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Abstract

Objective: To provide a reference for effective anti-infective treatment for clinicians managing sep-
sis. Methods: We retrospectively collected data on sepsis cases from three hospitals in Yongchuan
District, Chongqing, from October 2024 to March 2025. A total of 608 patients who met the inclusion
and exclusion criteria were included, and their pathogen distribution and antimicrobial suscepti-
bility were analyzed. Results: The main pathogens causing sepsis were predominantly Gram-nega-
tive bacilli, including Escherichia coli (27.6%), Klebsiella pneumoniae (13%), Acinetobacter baumannii
(7%), Staphylococcus aureus (6%), and Pseudomonas aeruginosa (5.6%). The antimicrobial agents
with a susceptibility rate of >95% for Escherichia coli were amikacin, cefotetan, cefoperazone/sulbac-
tam, tigecycline, and doripenem, ertapenem, meropenem, and imipenem. No antimicrobial agents
with a susceptibility rate of 295% were found for Klebsiella pneumoniae; agents with a susceptibility
rate of 90%~95% included amikacin, tigecycline, doripenem, ertapenem, meropenem, and imipenem.
No antimicrobial agents with a susceptibility rate of 290% were found for Acinetobacter baumannii;
the only agent with a susceptibility rate of 85%~90% was tigecycline. The antimicrobial agents with
a 100% susceptibility rate for Staphylococcus aureus were gentamicin, tigecycline, vancomycin, and
quinupristin/dalfopristin. The antimicrobial agents with a susceptibility rate of 290% for Pseudomo-
nas aeruginosa were amikacin, tobramycin, and gentamicin. Conclusion: The main pathogens causing
sepsis are Gram-negative bacilli. Antimicrobial therapy for sepsis should provide coverage against
Gram-negative bacilli. Tigecycline, amikacin, doripenem, ertapenem, meropenem, and imipenem are
recommended as empirical antimicrobial agents of choice.
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1. B=

R EN=T2ZEE, KREIERE SURE T 200810, CEMIKFEAE 1.0 BIIKEAE 3.0 [1]. MREAE
3.0 5T S HHAE F 0 T P B % 1) Js 7 2R A 5| RS D s B A= i )28 B D) e B A [2] o AR FEIE 3.0 2RI E
iE W37 5 2 25 (ESICM) AT 36 [ BEE W47 B2 2 25 (SCCM) & T iz i g Je HE 10 [2]-[4],  Hig W@ w5
FERR B WP (SOFA) VP AT 2 Wi, 12Wihn il RAEAAAE LIS OL R, S 1) SOFA 143 H Ak 2k /5
2 450 MIREERE 3.0 [ SUAITE, 15 ERRG R 51 R MRERIE IR IATT, 7 B B 2 IRERRE e, R,
PUBRIRTT M EEE 2R YT F B2 — (5], PUBIRYT & 1A R T B i 6 (Bt B 240056 T o 2 75
& BEAE G RPURE 2900 )2 N, BB 10 SR B R 2 MRk e, BT B T A R S I
PEFFER, W B 5 25 6 ) 0 2 AN BT TR o 28 B T AP A R AT T 4 P ) <6 € 2 R T
(MRSA)EE, 54T B 24547061 993 Ji B P 0 E S kSR BRARG , B0 R V7 FAOARS HE 7 VA MR 0 0 I 1 3 7 I 2l s
FIEBEPUE A, (H2, 0 R 55 97 S 2 B S S IR T A I By R g R, i L, BREERE o 481 (15 5 R
FRBAPEZR 1A 3%~50% [3] [6], ik, BEEEAE A HIPT IR IT )L T2 IR R R IM A IR B w44 . ik
re e PR 2 T R SR 40 RO B I DL B VR T 2508, BIAS 40 M 85 b X P R B R P99 J5 BT 2 A1 B S5 v 1) 245470
U0 25 T2 0 75 IR IR 7T, IR 0T .
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2.2.2. G AbIE

ATIE 5 95 ST 20 A b A6 B B AR TR AR B AT G, 0 BEA 700 MRAEE S EUR E, M IE 608 i
LW BURAE > BT TR B MR AT I B o TSR BB & 2 EL R, LA PR R T 2 656, LA P <0.05
NESRB G HE L.
3. &R
3.1, MEESHER

A YR IR 0 N 975 i T 45 % BE R LA 2 st SR 1 608 Bk BERE AR . AR E R BURESIHEN], Shah
N 700 BRI ST, SR BEAAE 2 IR G R B R R LA AR BOT B Ho, R4 TR > 10 BRI
TR 12 Fh, & 1H BT 551 Mk, 73l i R A 1 (27.6%) « fili 4 5 85 11 B (13%) 81 & AN AT T (79%)
S (O I BRTE (6%) « HRZR A5 F MU T4 (5.6%) « PRIER B (4.2%) « W8 22 27 £ HA R (3.7%) A\ 1 %7 3K 17 (3%)
LA EIERTE (2.9%) BV AT 1R (2.1%) « il R BEER TR (1.9%) « FEWIRER (1.7%). Hh, 5< [F#HEK <10
PRICTRIE R 8 B, & il IR BA 56 ik, [ Bk <5 PROVBIRE 77 Fr, & 1D IR B 93 vk, W3k 1.

Table 1. Distribution of 700 pathogenic isolates [strains (%)]
F= 1. 700 #k¥5 R 53 0 3R [H(%)]

o J5L B e A [ 44 R [ER A
K K 193 27.6%
I ¢ T B A 1 91 13%
if & A B 49 7%

B OHE R 42 6%
A 2R R L 39 5.6%
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3.7%
3%
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1.7%
1.3%
1.3%
1.1%
1.1%
1%
0.7%
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3.2. EEREE(HEE > 5%) W HE A ABER ST
321 KFRFREHHLERI T

KigtAy IRF 28R > 95%IIFT R 25 RFUR R, SR SLAIR /6 CE, Bt k2
AIEFE . Jefbsi R KD ER . TR, SHAPUE A, ERA g R K 2.

Table 2. Antimicrobial susceptibility of 193 isolates of Escherichia coli [strains (%)]

= 2. 193 KRR A RE LR DT [HR(%)]

U2 n U (%) i 245 (#£:9%6) T (Hh%)
B 2 193 190 (98.4) 3(1.6) 0(0)
Sk E IR 189 183 (96.8) 5(2.7) 1(0.5)

LR B4/ &7 LA 184 175 (95.1) 6 (3.3) 3(1.6)
BInmE 191 190 (99.5) 1(0.5) 0 (0)
EZ i) 190 184 (96.8) 4(2.1) 2(1.1)
JEfth % e 190 184 (96.8) 4(2.1) 2(1.1)
KT 192 186 (96.9) 6 (3.1) 0(0)
V&R 193 188 (97.4) 4(2.1) 1(0.5)

H A 259 3741 1884 (50.3) 1667 (44.6) 190 (5.1)
P 0.00

Vi THARHURE 25 CAERT S PG AR e R AR . ZCORVUAR, ZhEg . SkAfheE. RNV E. KA. Sk, kil
MRy SkfmebR, LM, KRR, AR R, S E . RNV, ZORTIM/ETEE, SkbEls. 25

= BRI
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322, REEAEBRERM

Wik 2o B R 2 > O5%RIFLEI 254, 95% > ZHMNEE > Q0%MIHLE M KR . B
PR K Z AR JOAR . TR, W, SRR, Z R S (P < 0.05),
W 3.

Table 3. Antimicrobial susceptibility of 91 isolates of Klebsiella pneumoniae [strains (%)]
7= 3. 91 ¥RBH & e BIAE BEE R D[R (%)]

U2 n U (HR%) i 245 (¥ %) 1 (K %)
FKR A2 91 82 (90.1) 8 (8.8) 1(1.1)
ZHH 88 80 (90.9) 8(9.1) 0 (0)
JEAh 35 R 89 81 (91.0) 8 (9.0) 0(0)
A7) 91 83 (91.2) 8 (8.8) 0(0)
EL 8] 90 82 (91.1) 8 (8.9) 0 (0)
[EIIEZNES 78 71 (91.0) 5 (6.4) 2 (2.6)

HoAb i b 259” 2002 1190 (59.4) 758 (37.9) 54 (2.7)

P1H 0.00

Vi HARGURE ) CAER S PR S R AERR . ZCR UM, Z il R, Shfufbne. RNV E. SkmaiE. Skl kil
WRAR/ES E4H L SRAUMENS . SRAmRFE . Sk, Sfambfin . SLAntis. IRRER. AHEWE. HI 2. KRBT
MRS ORALPG AR IE . R TEAR R EE L B R R R . B RTIAR. ZAEE R

3.2.3. MEBANITEAHER S
i) SRS A H 2GR > Q0% BT 259, 90% > Z5HR > 85%MBLE Y E B InifE, i
T E 2L, ZRAS T FE (P <0.05), W4,

Table 4. Antimicrobial susceptibility of 49 isolates of Acinetobacter baumannii [strains (%)]

= 4. 49 M 2R ETE ARE R DR (%)]

FR 2 n U (%) Tiif 2] (k%) A (¥ %)
Bt 49 43 (87.8) 6 (12.2) 0 (0)
FoAb i b 259” 826 125 (15.1) 680 (82.3) 21 (2.6)
P{H 0.00

T HARTUR AP OSSR e . ZONTUAR F R SRV ShfiRa . SKAIRER/ET EIH . Sk, Sk
PR SRIEAENG . WERZRE R KRR AE IR KPP IREBIVUAR ., IRELPGMAME LI . ZATE R ZCR UMK
I,

324 EREHEREABERIH
<o B (R 26 TR A 29 TR IE 100% PR 2902 IR K3 BN R T B R S T AR T
HIABSTH YA, ERASH R X (P <0.05), WES.

3.2.5. R EMEABLER T
HZRAR R I 25 80F. > 90% BT 242k -RE . ZmE R IRKE R, SHMPTHEAYHEL,
ERABGEE (P <0.05), W6,

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.1641657 3885 I IR 2= =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.1641657

R F

Table 5. Antimicrobial susceptibility of 42 isolates of Staphylococcus aureus [strains (%)]

F 5. 2 e R BEBHIKRF ARG R D [FR(%)]

U2 n U (%) i 2 (¥4 %) A (¥R %)
WEESH T AT 41 41 (100.0) 0(0) 0(0)
Btz 42 42 (100.0) 0 (0) 0 (0)
HEHER 42 42 (100.0) 0(0) 0(0)
PN 53 40 40 (100.0) 0(0) 0(0)
) e fr 42 42 (100.0) 0 (0) 0 (0)
HAbbi g 2™ 250 125 (50.0) 125 (50.0) 0(0)
P{H 0.00
T CHADIH A AR MR, HER G MAVE., mHER. AERDE. HADE,
Table 6. Antimicrobial susceptibility of 39 isolates of Pseudomonas aeruginosa [strains (%)]
7= 6. 39 ¥RIRLR 1R 2 A E X E I A BURME 5 4T [#R(%)]
U2 n U (%) i 24 (#4%) i/ (bk%)
15 S S 39 39 (100.0) 0 (0) 0 (0)
MR 38 36 (94.7) 2 (5.3) 0(0)
PN 38 37 (97.4) 0(0) 1(2.6)
FoAb i b 259" 601 298 (49.5) 277 (46.0) 27 (4.5)
P1H 0.00

Vi THARHURE 25 A5 SR AIRER /Y L L SRR L SRAEM e Ak, SRAntE . MR . AEIRID R,
DR URDLPUAR . IRELPGAR M S . SRR L SR Re . DR E . ZCOR TR ShiEfhnE .

BE— 20 3 B AT 1 AL B TS B ST A W T 25 15 DU B, i 5 T R A T X 2 AR
JEAt 5 U R 56 2 s B IR 25 232 53 538 9.1%. 9.0%. 8.8%F11 8.9%; K 7R A IRIA X 2 FHs 7 |
JE bR LR A2 B B R IR 245 43 7R 2.1%. 2.1%. 2.1%1 3.1%. $7sAHh X REEE WA

RN T CARAE — & EL W I T ik B 4 e B B ok
3.3. Hitt D MREE(LEE <5%)ABER S
331 EENAHERIH

Table 7. Antimicrobial susceptibility of 19 fungal isolates [strains (%)]
= 7. 19 REE R AL R 2[R (%)]

U2 n U (%) i 243 (#£:9%6) A (¥R %)
PItEE R B 19 19 (100.0) 0(0) 0(0)
5- i N e 19 19 (100.0) 0 (0) 0(0)
it e 19 16 (84.2) 2 (10.5) 1(5.3)
R 7R 19 18 (94.7) 1(5.3) 0(0)
TR 19 17 (89.4) 1(5.3) 1(5.3)
P{H 0.55
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RE %

FEARIBBOR AR T, it 19 PRI, 70l FREZEE BRI (9 FR) I T IR BERI (5 #E)-
P FSERE (3 WR) HIRIRERE (2 1K), XU AR B, ZRAG AR (P>0.05), W& 7.

3.3.2. L REZCHMIRE R ZABEE R S
HoAh /b W, 2 B I BR T 55 PR R T (30 #K) . AR AT ER T (21 Bk). 2 R 3 & BRI (20 #K) il
REEBREE (13 k). FIHERE (12 #K). ZEAEERE (9 Fk), &1t 105 BRIGZGERSS Kb, W& 8.

Table 8. Antimicrobial susceptibility of 105 Gram-positive coccal isolates [strains (%)]

% 8. 105 PREAM EKE 2980 EE R T [#K(%)]

T2 n U (Hk%) it 245 (%) HAr (¥R %)

WS T IAAR T 105 105 (100.0) 0 (0) 0 (0)
B 105 105 (100.0) 0 (0) 0 (0)
HEHER 105 105 (100.0) 0(0) 0(0)
HHRG 105 105 (100.0) 0 (0) 0 (0)
2% i 105 105 (100.0) 0(0) 0(0)
HA IR 105 100 (95.2) 5 (4.8) 0 (0)
EERIE 105 102 (97.1) 3(2.9) 0(0)
LN 105 103 (98.0) 2(2) 0(0)

P {4 0.004

3.3.3. LRE=ZRKIAMATENARER T

FREs IRIATBE 4k, /D WA Al 2 22 [QRIPEAT B, EARIE R P S TR . VB AT 1R VDT IR
ARABAE . PAGHEPUE A UK S, E R EG RS Rt ik 9, SHAMPIREZ
LR, ZRA gt = (P <0.05).

Table 9. Antimicrobial susceptibility of 5 isolates of Enterobacter hormaechei [strains (%)]

9.5 IRE RAITEAHEE R [HK(%)]

U2 n U (%) i 24 (#4%) T/ (bk%)
FKRE 5 5 (100.0) 0 (0) 0 (0)
el 5 4 (80.0) 1 (20.0) 0(0)
JEAh 3R 5 3 (60.0) 2 (40.0) 0(0)
EL b 5 3 (60.0) 2 (40.0) 0(0)
HABBUE 259" 145 23 (15.9) 113 (77.9) 9(6.2)
P{H 0.00

DS R N (6 W= 2T 7/K DR LT it NN N7 S v N T v 7 S LS 2 YA 0 N RS {0 T3 P 2 I 2N S
PR KA. SRR Sk LA, Shiank ., ShAamiak, Shiamslis, RRER. WHGHM . Z8M
WE. WP E. FEIERR. W SO EiEl . R R IRRIIEA. NPT, DU, ZATE R
BRI,

4. ¥
e R A ERAE T L R . —, AR EY, T 2017 48, i matT A% 5 2 ERIET A S 20%
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[7]o RIEHISEERAILR 270,000 FIFREEREAHSSIET- AN 170 J3 B BEERERRI[8] o AlaE MK 7 A2 R B30 1)
—NER, 8 SGERERT T R AR E I BRI/ >2mmol/L, (BT8R 75 ZE A i 1 24 Sk 4 R 1
[4]o i b i #5021 EH AR RE B G, FREE MR T R R AR BB H TL,  IR B3 1 AR e S BUIR B ST
TR E IR, KL, SN WORGTT IR EERE 2 kD IR B RE AR T B oG . D T IR I R EEAE, I PR AE th
7 qSOFA ¥4y, ¥k #4512 5 (Surviving Sepsis Campaign, SSC) [ B8 R HEFE, 1R 51 ik 759 i 5 34
PR, BWRRE, PUAERIFAER 1N, MREEEFLCZIG I 7%~12% [9] [10]. AWFFIEM, Ik
B A PR SSATT W LAR A T UG BRI R [11]. Rk, SRR F I PTRe  25E o st . EAR TR,
Hi B qSOFA P43 PRI T, 1l PRI TR T H v RS R B R J5 2 A a6 200 ERSER b TP A J 4% P 7 i 7
RGBSR BT 2 BB IIA YT, R R B R IR A BRI 4 RS, PR R B A A BUR BT

ARFRZE 1 BR, SEREERN T ZHER (5 > 5%) 72 KR 1 (27.6%) - il 4 70 811 14 (13%) «
i 2 AN FF 1R (T9%) 4 B €67 7 BK A (6%) A4 SR MBS 14 (5.6%), b, KIIRAS B I s i o B
BRI 1 B S B A S IR MEAT 1, o Ik 53.20%, 4o 68 4 BRI A2 o 25 IRPHMEER T, (S Ek
6%, ANHFFLLE RS ZERE X 10 BT e Bt B YRR AR L9 SR B 20 AT RN 24 M 1 5 12 28 [F)[12]
DR, R B3 AE P PR G 4 7 =2 IR B PEAT B R 3 IR 25400

AWEFLAR 1~6 B, BUMERAE I 5 2090 i b EL G KR A IR B (27.6%) it 98 o 6 fH R (13%) #1245
FFER (7%) J 4 3 (8 BT ER T (6%) 71 53.6%7 S 6 & IR 3 s iUk, (A, PUBG IR T IR ERIE nT A5
PEACIE B IR R . B INERZR (0 e 24 B0 3 B 5 FA 2500 VR PR D o T B SRy S A BB T P I DR [13]

RWFFLEE 1~6 o, BUKRKEERE 1) 5 9% IR B A48 KR A [T (27.6%) « il 98 5 B 1 1R (13%) S i 441
AR (5.6%), AT 46.2%7 R OO BTOK R B s U, D ILIE IIGAT R (2 9)Ramxd Bk R 2 my Bk,
R, PURY AT AR AT AR IR PR P K R 2 . RN, FK K2R ARR BB AR, E4H
I R BRI B8 DA A o B R R (0 s 24 5 2 B 5 A LI R | A A 1 v s i IS e 32 1 e
H x[14]-[16].

B2, FPR-REMESEME. BT A2 NLRAE S SR R 4 AR AR LA
R, HEREMEMEREY, BSENERBETIAIC, Fitl, iR &2 i 24 5 b 2z jkf]
KR YT FE AT LAk BT R B B R RS, DR, BRToR AR B AT DAAE D9 R B0 1 B R P s 2459,
REARTERSE B R SRR LA R AT B, BRI rT S B R 7

KR TIR, KGR KR L9 50 T A WA 2 FIE R JeAbss . 322 R wg A G 3% m e ik
P OR R s, H O I — 5 LI AR 5 B R 2, b il % s B AR I Bk 4 Rl i S 525254
HITH 25 R 21N 8.8%~9.1%, KR ss KELIN 2.1%~3.1%. X T B ISTUE 2921697 AT &
oy R L I B R, (HAERRERRE S IR Va7 P B4 B M i 2R AT IR L R R P 2 2 e s
N BERERE LG I, N T fG i 25 f RS CRE 1 TT B, LB eI F 2, JH7E 24H0as e ml
Jii B IR B RS UEVR T -

64k, ESBLS. CRE J&& MRSA 55 BRI 24 3 A0 TP Al A Hl X T 24 JE #5 Alldis S 2 Bt hu g a7 B
HEIEE N AR T H A YR 77 K 23 UEaR I8 45 kA7 T RSB AT, Hod il 4 e T A0 18
K 54 T Cn] W— 58 OB AR 75 B R A Bk (R B T AR e AN Sk tmie s . Skqthis . Skyiafi
WE S 2 W P AR SE OGR4 W (M 25 SR M BRI A AN “HAPLR Y Gt Bk eik s — D HE
TH5 ESBLs /¢ MRSA IR %, J5 £EA7) 55 25 G OB i 24 8 AL I 4y J= 25 B s SR R IR N 3 #T e

AM TR BV 7T, B50% R ADE R BEARIE IR IR TR AR ACRIR R 7R 45 Rk G AW, UImT ReAEAE
SEAH 5 BB YLE X 7 A e A UE MR B s eAh, 5 B AR AE 2 BRI, o3 T R A g b 4 R AR BT
EBERGIT, &R TR,
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5. &g

CRATRITE, S EUM R 10 B R W IS VAT I, BURYS AT S RE IR B 22 IR VAT I
EMPEZY, HEARERESINIAE., PR, SR, . 2D, TREE. 4
R, RO A B, FR R B Y .

B B
AT FUIAT I PR BRI I k)1 B2 6 3 28 S 22 O, 18 B4 S 2 2025EC0043,
S5 3k
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