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8 i B YL (intra—abdominal infections ) S I A H UL % &b
B RE , WIE WE BB A5 R AR G EZIF R AE , Fo B AE
B B A 2R N5 | 10 JR) P i 4 B M A RE S, I R
P JE RN BAE A AT ™ T R A e e
TEPEIR S, B TR LR A BE I S 22 DI RE R, ™
O R GH SE AR AT IR 20%~30%

HT TH0 R 250 AN 6 S P DA R 1 B e 00 R R T
s N ) I Dt 245 BT e | ik 75 9 S T 25 B
CREE (carbapenem-resistant Enterobacterales, CRE) | 7
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T B- N BERZ [ (extended—spectrum B-lactam, ESBL) %
T 5 H 41 78 (ESBL-producing Enterobacterales, ESBL-E)
B o X 2 RS A UARTT R AE , Hik A 7K -4 4% e
JIHNE N RE LR PR IR 2 5 5 AT o TR T 24 T UK
(10 ML SRR N P I A 2 9 A R L AN AR AE B, 5
KA M E G E AT , AR AT Be i 8] N BT 5 2 5
PRI TS 24 T TR AR 24 i IR M R R T B — KBk
HRIPREHEIZ TG X i N TS 20 E

R T IR T A% O B R SR IR ], 7 4 il S g
DR FERM -, 0 28 P LRI BT 251097 o 29 IR T
HRAE A0 TR 3 77 S 2GR A R S
PrlE o AILPURE e B2 2 2SR 2 03 2 R 22 St
P R T R I JRR G T R B A J0 20 MR  SRR e L
J RS B R T > 104y A IF e E sl 77
PR e B 1 A D e 53 900 T/ IV 5 i R s SRR e, G
ML SRR ) = R e v M PR

BEA AR SCHIFTE B9 H 2 TR, T 1 75 T 24 T 001 e e e
WA B G Jr AR R T R 2 5 AT R 0 Hoi AT
SRR E AN 25 ML AT T IR AR th AR 2
SRR 2 MR 5 A B A 2 b [ B0 P 22 AR
BRI G325 S HAE AMRHL TR VLA BEF AR o)
S 5 G AR 2 8 AR A TR AR U R K
Z:7% [ A AR IR 1236 O AH DA BRI ST , 455 I R 22
56, DALy S, SR AR S 12 0 e B 4 o DL TS 245 7
YR B P R R T 08, LU IS I IR 29747
i v T 245 T SRR A ) I 47 7K S, Ay i RS B 4 ALl L 55
MBI HR .

1 HIRHEFZE

LR R R (1) 7 el g o 25 2 25 5 (2) ]
BB, B 0 A R i DL T 24 D12 IR L B i A T Tl
A5 (3) 1% ) AR AT IR A T e s () B AT R
AN,

DL M s R T 25 T " “ U B 25 BRI IR YT H
PRIGST L G S f " A S K 2K 1R, 7 PubMed , Em-
base .Web of Science . H [E F1 W . J7 J5 B4 g AR R4 |
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AN Y2 25 (World Surgical Infection Society , WSIS) |
5 E A& YL 27 2= (Infectious Diseases Society of America, ID-
SA) (BN ANEHEE YL 2225 (Surgical Infection Society—Europe,
SIS-E) BRI Rk 2 4 2 FUE G 95 24 2% (European Soci-
ety of Clinical Microbiology and Infectious Diseases , ESCMID )
FRIR I UE PSR R . A GRS R S B K
LR ZEFAHT RGP BEALX IS (randomized con-
trolled trial, RCT) BASIBEFT o il %F REAI 52 25 , HERR A il 41
A5 B EUTC R AR ICA SOy SCHk . AR SRR R 45
A IRIE AR AR HE G @AM RL R PR 2R BB e
Pl B B RE KB B o B AR S BT L R AT 2
THZWTIE .

BAE T 905 A AT B AR E AR R
B N D= S 77 = N = i R 7 N =N R v R
BRI 7 UL RAT > 80% % G2 [m) 2 (AE 6 o) 25 B AR [m] 20)
D ALE AR . X T —BUEAE 60%~80% FYHfETE RS UL,
LRERTIHE . BB 16 I R UL 25 W26 5 b
5 190 T 0 R 22 Z5HEE T L o

ARSI T 18 2 DL BN, © 78 FI PRS2 B 6 R 1
BT 5 %12 (PREPARE-2025CN429)

2 BERWZEIZESPHENEXEE
2.1 H LTI 245 T A DU

A REALEFRERRNERENE

EESER L NSEEERKIREREL DB
MmEAMEEMREERSNAERE, EAFTRER
REAYHRRNERENE, EERRE+EE:100%)

KGR 55 BA - 70 6 G A9 TR YT, U S AR
F e (minimum inhibitory concentration, MIC VEA EEE
S, U A ™ T M R e | 2 T 2 T SR DL R R
TRYT R L O T o S B ETHLD B I R
FEARWI MIC 7€ RE AT ATESE T2 R G L S8Rk 4, (H 52
BAIE A HERA B4 MIC 45 R T AR BF 398 S00A 259 B0 RS R
J7 o MIC I 7E RE S 4 i it T 0 T 1 25 W) O BURRE R L
R4 5 1] 11 PR 572 36 28 4 1 4L B3 2% (Clinical and Laboratory
Standards Institute , CLSD) S ER YA 1 245 9 SO M I 50 25
2 (European Committee on Antimicrobial Susceptibility Test-
ing, EUCAST) % A 1) 24 $c3fr i b v, s PR 12 i v 32 456 114 A
ARG 25500 i, AT = 187 RIOCR IF AR
RN o PR SR A R 12 MIC A 1) A Fm o, e A R
2 EIREE R A S 2GR G B TR AU 2

Xof 50 73 P T A A 47 TR 245 0 B R BRI 1 10, MIC
WA BHF 18 T DASRE Biwg S i), X T MIC < 8 1Y
Bk T A S Tl 24 JL R, RIVEE B0 T MIC > 4 (R 25 58T
SN R0 245 1), AT v 368 5 A DR i O S K D R 1 I
), JE K i 24 W 2 v T MILC A9 BF (), AT B — 22 i 7
B LA TR A FCAE N , B B SE2G  i 21Bh
PIESEE IV (pharmacokinetics/pharmacodynamics , PK/
PD) e A1k A 2 1% B2 78 45 24 1) B 19 40%0~70% I [1) A 24 45
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FEAREMIC LA o MIC I 2 Sy LA 3R Y7 5 W 114 552 34
SE TR o X TR ST 258, MIC (B ] T T
PK/PD 285, U 245 4y e 2 W (B/MIC 5 i 26 T 1 AR (area un-
der curves, AUC),,/MIC, F F| T it — 25 8 SR IR IT -
MIC I 5 3B A 1y T 20 285 s D00 D5 w7 ) T 245 1R 722 A, o B Bt
SRR FBT T 25 W78 BB AR S o IR, I R
bR T fem S QL I B p -Ta w1 e g 55) k784t
WE-PT 2 8 BN ER KPH R ZRERKMBEER
SEIR YT I I L B BT 250 ) MIC € o

ERE2: B E M E MR E MR~ ESBLERUIESHE
HYEENA

EFEEL2:-BNAEGHEFIAXETEBEAR
NERENFRESBLREGERBHEN, (FERE+
E&:100%)

KREIERE SRR : ESBL 2 — 28 th 401 7™ A 19 L RERE /K
e 25 = AR AT R (kA i SLIEEENG ) FIEA PR - Bt
Jiie Chn g il g ) B, 7 ESBL A H AT AT 1 B 4 58—
Ak B ST 245 109 AL o vl 40 T 2 I
(China Antimicrobial Surveillance Network , CHINET) ¢ ## 2
71, 3T 10 4F TR [ ESBL-E 4G H A — EAERFTE R 7, 2024
477 ESBL KM 5 A B 0 G HH 58 52.9% , 7 ESBLJii 4 5
AR N 41.8%

ESBL [ 5 FLAG I 75 725 42 456 2 AR HE (R Y g Al . 3
TGN B S 5 T i D7 1 SR B CLST AT EUCAST $5 7
PR O T 00 1 a0, A4 B RO (B R R AR
R R AR . IeAh B TR AL L Bk )2
Hr e A L Kz MALDI-TOF MS J5 3 43 #r 55 %l Bl A6 I B
5 IR Ry DU 6 45 2R G 1l 4 2 52 B (polymerase chain reac-
tion, PCR) (AL A1 45 , LAfiIA ESBL ™ A= AT ek

BE A B 0 45 S W, 7= ESBL YR JL B I e s A FET- 3R
BAE” ESBLAG AL TR B AEBEmh A PRt A
ESBL X i Sl R HI 250047 18 5 50 3, A Ry G 7 7
ESBLY Jit 1 G AL RE R AR SE A4S , [) I A% i i sk

T B MU 25 W RO R ), () B8 1 Bk 75 20 S i
I N ABHRR AT . A A0 BRIC IS W LT A , i v 1
1 S 70 T 580 Sk PR Jig 1 245 801 B0 T 23 0 T
7= ESBL,

A EENERAARKETEFBELIUES
CRE BB Y S EER

EEEL3: WA EFHHETIAX CRES BHKE
MARGEEFBREKEFBNEN, (FERE+RE
E:100%)

KEEUEHE 5L RA - 77 Bk 75 T A 2 H AT CRE XTIk %5
I BT B 245 W B R T2 T 24 ML AR A 00tk 77 i M il Y
B HE PR Ao T I S50 Tk T A 2 24 ) i SR B
B EENG RIS FME . ARYE Ambler 432835 | Bk F M £
B A BD =20 H UL BOIR T R AL S A BB R
v TR AN TR B T A% M W (Klebsiella pneumoniae carbapene-
mase, KPC) , B 28 [ 37 78 B 4> J& — B — P B % ¥ (New Delhi
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metallo-B-lactamase, NDM) | /. i £% i (imipenemase,
IMP) | Verona 2 & F 4 65 09 4 J& B — PN 1t 1% i (Verona
integron-encoded metallo-B-lactamase , VIM ) 1D 2 A e g
AT B M /K S it —48 2 (oxacillin hydrolase 48-like carbap-
enemases , OXA-48-like ) . A% Wk TG AR B T 25 M 7K fit FilF—23 25
fitf (oxacillin hydrolase 23-like carbapenemases, OXA-23—
like) o

0 ol 7 T 14 A b L2 T S T T 24 Wk
PG . BRI, 4T KPC, OXA-48 J i 45 A
25 D KN 22 R, FLIE R T L) By 4 [ 30 S5 A B4
TR Y52 410 A 700 G A o 1T B 2K <R (NDM  VIM  IMP
SEETEA K Z MR, oT DU & & i B e 67 . ik
A E — T £ [ 38 25 B — PN P g 21 /8 — DAY T i k440 11 70 52 07
i 700 245 X 6 45 R A o O TR B, Pl R AG I P 1 5 7 L 8
Je R gt o T I PR U R, BEAS S BT X P b
SEPURIRTT J7 58 , NI E& 7 AT HE G2 i 25 PE A K e

T 20 T 19 SR A T B e B A | B R AL AG )

FIBAR A5 G SR HTH AR S5, 7T 255 2 R s 0 R 24 1 0 A 7
SRR RIS B . SRBRG N Uy ik AN i R R AR
I G Carba NP IR, 30 18 W04 40 17 % Bk 7 25 M St
TR 24590 1) 7K Sk R T 2K 0 W il ) A A, AT SRR AT AR
BARKIPL R 3l B 7 IR IRV Z B P AL fl . A
PR INEE AR, 4 PCR ANHE KT , fIE A% P50 1 75 i g 1)
BLPA AL, A e RBRE FRR S, U HGE T T IR S e 2
R 2 TR R, (ELNS S0 B2 N R R EOR B o etk 4
G2 AT AR U368 3 0 I~ A S I DRSS 0 e 47 75
EE, HABRAERE P 2 AR A

B 5L CRE YL 7 B G045 AN R 43 25 WD 2 5 F
PR 25 W) BUBMENNA S P TR . X — i PR R A, (H ] g
P BA8~T2 h A BT 254 L AR 7 YT TR A
A REHE 2 R BTC R U 25 W06 9T o BEE R DU R Y
KL AL Bk R A T R AE B0 R A B S00 BIRGIN 5E R,
ARG 25 KR T TR ol 2 5 e A% Gt 24 sl , iR
PUTR 259 4 B e FH A0 R SCATE B 75 2 M 2 T 245 3 o ) 3 X
Je R o 3T L T B T A TG D00 24 SR DA T A0
PUR 25 W3R 97 1 SR B Sl 5 TSRS , BEAS 1 35 4
e A 5 PR 8 5005 T A e 7 R 28 T 245 ) I 1], A B T 0 Ak
B 25 e, AT Bt A TS o

B4 EREEENHTHEMNLHERNRFE

EEEL4. BB EMARETESXE ABEEN
HEHERRTEMHE, (FERE+ER:80.8%)

KERIUEHE 51t B eI IR s b, CRE B 75 250
2 i} 2 i 2% {5 50 7 (carbapenem-—resistant Pseudomonas
aeruginosa, CRPA) | ik 15 B I 25 M 24 #f) &= AN 2 #F 1
(carbapenem~—resistant Acinetobacter baumannii, CRAB) . ffif
T ERmERAE (vancomycin—-resistant Enterococci, VRE JE
Ji7 S TS 25 T T o o o ) 6 5 BUR S KU . —
TN 44 BT R G kiR N Z T AT 85 R R, 2
1 245 55 2 B PR D 5 2 e 2 R AR B Y LA 14%
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T VRE #5445 5 1YY HL i 8% . 3 a8 St 45 = sh i 75
TE PN AR T 7 48 A AR AL T RS it , CRE S5 i 24 124 119 Ja%
Yo ol A AU 15 DL S S BRI B, Ak i A A
B RUEAT o T 245 A 0 A, AR ) R A AR R T 24 T o A
SRR S I ISR 25 ) 2R R AR (AN T e
i B M TR ) A I B LA Bt 4 1 45 v e R Y
N

i 25 PR B T s 3 AR A, 255 15 9% L 25 it
U5 oy A s O ik RO 24 1R AR A RLARAE
U MR IT 7 58 BRARIR YT 2 ISR T 245 T 14 48 KUK
JRUAE RO A 1T i 10 A AR R U B A AEX i A A
AN B EEAIGIRE L, g7 L, FahifiE A 1 0
PR T, DA I A 53045 i it 245 7 1) 4% %, A1 e P J g
2.2 VLT 24 T SO I IR R T

iE78 5: ESBL-E MR BAM AN AR

BEELS HERSEFEAYIEAESBL-EHEE
e BN EIERT AR (EERE+FEE:100%)

EHEE N 6 IS F & 7 H FI1EH ESBL-E B R
FEERBELANEIRRT AR (FERE+REE:100%)

KEIEHE SRR : 7 ESBL PR BR H X i i 2 | 3L bl
A = DU AP 25 W T 25, (0 5k 75 0 26
FIFS 53 B— P BRI IS Be T 25 W AR A Rk . K 3 7 T R i
R AT ESBL 1Y EZ AT B 4014 , & ESBL B
I M A TR R 11 96.9% - BT T 24 ) T 24 1 B 3 W (studly
for monitoring antimicrobial resistance trends, SMART) W H
{14 Fre T B B/, 2018—2019 473k [ I Jras R e vp K B IR A
PR R 28 52 B V1 B ESBL BH A 43 1) 1% 53.4% #118.7% ™,
T w5 T 3% E R K OF (13.49% F110.5%)

W B 3% KR e A e A R M S 2 kT
ESBL S R , AWK i, X 4 K 280 ESBL AR IR 15
SHURR, X G 583 DU T 5 I g e DL PR A T R P T
P, 38 5 O BN BUR R . BT, Tk 7
IEIBUR Z3W6)T ESBL-E BUIR i B 1 I AR 42 TE 4% 14
JBZE 1, A IRYT HEAE T BT 1 R L R B e ) F
U o B T D A TR 245 AR M R T 2 W AT R AT 7 A
U, L KA H VK ESBL-E S HLEE YL 1974 7 75 22 4E fif
Jof FH T s IR

it 00 741590 2 5 SRS A 4 B T 245 4 15 A ) R 4 o
FVECE T 25 20 B 7 S0 IR 40 o 7™ 2 9 T 245 i , 1R
BRI PTREE . T IRE AR T 20 4R B
R A B 25 0, IR B A P I ) 50 40 28 O ik
FLPLAERR AT T Al L AR X ESBL 1Y B 500 o 1%
G2 B ) B4k 13 B o U 3H 5 1 LU SR A XS ESBL
FRIVRS 7 2 s R P AT 40 350 g 357 280 it o) 590

X T ESBL-E 5 | 36 442 v B 6 gk g, Wik 75 Ak —fily e
LR S 6 R I — 7 T 30 | Sk 6 9% A= — i [0 31 55 A% 58
il 0 480 390 8 A2 R R AT VR SRR YT IR . — TN 12 TLF
T RGATAN G5 R F W, Sk AR IRTR - £ T 3136 77 18 s gk g
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4 I PR 3 A R 3 8 0 B 25 (OR=1.54,95%CI : 1.17-
2.03) , HIl PR 2 R T (OR=0.40,95%C1:0.28-0.57) """,
A KB RCT IR I8 25 S 52, WR BT PG AR — At £ 10 5 sl 45
TR T HE I SR e B35 A SR AR DL (82.1% vs. 81.7%,95%CI:
9.6-10.5) , I H 35 4 25 WA 5™ F I IR AN R 54 5 3L
(SIS E N E NN A TS ab Vs ke =0 G

2016—2019 4F- 1) SMART 5 H rf* [ X £i4fg i 7~ , ESBL-
12 XoF S A % 2 — b e B4 3 ) SRR R >8 1% , 6 1E Js JER e o UR
Fr7s R Ah CRE 19 ESBL-E X Sk 76 9% Az —fth s [ 38 1) 480 %
TR TTT% o TEAL T Fp E KN e 00 1R i 6
ESBL-E B i) 32305 WAl b, Sk A7 Az — s (2 3R 5
il e 55 3% 2 55 B A I DR 6 i 22 AH AL (87.2% vs. 85.1%,
95%CI: -12.6%~17.0%)"" s H L, AR IR LR AN N 7
T8 4 —fth ik B3 T] 25 B8 TR YT ESBL-E 51 iy b B I
IR IR YT

T 18 ik 0 40 70 52 05 IR0 D 1T, 22 50 RCT F 9% 25 SR IE
52, St by — ] 24 B LELIE A R AT YA YT ESBL-E S0 i
JRYL I AT RO 25 T3 B K5, ELGE Sk 76t B SURK B Bk 1Y
ITR—30, A T B vk 5 s S e 2R, —
TN 31 IFHIF 5 1Y) 22 G0 PEA 45 SR 6 1T, Sk 6 fib e — T 248 £
TRV A B A 8 AR S 7 95 A — il e £ BG5S Y i AR 7F ESBL—
E S8 B A T il R AR 5 35 0 B A Y (RR
=1.04,95%C1:0.95-1.13)"" . Wi - PG w) fib T =i A B2
TH CFR BRI e 15 1 — 0 R B 0E) v i) Bk 7 0 40 20 Bk
ESBL-E HA F843 B B0 1, JC 5 40 B — P I e it i 771
PRSP o RV AL Wl 1 370 &2 7% ESBL-E B
PUB TG P B R B e AR T Ak, (AN J I R H LA T
ESBL-E [W3R77 , LA B FIE CRE S0 B 113897 o

A& 6: CREE G B A TR

BEEL 7 EEmME-FT4EIBRS FRM, i
6 Rz 1 7 - 16 SR 2 48 B 25§48 47 7= KPC B 9 CRE A8 RE BX
L (FERE+EE:100%)

KBIEHE S LA : CRE 245X e g 2P 1M e
b 5 i T 2 ) B e A AT — TRl 7 R s IS BT TR 25 i 24, Tk
PR A A B AT A B AT LT 2 P A
e (1) P2 R 75 5505 B (40 KPC,NDM, VIM, IMP, OXA %) ;
(2)AmpC B~ Bl o ESBL 14 63k , & IF LB AR LS
N 259 E R )b . CHINET 5045 8 7% , 3 15 CRE
[ 43 5 2R MK 2005 4T 11 2.1% FH 2 2024 4F- (1) 11.1% , H: i
P vi FEAATE (£ Z " KPC-2) K 35 4 7 (32 227 NDM-
1) e foe UL AR TR 25 TR R

—I0 5k [ FAE W 37955 57 (intensive care unit, ICU ) [1 Bf.
HRL [l TP BAB A 55 25 51 R M T2 B &K B, L7t
I — B 4 [ 3H A I 35 IR CRKP RS L A1) 30 d g 7E &
(69.5% vs. 35.4%,P < 0.001) , FF4& 5 i A= Y7 BR % (32.9%
vs. 80.5% ,P < 0.001)"* . 55— 5L rf g [m] B AIF 5 45 SR IR
UE A T S 0 b 1 — BT 26 124 10 % sk e CRKP B 5 535 A A9 YT
BB AN TR RN AT 25 P i SR LBV B, 51k
RIS, — 3000 A 35 [ 57 5 B5 e v S e 8 TR 174 T 2
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FE BN, Sk 60 I — BT 2 1 3 X6 9 L 1) 4 55 R (98.7% T4
PR MIC < 8 wg/mL) &1 T2 2 i1 (95.7% HUZ) AR AL
PG A —fthml (40 (88.49% #5UE%) " . Rk, AR LI L YR
S 0 b P - BT 2k [ 3H PG A H B e 3R 97 7 KPC i) CRE Ui
Jr iR e

£ [ 3| KPC it o [7 CRE B bk P i i WL 75 B 48
it} , & G AU A AR W PR T AR IBURS 75 B3 4 g o T 25 SR ) 15
BT WA B KPC B 1236 T Rk T 2 s Mikyr o Rk
A0 KPC i 2848 i 4 22 W, , 36 #6598 745 5: 35 KPC il ¢ B 4 3k
07 M B, DT 344 5 ) Sk A At e (1 7K i e ), 3k Al
by — B 4k LB RO AN . BIE, X KPC K78 (B4 E
i £4>200 45 ) 1) CRE , Sk J60fth g — By 2 EL 30 0] BETCA% . i
BT A ot e — T i L PR EG £ — P B i it 41 1
TR, X KPC Y 4348 S0k R OB | v] 25 [ AR S it
T 2 R Y BRI T R

S 335 i — it oA L S — T 28 B — P Tk e 28/ B — N T
i AT 1) 790 A2 D 4 751 B ol B HE mT ) A S mne 7 R A T A
AmpC, (HXHUHE OXA-48 76 P11 D 28 fe 5 55 47 2 70 4158
&, 2015—2018 4F SMART 5t H H4 7 , 78 i [ i i Jak
YRR WA FE B E ANTR S R - R B R
ik 95.8%, (HAR B MR 5T 8 K 30 5 ok T 3H e f
66.3% [1 V. i 35 1 AR BEURR M FF 1A 20 VAR 52 X0 IE J B e -
P T AORUREE . £l RCT PS4SR & BE, 125 mg/
250 mg 3ok ELIHIR B 500 mg Ve 15 15— 74 w4 T 1697 i Ji
TR 1Y 11 PR 2B 1 2R (96.3% F1198.8% ) AN 45 T30 e 15 e — vt
T T 8254 (95.2%, P < 0.001) , 4t R 1F, PK/PD
BB, 500 mg W REHET G- V4wl T + 250 mg Hfi ke 141
FE6 h 1R IE 2577 0] 7 35 90% L 9 CRE B RE™ 53
Hh—T01Z2 HC BEALSUE 3 W 5T LU A W0 e 15 e e >k B AR
5 e K -V EA TG B A R (2R R E)EIRTT
CRE /8% (JE Ji B G% 95 A 7 1L 51.6% ) B 97 38, BIF 98 45
S A R BT RS SR AR B, 29 70% 5 R RN B3
S 1 R — i oA B HE 20 Sk s S O R I A R 25 R (7 1% vs.
40%,90%CI : 1.3-51.5) FIH AL/ 28d R FEHE (10% vs. 30%,
90%CI : -46.4-6.7) , 3+ FLIV Bic 3% jg -3 ok ELIH A B 22 pE 9 &
ARRERTHRER(ZHRERE)IRTH(10% vs. 56%, P
=0002)"", %F KPC Z7E BB bE , (RS EG AR 1R s Hox)
B TR IR Pk TR L, S0 5% T — it oA [ 4
— AN TR

WEE I 8 HEFE L7 Mt e - P 4E 2 4H 847 7= OXA-48-
like B3H) CRE BAERE R (FERBE+REE:91.3%)

KABIEHE 5156 B - Sk £ b i —BAT 4 [ 3 X 7= OX A48 fiff
TR AR 22 30 O S5 1 R AR B0 TR 1 2 BORG JHEX)
OXA-48 Fil OXA-48-like FH ¥ Bk 19 B R 20 B ik 2
99.2% F1100% . T 7 OXA-48-like il 1) 7 AT 1 H 20 B
™ T SR (R R o5 1L 28% ) G A, Sk Ft0Ath i — BT 4
ELH (BB 257897 ) il Hh R A I PR 485, A W 45 381 3k
by i — o 24 £ R 240 0 . Sk 7 A e — BT A L 3R
T OXA-48 [l 7 FT T B 40 I g B R A7 o2 24k
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30 K1l R VA #1535 62.5%, 30 d 1 90 d g 5L %43 14 8.3%
F120.8%>,

HEEEN: LA IE- 4 EIBES S M E=s T
R m-mkEERKAS S HE. . Sl E- B EBT~
NDM K H b & EEEH CREHERRLE(FERE+FE:
100%)

KABIEHE S5 B : S P 1 N SRR B- N ERE S P T 2Y
Y, AT A4 T W ) 7K A L ) Bk 22 S T o £ 5
7 90 50 3500 P L9 ) 22 PR i, I e/ I b i ) 3k 28
) R SR B o 2 i R Sk il P — T 24 2L 10 ST e 855 7 —
Fiti o B JEOBL 2 10 P AT S gt AL S B R B . — 00
AN 35 IR SMTF ST L 18 TR Y AF 5T 1) R G ITAN A5 3R
N, 0 it R I Sk A0 U 0 — T 24 10 % 7 4 U B — 1N T i il
i) CRE % 75 % =15 90.3% , H: 71 60% S NDM., I IRYT
D5 FNF 80% AT T H 4075 Ji8 B B3 B B, AT Al
N g A MIC PRI 12845 3 /h— T i s 2 s
BRI 25 S UE I, 6 7 42 Jm B— PN IR i T 71 I 400 7
TR (i B 7 3.8% ) , R FH Sk 0 b g — T 24 1 $H G A5 4
MR IR YT R R (Z R R E) n] 2 B0 AT
J5i 30 K4 K AL T & AK 15 61% (HR=0.39, 95%C1: 0.18-
0.86)"2, — T4 5 24 (51155 A (14 2w [ JBSE P A7F 5 45 SR Bk
T S At B — BT 24 5 $H A 2 R TR YT VIM Y 4 i it B
PR 2% B PR B L Y 30d 4 RBE TR R 17% , PRSP 2 i
I 2% SRR 84.2% 1Y T FR O B A 7 58 2 B P ) B O
,rétmo

T MK F BEBEEE T 40 MR 4 — B — PN I e it ] s 7
oAy 22 5212 - B — N I R it 1) 22 Tt 245 ki % 5 TR A 18T, PR 411
52 Sk 60 by i — BT 4 £ AH T e 5 e — B R L S8 B 0 e -
5 AR B0 A R T PR R I 2O . AR 3
i L A 1 590 52y 70045 0 R D % 7 4 - B - P T
T it T i 7 S At 2 2 1 — B — PN IS M I 174 I ¢ 3 o AP 1 4
DMRIVERT , B RIS L R AT B 97.5% .97.5% . 72.5%
Ty — SRS GE I S T B R A R R R -
Fi SF [ SEEBG A 2 it X ) B 7 NDM R 4 S B — PA) P iz iy
24 53 1% B— I 1) AT 1T B 20 T ARSI P B0 S
Brrg e A 2t B O B R R R 76.99% I I35 7 T ok B SH I
A 2B E] R g 1009, 2 B 0 e 45 7 — B 5f [0 4H Bk
A5 R AT RE S X7 NDM B 43 J@ B— P4 Pk e i 1 7™ 22 2
B — PN B iz it 1 K Mg 4 7 1 Rl 46 o 78 11 181 Y T AT IR 97
EE

I T X2 1A (0, R A il e — BT 3R 25 A
FFAE TR E BT o 0% RIS IR s, 2 T - AT 4 [ 4H
525 3R TR Sy 7 4 TR R D S R B SR 1 A TR T
E#E . REVISIT GRS R, 20 M mg - P 4 1 30 55 95 B 1%
T KT R SRR P I R YR 3R 40 )l 76.4% F1 74.0% , I HL
P AL FE R AL (2% vs. 3%)"* 53 Hb— 151 3 W AR AR5
(ASSEMBLE #F5¢) VAL 1 2 th e - B 24 I TR0 7 7~ 4 )8
Fif s~ Y AT 0™ R T T T R, TE S 2t e - BT 4
I 2 5 d A T R YT kA1 28d 2 RIBE T 45 N 8%
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(1/12)F133%(1/3) , 3 H. 24 ity 5 - Bl 4 (0 30 SR 52 M R
U, R R AEIRTT ARSI B AN R,

EHEER 10: EFNRELLTEYREAN CREBUER
BIANBREBT AR (FERE+AE:89.3%)

SCHEUEHE 50 BA « 2 P 2 W AL T i AR A
BF ORI R IR Z 0 4Ry CRE 3501 i B 1 B AR 9R
J7 o T ER, FDA CXR A R & 2 a8 s iR
HOTRERGIMAE T RS o AHEL 2R B R DU BR 22 28 25 W ik hr
INZE I O PR R o — 098 [ S RO AR A 2
RIS WA R R KPR E X CRE MHT B 6 M B & LT
BN E CFE ¥ MIC HE=0.76,95%CI: 0.66-0.87) , %3
Hb—TRGH A 25 5 RCT 125 A A2 W 73R Y7 18 i gk
Y RTT RO % 4 b RPN R AL A 902 oy 22 53 )7 T il
FTHINFRE (RR=0.82,95%C1:0.65-0.99) ", i, %F
T CRE B, @ iU Se i 5% LA S AL B i 259 , 35 0
JfE A PUER RS20, PR 2 T g S LR IR ALY
BuEE

EEERL I AEESHEREXAYWATIAIT CREH
PERE R (FERE+EE 852%)

KBIEE S0 RA : — 30 2 Pl i RE T I M iE 5T 25 SR
KI, ZFHE BB AUC M IR Y6 A 14d 95 JE 2 10 Al
SEAERE IR I FAE 9 76 mg-h/L™ R E R R
TR 2GRN 2 B 2R E 0 UM 8 (ST B Al
JEE , R 2 B B 4y B ik TP Y CRE, T 75 85 045 T 24 i
RETHARN ZHHE LR 25028 Lo, W
I, ZFERELY (2 FHEE B REFWEE) Bk
E MYARTT S i 35 ) R0 e R I 1 R N HEAEAE ) CRE
s R 1) — ERIR YT R AU TR AR AR A 2 W i, AE
1R IT 259 Wi (therapeutic drug monitoring, TDM) T 4 [EL{fi
He

[T 7: CRPA BB R AH AR

EEEN 12: 5 p-N B AR 2/B- N ELPREEHI K FI £ 75
HFI 2 (ANUREL P M-t BB Sk IRER -4 BB k7
fihE Skt AS R R KR A - fth e B 38 | Sk A i e -
R4 BB TP RRIE B -Tm Sk 248 ) RO 25 B 45 R 0 sk, B AT
AT CRPABUE R B HiEIT . (IFERE+EE: 100%)

SR UEHE 5 350 B - 4 {1 PR B VAR I PR B0 1T T B i
WL AR S W 2 BV R 2 — |, 76 s S P A HE SR R
] 10% , [H 2 1 25 F Al 34 20% ., CRPA $8§ % —Fh ul £ Fh i
RSP 2Tl 25 4R SR A 1R . CRPA TS 25411
il 55 2 AR 2R, LA S HESE 0 5 i 3 08 AR 1 Y
G, P B2 (1 OprD Ay Tk 77 85 04 285 24 0 11 e S 3 3 2R
Flo B B 0 0 L 2R (1 L AN HEZE A9 Tt 245 ALl & 5 20
CRPA H Ui 7 B 045 i 25 (L X5 58 B— P Bk 25 Wit
TR L, DL AN 25 LI 2 CRPA 1) 20%~60%, A I,
PR B A BN e 25 Y s R i A S AL 5 B -
Pk i 25 25 1597 HE I SR e LAY TR R 3 ] L B ik 75
IR 53R T E0W B AT RE . 2019 4F CHINET 4 W |
WK P PR — s £ 3 Sk FRUWR el — &7 L 30 Sk 9 b | Sk Atk
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N5 A R Sk T 2 — b s T HH R Sk 9604t 1 — ] 4 [ 4H
CRPA Y R SMEUBCR 43531 4 37.3% . 33.8% . 42.5% .49.6% .
33.3%.76.3% F168%',

Xt T R I g R g P R R A 2 R, A
YL GE AL 1) T P AR A 0z 5% v — B ok EL3HL Skt
iy P — T 24 2 Sk A6 9 A — b LT R R A IR
WFFE LS CRPA YRS TR YT 250 I A7 58, B s 24T
A 245 3 97 st 408 7 285 0 AW T 5 N2 75 AR A I PR Bl 3, LA
5 CRPA &L TR 25 AL

oS AT AR BN AR RSN AS
HE

BEEEL I3 EELEEE-tMEIE TRET-H
Sk E2 38 F0 Sk 7 ih OE — B 4 B2 4B 4 A 3R 7 ME TR T 25 M SR 4R (8
HRRBERELENEEAY . (EFERE+EER:923%)

SR IEHE 5 10 BA - A FOREME VA T 24 1 40 2t P B T
(Pseudomonas aeruginosa with difficult—to—treat resistance,
DTR-PA )& SR LR B AT 2450 A SRR 0 e 2 (1 B R T
W7 PG ARt e 3 Skt i kARl 2l e Ry
W P F A T RN YD R A S D Y AR
2019 4 CHINET %4 ,  [E DTR-PA i) 4 1 % N 8.6%
(65/756) , Sk 01 3% 11 — b 188 EX4 35 700 Sk 740 il 1z — o] 4 £ 46 %)
DTR-PA FRSMEUEAR 53 311k 49.2% F133.8%

AR Hi X (4 DTR-PA X 15 6 25 4 B9 s R IR) , HL 3k
019 AE — At (U S 5% i — it >f L $E R Sk 760 il 1 — B 4
EE X 7= 4 T 1) 40 PR T VA T 1 L R A Sk L
AAER I EIVE T o AR G220 g ORI 2 1 ¥ DTR-
PA 25 BUECHE A8 51 R 24 TR] s 285 070 46 D0 A 10 1l PR
B HL A 2GR, LB DTR-PA & 2258 LR 25 .

BEEL 14: A EMAERRE LM, EHED
MHNABERMEAFRE, —RAEFEEERS AL,
(EERE+REE:96.2%)

KBIUEE S UL G R 52 45 3 7R L ¥R Y7 DTR-PA
B, foff FHR AT 1 1 LA SR (8 55 it 14 24 40 2 1 ) 2 7 1)
Al RE, I BN SR BN ER , R A HER IR A 24
24 DTR-PA XHHETR 1 B S 25 W) AN AUk X & ST 225
MU, AR 2 A A T I FL R T e
PRBIF S AR S48 %07 RBAE Wi R4, a3k
W2 Pt e RN 1, AT e 2 B R B 5 - BEAY
Z51B— PN I e Tt 0 1 390 22 1 AR R0

TR 9: CRABH ISR B A AR

EEER IS EEEAFEENFEENENEF
SFHHFIEFIEIT CRABS | EMERBE, HXBELVHT
MY ST . (FERE+RE:92.6%)

FKABIEHE 5350 B - 60 S R Zh T BRI I R B0 BRI
WA AR & B 2 BIME T 2 — , LR S 2R 25 W RO T 24
RikF 64%. CRABHENF—Fhol ZFhik 75 80 LR 254
Tirt 245 114 8 22 S S AT TR, 70 A SR vl A ARG, S o3 1 T R I S
e, CBIESE S AL R AL AE G

TR BT SE A FE S, £F BT CRAB 193 1 78
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VI 2l PRI FE i A5 BIUE ST, (H B G X G2 R0 43 J2 Mt 42 i
A I I e N L 3% 5 CRAB BYBRATHR 22 AH G . &7 [ 4H S
— N TE Pk AN T 3 B - PN R B R, B e R R R
AEAE N B R BT B 40 B bk 10 75 B R 458 1 (penicillin-
binding protein, PBP) (PBP1 #I PBP3) . A It , & ELIH il K
T P A2 0 4 1 5 JFC AL B — 1A T P 4 1 5 i S HL A 1 o
i FH 09 4 2 &5 B9 6 7004 47 B - % B3 84
PUAK—&F ELIH RIS JRURMR -6 B 3H . JGiE CRAB 2 15 X467 11
TH P L T ) 550 5 o) R0 R I 2 B v
AL, BAR T 5 G H0RS0 45 R vh i) MICAE , B Ry &7
UL 30 75 25 Bk B— PN 19k e B /K A S5 A e 5 B0 PR PBP 25 45 .
M5 NASTE B AT LIRS AT SRR IR R I K 1l
ZRHEI Y, BT CRAB I AY A .CHID
K fift Wl S A VAR BRI T, AT DA &7 230 A S 4
A HOR MO R I AT B AR B8 T T e B

TEAT B0 00 25 S A, 9 A A4 N A R 3 A 4
BN BEA FH 25 0] LIBE TS CRABYAIT IR R . AT %
PP B - AT CUHH - B I CUHIBC A T R (N SE W B
JHie 15 7 =V w) M T ), 5 TG AT LA - E 9% EEL B ) 2 v A
SR VU AR —ET B 8 Sk A YR R -7 PR iR B
By U Y Je 55 7 - G ) A T RT LA AR AT O AH - 3 3% U ) i
IR E | HE— 2D 455 ¥8h% PBP I HAR N, [W] i A7 By
TR ARG, T3 2 FEHL L B PEXT ER AR
A RS (ATTACK W58 ) 45 2 7R, 75 CRAB Jifi 42 5%
IR R B O 4 — B 3% T HRIC A I e - P A TR
5 TR R (ZHAE )G W M- Rl T, JF HIL
28d AL B R R AR T E N R AR A
KT 220 E E1RYT T4 IE B T &7 B 3H - B LA T
iz 85 B - P R A T AR IR CRAB JEE b 1) 5 R0 22 4
P FESZBR N v n SR A B A R, T R R
PR T BRGSO AR .

0 SR R RN v 7R 2 S VY AR - BT E 4H Sk A6 IR B - 7
LA S I G A I 19 2L RGTS 43, 1 6 1) BRI 24 ) B 8 oK 5
R IR 2 F A R A 259 (R I 2 p- N
FEiE 2513 — PR T Pl 0 ) 700 42 skl 70 066 FH 2 B m s kXU, ) o
FEG R0 O 243 BESE A B 0T, v DL B R B B 7
2 MO R TE R YRYT . URR R RSSO K
2> WAIE NI RS (KRIHAE, B E WA,

ERR10: RHEBEREBRLANAAAR

EEER 6 EFERAZLAYIEARI KB IER R
SHEEAY, ETH, WEEREEEBERE. (FEER
B+EE:96.2%)

KEIEHR SRR - (2 2B SR A AR ) ICU i A R
BHIEH R A IRGIR A H 25N . B AT
Bl R IRAE 2R AN ELE 38 156.5 T3 1), Ml ST T R 4k
FELE 309%~60% N8 I A TR B 2 AR 28 M TR A 1) =22
FM 2 — | — TR 2 v [ B AT 58 25 SR 26 B L ICU i il
A TR TR 4 K0 224 1.84/10000 , {ELF Y 1l X e 2 v [
AT ik 2 N8 s R AT R A T 2 I A e . T
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WY IR T SRR E HURAS P #bk 4
G B AW HNE FR SRR 1CU I N AR 28 M A R TR R 1)
R FEER R,

IR S o A R, 1 € A BR TR AP 2 A BR A2 28 M Bk
B 1 RSB . 7E IR Z X O SR R R 2R
A TR TR 1 5 O DL T o R b I R B R 2R
ECTAJP WO R ( Chinese Hospital Invasive Fungal Disease Sur-
veillance Network ) 2009—2014 4F B 504 , 1 A & 2K 2 51
T o2 28 Mk A R T e i DL 18 T i (44.9% ) , LU 20 - T
IR (20.0%) T & BR B (17.2%) AL WY 23 2R
(10.8%) , T Fh 55 A BRHAL X A7 35 o a2 5

A R B DXl P A AT 2 R A T s T A R
BT EC R 25 W UBESS R . RIS h, B G BRI X
SRR AR FERE WPERE E BRI A R R
IR, X S RRE A Y T 24 1 R 5 AL TR 25 567 0~3% Z 1]
Al o 55 BRLAN [ i 245 5« M0 ST ¥ A e R X S e i 2
PR EIE (HR AR R 2RI 255 L . T AF R
AT TR R X SRR W R 1 2% 2 2 Wy it 24 P14, SR s
T 245 28 16 B 433K 1R 50 81 K 7%~43% , T 3 25 25 Yy ik 24
LR 0~2% W PERE R B 257598 52 L o DT TR A%
SR I R 1R 2R 25 W Y i 24 R R R R BT
25 [ [ PE AT 5 K500 s , SRR e 5 R R S 2 TR T
TCU I 5 2 BR B I s A\ T T HL AT A 224 10 1 PR 25 %, 2
FFET- R 2 R HRG =R L, 7 —ITA T 397 Bl A
R T B PE T S0 45 SRR T, B 3R A N 5 28 ik SE 3 2 (1]
BOA WFCHE (0A #5 TSR N0 &I 5 T
WEPERF T I 2526 73 BT VP4l 1 BT JE S5 I ROR | 3 R 30%
Py 67% . B X I I A T A R B AT 4 R R oK R
SR 5 P RE R B IR BUA B IR YT R 24453 5 R 89.6% F
89.5%",

B HAEAREHBRARERERERENA
AR

EFEERI: THERAEFNTAMREEREH
BHFNREREERENEERY, ISRERIERER
EABRGY. (EEERE+FE:100%)

SR UEHE 5 35 B - 4 8 0 7 4 IR A T 5 | A Uk
YL AE P 22 FPRR g o [l BT AP 5 0 W s 4 €5 R 4 BR
TR 7E A I s N 5 o JE A e R HH R R 3.1%
FHodr i 420 PG AR 4 B (0 %5 28 BR B (methicillin—resistance
Staphylococcus aureus, MRSA) 1 15 F ol 65.7%* . 5 H &
U ARASUER 4 P (0 3 4 BRI (methicillin—susceptible Staphylo-
coccus aureus, MSSA ) FH b, MRSA I 31T 14 25 ¥ 11 it 25 R 51
i, M PR AR | SOMREE 3R SR T 28 R 1 2R BT
PR 25 W) 1Y T 25 3 G = T MSSA. CHINET %4 7
MRSA Xt FIl 8 F- [ Tt 25 3R 4E 2010 425 4y 50% , A 4E 2022 4F
B E FHEEL 3%, M 2011—20224F  MRSA X i iz FF I
s — PSS I P TR 26 2 M 20.1% T [ % 6.4% . 7F MRSA 1)
FEOAYT R, E e B i AR SR AR T
B R P % I B 2 T 2 R TR R L A RGE AR
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MRSA TE 75 A 4 AT A 0 i H0 8 28 RO TR 2601

H AR MRSA 721 s B A P SRS s 3R A AIC, RLTY
R L s TR 14 T B SR AR R R A IS Y R R AR
T2 BRI AT X I, Rl 12 JGET X MRSA B B0 Il e 1697
1L T IFSE  BUA TSR 205 H AL MRSA JERYL i S
RIS . ZWM R 25 R I B R g Eh T4
WK 254 0 MRSA 1 X PEIR T I B 2k o I 4 R e o7
MRSA II7F AN Tl 8 3, A TSR I8 T H AL MRSA
AR G Fes SR v (4 R B FH SR 8] SAHE R AT E Y
MRSA B AR AE T T 07 8 R, 7T 397 MRSA F:5(
0 s g

R 5 A A g i — A1 W e o ) 2 1 T 2, k)32 L
TRYT ZH M 2 4 > BHME A B UL , 455 MRSA Hl VRE %™
Y R R SN P R R R B S5 A
ZR W R AR DL BT TR B AL o A I I R T 6 235 SR, 3¢ B R
WA 0z AR ) 25 W o MRS A 51 /2 A9 iz R 2 PR i /s 1 A
IR BRI T B IR R R & 4 A Y,
R e iz 3 9 2L 1 AN R0/ S it /N A 2 i Y e A
R AL,

[8)R% 12: VRE B e By SR B i B 25 W08 9T

EEEN IS HEFEAEMIAE R SRS VRE
SHAERBRE (FERE+EE:100%)

KBIERSULRA AR IA S — Bl 22 BH PR et R4
MIERER , T2 B AR ER B R I BR B . 76 M6 IR, W
BRI 5 A 4 B 40T 19 32.09%° 1l T 1 Bk T 10 PR B i
N L 22l 2 K SR 24, A A — S T B OG HE
VRE &k 8 ZE 19 B RS AR 2 — o I BR T 3l it
ZFPHLHISRAS T B E W 2 . — 0 A i 24 B
2 W B v A A AR O o BE R i 24 2 ] (vanA \vanB vanC |
vanD .vanE .vanG vanL F vanM ) , DT BCE F B Ik R85
AR . AL 39 IS ) RGP RIZS A AT 45 546
VRE B84 52955 28 I\ 1.0%~27.7% AN %5, 7 1l X B AR 7K
R 8.1%, FE 11 8754k VRE H1,53.19%(6316/11875) 3%
W ER T , 24.19% (2,873/11875) BRI EREE o SR X T iy
B 25 B9 B8 i BR TR ARG LU G B W T 2R i Bk
(22.4% vs. 3.7%) , 3% J2& X R W JIR e 1 A AT 6 A 22 — VanA
T BRI ER A

BN EAE R —Fh T IEBLE 25, 7 LB SR
] , 3K (AR N FR M N IAYT VRE B i i g B AR 6 4%,
B LM FIBIT VRE I RIT RO N AR, —
T LY SR B 2 B2 B O IR £ T 2 T A 2 Uk
Y 14 1] B AIF 5 3EA T 42 9] VRE B A, Hov 27 441
NG I G . B INER R B BRIEIT R 97.6% , TEIE
R SR 81 ) IR 1R K 96.3% o RS B I A 18 FH R I BR R
KT 2 S T 24 A A5 30 B JU LR VRE SR U RT3
o PSS d IR IR FAE S VRE T S0 s B 11
THEZ),IRYT B ] IR A I PR SR

TR 25 8 14 116 PR 28 T, P 55 44 % 8 /s ) 3 W i 3
JT VRE FY AR Y2 A S8R AN R IG AR 35 50w, 43 )
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g 86.4% F1 81.4% , T 7F ZE 7 3K 7 FOW 5 e v 1 i R 14
AURIREN T 91.4% > . ZFE 5 HT R B2 A FE 8 R iR 42
MR A 7 1 I e N B R BE T3 I AR R DA I
T I B 38 T AT 25 50 o BRI e ot f BR T 1
S E B PE AL 22 W N VRE F2 90 2 0 1R A S
PES VAT R A I s R AR R AP, AR R
i R ) i IR FE 5 VX VRE B A B IRLAE 6 A, 15 H Al
A AR R AN B i i o 4 Bl = SR S Rt
L G 2SR R4 o VRE BUIE e B 25, R
WAt e i A FE 4 R IAYT VRE,

B8R 13§13 AT A R B , ik A M E
25T

EERRL 19: N RHEMMANKREE, AIERAETE
B IR i m B AR 4R . BRIV ES
BEMAREAGET  RMRBEETRRIE EER8VE
UEZ ERIAHERHGY.(EERE+FF:96.4%)

SKEUE R 5 35 B R 4T 0 L G 55 DR BT o 4
Ji B T SO T 11 60%0~90% ., T 48 11 %o ¥4 43 B T 245 4 R
SR 2y , 76355 FH 25 Y sk 1% % BB T o 7= g 0LAT 7T I8 19 77
T, 2l 15 75 5 IO, I R % R B— N BRI 2S/8- M BERE
Fit 410 ) 790 2 7 i R0 A LA R RIVE AR 2 . B TR
TSRS ASHERE S R K e S 2 ) R BRI 2 BN Bk
JHie 5/ B — PR D i 410 751 700 22 7 1391 LA B B PG vb L A ek

18 50 VP i e o I 4 BT 1) B A e 7 E i Ay e
IIPLIR A AT 25 o AR BVARTIRS 25 A I , (EL{E A5
TERE M T 20 413k , ke bl 22 119 s 55 ST 87 AAS [ L o
HE B R LAt B R 24 1 BT 2 . — AN A STRCT 1
LR HTILAN A 306 19 R I IR G N, ELA T R R R A
SRR 22 5 T I 2 W 2R T RO T U
Y10 RT3k, 25 5 R SRl R T B R AR IT S
P il e B0 5 Sk 6 BT 23R T 22 [ AR I ACT 88 14 25 5 e v
RN, AT TG 8 I A A e B
2577 F2 S0 I 2 0 SR I R A, (R ke
J7 Z2 TR 75 85 05 B2 07 32 (A5 N 22 180 (4 1 RS B 2 36 ) 2
YT T SRR ARG B 22 5o IR, & S L 4 FE s e
WA 5 S A A PR SR T s SR 0 1 2B T 5, o A e
2] BRI T B IS R E B R

M 14: S EMABE=ZARETESHNERRE, 2
SEEFR 2K E ST

EEEN20: ENEAEENERT MEZSHE
ZRX BEERE B-NERRE/B-NELBREFINFIF S A #l
FIERBAYERTSEMAEZAETE S ARG K
Pm AT RERN, (EERE+RE:100%)

EEIFE S . TDM ] LU T8 S A Sk £
BRI R ISR A PR 259 (0 L BB A O Tk AL
B PRI L, I ELBE fe A B BE i /0 25 WA S B e ko %)
i R 75 A U T 25 W 0 fe FE% AT TDML, A5 B ik 3
H b2 BE  HECE I AR R

—IFURIF ST s BTN RIS/ B — PR T e i o 370 42 )5 il
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FULEAS [ R S 0L 114 5% 8 7K OF- AN [6) B 4 [ 37 15 fth s [ 371
I J 1 1T 245 3 3 R A3 AT 78% 1 79% L TR 259
T AR PG S B, B IE AT, IR 7 A A1 i 25 A )
AT TDM ] DUA RCE SR 5 255008, AR H R e
[ Y RCT BF 78 2R B 1700 52 75 3504 7 TDM 1) 229k
(AR AR T 45 SR O W |, ) Sk 760 3% A — il e B2 40 3
1 TDM 7] i Bh S B RAR45 25 IR FE s Ay T & minde ™ 1
PR A RO RSN XU S5 9R 97 A

BT FREE W TR 2R R R B B
DAY T e 245 /@ — PR T i 410 145700 52y ) 390 A5 L TR 2 iR T £
TR 25 4 % BT TR O I B TR A AR R T
0T T R I 24 3% 3 W)

2.3 H LT 24 B 1 B

E]RE 15: IR EREREANEREE S, B EXT
TR N BT

FEFE R O 21 : A UUAE b o 190 B 1 it (4 Ak L, X CRE
JER Y ol fi T R N ST it P ) B S, I i T T A R A B
T, (AR TR+ 7. 96.6%)

SESEAE HE 5 35 B < s o L 19 5 6 0 T 24 T AL A v
FLAG SRR VLR A8 T 2B (B4 & 2 0 G PR AR I
V5 YL i 5 BT AW IE A AL 3 . CRE 73 5 FE A
A AE T AN 35 97 R R BR L IE R4 52 P 25 W00 T N
T BE S B ARG HE BE P SR PRI, 20y 2 SR LA T Tl BT
it , LATIU >R VAR R A A5

X CRE J8& Y ol 1 18 0 A8 A9, 76 A 1 T B 1 S il
e 3 R R I ik R 5 TS A . — SURE 5 3 5 7E 1CU
PR 3B A B 5 B A5 2 57 8 sl A0 EE R, DA
i 5 3 Aii Ry % 1CU N CRKP A #E 9 f2 i o &5 R on , & B
TN 5 P CRKP 2 R A A 51 & 1CU P ¥ CRKP &
RO A, TR S B B B B A 2 A T s B AL 4G =R
PR X — R EA R B n] AR S — R A R SRR
il SR, A7 B TR A TCU P 22 it 24 T (0 440 XURS: , A LA
SRAR IR e ] — i it 24 BT e i A N 22 A ] — [i]
3 2 T 5 X

TEBAP T T T A P T 24 BT e T T R B
FRBE O] L a0 i 2 AR LA B 2 E i 2 5 R AY
TR NI B A BE PR K2R KU . — TN A 19 T RCT F
555 T8 AR RCT WS A R GE VT e IH 70 b v T 45 1)
FER R U fl A2 49 114 Bl 5 5 T 1 it B TSR IR B
T, 6 S e TRl P X 22 T T 24 e JRR e B4 T 57 250 R A A, 6
AT DAt AR AU W BeAh, A I R
ICU Y& Fith 2 CRAB (1) FEZEA B A7, IR btk A5 F 1
A TR B T 1 e T b ) 9 3 A B M D T 24
PR B2 7 IR B P 4% .

B8 16: B7i& CRE X E 8 = & AT F T 1B BE i B

WA 22: REBGE T IFE CRE & E 48 T B BE fx 5%
F,(FFERE+EE:100%)

EEFE SRR 7 CRE & HLE 25 & 22 1
YL AT, F H T8 57 CRE A6 A v 45 A e P55 e
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FRBE At 1 DT 1) HCA N B0 A 4 L M5 | 242 s i B )
B A BORAT o AR 3 2 E AT BB i R R AR IR
Ik /b 2 T 24 T AR o 25 AEL R I AL IR A R 25 |
WA B SRS . WA PR 2 W AT R
H AT RE S PU R IE AL VIR, I 2 L 25 T A H BE

BUAT B UE 5 6 A K2 DL R 0 i CRE 25 %E
TRHR W FE AR REIE W 25 72 A RE A6 Yt 25 R MR Y 24 7R 1 485 4
R R A TR RS IR R % 0 A T R YA
J7 T B A 25 A M 7 BB A7 25 A0 40 o 2 A, G ]
AN ROV AR BT B AN T HRTC T & E
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