti- il blas

inflammatory '

Cardioprotective
activity

E ' -

Antiviral « "
Propolis

Py

Anticancer

Anti-allergic

Antidiabetic

Neuroprotective
activity

Campoccia et ) propolis sSall Ladall g da gl (ailadll (3-2) ad, Joi
(al.,2021

il e e A& 3 ¢3S 1T €l JlamiwY of Wil il ) e (ol sne ol
p VNP, N P W TP - VL A P NG PP - BT PUNE, | PRPER g IS PE AN
T2DM SU & 53l s Sl a jal (HbALC) ») 4 haemoglobin glycosylated
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0= bl Jay i A e )5S lall QM e 5Sall i of (Sa ( Samadi etal.,2017)
=2 laadY ) (A L LOA jodad s O a5 S a8 (5 s2all glucosidase
(Matsui et al.,2004) ¢l s—¥) )8 32y () (35— Lsa ¢ Ll Sl
|53l Al T2DM e sl cpdl) (i yall O () (2019) “iclan s Zakerkish sl
gl LaS ) i) da sl s Gl sV (e S8l s agaad L gand 12 3aal Sl LS
Sl lgaY) 53 all ) aall sady il T2DM Clicliany s o Liagl ddlis L&
Sl 8 dda il Gl Sall < (Pahlavan  etal.,2020) 4ledly) dnlall ey i
2 osaall sl Jiadll ety ¢ aall (B 5 5Sslall Gl gl (il 5 5all ) sdall e (aladll
L (el e Wl 5&all Jaxy (Rivera-Yafiez.,2018; Fuliang et al.,2005) !
G AN aely dule ga Sl o e Jay Laa «T2DM (oia sl sl pall 3 Sl

(Samadi et al.,2017) 4o 5 sl 5 (5 Sull (a1
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Jaad) il gl 3) gall

Gl Juadl)

Materials and Methods Jaxd) (&l sk g 3) gall

Equipment and instruments

Material Methods Jaadl (& kg 3 gall -3
Materials 3!l 1-3

Jsaadl 8 ¥ 5 (1-3) dsaad) 8 4 saall 5 5galV A uljall o a b Cilasi

<l ¥ g 5 5¢aY) 1-1-3

(2-3)
Al Al b Alaxicall 3 3¢aY) (1-3) dssa

Laial) Sl daiaal) 4 i) S and &
Korea LG (Refrigerator) Sk 1
Germany GFL (Distiller) oabdll Slea | 2
Germany Hettich (Centerfuge) X ol )kl Slea | 3
France Biomerieux Vitek 2 compact system <l s | 4
Germany Binder (Incubater ) als | 5
Germany Witeg (Hot plate) ddludapa| 6
Germany Eriotti (Electeric Oven) GRS oA T
Korea Jeio —Tech (Laminar Flow Cabinet) 4assigbiwl<| 8
Italy Roma (Vortex ) Jsigie| 9
Germany Motic (Light microscop) = | 10
Germany Jenway (Bunsen burner) O glhas | 11
China YX-280B (Autoclave) Buaise | 12
Germany Binder Sensitive Balance s Ole | 13

24




Jaad) il gl 3) gall

Gl Juadl)

Al pal) B Aasiicual) < 539 (2-3)J 54

Ladal) daiiaall 48 ) aigy) | @
Germany Supcorior Grand glass cylinder Aa e dala j Dl sl | 1
china Meheco Cover Slip ldl kel | 12
canada Biobasic Eppendrof tubes gl il | 5
China Meheco Filter Paper i@l [ 13
Whatman.NO1
china Meheco Flasks glass dabayolln | 7
china Meheco Slides dala) 2d | 11
USA Pechiney Parafilim Gle hyi |9
France Bioerieux Pasteur pipette osmbdale | 2
China Meheco Disposable (310 -4s5) flae | 6
syringes
England Difcol Milli Por Filters lde Gladie | 3
Germany Human Micropipettes ddlise alaaly d3dy Clale | 4
Germany Behring ForcePs hila| 8
India Himedia Wire Loop =N &l |10
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Chemical Material

Lileassh) 3 gall  -2-1-3

(3-3)obal Jsanll & Aisall AilaasSH o) gall Ayl 038 & Cianiial

Al ) (b daddiineal) 4aibrasst) 3 gal) (3-3) Jo

L)) i<l il 3 gl
Azliadll
India Himedia S S aladll
Trimethoprim- sulfamethoxazole
England BDH N-N-N-N-tetra methyle-p S gV adld
phenyel
diamine dihydrochloreid
uk BDH Glycerol JsmlS
UK BDH Ethanol %70 LY Jsasl)
India Himedia | Gram o) S drua dilae
stain
England BDH Hydrogen Peroxide (4202) STENPR LIPS QRGP
UK BDH (Normal Saline Physiological) > slsmdll mldl Jslae
Iraq Blood Human Blood Syl @
Bank
USA Pechiney | Oil immersion Ay y 5 ykad
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Ledlaniod) cpa i ) g Adantecal) Auilial) o) dse 3 Jalui Y¥)-3-1-3

Agilird) bl oY) (4-3) Jg>

ALY (e el Laad) i<, ST
Axiiadll
ol S Araal Aladl Ly Sl ) 5 53S0 5 jedall Ly i3 dasi | India Macconkey wlall IS S5 Sl
LSS e la uady ol S Zasal daa gallly i1 dagdil g ( Himedia Agar
Al
Y Lellanin) a jad LAY Loyt g adal India g Lol 5 Clill xS
Himedia | Heart Brain infusion Broth(BIHB)
el (m ad L SISO Apari g ads India | Himedia Nutrient Agar sl <Y
Jaill &) 53 48 pral g duluaal) L i ) by Saall 4l | India | Himedia Blood Agar IS
(W Ll i)
Clalaall &y jeaall elia¥) dpulus L) India | Himedia Muller-Hinton _\S) ¢ siia )l e Jaus g
Agar (MHA)
MIC LY alasin India | Himedia Muller-Hinton Jibadl ¢ siia )l sa Jau g

Broth(MHB)
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A Juadl

Study design 4wl Al araai-4-1-3

d}‘)ﬂ ));.A.“

N/

((rum 50)(sSal w3l dn B (e el Cilaine ) Cilisall aen

== r

A4

" . :~-S‘

Vitek System - 2- <lils j%é.)
S Z
N

i elad) ciiall

e )i,

DG gl

ob

SSall Jal) alitid) juinas

\NZ

MIC oY) Ladiadl 3 gl Ll oaliiuall U 5 dpulaa Las)

Minimum inhibitory concentration

Ol AL L)

Disic diffution method

Al Al 4y 2 asanali aladia (1-3) Jsé
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Methods Jeadl &k -2-3
Sterillization  afasll 1-2-3
Moist Sterillization by Autoclave <l adeil) -1-1-2-3

saasall Jlga Adal g A il 8 Ldleniud o ) Lgmpan Ao )3l Lol g¥) Caie
Ai8y 1550wl 2zl 255 15 ha a3 2121 3 —a A ) Autoclave
Jaatiy Al ) A gaall Glalizaall g 3 pall owie Lol ( Greenwood et al.,2012)
0.22 ki (Milipores) i 4l se a5 pa & il (Al 3 5) sl el o 3o
e Sk

Dry Sterilization «ilal) adeill  -2-1-2-3

i x (Electrical  Oven) gl ¢ -l Jleaiuly claala 5l &l o) e
( Greenwood et al.,2012) cxicla sadls (°2180) 5,0~

Preparation of Culture Media 43} hlug¥) juass -2-2-3
oAl A 3l Blug¥) juaai-1-2-2-3
Preparation of culture synthetic media

Solid and Liquid Culture media diludl s dloall e ;30 Llus g1 & yan
5 dau Autoclave saaasall Slga 3 Lgatiats Ll aiadll 4S5 3l el ol Lagd
G o5 045 dn 3 () Jomll 5 o8 A 15 50 2 235k 15 Lk Coat 4121
3~ 4a)% Incubator  Aialall & Cwagg Lo Y e de @b Al Bl =
Jlaxia¥) cald o 4 5 5l s Aa oy Jaia S5 LS ol aae (e XUl Aol 24 30412 037
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LY AL gl e Sal) Jads Jay 2-2-2-3

Long Term Storage Media

Juaiuls 135 Glycerol Js—wlSl 33w e J=% 15 Aol gl 138 s
il 8¢ 553 Brian  Heart Infusion Broth Jilud) gleatly calall asi g
Blaagall Lgaiaiafod gl JSIJ W5 Jramgarn IS 84 Sacpaalld paa
.(Washington,2012) Autoclave

AaY) juad Y jall Bda hag - 3-2-2-3
Short Term Storage Media

DS sy e Abaumannii el e maiiii o il il de) )y o
JS aas aiygdelu?g 33l 2 37 3)) s s )y Ciiaas 25« Nutrient  agar g2l
.( Washington,2012) e

Blood Agar s ) b 9-4-2-2-3
(Blood Agar) s S8 Iy ) %5 Aty las¥) a2 Blaly Ja ol 11a j s
s Jaxiul s (a ©45)5 ) ya da o () A ya 55 02 55 ey Himedia 48 -5 o gl
¥ sl a3l gLl e o SIS e Lo fiSl ek S5 5 alda sl

LS ey Joe 8 Lilie] Uan s 225 (Heamolycin)

MullerHinton Agar Gsiia A sl by -5-2-2-3

Lo S A slis paad HLAS sl Jeatiul 538 jgaall 4S5 Sl Gl gl cos yian
ol L amWIA 8y, ko (EEP) oy nll Jeasll palit wdll A baumannii
Well diffusion Method
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MullerHinton Brooth Jitadl & siia J ga o 9-6-2-2-3

Minimum MIC Jl_if\a\ ua)_ad d.ﬁa_\_ua\} B)-@AA” Z\S‘)_ml\ u\_n..}jﬂ (s
.Inhibitory concentration

Preparation of Solution Jdlaal) juasi  -3-2-3

Mcfarland Standard Solution xY jiSae bl 5 ) Sall Cul Jolaa -1-3-2-3
syl W@l Spectrophotpmeter & s—all sl haall Sl ga aaai
(CFU/ML) J—f 3 ani el &5 sSa 52 a5 (1.5%10%) Jolais s Se (e Jsanlly

A S L3IAl) sae 5 plaa g
Normal Saline w/v %0.9 4wy Salall oaldl Jladll -2-3-2-3
cadl A3l da el a3 WiV %0.9 iy Jalall o aldl Jg sl aadd

Al ) a4 sllaal)
Gram Stain s S 4xa  -3-3-2-3

oailaadll Al 3 (ga s ale Lel Aaiad) 4S5 8l il adail Lad g ol , € dayin ¢y ias
Ay el LSl 4 yedadll
Bacterial Isolates  4asll <Nl -4-2-3
Collection Bacterial Sample & sl cliall aan -1-4-2-3

#las Oxladl) (ala 33 DFU Sl prdll s 8 e Sample e 50 Coxes
adll ol [ aaddll S agle JaSH d G ) el ) (Gl 5 S0 ) Sl
(2023\2\1 aials 2022\9\1) (s s2all 4w 69 1 A 35 ab jlach con gl 5 ()
idailan b pndl) (bt el coplall (e Lo s DM U s (ol G 5 o
=3 Q=g Sterille . Swabes dsize iyihd Cla e i ul g 2 Al | A wiall o3 5 <
e A sall 5 Blohl e Lgtaii ot upa it ) bl i o5 QAU Jau gl
Macconkey Agar, Blood )exllhwyy SiSballlaug dlaall dae )3 bl gy
el el J e a pad delw 24 3aad 2037 500 s day Ll e s s (Agar
Leasifii g DFU st dnal) o) S dial dua gall 5 4L
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(DFU) s sSeall pdll a1 Lpsal) by i) adiliiy I 3 -2-4-2-3

sl ALl ALy el G Sl gl 5 O3l e ua s (2-3) ) oo

(DFU) s_Sudl aill da_§ (o dilad e

S dan s e agladl 46y jhay Cilawsal) del

Macconkey Agar < e Blood Agar

ool 48y jlay il yeatiieal) gl

(Aaill a al Gl je A3 &) )

aclu24 saal (a37) ) oa Ay @LbY) Cicas

l

sl

2-<lildl) Hlea 4 jgae Dla gad

5 sSaad) ad8l) A B &gl Appanal) Ly SIS el g J 38 (2-3)pd) ki
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g.ui\ (& Jla 19 3 gal) G ‘_}mﬁ\
Acinetobacter baumannii LS gedldg Je  3-4-2-3

pie A (e Larddi a3 3 A baumannii LS 4 il & jaxid) a0 o5

Ol dane L8 jeniua y¢5 (Non-Lactose fermention) 5s=S3U0 Sl La peds

@SSl JLsh sy (e elale 48 (S8 e dhlan g Aol s A8id 5 il (50 )5 O sl

Alile o5l eluay aall dllae e Wil jaiwe ¢dai Laiw MaCconkey Agar Media

Blood Agar Media sl JSl sy Ao yide 2-1 La jldeldd alia jll ) )

Compact  <lild e iy padl clagmill e S (Asif et al.,2018 )
Vitek-2system

il gal) 38I 1) 4y gdiall ciliagaidll 1-3-4-2-3
Acinetobacter baumannii Morphological Examinations

Macconkey Agar Medium S S s e

idaadle & ¢ Aelu24 3aa)( Oa 37) Ay iian 5 LS SLal S0 g e Gl coe
(ALsehlawi ,2014 ) 558 Su %10 083 o L3 )28

Blood Agar Medium el S s @
a Y LS £ e goadll aal sl 81 dawy e 4l Gl Ce )
Aaaall 4 yiSll 5 jenivaall Jpa 283N 3hlia) daade JMA e (Heamolycin) creaY sased
.(ALsehlawi ,2014) Non-heamolysis aall dllaa ye 223 Al adll jS) Dy e

Microscopic examination 4gaall cllagidll 2.3-4-2-3
Oe s 31 23 A Gram Stain S e Jleaiul Abaumannii LS cuads
e Ao 5y 3es A Sl 3 jede e Ll S (Single Colony) 53k 4 58S 5 pexiue
slall (o 3,k8 dilia) ae daize dala) 4oyl e Cmmy & Macconkey Agar Media
& ey el e Wl el cuiiy caail @ s Slide AsaLdl) e el pad oa gl gl alal)
Laalls 8y 5 sual) gaall Chiad Cuasdy ¢ Ll 5 jeaall A8l i ghad (s o) K Aruay Lrual
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LSS Cun (e 4y el LS cilia 44l a0 Ol immersion 4dlal 2 ( 1000x) 4 3
.(Wagner «2017) .Gram Stain al_S dasa; e ldaal s WA i i

Biochemical test Aaibass gilal) il LEaY) 3-3-2-3
catalase test s jlds) A
-t G daine g i Al ) dag 5l Jlasiuly allssl) L) JLa) jaad o
daire da A el dhul o MaCconkey Agar Media o— il Gl jariwdl  as
Ds—ehy cdaiad A8, 50 e s 3alall Hy 0,73 e 4Ll ol 5 i iyl o 5 | 00p )
. (Brown, 2012 ) .kia¥l dulagl e Bl g8 o) gl el
Oxidase test Jzmwsg¥l J8d)-B
Stick (s 2 5o Al g @by (sdrall ol o A0l 3 peniie (4e ¢ j A4
D RLNEG VPR TNV | U - L) P FOREDY U8 % R H U VIS P W SO T S G P |
RN PN 1 [ S N1 B AP [P | PO S P W LN
.(Brown, 2012 ) V)

Vitec-2 compact system <ildll jlgan pasdidill4-3-2-3

Al b (= el cund) organismy g s wass aiihy Sile sl e o 2- il
s} Gram Positive Bacteria ;) Gram Negative Bacteria LSl ¢ o e lalaic)
. Antibiotic Sensitivity Tests ( AST) &auluall cilaa gads Hlall XX Yeast by ki
(bioMer'rieux_jleall dxiadll 4 Hal Glalas e ol Je? -clildl) alai Jae 48 Hla el
A gall Glbadl byl s Gasdl AST S Jaxin) WS GN 5 GP 32 Jeaiuil
Taad i sae Aalu g Y Jall adi pe KU @l du)jall oda A @lildll Jlea Jeaiade
- Y el el jlaayl eia el dy ¢ Uas Llaly (5 53a3 5 jia 48 cli L e (g sias
A3 a5 37 501 a Aay s dele 24 3ad Wl Civas 5ol S day e LS ce )
( salin Normal) skl dslaall (e Je 3 e (s sing sl (8 Cania g g 33al 5 3 jantione 33
OS5 Cusy ( DensiCHEK ) e 4ol g @l 483 (L8 235 (Suspension ) Glle Jaal
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(6 -8) dv\Aa DN 'i'\“‘; ) PP S | K 2 (63- OS)U_\J\_AC}\J«“‘? a_aLa <l
(Khalaf & AL-Kaabi ,2023 ¢ Maina &Kagotho 2014)<lebu

sSall ) paliiual) juaai-5-2-3
Collection of propolis sall sa aaa 1Y)

B3 a5 s et et INE aall Gl (0 12100 0035 al LSl Ae sl o

sl Aa g3l e paliall Cilelu sae Baeaal) 8 Ciaay Lo Gllall aadll adady AL5A il pil)

B 325 My sty LSall o Guedlil haa B35 Cings B psian ol L) il Laas
Jeaxin¥) Gad ZaD 6 Blal) daSaa 5 Aain Aiadas ) gie 6 iladl) Ciliia JNasY)

Sall Jgasl) paliicall judaal 48 b Ll

Lala)jdad & %70 5S00 Jsay) 0w Je 100 (A Sadl g a8 25 410 juas

3 @l g5 pal 3aal ) ae ALyl ASDE ey 4d jall B ) ja da )0 die (ALY A 5 daiza 5 daina

Gld amy Alad YIS Galiiie o Jsanll (a sl JOA JBY) & (45 e 7 1) alay) (a5 allae (1S

Ol Al 3 ) ya ds ya culaés s Whatman No .1 s 5 5 ddaul s paldivall sl yi &

centrifuge S el 2 dall Jlea aadin) Jumdl o 5las o Jgimally aie dilise 381§ jpiaas
.(Fernandes Junior et al., 2005) 185 32414385 /3 505000 4 o

Sal) Galiion 380 5 juaad GG

1.5 0is iy ySall Jsasll paliiudl (( Stock  Solusion) cuiall Jstaall jeas -1
(P SRl [alitie Yanee easa) paliiedl (e ae

. Jalpade 150 S il juzmadl %70 A J sl e 4l Ja10 canal -2

JsaSl (e Jat Al il 5 Solution Jstsal) (e (Je2) 330 Jo/pile100 S s -3
L %70 LY

sl (e Ja2 Al Caral 5 Jsbaall (e (0 (Je1) 380 lldg o / ke 5O Sl pas -4
%70 &Y
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e 02,5 Al Gl Jsladdl e (00 (J<0.5) 23l elldy Ja [ axle 25 3S 51 s -5
%70 LY Jsasl)

Je2 7540 Canal 5 Jsladll (e (0 (000.25) 3l el Ja / azle 12.5 38 5l s -6
%70 Y J S g

(0.22um) Lki Mllipors  addsiailie Glad e aladiuly 380 ) Cude -7
( Wang et al., 2006; .2014 « <)
S AL julaas slayl

Jstsall (e Q5 ae baumannii Acinetobacter L i (e &) jarliue oo Cia ja
Jalay 53 0.5 (bl Y HiSa ) Se aa @Gllall 5 ) S dlas &3 960.9 Aty Jalall s ol sl
CFU /ml10®x1. 5

252 e SN Galiiual) 3 A baumannii x5S ulua JEA) 6-2-3
(o by dpuluall Gasd L)
Well Diffusion Method Sdally jLaahy) 48y a-1-6-2-3

05 gedany jumad &8 alll pSall JGEN) sl Galiiuall 4dels jasd (]l

&5 S Blally Akl Clase Cahae &5 a7 45 da o ) 2w @i aasall Jlean dagiad 2
JB e gall pabiaia 438y 15 ead GLkY) OS yig @lell gt e JaV) <l Lba
50 58 JS (& g pline Jld (Bl adad 5 alef Hhaly (B JS 3 da sae e aany HaY)
Jsla o Jaiily Ju/aale150,100,50,25 <12, 5aabisadl 580 a8l e IS e iy Sl
Negative control ~ %70 JS,h LY Jdasll cuddl Jexti) Dermacyn Gssle
sulfamethoxazole Sl sl Janisd s 84 2w sy J eyl
24 53 212937 3, )a Ay Ciiaa daa e 0 k€ 1.25\23.75um  Trimethoprim -
( AL-Mohana et al .22008) 4rb i 51l Ghiiall jla & i ), dlarayd ol
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Disc Diffusion Method ua_28¥4 iy 44 b 2-6-2-3

A5l Gl Y it 3 Bana el ) o siin 5l ge dauss Jlanily By plall o3 345

ole S At 58050 5Sall alall ) palitudl Jslae b Laiiy saasal ey ol 6

G deaiie (S5 Gal 81 02 aa g & Q) Jish de [ axle (12.5,25,50,100,150) 52

& slaall i mannle (pfiebi sadd 48 5l 55 A BLhY) ES 5 dadee Cigla cad Gaal)

8l (g gall aliadl) Jastinl 5 elu24 3aad 43 5ie 4n 3337 30 a dan GLlaY) juea (pasd

Ll ) S5 o5 As Hae 5k dand o el BY) Joa Jandilll (Ghalie Hhal Gl o SIS aay g dua s
(D0ro,2019) < ya &34

Minimum inhibitory Concentration ) Ml C ) ldall 38 Al Jsd) 7-2-3

(2022)J$ (1« s:ixdMicrodilution method 4 ks MIB 5 ( MIC ) 1 il g 52l
LAY < ghadll 3 LS « CLS|

Alule jpaaty @llds 5Sall Il paliiud] MBC JiE 38 5 Ji s MIC b 3 5 5ol s
3.12,6.25,12.5,25,50,100) Y& 5 Jilull (jsiia Hlge Jans g aladinly dsaill 30 5l e
IS & pay (Wells ) 3,296 e 4 sl microtiter Aspiall cuadiuly Ja /aale (150
oS Gllall Ga sl 5 S 50 sl o a8 )OS e S5 Si (150)5 8
Al Axiadll 3530 e alall Dermacyn omebe s Jstas Jasiaad 5 ¢ 5 i (S0 e yuasall
paliiud) me o0l IS Sl adll el panadill JaS e 8 Ll Jenieg
50 o dpglall s dall )l gladll S (e il 5 S0k 75 Alal & dus pSall alal) sad)
5 b Sl G stia e oy o Ay glall 3kl s pe gl i) By ¢ il e S5 Sile
dclu24 334 45 da ) 37 Bl a dajy Ciasg dagdiall cplae S5 L LAY) Jsadl)
MIC 5o Lafiall 3 jill aas sl s 45,5582l dsagae 5) 2ga g sl o il calas
G S sai agh Jandly ol Eum oAl Hall aSl aliivad) (e 58 5 J8 Jiay g3 5 umall 2ay
LS sad ey Sall Jsalll aldiall (e 58 5 Jil adl e oY) A 350 s 5 5

%99.9 sy
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Statistical Analasis (dkaa¥l Juidaill  8-2-3

il iy 5 (Spss) version 25 shas ) Jidadll el alasiuly Lilaal byl cills
aladiul &35 (P 0.05) Jwial (s siue die (5 el l aiVl g (g sinall cpliill s Sla gl

LSD z! AisY one way ANOVAdL kb
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A8 g bty 2l el

LB 4 gLl
Results and Discussion

Patients age groups and gender &l uiall g 4y panl) cilidl) 1.4
56 —le Jy—aall o 341576 (p— (s gl Aol Al jall gLl ey
O—e i 1316 lo i, Y cle 5 (%73.7 ) i pl S aldy WL e
w38 ) S N G bglie a3 (%21.1 Yo—ss A, baumanni \— S
el Lo pSll s wpp a8 G e LSl e iy e 15 (%76
gl Gy Sl L i eV e S Y (%.723)18 Ly ol S day

GV il Y 5l i s LeVStaphylococcus aureus

b TL Sl 85, el e il e g4l jall ol a (8 (% 10.5)A—wiss
Sl e Wl JSS ALY A Jr e A8 el ) (p i LS (2-4) Jsaal
3500 el ae na il il a g a i (124 ) s blay LS
Gl Uiy (%25) 64-55 A el il Gy Giga s de i S8 e iS4 w69
3 (%37.5) iy JEL 865 5(44-35 ) i yendl il o i i o)
el Be 2 a g VA e A s (g (54-45) A peall Al Ja o T s
= S A all Al el Lgile <3 S5 o0 g iSll g i) 13 g Al AW oy

(3-4) Jsa
oSl 228l jeall e LYl 20555 (1-4) 52
4 giall Al 222]) anll
% 24.0 12 44 - 35
% 24.0 12 54 — 45
% 40.0 20 64 — 55
% 12.0 6 65<
% 100.0 50 Total
7.920 X
*0.048 P value

*0.052 P Aad dic 450 558 35
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LiBlial) g Zilial) 2l N Sl

B Female

H Male

P value = 0.00024**

“0.052 P dad die dysine 3558 35m s
g oSull paill (3 puind) on ALY @555 (1-4) JSS
S £ o G bl g (2-4)d s

4y giall Aeadl) aaad) < jad)

% 21.1 16 A. baumannii

% 15.8 12 K. pneumoniae

% 10.5 8 Staph. aureus

% 5.3 4 K. oxytoca

% 5.3 4 Ps. aeroginosa

% 5.3 4 Morganella morganii

% 2.6 2 Psuedomonas.putida

% 2.6 2 Serratia fouticola

% 2.6 2 Achromobacter xylosoxidans

% 2.6 2 Sphingomonas paucimobilis

% 2.6 2 Protus mirabilis

% 2.6 2 Enfterobacter aerogenes

% 2.6 2 Escherichia coli

% 2.6 2 Citrobacter braakii

% 2.6 2 Staphylococcus epidermids

% 2.6 2 Staphylococcus heamolyticus

% 2.6 2 Kocuria kristinae

% 2.6 2 Enferococcus faecalis

% 2.6 2 Streptococcus sorbrinus

% 2.6 2 Candida sp

% 100 76 Total
73.474 X
*0.0000 P value

*0.052 P e vic dy5iee (958 3525
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) s Al ) 350 30\ i€ Al A 358 (3 -4)J s

4 gial) Al daal) anll
% 37.5 6 44 - 35
% 0.00 0 54 - 45
% 25.0 4 64 — 55
% 37.5 6 65<
% 100.0 16 Total
3.941 X
0.268 P value

*0.052 P A dic 4y5iaa (B8 25

& LS SV e %24 Aty 1255 ,5SY (e (%76) dawiy 38 OIS Asie 50 Ayl ciled
Skl WS (pvalue 0.00024%* ) dad culS s Taal s Lsine 8 cllia (1-4 ) JSa
al SUY) s (A (%21.1)16 iy AL baumannii bySs &bl ji <) 5y Al o) &l
e Bladl ) o (S Jaal) 138 & ddbeal JIS) 5 SA ) iy Laa )5 Aubial (51 Jnas
e b Llaial 80 slaal) Sy Sall g lis iy uiall A8laVl dga jlal) 23l Jal gal La s
Al - Allak g5 (e dass el GOV (e S81 ) 6SA Llal 33 ) ) 5 Anadidll A8l 5 daal)
ere (3855 2 (4.2) dasiy i€ AL baumannii — dbay) o 15580 Al (2019 )aielea 5
zs)E Gl 85 S5 22 (e die 30 pen A Cua ELY) e el sSA 8 Alal) Ay
e T8 815 A o ks 0l (Al- muhana et /2.<2020) We85-35 ¢ ab slac
¢ pdll Al e Oaila Sl G e 120 Sl (0 (%38.3 J6e%61.7) &by
(Shekhar et al.,2014) 4 76 — 36 (= 752 e ga1:2 QLY ) 5SA A ailS
Jie sauae ol A Sl aaill ds 8 8 SA) dasi p 8.% 72.2 Volaw SN o il
o el Jeadd adll callati 3l dgigall ) saW) 5 slhall Lalail 8 (ially ddasiyall CADERY)
Ay Al 3aY) aladiad g BUAY o) sell & Jandl (g Al pe il ginsa s cJanll il
ailly Al il jlaal SN JELY) aae 5 g Saall Cildlizany (g el A 230 (e dle
Lpadall dllally daaall Ao b Llaal €1 cladll o€ daa LY ae A jlae i
el Ay of Lyl Al 4 jall il iy s (Wilkinson and  Hardman, 2017)
& el s o LS dpilian] A¥a 53 58 dlia (KAl M ¢ AL baumannii LSy Llay)

sy 0 anadll () 6K 38 Layy 5 oDl i jae Lgasan A penl) ) O iy 138 5 (34 )ad) Jsoa
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et al.,2021)¢ okl Uaee 4S8 5 LY auls JSE S g sl 1 )
o) Lyl i) iy g ¢ Sl amye ale) gl deliall Canca ) clld 350y 3l (Bassett
b rals s LS Al Al Ll i) g Sl aail) 8 lal] cad Jane Adle jeall
el 48 ye 5 Al Gl el agal il el sy o) ()l oy B (1-4) &8 Jsaall
Gl ) Ao el cled ) LaY) i (e 2 Lee Aiigaa 5l A5 Sl 5l 5 Sl
Al pall oda Ao 64-55 Yo sl B Al A yeall
s oSuad) adil) da A dpsall S J 30 1244

il A gl (5 Sl adil) dx 8 e A g jrall ol S dapeal Alall Ly iSO (o i) iy
Lus el Abaumannii Cilaw Gua ¢ A0 sell Al S dapal A sall LS e A e
(2-4 ) Jsanl) b LS Allall Al jal) 3 (o a1 4,0 o1 591 Ay oo e sl Y ol Al
ol R fapal LIL LS o @l ) il (Ugkay et al.,2015) e i Y 13
<l 252 Ly Psuedomonas aeruginosa le s S8V s s Sull 2l da 8 (e Al g el
Clabaall alaind 8 il e V) ol (e eall LeShiay S0 355080 (e el A gladll
e 56 b cliall duadill @l LAYy Ao 3l @il cin 3 deiaslia ga 2 jiles &y gl
¢ saxall (0 Gram negative al S draal L0l L oSl de gana ) (0l %73, 6 Ay
e 185 oSl pxill = 58 ZladY Ve SV oy 480 Aje 76 &l @Y all K
Candida il e s Gram positives S daual 4 sall by de ganal 3523 %23, 74
Aa i zladl) (8 ol S aal L) L ISl Y G 80l G ) L(4-4) J52(%2.6 )4 SP
Jie 55l pall Jalsaly Lgall cldbiadl o el Lgiaglia U ey 8 (5 Sull Ll
Ol Jlad aey sl Al s Al Lol jas Gea LA Jd 4l 33 45 Endotoxins
sl Globiad) dee Gali o Jaad 5 cilay 31 Lo dasliall il g ol i€l L)
Ay B-lactmase wesiSYUL Gl 3l Wi unactivating antibiotic enzames
&) 4Lzl « (Aminoglycoside modified enzymes) b sSOS s 5 saa ey 3
ol adlge (& Glyes ¢ (Multidrug efflux pumps ) saaial @aall claaase
<l asas ol permeability defects <Liall 43y Alteration of target sites
2017) dpseal) Calimall Adad 53 L il o3gs laY) ke AulSa) JBy LS aded A slaal)
(Asif et al.,2018; Lee et al .
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Auddliall g Zilidl) =) 3l Juadl)
oS dapa £ 58 s SN &5 (4-4) Jos

(Yo)azsiall Al Y el s A S asalaall
23.7 18 Gram positive al_S 4aual da 5a
10.5 8 Staphylococcus aureus
2.6 2 Staphylococcus epidermids
2.6 2 Staphylococcus heamolyficus
2.6 2 Kocuria kristinae
2.6 2 Enterococcus faecalis
2.6 2 sorbrinus Streptococcus
73.7 56 Gram negative al_S dapal 4l
% 21.1 16 Acinefobacter baumannii
% 15.8 12 Kl ebsilla pneumoniae
% 5.3 4 Klebsilla oxytoca
% 5.3 4 Pseudomonas aeruginosa
% 5.3 4 Morganella morganii
% 2.6 2 Pseudomonas putida
% 2.6 2 fouticola Serratia
% 2.6 2 Achromobacter xylosoxidans
% 2.6 2 Sphingomonas paucimobilis
% 2.6 2 Protus mirabilis
% 2.6 2 Enterobacter aerogenes
% 2.6 2 Escherichia coli
% 2.6 2 Citrobacter braakii
2.6% 2 Jiladl)
2.6 % 2 Candida SP
100 76 & sanall

S.aureus LS asad % 10,54 4 i Y e 8 o) K dral daa gall @Y el ciled
Staphylococcus 4l gl e U8 Q) 2sai %2.6 L A< A2y

«Kocuria kristinae

«Staphylococcus

heamolyticus  «epidermids

.(4-4)Jd52)), Streptococcus sorbrinus « Enterococcus faecalis
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Ll Ly Ve SV Saaureus LS of Al du il mln ey
LSy ((Remy et al.,, 2016) s Sull asill da 5 zlaal 8ol S dapa 1A a5 ol
S el Lalall dasl) mhand Liaedle 3 e lba¥) oy 5l puall Jal e (e )
e Jssadl Hyaluronidase aiils  csaall dlaall ay 59 Ldlay 33 308 7 5 all Aol o
AVl B8 JIA 5 Gl jual Giaag Laa ol I gl (ulaY) 3okl aadaat (33 )l e @l La Ll
Gob oo S Bal das gl 4 i) ¢35V (e 285 235 (Janstova et al.,2012)
JEi Gadll b maals s LS dgall cldbadll hlua 3 jee Gl D-olild) Ay
(3,4,5,6)

Acinetobacter %21.1 iwiys Alje 16 8 dsual Ll <Y a1l s s

%5.3 iy &Y e 4Klebsilla pneumoniae %15.8 4wy 4312 <baumannii

Pseudomonas «Morganella morgannii ¢« Klebsilla oxytoca ¢« JS
Serratia <«Psuedomonas.pufida » JS %2.6 4wn e 2 <aeruginosa
«Sphingomonas paucimobilis <Achromobacter xylosoxidans «fouticola
Citrobacter <Escherichia coli <Enferobacter aerogenes <Protus mirabilis
(4-4) Js>> braakii
A Sl adll e Al g el Lo g S0 Lagl o ol & Arpal ALl Ly €001 coalS Ll o 8
lesad IV LSl of a8 ) Ldllass (2021) 4iclea s Shaheen @l Ge oo
Ay sy de 13 A.baumannii ,MRSA , Klebsiella b 4.e17 4w Portus
Gse OSsdle S5 A baumannii oo ool s agal (el o8 A0 L)
Al 4 5 Y el aes Cuadids (MDR) aasiall 4 5330 e slaall i) (e 4
Gkl 8 e sa LS &y gal) laliaall Lgln 48 a5 Vitek-2 <lhldll ey o) S dapal
(24-7)
dwdy clie 3 Abaumannii & Yoe YL ) Allall Al all il iy g
138 5 (5 Sl a2l A 8 sledl) sl L S a5 4132 56 AUl Y 32l & sana (0 %21.1
Profus S sdus JI ofalll a3 (Dwedar et al., 2015) w0 ae (380 Y
Gloalls pae b s Sl paill Aa 8 zladl o Ay aall 4,880 ) oY) A& e misrabilis
dase (e el LSl ) Lhabs s s B JIgll 1e(26.3 ¢16.8) cxl caudy
formation  Biofilm (sl Gl (o3 €5 3wy dumal V) G w3 S 35yl
anie Al gl 2y Lall e g dall mlau¥) 35 GlailV) e Ll ALE e a5
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et ) Zosall Glileaddl L 3l 44 5lie (e 2 35 S Capsular polysaccharides <l Sl
Ll Hlas sy 3 (phospholipase) JwY s 8ll a3l #zWl s (Brossard al.,2011
oAl el g g s (AL- Jubory  efal., 2016)u Sl 35 jia (1o 3 5 Cancadll
(2019¢ (53 ) anmall Ldall (5 glall Gl dlae (A )50 Ll
Cultural Diagnostic of Bacterial 4us <N all o3 gadidl 3-4
Isolates

e 83 sake &y e Aie 50 Jual (A .baumannii J 4, Ae 16 a5
characteristics 4ehall claall e oy 4 Sull adll = 3 e o5l (o e
<l 14y «Microscopic identification <=1 s=x3 55 cMorphological
Vitek-2 COMPACT system <l Sleas Biochemical Tests s sesll
(el papaall
Morphological characteristics 4l cliall 1.3.4

L s Leie Culture media due )30 blu V) e Liel )5 an 4y il ¥ jall Cuadld
Lo ol Bl ¥l cucas Blood Agar #d U8 ks MacConky Agar SisSkdl JlS)
Jliai Wil (S SLall 80 dany o il chiy Aol 24 Baaly 43530 a3 37 5,0s daoy
s & Loy o Ll i ol b slude DUl ad e mild 5355 ) D O peniosa
Non eall dllae ye 5 aboa il ) dile Gl G5 @l slade < pantivuny Ui Ll aa g
(1) A JSS B3l G (e LS haemolytic
Microscopic identification ggall paxidill 2.3.4
pandll Z iy Gram Stain ) S e Jleids Abgumannii LS Cuadd
Gram &S dxual 4l Coccobacillary s S s sanll J<alL 5l Ll (5 eaall
(2) AL IS Galdls o 5-4) Jsaall 8 (e WS ((ALsehlawi,2014) stain
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Biochemical Tests 4asasasl) i LIAY) 3,34
ari LR gia Al (5 Sl i ) b saaiaall 3o saSH Gl LERY) o) jal aa
(Catalase) JLiaY 4 se dagii el A baumannii 4 45l @Y all gpea o )
Al sai g HoOp s el 1S g pm anlast e Uy yiSll 3 508 e Jay 400 gell cilel@dl) ) geda o)
. (5-4) A Jsaal) 4 (e WS 5 (Gupta etal.,2015) (H,0 and O5) sbes gaans ) )

A baumannii LAS e cyal ) Luadddl) @) LEiY) (5-4) Je

da il ey @

+ev catalase test WSl a3l gasd | 1

-ev oxidase test S Y syl pasd | 2

Bada e, zild (535 s I ABES G jerina | MacConKy oSSkl 81 by e L Sl sai 3
S8 Agar

L’FLALA‘)M&‘ d.:bnua.u\ O}SQ‘S}GL&JAQ‘M

i Blood Aga Y Klhus e LSl s | 4
Non haemolytic sl dllsa ye o

Ll 4l Coccobacillary s S s sasl)

. | Gram a8 Gaay Lt s L S0 il g | S
Gram stain IS

stain

Vitek-2 Compact &bl jlga daul g claliaall duulaal) jLidly padddll 4.3.4
system

Y all Gl ASU (on jad Sl Slea Al g Sled IS By Sl @Y Gall Cuadld
(19) pdjaadlall 8 LS 3y s sasSll g Ao 31 (351l alasiadly Bl dad il 4, ,5<0)
oaad Y el meal soal A baumannii g sl s 4,0 A e 16 Lo Jsanll &
Piperacillin/Tazobactam cled 4; s Cilabias Al Vitek-2 il lean danluall
«Meropenem ¢« Imipenem ¢ Cefepime :Ceftazidime ¢ Cefotaxime:
< ebly  Trimethoprim /Sulfamethoxazole « Ciprofloxacin « Gentamicin
Piperacillin/Tazobactam % 93.75 4 Cefotaxime 4« ia L Sl ol il
37.50 4.—— Ciprofloxacin « 43.75 %4« Gentamicin « 56.25 % 4wy
% 18.75 4w mMeropene % 31.25 “w.i Ceftazidime <Cefepime <%

e Trimethoprim /Sulfamethoxazole I 4ulus; % 12.50 4w Imipenem
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A LS @Y e Sy A gall cilabiaall Liaglie Lol g Ll bl @ jed) ¢ )5l
23 Al Cefepime « Ceftazidime « Cefotaxime <libadll a5 baumannii
31.25 )5(% 93.75 )giwss il Al Gl ) saw slliad) B -lactams AUSY Uiy de sena I
(B -lactams) aeliS¥linll Sl 33y L 3Gl AY b gy gl Je (% 31.25)5 (%
S lay 1Y) 338 Jady (g gaall dladl) llad Jilaat e Jead ( Valcek et al.,2023)
&) 2= Gentamicin bl daglaa il Gyedl LS bV A eal o) s
o3 Lol )Y ) 392y (143.75 %) 4wy Aminoglycosides wbu sSOIS s de ez
Glabadl o Jlai ) a5y ple SOS sV GaaVl s JanS 5 uedl Ao senay il 1Y)
) 252 21 Ciprofloxacin sbadll Wiaglie <il<; | (Shafigh et al.,2018)
L Glabad) o3 (% 37.50 ) s Fluoroquinolones <bidsi€y s léllde o aas
il (Zaki et al.,2018) 4, LA aludi) s I (sa5lee DNA Cieliad dilee
il e saane ) (i A Piperacillin/Tazobactam sbeadll b il 2. 5léa
s Imipenem  opbadll A8 LS daglae CilSs | (56.25%) 4wnPenicillins
s (% 12.50) “wiy  Carbapenems Slainl S de ganal 22360 Meropenem
Trimethoprim /Sulfamethoxazole bl L 5l daglie Wi ) e (% 18.75)
LSl dlis (5 (% 0.00) & bl 13¢d L S0 daglia dus () el Al ) iy 568
Trimethoprim /Sulfamethoxazole s sall il ay cllng %100 Asdy sladll
gie oo a1 Jee A0 S LMD Aul ol oda il o LKA o3 VI 2l
(e 3 S Ao gaas o Jamy 5 Ledilh g Glall 4 daliag odl) gl Gaea Lol (e L S
LS (Geisinger et al.,2015 ) &) K dxual L sl Ganys ol S daal Ll 281l
(7-4)5 (6-4) &) Il A e

oo 3oke Ay el dall ikl dplle culS LS (8 cyjal Al du) o il s Calias
s K. Pneumonias Proteus s E.coli leswd SV ol dapal 4l LS
Clnaa¥) 4y al) labiaall da5lae L iSO 838 @ jedaly ¢ P aeruginosas S.aureus
e @iy (Mutonga et al.,2019) aUS L35 Caluad yuoall 5 ansy Hldad) 5 (plissS ooV
a8 e 5 Sl (pm pe iy Jame o 1538 0al) (2021) 4ielea s Shaheen 4wl il

. E.coli s A.baumannii ¢ sax Lasi ye 5 Sl 2l
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=) 3l Juadl)

4 gad) claldaall 4y i) o el Al g g3 (6-4 a2 J g2

ailal) cilalaall

j Piperacillin/T | Cefot | Cefta | Cefe | Imip | Mero | Gent | Ciprofl | Trimeth
7 | azobactam axim | zidim | pim |ene |pene |amic | oxacin |oprim

q e e e m m in Sulfam/
' gj ethoxaz
) ole

1S R R I S S S S S S

2S R R R R I R R R S

3S S R S S S S S R S
4S S R S S S S R S S

53 S R* S S S S S S S

°S R R | S S S S S S
7S S R S S S S S S S

8S R R I S S S S S S

9S S R S S S S S S S
109 S R R R I S R S S
1S R R R R I R R R S
128 R R S S I S S S S
139 R R I S S S R S S
14S S R S S S S S R S
159 R S R R R S R R S
169 R R R R R R R R S

Acinefobacter baumannii =S1-16 =R Resistant I=Intermediate S=Sensitive

QLY g Adball clilaadl A baumannii LS N e daglial 4y gial) dpil) ( 7-4) Js2a

\Vitek-2
(%) S (%) 1 (%) R Antibiotics
43.75 % 0.00 % 56.25% Piperacillin/Tazobactam
6.25% 0.00 % % 93.75 Cefotaxime
43.75 % % 25.00 % 31.25 Ceftazidime
% 68.75 0.00 % % 31.25 Cefepime
% 62.50 % 25.00 % 12.50 Imipenem
% 81.25 0.00 % % 18.75 Meropenem
% 56.25 0.00 % 43.75 % Gentamicin
% 62.50 0.00 % % 37.50 Ciprofloxacin
% 100.00 0.00 % 0.00 % Trimethoprim
Sulfamethoxazole/
baumannii Acinefobacter=S1-16 =R Resistant I=Intermediate S=Sensitive
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&) jSall A gasll aliiall dyila gal) 3810 58 dubs 4.4

Disc difusion method el 24 Ly 44,k 1.4.4

LS Sy sl alime Todls el el saldd (Sl alaiud) of ) il i
SO e Talaie ) 3l 138 GBA) aa due )30 GLLY) & paumannii Acinetobacter
PRECANA

paliid) 580 @l ) S B sail) s Ul SYaxs (8 - 4) Jsis s

Acinefobacter L S swi a8 Jasisdl sl dladll 5 alall 5Sall sald s
ale 0.5£23.67 S gaill by i HLad 5 S) Gl o Y dge 30 QLY 4 bgumannii
8.33 saill laviti (o yhad J& Ja fpala 12.5 528 5l sglal g Jn fpala 150 S 5l o ygli
blaie gaill laii g 1l Jw / aide 10050625 Sl chins 2L0.94 +
) ddita BaleS A235wdll% 70 ALY Jsasl jeday a1 5 sl e 2l 19.33514510
- sl dlamdl daw 5 (244) Bosa avall w8 Sk LG o (Ale 3ok
Ji e Adxadl (1.25/23.75 pg)Sh Trimetheprim  sulfamethoxazole
. ol 047414 o lsia L jli CLSI(2022)

Laial (5 sivea 2o g (5 sina G 2sa s LSDs oyl Jalad Jlanindy las¥) dilaill
Trimetheprim sl sbadl e da falie 1505 de falie 100 S5l p< 0 . 05
.sulfamethoxazole

Acinetobacter baumannii bsSs sai i b sl el 360N Galiiuall 00 (8-4 ) Jo
.Culture Media 43 @by b

(Mm )yl UaBY) e e Jaf aila Glangy 58I )
Mean +SD
0.94+ 8.33 12.5
0.81+£ 10 25
0.47+ 14 50
0.47+ .19.33 100
0.5+ 23.67 150
047+ 14 -Trimetheprim
sulfamethoxazole)1.25/23.75ug) (Control
Positive)
- Ethanolic Alcohol70%control Negative
0.0000* P value
1.7778 LSD
*0.052 P daf tic dygine 358 2555 Ll aa 0¥ el (-)
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Lo o0 @Y A Acinetobacter baumannii 45t g) 338101 GG M Al pSall AN aliiuall A8 380 8 (2-4) s
el AY) A%y jhy

e Lhgale Tl alall 5all salal i) Galiinal o A dlald) i jall m055 e o
a3 o e Al a8 Aeadiaall 53S0 5 maen b dlesd) 80 Ly
a2l Sl aala e (o gials Lay al8 il 3 aa Ui Jlie die il oa 5 adddvuall 5SSl
e ol S Aapal LIl doa gl LS mpen g dm bae Glaly 8 Al Jalie (e dnen
S Ll il b el 3 A8l il jal) Led it ol il Al sl 8281500 L S5 e
A0S Daal daa sl Ly S La a1 Sl salaal) Sl 0l Al s

JSall sald of ( Rhajaour et al.,2017 ; Hazem et al.,2001) odfiadl gzl cadl
La gall Clpsanlly @ 1Sl (e ad s Bldas aa Adadie dgdled s Lasall o jeall
al.,2001) L 28 il 3 8 5 ol & sl L) Cilianll gai dia 83 g3n0 Gl iy o) S drsal
e s Landl S5l ,Sal e cpine e( Sarikahya et al.,2021 ;Velikova et
s Sttaphylococcus aureus LS 1am Lgidels gy 5 Lasal g Lalll 5Sall (e
LS i dlle Alels Gl s gl iadly LAY 48, )k Escherichia  colf
ool (o cas Audpall oda 3 Ly ¢ E.coli LSy am sasaae el S gureus
el ga e oS Areal DLl Ale sl 83150 LS g Jandfi & gl g Ll s
am ol s ySaall Tolime Walis jelay H€all o) il sle J< A jall a8 st (5 gl
GGl Cun el ahe gen A G jaall gipadl LU el agay ol & daaal Dl L )
Silva-)dadll ele cua ga) A Ak oS S @l el Jhas)
( Dana Al-Shahtf.,2021; Przybytek & Karpinski ,2019Carvalho.,2015
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ALl 5 Ao sall dagal) Al GBSl A Sl Adlad () (2018 Jieleas Veiga) om WS
oSallsalal sl Galiiual o yedal g2 il Joadl) 2 gay sadiall 4500 daslid) bl S
oy 58 Ml Lia pmd 3lelall L€ pall e 202 e oelsia¥ Aale sl 52810 L&)
ARl SSall Jaasl) alitial) ol pial Al Gl py candl al clig il ey sl
Jebai e 5,0 <l o a5 (Harfouch etal.,2016; AL-Mohana,2008)%.l
Qb o Jay lae g0lall (e delu 18 an Ay gall Apie V) b ghias Jah Ll &y puSl DAY
<2 ( Bryan et al.,2016). 4siday Cuadds S Jaadl 4301 6 Jully g 40ad) jlaa (8 20l
Gl yiad g Ao 51 8 LS yall Jie ySall lisSe o) (2020) Almuhayawi  J-Sl ges
L il Tolicae T L 4 i) (ealaa)
AL el salal o) ((Mirzoeva et al., 1997 ; Salatino , 2022) oxdiaal) il <)
@ A VAol 5 LS ja dan e dex Lgd) LaS dddall sl e 5300 L) e
( Belmehdi et al .,2022;Takaisi - Kikuni & Schilcher(1994) o« J< La¥ (s
Sl gSaall (sl plud¥l dlee () (s ASY) gaally Dlaia¥l 5iSall 33l e agind o b
Glee Gilsyl (o palaiual 13ed 308l 038 ) La il 5 5Sall (J oaSh Galifioall 2 san gp 88 55
Gsind ySall 3ale 5815 LU DNA 8ale aludil e I il 4o S0 (g 5lal) aluasyl
la pad i 8 Allal) aSeli€ (588 o) oS L) aa Aleldl) Gl all e S 2 e
o8 ) (8-4 ) ) Jsan Al o2 il e Ll Jan o] BedSilSin (o SS) (e Al
O sl Jantusall 385 aalae Sladn doe )3l GLLY) 8 dilesd) 33510 LS g oy
L) ey (3 aadiuadl VoaSl alituaal) € g ey il Gl A e 38Dle ollia
Adled o LlaY Gl @ik oo S, Jantisadl 58 5 330 5 LS sl dladiall ol sall
¢ sall A0S aday judy B 10 Galdiuadl 581 st e gl se e JE Galiiul
G Ll 2l e Jsmanll jaaall il ) S5 5 4 jaidll ol ol die el jucasil) Guatiy
4 gl Claliaall (e paell e A glia ld o oSl a8l e A1 g Jrall Ly SO lef o e
Aulia 580 Ll o e agle o pail) amy 4l da glia rua (5 ol Slaal) ae Lgilalas 2 LIS
SSY) A el Clalaall an Llia jead oF LS el of ady 138 ddasadl labiadl
el ol Lale i Alladl) 4y all Cilaliaall S Jla b s jluse juad o 3080 Ll of 360
adle 5o pai Jafly Japll dlmal) 4ndi Ci Sl A Lgiaslie (e 2 A he A )il (i
Claliaall Caia s J dpuliall Gasd o) al s LS e ¢ 651388 ae Jalail) die 31 341 Cany
Jslae Janind LS 4 gl cilabiaall B8y Couagll Jrdy Lt glia a5 (S L dulial)
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Omle yall Jslaal 50 (o) a5 () G 3 dgle sall 38050 L i e o il 48 el Gala
dadll el (pa 4¢(3-4) Bosa P mals LS Ao ol @b (8 L e e e
XN LG e bl il Hal Sall JoaSl aliiuall me Cpale pall Jsladd (50

(5-4) 55 dxla sl

QL1 & Acinetobacter baumannii GiS v Gealay) Jslaeg plall psall IGEN) (aliiuall AiliEa) Jasﬁ!‘ A(_z J-:) Jjj\
AL paliiaall (MBC)sa¥) Sl 38 30 5( MIC) ) Jadall 38530 aaa3 2.4.4
A.baumannii LA sa (EEP) alddl jsall

<M Microdilution Method & ks (MIC) clual 381 Al (e de sana padin)
385 SIS e faile 25 5SS s cJefaile (150-100-50-25-12.5-6.25 -3.12)
Acinetobacter baumannii 2 5S: s« e dill jSall Jali¥) paliivadl M IC Lk
ool dadll el s (8 4l MBC Ji8 S 53 IS da farle B505S A das (s B
G ool die Lyl g e lacal s Uaadn aule pall Jslas ae p€all ol aliil
(9-4 ) dsas B (e WS (wells96) 5 s 96 ¢ 4 stall Microtiter plate sl
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LS Ma aldd) juSall gl Galiieall Ao JOWN 5.8 30 5 A adal) 388 (9-4) a8 Jaa
Microtiter plate 448 3 ylaa)) @ik Jleainly A baumannii

L S g Jaf pale ) )

— 3.12

— 6.25

— 12.5

+ 25

++ 50

++ 100

++ 150

+ waliine 75 + Gaule 2 75

LA I Jab S () LS S Jab 0 (4 ) Sisa s Jad 3 (<)
lgie) ) 5 odall b daadiual ddlisadl 315 o dne 230 A e MIC s e ST
e 3l BLbY) (B saiagag axe ol 25a 5 (e Ul MacConkey agar =3 sl e
(4-4 )iy 3a
Lo Wl sl EEP el cus (Béji-Srairi et al.,2020) g gl o3a oo i
el S Bal AL L e (55 sliadS
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.MacConkey agar -us e de 5 jall Ll S8l (alaiud) 35S g SaY) Ladd) 38 5l (4-4) 5 5a

.MacConkey agar by e 4s 5 el LA o Gaule pall Jslae g galdiuall g U Jadl) (5-4 ) e
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co-infection or Dobleinfection 4asajall o) 488 ) 550l 5.4

A 9 el anle ol 4381 5al) (g el Dga s (B-4 )ad 5y seall 8 i Adladl A yall 28 8
Qe lgiagia (o)) Sl Agsall Cllcadl soasiall dasliall cild @V el saa) B
4@l )l Klebsiella sp oris (e LS Lgiag 4ia guna (63} (g gall dbadll s Glabiadll
Gliall (e de geae o Sl L 0 w38 (s sia3¢ Acinetobacter baumannii b y5S4
AR Al A s AY LomSl Y T Wl oSa Gl dpsal) claliaall daladl)
<l Klebsiella sp osis (e LASY b el o) Se 1 (Ranjbar et al.,2016)
3 Lae Aandi€all 3856l o Lo sl 8Y) Jally anale 138 5 dila sall 32800 L SH 1) il
sl a5 ol (Sax (Semenec e t al.,2023) oS3 Lo 138 5 cilabiaall gl Lgia slia (1
daben Jlal el Gy e Sliabe il Seall e glias de il 335 ) Sls Sl Baaete
i Cefotaxime <ly)gpwsilawd) o QAN Jall doglia all 4 gall Glaliadll
Hasnawi Wil Al dul )l e o i85 4l jall oda - &3 (7-4) Jsasll & WS (%93.75)
Jsatl Zaglie e (786.5) Alle A cinay Al Caall 3 (2020) wiclea s Al-
daslie Lo diclen s AL-Rubiae @l so—al Ao 8 Gl s slliand) Gl
fo gladl) oo s 138 5 (%61.1) ot U3l shaalilis — a3 30 siaes 53 Saall Klebsiella sp
s\ baumannii, A das) 5 Ax 5334l sl o) G ¢ (6-4) ) B)sall Gl
el Sl 46 il Enterobacteriaceae 4bal o5l 0l a4l S P.geruginosa
Cbsiue e @l B Carbapenems Resistance Enterobacteriaceae ( CRE)
dall Kl QL) jlad ol 32 il (g sl &5 jlie il gl V¥ ara s 4y saadl Colalizadll da gl
Oe 2y 4 GRU e el (Aghapour et dal., 2019 ) oeSad sl 5 avily SIS 4 gl
; Mediavilla et al.,2016 ; Shen etal.,2018 ;Venne et al .,2023) 3l &l jua
.(Zheng et al .,2016

K. pneumoniae s A. baumannii 3 i sl Sl ul s i s Al clul

L e o jeall SIS IS5 Lo Le 5 L il g1 631 (Bl (B iaal) e e and 5 G e
AleaYs ol Y5 Anlaal) 55l (e agesy 128 (Willsey ef af,. 2018) el i) S
Jalsa i Lo (il SIS A gale g je agaiar Las Ay guall clibimally zally sl
et al .,2018) sl b 530l ddpad) cligdl & aoall Yied Waliaiel mii daos
el e gn Jelills A8 dasaie s b Laadsay 4l 3L (Harding
Lgall Glaladdl 4agliag 4o o8l e 2 h B ddiaall Al JAJ0 3aal s (50 (el g jmall
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cnl.g_ﬁj\.c} dadal) sl sda Jeldiy aal g :\:\ﬂﬁdj Cll.u\).ﬂ‘ e el dlay Bl PL-VY
@sall Gadh aaaal 8 s (8 (el Lgaiany

LU O e glie liaad L€l Antii deadiiunall 381 51 asand A glie Aila sil) S0 L S co-infection 481 ) s gaall masi (6-4 ) ()50 5
praesl
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Slaa gil) g calaliiiuy) eald) Juadl)

Conclusion:.claliiuy)

£ S Alablae 8 g Sl andll (e A g el ) S Aaal A0 Ly SO Bal -
ol S Aanal A pall LSl ae 455l Ausiial)

Sl a2 8l Aa B e ATy el 400 el ol 58 Ar il ) A Sl ) 5V ) -2
Eu‘;_é.t\j_f‘j\ s2a b o Jay Las saaaiall 4 500U il g il G Lgale)
(5 Sl pall Sl Al

le sed 38V oyl cuwdll Acinetobacter baumannii \— 5 of -3
Ay saal) clibiadl dle da i &5 g Sull a3l da il

LY (e Sl SAN (o Sl aill A 8 A o) 4

A LSl aa e dayie s dlle e Bl 5 Sall d5aSll palii ] -5
. baumannir

Ly d el e pall Jsdae pe ol Al p€all o asl aldi all 5 5Ll Jxdll-6
Ll

o oially 83le LD Lai L Sl 03 Aba¥) cany jaall 83 Y () -6

18108 Galdiwd) 305 jeamand e g geal e e JE Galdi wall s o) -7
=0 Lo 1S ST A il o) pal adie cag ) e aanil) i ) el Al aray sy
il ks e J guaallyiaal
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Recommendations.: <lua gl

vie aillad ASU 4 Hoidall il gl e Sl S Galisiidl 5l 8 Al 0 6l sal-q
L) 5 Sl Gladle e Yay il dalaiin

e ol b 31 AY (oW Jadl) o Aglall <l ) EY1 Jady puSall ddagill dladl) Al 50 -2
Sl Allad e SUL AT iy Sl (g A5 Rl @l 5 dalall <ol ) Y

6 Saall 238l A i sas e Al g pasal) 00 DU L S e el il sl A 50 -3
il Culiadll (alaY) 8 s AY) (5 saedl pa dle sl 3S) )1 L S A8 (e Al 50 -4
LSl

Slaa JSiy ) dEh Leliaa s Lgie Alladll &) jaind 5 5uSall bl s Sall 4l 2 -5
o Al 5 Al Ll el e sl e udl LS Lagiad 25 nll o Leiulai
L e 5 Qlll Cania g

Az pall el e Lillad apii g 5580 Clalias g 5Sall 55l Jadll -6

LS GliaY) e ST ) e 58 O RSl clial) e a3 A ja Gl 3 sl ) -7
(Sl il A i 5aal il
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Ay all jalaall
Ofdaae il je (e il cla S rmala Caua 65 485 | (2104) Gpesll 2o 23le ¢ ac )
daalac 4y 4l LS o)y g2 3a 5 k) (Aspergillus fumigates  ,Aspergillus flavus

A al)

o sl e et s 4 sl Cilabiaal) 4 glie Gilia Giamy e a3l L(2019) Gl JS)) L (53¢
LS ricale Al | Adliaae 4y o WY (e A5 34l Acinetobacter baumannii b
333 ala f28 peall o glall i)
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>
Organism Quantity:
Selected Organisin : Staphylococcus aureus
Sonrce: Collected:
Comments:
Identification Information Analysis Time: 7,78 hours Status: Final
. §8% Probability Staphylococcus aureus
Selected Organism ‘
Bionumber: 070412073773231
1D Analysis Messages
Biochemical Details
1 JAMY |- |4 |PIPLC |- |5 |XYL |- |8 |ADHL |+ |9 |BGAL |+ |1l |AGLU |-
13 |APPA |- |14 |CDEX |- |15 |AspA |- |16 |BGAR |- |17 |AMAN |- |19 |PHOS |+
0 LewA |- |23 |PoA |- |4 BGURr |- |25 |AGAL |- |26 |PyA |+ |27 |BGLR
18 |AbA |- 29 |TyA |- |30 |dSOR |- |31 |URE |+ |32 |POLYB |+ |37 |dGAL |+
3 |RIB |- |39 |LATk |+ |42 [LAC |- |44 [NAG |5 |45 |IMAL |+ |46 |BACT |+
47 NOVO |+ |50 |NCGS |+ |52 |IMAN |+ |53 |dMNE |+ |54 |MBIG |t |56 |PUL
57 |RAF |- |58 |O129R |+ |39 |SAL |- |60 |SAC |+ |6 |dTRE |+ |63 |ADHIs
64 |OPTO |+
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Organtsm Quantity:

Selected Organism : Staphylococcus aureus

Source: Collected:

Comments:

Susceptibility Information | Analysis Time: ~ 12.18 hours Status:  Final
Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation

Cefoxitin Screen POS + Erythromycin >=3§ R

Benzylpenicillin >=05 R Clindamycin =38 R

Ampicillin Teicoplanin »=3) R

Oxacillin =4 R Vancomycin »=3] R

Tmipenem Tetracycline >=16 R

Gentamicin High Level Tigecycline 05 S

(synergy)

Streptomyemn High Level Fosfomycin

(synergy)

Gentamicin 4 R Fusidic Acid »=3) R

Ciprofloxacin =8 R Rifampicm ==1] R

Moxifloxacin 1 I Trmethoprim/ 80 R

Sulfamethoxazole

Inducible Clindamycin NEG

Resistance

*= AES modified **= User modified

AES Findings

Confidence: ‘Con‘si‘stmt
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Organism Quanity:

Stlected Organisin : Kocuria kristinae

Source: Collected:
Comments:
[dentification Information Analysis Time: 4.83 hours Status: Final
Sl Ongs 99% Probability Kocuria kristinae

Bionumber: 010030302000020
ID Analysis Messages
Biochemical Details
IO|AMY - |4 JPIPLC 5|XIL § |ADHI |+ |9 |BGAL 11 |AGLU
13 APPA |- |14 |(DEX 15 |ApA 16 |BGAR |- |17 |AMAN |- |19 [PHOS
0 lewd |+ B |PoA |+ M4 BGURr |- |25 |AGAL |- |26 |PyA 17 |BGIR
% AhA 50 TyA £ 30 |dSOR 31 |URE |- |32 [POLYB |- [37 |dGAL
¥ |RB |- |9 |LATk |- [42 [LAC 4 INAG |- 45 |MAL 46 |BACI
47 INOVO |- |50 |NC6S3 51 |dMAN 3 |OMNE |- |34 |MBdG 56 |PUL
57 |RAF |- |58 |012R 59 |SAL 60 |SAC |- |62 |dTRE |+ |63 [ADH |-
64 |OPTO
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Organism Quantity:
Selected Organism : Coagulase negative Staphylococcus
Source: urine Collected:
Comments:
Susceptibility Information |Aualysis Time: 1147 hours Status;  Final
Antimicrobial MIC |Interpretation|  Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation

Cefoxitin Screen POS + Inducible Clindamycin NEG

Resistance
Benzylpenicillin =03 R Erythromycin =§ R
Ampicillin Clindamycin =§ R
Oxacilln »=4 R Teicoplanin »=3] R
Imspenem Vancomycin >=3) R
Gentamicin High Level Tetracycline 8 R
(synergy)
Streptomycin High Level Fosfomycin
(synergy)
Gentamicin =035 5 Fusidic Actd >=3)
Ciprofloxacin =03 § Rifampicin >=3]
Moxifloxacin 05 S Trimethoprim/ 20

Sulfamethoxazole
*= AES modified **= User modified
AES Findings
Confidence: Consistent
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90



Organism Quantity:
Selected Organism : Psendomonas aeruginosa

Source: Collected:
Comments:
Identification Information Analysis Time: 4.77 hours Status: Final
Selcted Organis 97% Probabilify Pseudomonas aeruginosa
Bionumber: 0043053143500040
ID Analysis Messages
Biochemical Details
] JAPPA |- |3 |ADO |- (4 |PyyA |- |5 |IARL |- |7 |dCEL |- |9 |BGAL
10 |H2S - |1l |BNAG |- |12 |AGLTp |+ |13 |dGLU |+ |14 |GGT |+ |15 |OFF
17 |BGLU |(-) |18 |dMAL |- |19 |dMAN |- |20 |[dMNE |+ |21 [BXYL |- |22 |BAlp |-
23 |ProA |+ |26 |[LIP + |27 |PLE - |29 |TyA |+ |31 |URE |- |32 [dSOR
33 [SAC |- |3 |dTAG |- |35 |dTRE |+ |36 |CIT + |37 |MNT |+ (39 [5KG
40 |ILATk |+ |41 |AGLU |- (42 |SUCT |+ |43 |NAGA |- |44 |AGAL |- |45 |PHOS
46 |GlyA |- |47 |ODC |- |48 |LDC |- |53 |HISa |- |56 |CMT |- |57 |BGUR
58 |OI29R |- |59 |GGAA |- |61 |MLTa |+ |62 |ELLM |- |64 |ILATa

2 8 Dal WL | yiSillVijtek-2 Ul o i Jadads sy (7) a8y JS&)
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Organism Quantity;

Selected Organism : Pseudomonas aeruginosa

Source: Collected:
Comments:
Susoeptibility Information | Aualyss Time:  11.62 hours Stafus: - Final

Anfimicrobial MIC | Interpretation |  Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation
ESBL Meropenem >=16 R
Ampicillin Amikacin >= 64 R
Amoxicillin/Clavulanic Acid Genfamicin >=16 R
Cefotaxime >= 64 R Ciprofloxacin >=4 R
Ceftazidime >= 64 R Norfloxacin >=16 R
Cefepime >= 64 R Fosfomycin
Ertapenem Nitrofurantoin
Imipenem >=16 R Trimethoprin/

Sulfamethoxazole

AES Findings
Confidence: Consistent

2 8 Dpal WL | yiSillVjtek-2 Ul i Jadads sy (8) ady JS&)
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Organism Quantity:

Selected Organism : Klebsiella pueumoniae ssp pnenmoniae

Source: Collected:
Comments:
Identification Information Analysis Time: 4.03 hours Status: Final
Seected Organis 99% Probability Klebsiella pneumoniae ssp pneumoniae

Bionumber: 6607734773564010
ID Analysis Messages
Biochemical Details
] |APPA |- 3 |ADO |+ |4 PywA |+ |5 |ARL |- |7 |dCEL |+ |9 |BGAL |t
10 |H2S |- |1l |BNAG 12 |AGLTp 13 |dGLU |+ |14 |GGT |+ |15 |OFF |+
17 |BGLU |+ |18 |IMAL |+ |19 |IMAN |+ |20 |IMNE |+ |21 [BXYL |+ |22 |BAlyp
3 (PoA |- |26 |LIP 17 |PLE |+ |29 |TyA |+ |31 [URE |+ |3 |[dSOR |+
33 |SAC |+ |34 |dTAG |+ |35 |dIRE |+ |36 |CIT |+ |37 |MNT |+ |39 |5KG
40 |ILATk |+ |41 |AGLU 42 |SUCT |+ |43 |NAGA |- |44 |AGAL |- |45 |PHOS |+
46 |GyA |- |47 |ODC 4 [LDC |+ |53 |HISa |- |56 |CMT |- |57 |BGLR
58 |OI0R |+ 139 |GGAA 61 |IMLTa 62 |ELLM |- |64 |ILATa

a) S diual Ll b iliVitek-2 alsd g il Jaads any (9) ady JSA)
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Organism Quantify:

Selected Organism : Klebsiella pneumoniae ssp pneumoniae

Source: Collected:

Comments:

Susceptibility Information | Analysis Time: 920 hours Status:  Final
Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation

ESBL POS + Meropenem <=025 S

Ampicillin >=3) R Amikacin =) S

Amoxicilli/Clavulanic Acid 8 S Gentamicin =1 S

Piperacillin/Tazobactam =4 S Ciprofloxacin =025 S

Cefotaxime >= 64 R Norfloxacin 2 R

Ceftazidime 8 I Fosfomyem <=16 S

Cefepime 2 S Nitrofurantomn 64 I

Ertapenem =05 S Trimethopriny/ >=320 R

Sulfamethoxazole

Imipenem =025 S

*= AES modified **= User modified

AES Findings

Confidence: Consistent

o) S dapal bl U iSllVjtek-2 Al 88 Jaudads any (10) B JS4)
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Organtsm Quantity:
Selected Organism : Klebsiella oxvtoca

Source: Collected:
Comments:

Identification Information Analysis Time: 4 53 hours Status: Final

| | 99% Probability Klebsiella oxytoca

kel Orgasn Biouumher GTTSTITSES0ND

ID Analysis Messages

Biochemical Defails

2 |APPA |- 3 |ADO |+ |4 |PyA |+ |5 |ARL |+ |7 |dCEL |+ |9 |BGAL |t
10 |HS |- (11 |BNAG 12 |AGLTp |- |13 (dGLU |+ |4 |GGT |+ |15 |OFF |+
I7 [BGLU [+ |18 |AMAL |+ |19 |dMAN |+ |20 |MNE |+ |21 [BXYL |+ |2 |BAlp
B PoA |+ (26 |LDP 7 PPLE |+ 29 |TyA |+ 31 |URE |+ |3 |SOR [+
3 O(SAC [+ (M |JTAG |+ 35 |dTRE |+ 36 |CIT |+ |37 MNT |+ |39 |KG |t
40 |LATk |+ [41 |AGLU £ |SUCT |+ |43 [NAGA |- |#4 |AGAL |+ |45 [PHOS |t
46 |GlyA |+ |47 |0ODC 4 |LDC |+ |53 |HISa |- |56 |CMT 5T |BGUR
58 |0129R |+ |39 |GGAA 61 |IMLTa 60 [ELLM |- |64 |ILATa

o) 8 Aapal WL U yiSillVitek-2 Ul il Jadads sy (11) a8 JS&)
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Organism Quantity:

Selected Organism : Klebsiella oxytoca

Source: Collected:

Comments:

Susceptibility Information |Analysis Time: 9.8 hours Status:  Final
Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation

ESBL NEG Meropenem =015 S

Ampreillin 16 R Amikacin <=) S

Amoxicllin/Clavulantc Acid =) S Gentamictn =1 S

Prperacillm/ Tazobactam =4 S Ciprofloxacin =025 S

Cefotaxime =1 S Norfloxacin =05 R

Ceftazidime =1 S Fosfonycin =256 R

Cefepime =1 S Nitrofurantom =16 S

Ertapenem =05 S Trumethopriny =20 S

Sulfamethoxazole

Imipenem =025 S

*= AES modified **= User modified

AES Findings

Confidence: Consistent

ol S Araal L) | UVjtek-2 AUy A8 Jadadl an ) (12) a8 JSA
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Organism Quantity:
Selected Organism : Serratia fonticola

Source: Collected:
Comments:
Identification Information Analysis Time: 4,37 hours Status: Final
S — 87:% Probability Serratia fonticola

Bionumber: 4237710361642211
ID Analysis Messages
Biochemical Details
1 |APPA |- |3 |ADO 4 |PyA |+ |5 |ARL dCEL |+ |9 |BGAL
10 [HS |+ |1l [BNAG 12 |AGLTp |- |13 |dGLU |+ |14 |GGT |+ |I5 (OFF ¢
17 |BGLU |+ [I§ |dMAL 19 |IMAN |- |20 |OMNE |+ |21 |BXYL 12 |BAlp
3 PoA |- |26 |LP 17 |PLE 29 |TyA |+ |31 (URE |+ |32 |dSOR
3 O[SAC |- | |dTAG 3% |dTRE |+ |36 |CIT |+ |37 |MNT 3 |5KG
40 |LATk |- |41 |AGLU 47 |SUCT |+ |43 NAGA |- |44 |AGAL 45 [PHOS |+
46 |GlyA |- |47 |0DC 4§ |LDC 53 |HISa |- |56 |CMT |+ |57 |BGIR
5§ |0I0R |+ |30 |GGAA 61 |IMLTa 61 |ELLM |+ |64 |[LATa

oS Ll ALl U yillvitek-2 alas 88 adads ay (13) ad) JLi
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Organssm Quantity:

Selected Organism : Serratia fonticola

Source: Collected:

Comments:

Susceptibility Information | Analysis Time: 8.2 hours Status:  Final
Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation Autimicrobial MIC | Interpretation

ESBL Meropenem =02 S

Ampieillin Amikacn <= S

Amoxictllin/Clavulanic Acid =2 S Gentamicin =1 S

Prperacillin/ Tazobactam =4 S Ciprofloxacin =025 S

Cefotaxme =1 S Norfloxacin =05 S

Ceftazidime =1 S Fosfomyctn =156 R

Cefeptme =1 S Nitrofuranforn =16 S

Ertapenem <=05 S Trimethoprim/ =10 S

Sulfamethoxazole

Imtpenem =025 S

AES Findings

Confidence: Inconsistent

ol S Araal L) | UVjtek-2 AUy 88 Jadadl s (14) a8 JSA
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Organism Quantity:
Selected Organism : Escherichia coli

Source: Collected:
Comments:
Identification Information Analysis Time: 4.55 hours Status: Final
Seected Onganisn 99% Probability Escherichia coli

Bionumber: 0405610550426600
ID Analysis Messages
Biochemical Details
1 JAPPA |- |3 |ADO 4 |PyrA 5 |ARL |- |7 |dCEL 9 |BGAL |+
10 |HS |- |lI |BNAG 12 |AGLTp 13 |dGLU |+ |14 |GGT 15 |OFF |+
17 |BGLU |- |18 |IMAL |+ |19 |dMAN |+ |20 |OMNE |+ |21 |BXVL 12 |BAlap
13 |PoA |- |26 |LIP 17 |PLE 9 |Ty!A |+ |31 |URE 32 |dSOR £
3 |SAC |+ |3 |dTAG 35 |dTRE |+ (36 |CIT |- |37 |MNT 39 |5KG
40 |ILATk |- |41 |AGLU 2 |SUCT |+ |43 |NAGA |- |4 |AGAL |+ |45 |PHOS
46 |GyA |- |47 |ODC |+ 48 |IDC |+ |53 |HISa |- |56 |CMT |+ |57 |BGUR |+
58 |OI9R |- |59 |GGAA 61 |IMLTa 62 |[ELLM |- |64 |ILATa

&K Ll ALl U yillVitek-2 alas &8 Jadeds ay (15) ad ) JLi

99



Organism Quantity:

Selected Organism : Escherichia coli

Soure: Collected:
Comments:
Susceptibility Information |Analysis Time: 1047 hours Status:  Final
Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation|  Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation
ESBL NEG Meropenem >=16 R
Ampicillin >=3] R Ankzem >= 64 R
Amoxietllin/Clavulanic Aeid | >=32 R Genfanicin >=16 R
Prperacillin/Tazobactam =128 R Ciprofloxacin =4 R
Cefotaxime =64 R Norfloxacin =16 R
Ceftazdime >= 64 R Fosfomyein =16 S
Cefepume =04 R Nitrofuranforn 256 R
Inupenem >=16 R Trimethoprim/ >=300 R
Sulfamethoxazole
AES Findings
Confidence: Conststent

&K Ll Ll U yillVitek-2 alas &8 Jadads ay (16) ady JL
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Organism Quantity:

Selected Organism : Achromobacter xylosoxidans

Source: Collected:
Comments:

Identification Information Analysis Time: 5.77 hours Status: Final

. . 99% Probability Achromobacter xylosoxidans

Selected Organism Biommber: 1001101500011

ID Analysis Messages

Biochemical Details

] |APPA |- |3 |ADO 4 |PpyA |+ |5 JARL 7 |dCEL 9 |BGAL
10 |HS |- |1l |BNAG 12 |AGLTp |+ |13 |dGLU 14 |GGT 15 |OFF
17 |BGLU |- |18 |dMAL 19 |dMAN 20 |dMNE 21 |BXYL 22 |BAlap
23 |PoA |+ |26 |LIP 27 |PLE 29 |TyA 31 |URE 32 |dSOR
33 |SAC |- 4 |dTAG 35 |dIRE 36 |CIT 37 |MNT 39 |5KG
40 |LATk [+ |41 |AGLU 4 |SUCT |+ |43 |NAGA 44 |AGAL 45 |PHOS
46 |GyA |- |47 |0DC 48 |LDC 53 |IHISa 56 |CMT 57 |BGUR
58 [OI9R |+ |59 |GGAA 61 |IMLTa 62 |ELLM 64 |ILATa

oS Ll ALl U yillvitek-2 alas &8 Jadads ay (17) ad) JLi
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Organtsm Quanfify:

Selected Organism : Achromobacter xylosoxidans

Source: Collected:

Comments:

Susceptibility Information | Analysis Time: 1042 hours Status:  Final
Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation

ESBL Meropenem >=16 R

Ampicllm Amikacin >= 64 R

Amoxicillin/Clavulanic Actd Gentamicin =16 R

Prperacillin/Tazobactam >=128 R Ciprofloxacin =4 R

Cefotaxime >= 64 R Norfloxactn >=16 R

Ceftazidime >= 64 R Fosfomycin

Cefepime >= 64 R Nitrofurantoin

Ertapenem Trimethoprim/ =10 S

Sulfamethoxazole

Imipenem § I

AES Findings

Confidence: Analysts not performed

o) R Dl LI L yiliVitek-2 aUaS 81 Jaadads an ) ((18) ad) Jodd)
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Organism Quantify.

Selected Organism : Acinefobacter baumannii complex

Source: Collected:
Comments:
Identification Information Analysis Time: 6.02 hours Status: Final
Sl Ongnn 99% Probability Acinetobacter haumanii complex

Bionumber: 0201010103500212
ID Analysis Messages
Biochemical Details
1 |APPA |- |3 |ADO 4 |PyrA 5 |ARL |- [T |dCEL |+ |9 |BGAL
10 |HS |- |1l |BNAG [ |AGLTp |- |13 [dGLU |+ |14 |GGT 15 |OFF
17 |BGLU |- |18 |dMAL 19 |dMAN 20 |IMNE |+ |21 |BXVL 22 |BAlp
3 |PoA |- |26 |LP 17 |PLE 0 |Tyd |+ |31 |URE 32 |dSOR
33 (SAC |- |¥ |dTAG 3§ |dTRE 3 |CIT |+ |37 MNT |+ 39 |5KG
40 |LATk |- |41 |AGLU 47 SUCT |- |43 |NAGA |- |4 |AGAL 45 |PHOS
46 |GyA |- |47 |ODC 4§ |LDC $ |HSa |- (6 |CMT |+ |57 |BGIR
58 |OI0R |- |39 |GGAA 61 |IMLTa 61 |ELLM |- |64 |LATa |f

A R Laaal AL A baumannii b 5SiVitek-2 alai g il Jabeds a ) (19) a8 Joil)
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Organusim Quanffy.

Selected Organism : Acinetobacter baumannii complex

Souree:

Collected:

Comments:

Susceptibility Information |Analysis Time: 845 hours Statu: - Ful
Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation|  Anfimicrobial MIC | Interpretation

ESBL Meropenen >=16 R

Ampietllm Amikacmn

Amoxtetln/Clavulanic Actd Genfamiein >=16 R

Pyperacillin Tazobactam =108 R Ciprofloxacin =4 R

Cefotame >= 64 R Norfloxacmn

Ceftaztdime >= 64 R Fosfomyein

Cefepime =64 R Nitrofurantomn

Ertapenem Trimethopriny =1 S

Sulfamethoxazole

mipenem >=16 R

AES Findings

Confidence: Consistent

o) R Ll LWL A baumannii b sSiVitek-2 alad g 8 Jauads any (20) ady JS&
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Organism Quantrty:

Selected Organism : Acinetobacter baumannii complex

Source: Collected:

Comments:

Susceptibility Information | Analysis Time: 8.2 hours Status: - Fial
Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation

ESBL Meropenem =02 S

Ampicillin Amikacin

Amoxicilln/Clavulanie Acid Gentamictn <) S

Prperacillin/Tazobactam >=128 R Ciprofloxacin 05 S

Cefotaxime 16 R Norfloxacin

Ceftazidime 16 I Fosfomyein

Cefepime 8 S Nifrofurantomn

Ertapenem Trimethoprim/ =10 S

Sulfamethoxazole

Imspenem =025 S

*= AES modified **= User modified

AES Findings

Confidence: Consistent

A R daaal L A bagumannii b 5SiVitek-2 aUai g il Jadads an ) (21) 4 JS&)
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Organism Quanfity:

Selected Organism : Acinetobacter baumannii complex

Source: Collected:

Comments:

Susceptibility Information |Analysis Time: 920 hours Status:  Fnal
Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation

ESBL Meropenem =025 S

Ampicillin Amikacin

Amoxiellin/Clavulante Acid Genfamicin =1

Prperacillin/Tazobactam =4 S Ciprofloxacin >=4 R

Cefotaxime 8 *R Norfloxacin

Ceftazidime 4 S Fosfomyein

Cefepime 4 S Nitrofurantom

Ertapenem Trimethoprim/ =120 S

Sulfamethoxazole

[mipenem <=025 S

*= AES modified **= User modified

AES Findings

Confidence: Consistent

A R daaal AL A baumannii b ySiVitek-2 alai g il Jadads an ) (22) 4 JO&)
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Organism Quantify:

Selected Organism : Acinetabacter haumannii complex

Source;

Collected:

Comments:

Susceptibility Information | Analysis Time: 8.7 hours Status:  Final
Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation Anfimicrobial MIC | Interpretation

ESBL Metopenem =025 S

Ampieillm Amikacmn

Amoxtelln/Clavulanue Acd Genfaniern =1 S

Piperacillin Tazobactam =4 S Ciprofloxacm =025 S

Cefotaxime 16 R Norfloxacmn

Ceftazidime 4 $ Fosfomycin

Cefepime 4 S Nitrofurantomn

Ertapenem Trumethoprim/ =20 S

Sulfamethoxazole

[mipenem =025 S

*= AES modified **= User modified

AES Findings

Confidence: Consistent

A R daaal AL A baumannii b ySiVitek-2 alai g il Jadads an ) (23) 4 Jil)
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Organssm Quantity:

Selected Organism : Acinetobacter haumannii complex

Source: Collected:

Comments:

Susceptibility Information | Analyss Time: ~ 15.10 hours Status: - Fual
Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation|  Antimicrobial MIC | Interpretation

ESBL Meropenem =00 §

Ampieillin Amikacin

Amoxicilli/Clavulanie Aetd Gentamern =16 R

Poperactllin/Tazobactam 8 $ Ciprofloxactn =025 S

Cefotaxme § R Norfloxacin

Ceftazidime 4 $ Fosfomycmn

Cefepume =] § Nifrofuranfor

Ertapenem Trimethopriny =20 S

Sulfamethoxazole

Tmupenem =025 S

*= AES modified **= User modified

AES Findings

Confidence: Consistent

&) R daaal L A baumannii b ySiVitek-2 aUai g il Jadads an ) (24) 4 JL&)
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Summary

Summary.

The current majors for bacteria Acinetobacter baumannii Gram-
negative aerobes Which is one of the most common pathogens of
contaminants DFU), Also, the sensitivity of bacterial isolates to the
alcoholic extract of propolis (EEP) was highlighted as a natural
antimicrobial substance compared to the used antibiotic, As well as
knowing the rates of infection with this bacteria and the relationship of

infection with age and sex.

The study included the collection of 50 samples of diabetic foot
ulcers for patients after their diagnosis by the specialist doctor in Al-
Kafeel Specialist Hospital in Karbala Governorate, for the period from
September 2022 until February 2023, and the ages ranged between ( 35-
69) years and for both sexes The samples taken from the air were
cultured on the medium of Blood Agar and MaCconkey Agar,
Biochemical tests were then conducted Vitek compact system-2 for

bacterial diagnosis

The results of the current study showed that out of 76 isolates,
18 isolates were obtained, with a rate of 23.7% belonging to the group of
Gram-positive bacteria two isolates of Candida SP with a percentage of 2
(2.6%), and 56 negative isolates for gram stain, with a percentage of
73.7%, is a bacterial isolate, which is the most isolated for infections of
diabetic foot ulcers. It may be due to its resistance to many antibiotics

and virulence factors such as Endotoxins, Biofilm.

The current study focused on the most common pathogen. The

most included 16 isolates of A. baumanni bacteria, with a percentage of



Summary

21.1%. It was isolated from males (38, or 76%), and was not isolated
from females.

The inhibitory effect of the crude alcoholic extract of propolis on A.
baumannii was evaluated as follows for the five concentrations (25,
12.5, 50, 100, 150 mg/ml), respectively Diameters had inhibition (23.67,
19.33, 14, 10, 8.33) by two methods Well diffusion and disc diffusion and
it was found that there is a direct relationship between the concentrations
of propolis and the diameter of growth inhibition against Gram-negative
bacteria A.baumannii compared with the Positive control Trimethoprim-
sulfamethoxazole , As it was found that the largest diameter of growth
inhibition was 23.67 mm, the concentration showed 150 mg / ml, while
the concentration 12.5 mg / ml showed the least diameter of growth
inhibition 8.33 mm, while the concentrations showed 100, 50, and 25 mg
/ ml in diameter. The 70% ethyl alcohol used as a diluent did not show
any significant effect in this regard, while the antibiotic - Trimetheprim
sulfamethoxazole at a concentration of (23.75ug/1.25) approved by the(
CLSI) was recorded. 2022 The inhibition diameter is 14 mm.

As it was found from the statistical analysis, there is a significant
difference at the level of probability 0.05 for the two concentrations of
100 mg / ml and 150 mg / ml on the antibiotic Trimetheprim
sulfamethoxazole. While the synergistic effect of (EEP) with Dermacyn
solution showed a clear inhibition of bacteria, and the results of the

minimum inhibitory.

concentration (MIC) showed the lowest Minimum inhibitory
concentration for A. baumannii, the concentration was 25 mg / ml. While

the lowest lethalMinimum Bacteri concentration (MBC) was 100 mg/ml.



Summary

We conclude from the current study that the alcoholic extract of crude
propolis had a positive effect on bacterial growth. The synergistic action
of the extract with Dermacin solution was clear in inhibiting these

bacteria.

It was also noted in this study the emergence or presence of the so-
called double or concomitant infection in one of the isolates of
Acinetobacter baumannii, the content of the study, it was found that
polymicrobial infection caused by two or more disease-causing
microorganisms or what is called co-infection increases the bacterial
resistance to multiple drugs, including bacteria of the genus Klebsiella
associated with Acinetobacter baumannii, which increased From its
resistance to antibiotics, resistance was evident for all five concentrations
of the alcoholic extract and the antibiotic used, while all isolates were
sensitive to this antibiotic and all of them were single infections, and this
Is worrisome because it limits treatment options. Although this dual

resistance is rare so far, it has been documented increasingly.

The incidence rates were also determined, as the results were
distributed according to the age of patients between (35 and 65 years
and over). The lowest incidence rate was among the age groups 55-64
(25%), while the highest incidence was among the age groups (35-44)
and 65 and over (37.5%). The results showed that there is a clear
significant difference in the percentage of infection in males higher than

in females, where the p value was 0.00024**

It was also shown that there is no relationship to age with the

rates of infection with this bacteria A.baumannii, which the current study



Summary

focused on. The results also showed that Which the current study
focused on, and the results also showed that age has a relationship with
the rate of infection rates for all species that were dealt with in this study,
and it included the highest infection rate for the age groups ranging
between (55-64), where the p value was 0.048* We conclude that the
Gram-negative aerobic bacterial species isolated from diabetic foot
ulcers have the highest percentage of other infections, and most of them
are of the multidrug-resistant type and are characterized by an
unpleasant odor, which indicates the importance of these species in the
severity of diabetic foot infections, and that the infection rates in males
are higher than in females, and this indicates However, males are more
likely to develop diabetic foot ulcers, which may be due to the nature of
their work, personal hygiene, male gender, and high diabetes. Therefore,

many studies in this field of research are required.
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