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Pesiome

BBepeHmne. Ocob6eHHOCTM 3TUOMATOreHe3a U BbICOKAsA PacnpoCTPaHEHHOCTb NHpEKL WA
MoueBbiBoaALWMx nyTel (MMI) y nauneHToB ¢ caxapHbiM gnabetom 2-ro Tvna (CA2) n mo-
yekameHHoW 6one3Hbio (MKB) ANKTYIOT HEOOXOAUMOCTb AOMONHUTENIBHOTO M3YYEHMSA Xa-
paKkTepa 6akTepuanbHO MUKPOGIOPbl Y ee PE3UCTEHTHOCTU K aHTUOMOTMKAM.

Liennb. /3yuntb n3meHeHmne coctaBa 1 aHTUOMOTMKOPE3UCTEHTHOCTM OCHOBHbIX BO36YyAU-
Tenen UMM y nauneHToB ¢ C[12, koTopbim 66110 NpoBefeHo nevyeHne MKB.

Matepuanbi u metogbl. [IpoaHann3MpPoBaHbl pe3ynbTaTbl 6aKTEPUONOrNMYECKOro ncce-
LOBaHUA MOYM Y NALNEHTOB, KOTOPbIM BbINOJIHANM SHAOXMPYPruyeckme BMellaTeNbCTBa
no nosogy MKbB: KaTeTepr3aLumMm MOYETOYHUKOB, PETPOrpajHble NHTPapeHaNbHble one-
pauun. MiccnegosaHuA NpoBoAnAN B ABYX rpynnax naumeHToB: rpynna 1 - 290 nauneHToB
cCl2, rpynna 2 — 257 naymeHTOB 6€3 AnabeTa. CBeleHNs1 0 MMKPOOPraHM3MaXx NoJslyyYeHbl
n3 pecnybnukaHckon 6a3bl AaHHbix WHONET. 1na ctatuctuyeckonn o6paboTku pesysb-
TaTOB UCCNeOBaHUA NPUMEHANN HeMapaMeTpuyeckme MeTOAbl, KpUTepun xu-KBagpart
Mupcona.

Pesynbrartbl. YcTaHOBMEHO, uTo 12,0% nauyuneHtos ¢ MKB nmenu guarHos C[12. Cpean Bos-
oygutenein UMMMy nayneHToB 6e3 anabeta Ha gonto Escherichia coli npnxogunock 37,5%,
y naumeHTtoB ¢ CO2 - 22,8%. Enterococcus faecalis npu guabete BoisiBneH B 21,0%, 6e3
Aanabeta — 14,6% cnydaes. Klebsiella pneumoniae 6onee yem B 2 pasa Yalle BbIABAANACh
Y NaLUeHTOB C AnabeTom, yem 6e3 Hero (24,5% 1 10,4% cOOTBETCTBEHHO). Bce pasnuuns
OblI CTATUCTUYECKM 3HAUMMBbI. AHANN3 Pe3yNbTaToB aHTUOMOTUKOPE3UCTEHTHOCTM NMOKa-
3an, yto ana Escherichia coli Hanbonbwyto 3ddeKTBHOCTL UMENN UMUMEHEM, MepOre-
HeM, aMOKCULUIIVH, reHTaMULUUH, nonumukcrH B. na Klebsiella pneumoniae Hanbonee
aKTUBHbBIM OKa3zancs nonmmMmKkcuH B. Enterococcus faecalis Hanbonee uyBCTBUTENbHBI K
aMNUUWMANMKHY, nHe3onuay 1 HuTpodypaHTouHy. Klebsiella pneumoniae nmena 100%
YCTOMYMBOCTD K Ledenumy n umnpodnokcauuHy, a Enterococcus faecalis - k uedpypokcu-
My 1 TeTpauuKnuHy. PesncteHTHocTb Escherichia coli oTmeyeHa k LedTpurakcoHy, Aokcu-
LUUKIUHY, TPUMeTONpuMy/cynbpameTokcasony (23-36%).

3aknioueHune. Xapaktep 6aktepuanbHo Mmukpodnopbl npu CA2 n MKb otnnyaetcsa ot
COCTaBa yponaToreHoB y MaumeHToB 6e3 anabeta. Begywyio ponb B 3tronorun UMM
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npu grnabete nprnobpetaet Klebsiella pneumoniae, 3HaueHue Escherichia coli cHuxaeTcs.
OTmeyeHa BblCOKan pe3ncTeHTHOCTb Bo3byanTenen MMIT k uedenumy, unnpodnokcaym-
Hy, LedypoKcumy 1 TeTpaumKknuHy. CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAUUMBbIX Pa3INYMA B YyBCTBUTENb-
HOCTU H6aKTepuii K aHTMOMOTNKAM y NaLNEHTOB C fMabeTom 1 6e3 Hero He NonyyeHo.
KnioueBble cnoBa: caxapHblil AmuabeT 2-ro Tina, HPeKLnA MOUYEBbIBOAALNX NYTEN, MO-
yeKameHHas bonesHb, bakTepranbHaa MMKpodnopa, aHTMONOTUKOPE3UCTEHTHOCTb
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Abstract

Introduction. The etiopathogenesis and high prevalence of urinary tract infections
(UTIs) in patients with type 2 diabetes mellitus (T2DM) and urolithiasis necessitate further
investigation of the bacterial microflora and its antibiotic resistance.

Purpose. To study changes in the composition and antibiotic resistance of the main
pathogens causing UTls in patients with T2DM who underwent treatment for urolithiasis.
Materials and methods. We analyzed the results of urine bacteriological examinations
in patients who underwent endoscopic surgery for urolithiasis, including ureteral
catheterization and retrograde intrarenal surgery. The study was conducted in two groups
of patients: Group 1, 290 patients with T2DM, and Group 2, 257 patients without diabetes.
Microorganism data were obtained from the WHONET national database. Nonparametric
methods and the Pearson chi-square test were used for statistical analysis of the study results.
Results. It was established that 12.0% of patients with urolithiasis were diagnosed with
type 2 diabetes. Among the causative agents of UTI, Escherichia coli accounted for 37.5%
in patients without diabetes, and 22.8% in patients with type 2 diabetes. Enterococcus
faecalis was detected in 21.0% of cases in diabetes, and 14.6% in patients without
diabetes. Klebsiella pneumoniae was detected more than 2 times more often in patients
with diabetes than in patients without it (24.5% and 10.4%, respectively). All differences
were statistically significant. Analysis of the results of antibiotic resistance showed
that imipenem, meropenem, amoxicillin, gentamicin, and polymyxin B were the most
effective for Escherichia coli. Polymyxin B was the most active for Klebsiella pneumoniae.
Enterococcus faecalis is most sensitive to ampicillin, linezolid, and nitrofurantoin. Klebsiella
pneumoniae was 100% resistant to cefepime and ciprofloxacin, while Enterococcus
faecalis was resistant to cefuroxime and tetracycline. Escherichia coli resistance was
observed to ceftriaxone, doxycycline, and trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole (23-36%).
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Conclusion. The bacterial microflora in patients with T2DM and urolithiasis differs from
the composition of uropathogens in patients without diabetes. Klebsiella pneumoniae
assumes a leading role in the etiology of UTls in diabetes, while the role of Escherichia coli
decreases. High resistance of UTI pathogens to cefepime, ciprofloxacin, cefuroxime, and
tetracycline was observed. No statistically significant differences in bacterial susceptibility
to antibiotics were found between patients with and without diabetes.

Keywords: type 2 diabetes mellitus, urinary tract infection, urolithiasis, bacterial
microflora, antibiotic resistance

B BBEJAEHWE

CaxapHblii Anabet 2-ro Tuna (CA2) - rnobanbHas NpobnemMa COBPEMEHHOro 34 paBo-
oXpaHeHwusi. ITo 3abosiIeBaHNE CONMPOBOXKAAETCA MHOXECTBOM OC/IOKHEHWIA, CPEAUN KOTO-
pbIX OAHVM M3 PacnpPOCTPaHEHHbIX ABNAETCA UHOEKLNA BEPXHUX U HUPKHUX MOYEBbIBO-
aawmx nyten (MMM). Mo nutepaTypHbiM AaHHbIM, MI y nauymeHTos ¢ C[12 BcTpeyaeTca
B 5-7 pas3 ualle, yem B obwen nonynauuu [1, 2]. Cnektp UMI BapbumpyeT oT 6eccmnTom-
HOI GaKTeprypun A0 YrpoXKatoLMX KU3HU COCTOAHUN, TaKMX Kak 3M(bU3EeMaTO3HbIN Nue-
noHedpwuT, abcLecchl Novyek n ypocencuc. MprurHoON pa3Butrsa oCcTporo nuenoHedpuTa
B OOJIbLUMHCTBE CNlyYaeB ABSETCA MOYeKameHHas 6one3Hb (MKB) 1 BO3HMKaloWwas Ha ee
doHe 06CTpyKLMA MoUeBbIBOAAWMX NyTel. Pa3BnTrie 06CTPYKTUBHONM yponatum Tpebyet
HEOTNOXHOro APEHUPOBaHMNA MOMOCTHOM CUCTEMbl MOYeK, Yalle MeToAoM CTeHTMPOBa-
HMA MOYETOUYHVKOB, YTO CNOCOBCTBYET eLlle U Pa3BUTUIO CTEHT-aCCOLMMPOBAHHON UHEK-
unn. CHOXHOCTb 1 MHOroobpasue sTnonatoreHeTnYecknx paktopos VMM y naumeHToB
¢ CO2 3HaunTenbHO 3aTpyaHAeT 3¢beKkTnBHOEe neyeHre. TpaAULUOHHO CUMTAETCA, YTo
B 80-90% cnyvaeB BegyLwumm yponaTtoreHom asnaetca E. coli. OgHako B cnyyae 0Cnox-
HeHHow UM, B Tom uncne npu gnabete, Npy HEOAHOKPATHOM JleYeHUN aHTUBMOTUKaMK
rnaBHyo pPonb B 3TUONOrUU NuenoHedppuTa NnprobpeTtatoT Apyrve MHPEKLNOHHbIE areHTbl,
CBOEBPEMEHHOE BbIAIBIIEHNE KOTOPbIX MMEET pellatoLlee 3HaueHve Ans Bbibopa pauumo-
HaNIbHOW aHTUOMOTMKOTEPANUM.

B LIEJ1Ib NCCNEAOBAHNA
M3yyeHne nM3MeHeHUN CoCTaBa 1 aHTUOMOTMKOPE3UCTEHTHOCT OCHOBHBIX BO30yAuTe-
nen MMM y naynenToB ¢ C[12, KOTOpbIM ObIIO NPOBeEHO IHAOXUPYPrYeckoe neveHme MKB.

B MATEPWAJIbl N METObI

B nepmog c 01.2024 no 01.2026 u3 yponoruyeckux otgenenHunn 4-n NKb r. MnHcka no-
cne 3HOOXUPYPrYecKnx BMeLwwaTensbcTs no nosogy MKbB (KaTeTepur3sanmm MOYETOUHUKOB,
peTporpajHble VHTPapeHanbHble onepaunn) 6b10 BbiNMcaHo 5157 nauueHToB. Y 621
(12,0%) umenca gmarHo3 CA2, N3 HUX XeHWuH — 484 (77,9%), myxuuH — 137 (22,1%).
CpeaHuin BO3pacT NauueHToB ¢ Anabetom — 66,1 roga (MUHUManNbHbIV — 27, MaKCMMaib-
HbIl — 89). [Ins n3yyeHns xapaktepa Bo3byautenen VMM y naunentoB ¢ guabetom n MKb
6b110 NpoBefeHo nccnegoBaHne 290 pesynbTaToB 6aKTEPUONOTMYECKOro NoceBa Moun
(rpynna 1). MonyyeHHble AaHHblE CPaBHMBANW C AaHHbIMK NOCEBAa MOYM 257 nauneHToB
6e3 anabeTta (rpynna 2). baktepronornyeckoe ncciefoBaHue MoYv MPOBOAUIN METOAOM
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CTaHAaPTHOrO NnoceBa Ha MJI0THble Cpefibl C onpefeneHnem aHTMOMOTUKOPE3UCTEHTHOCTM
anddy3noHHbIM meTogoMm. 3abop MaTepmrana NPOBOAMIN U3 MOYETOUHNKOBOIO KaTeTepa
unu n3 cpepHen nopumn moumn. CeeieHMA O MMKPOOPraHmM3max, BblAeIEHHbIX 13 MOUH,
nony4eHbl n3 pecnybnvkaHckon 6a3bl gaHHbix WHONET. Ina ctatucTnyeckom obpaboTtkm
pe3ynbTaToB UCC/IeOBaHUA NCNONb30BaNN HenapameTpuyeckrie MeTofbl, Tabnuubl co-
NPAXeHHOCTU, KpUTepU Xu-KBaapat MNMpcoHa ¢ NpUMeHeHnemM NPOrpaMMHOro naketa
IBM SPSS Statistics ver. 20.

B PE3YJNbTATHI

Y naumenToB 13 rpynnbl 1 (¢ CO2) 6akTepronornyeckoe NccnefoBaHne mMouum no-
Kasano otcyTcTBue pocTa B 92 (31,7%), a B rpynne 2 (6e3 guabeta) — B 159 (61,8%) cny-
yanax (p=0,027). CtpykTtypa Bo36yautenei IMI y nauneHTOB 06eunx rpynn npegcrasieHa
B Tabn. 1.

Tak Kak Ha gonto Tpex 6akTepuanbHbix areHToB (Escherichia coli, Klebsiella pneumoniae
n Enterococcus faecalis), no Hawwmm gaHHbIM, Npruxoannoch oT 62,5% o 68,3% Bcex ypo-
naToreHoB, 6bl1I0 NPOBefEeHO MCCNeloBaHe YYBCTBUTENbHOCTU K aHTUOMOTUKAM 3TMX
Bo36yauTenen UMI. Pe3ynbTaTthl uccnenoBaHuA Nokasanu, YTo MMeeTcs TeHAeHU A K Nno-
BbILLEHWIO PE3NCTEHTHOCTU K aHT1bmoTmkam Bo3byautenen VMM y naumeHTos ¢ C2 no
CpaBHEHUIO C Pe3nCTEHTHOCTbIO BO30yanTenen y nauneHToB 6e3 anabeta, ofgHaKko cTatu-
CTUYECKU 3HAUYMMbIX Pa3NIunii NPU 3TOM He MOJTyYeHO, MOSTOMY AlaHHble B 06eunx rpynnax
6b11M 06benHeHbI. Pe3ynbTaTbl MO KaXkAoMy 13 Tpex 6akTepuanbHbIX areHToB NpeacTaB-
neHbl B Tabn. 2-4.

Ta6bnuua 1

CTpykTypa Bo36yauteneit UMM y nauneHToB 1-it u 2-ii rpynn
Table 1

Structure of pathogens causing UTI in patients of groups 1 and 2

bakTepus

1-arpynna
(aonsa B % oT o6uero KonuyecTsa
BbIAB/IEHHDIX B rpynne 6akrepmii)

2-arpynna
(mons B % ot o6ujero Konnyecrsa
BbIAB/IEHHDIX B rpynne 6akrepmii)

Klebsiella pneumoniae 24,5% 10,4*
Escherichia coli 22,8% 37,5*%
Enterococcus faecalis 21,0% 14,6*
Pseudomonas aeruginosa 53 3,1
Proteus mirabilis 7,0 5,2
Candida sp. 3,5 2,1
Acinetobacter baumannii 35 0
Morganella morganii 24 0
Enterococcus faecium 1,7 4,2
Staphylococcus epidermidis | 0 3,1
Acinetobacter lwoffii 3,1 3,1
Streptococcus agalactiae 0 1,7
Staphylococcus aureus 0 3,1
Enterobacter cloacae 1,7 1,7
Opyrne 3,5 10,2

MpuyMeyaHue: * pasHuLa CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HauMma (p<0,05).
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Ta6bnuua 2

YyBcTBMTENbHOCTb K aHTM6MoTnKam Escherichia coli (N2 120)

Table 2

Antibiotic susceptibility of Escherichia coli (No. 120)
AHTN6MOTUK 3%, mr YyBCcTBUTENbHOCTb, % | YCTOMUMBOCTDb, %
Amoxicillin 30 100 0
Amoxicillin/Clavulanic acid 20 82 18
Ceftazidime 30 83 17
Ceftriaxone 30 77 23
Doxycycline 30 75 25
Fosfomycin 200 90 10
Gentamicin 10 100 0
Imipenem 10 100 0
Levofloxacin 5 86 14
Meropenem 10 100 0
Nitrofurantoin 300 94 6
Polymixin B 300 97 3
Trimethoprim/Sulfamethoxazole 1,2 64 36

Mpumeyanue: * 31 - 3dGeKTMBHOCTb ANCKA B MT.

Ta6bnuuya 3

YyBcTBMTENbHOCTb K aHTM6MoTukam Klebsiella pneumoniae (N2 80)

Table 3

Antibiotic susceptibility of Klebsiella pneumoniae (No. 80)
AHTM6MOTHK 3%, mr YyBcTBMTENbHOCTD, % Yctonuumsoctb, %
Amoxicillin 30 70 30
Amoxicillin/Clavulanic acid 20 30 70
Cefepime 30 0 100
Ceftazidime 30 21 69
Ceftriaxone 30 29 61
Ciprofloxacin 5 0 100
Doxycycline 30 52 48
Fosfomycin 200 47 53
Gentamicin 10 63 37
Imipenem 10 35 65
Levofloxacin 5 21 79
Meropenem 10 35 65
Nitrofurantoin 300 33 67
Polymixin B 300 100 0
Trimethoprim/Sulfamethoxazole 1,2 33 67

Npumeyanue: * O[] — 3¢ PeKTUBHOCTb ANCKa B MT.

Takum 06pa3om, aHanu3 pesynbTaToB ONpeaeneHnsa YyBCTBUTENIbHOCTU BO3byanTenen
WMIM nokasan, uto ana Escherichia coli Han6onbLuyto sdpdeKkTMBHOCTL MENn aHTU6UOTU-
KW MMUMNEeHeM, MeporneHeMm, aMOKCULIMIIIIVH, reHTaMULMH, NnonuMukcrH B. Ona Klebsiella
pneumoniae Hanbonee akTUBHbIM OKa3ancs NoNMMUKCUH B. Enterococcus faecalis oka-
3anucb Haubosnee YyBCTBUTESNIbHbI K aMMUUWIMHY, MMHE30AMAY U HUTPOODYPAHTOUHY.
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Ta6bnuua 4

YyBcTBMTENbHOCTb K aHTM6MoTNKam Enterococcus faecalis (N2 64)

Table 4

Antibiotic susceptibility of Enterococcus faecalis (No. 64)
AHTN6MOTUK 0%, mr YyBCcTBMTENbHOCTD, % YcTonumnsocTb, %
Ampicillin 10 100 0
Cefuroxime sodium 30 0 100
Gentamicin 10 33 67
Linezolid 10 100 0
Nitrofurantoin 300 100 0
Ofloxacin 5 11 89
Tetracycline 30 0 100
Vancomycin 30 84 16

Mpumeyanue: * 31 - 3dGeKTMBHOCTb ANCKA B MT.

B 10 e Bpems Klebsiella pneumoniae nmena 100% yctonumnBocTb K Ledenumy n uunpod-
nokcauuHy, a Enterococcus faecalis — k uedypokcumy n TeTpauuknuHy. Hanbonbias pe-
3ucteHTHoCTb Escherichia coli oTmeueHa Kk LedTprakcoHy, JOKCMLUKAVHY, TPUMETONPK-
Mmy/cynbdameTokcasony (23-36%).

B OBCYXJIEHUE

Cpepu naumeHToB ¢ MKB HeyKnoHHO NOBbIWAETCA NPOLEHT NaLMeHTOB C CaXxapHbIM
Anabetom (gocturas 16,2% v 6onee) [3]. Mo Hawmnm aaHHbIM, 12,0% NaLUEeHTOB, KOTOPbLIM
nposeAeHo 3HAoyposornyeckoe neveHre MKB, umenn C2. UMM, B Tom uncne nueno-
HedbpuT, TakKe 3HaUUTESIbHO Yallle BCTPEYAloTCA Y NauueHToB ¢ guabetom (23,7-42,9%)
Nno cpaBHeHUIO C NaumeHTamun 6e3 guabeta (17,4%) [4, 5]. DTO 06BACHAETCA TEM, UTO MO-
BblLEHHbIE YPOBHMW MMMKO3WINPOBAHHOIO reMorfnobnHa, riKo3bl KPOBWU NPUBOAAT K
MUKPOAHIMOMNaTMYeCckumM N3MeHeHUAM B MoUKax B popme anabetmnyeckon HepponaTum c
3aiePKKO a30TUCTbIX BELLECTB, Bbi3blBAOT MPOTENHYPUIO, FTIOKO3YPUIO, YTO B AaSibHEN-
wem cnocobcTByeT YacTbiM peungmeam UMM [6]. Kpome Toro, npobnema UMI y nauuen-
ToB ¢ C12 B couyeTaHum ¢ MKB ocnoxHsaeTca eule 1 GaKTOPOM CTEHT-aCCOLMMPOBaHHON
nHdeKUMN, KOTopasa pa3BMBAETCA YXKe Yepes 1BOe CYTOK Nocsie NOCTaHOBKN MOYETOYHU-
KOBOFO CTEHTa.

BonbWNHCTBO NUTepaTypPHbIX NICTOYHWMKOB CBUAETENbCTBYET O TOM, YTO BeAyLLMM YpO-
naToreHoM Kak y naumeHToB ¢ AnabeTom, Tak 1 6e3 Hero asnaeTca E. coli [7]. B 1o ke Bpema
cBefleHnA 0 cocTaBe 1 XapaKTepe Bo36yautenein UMMM npu CA2 B pa3HbiX UCCNeaoBaHUAX
3HauuTenbHO pasnuuatotca. Tak, No pesynbratam uccnepgosaHuiin T. Nath u coaBT. ocHOB-
HbIMW BbleNIeHHbIMU MUKPOOPraHn3mMamn y nauneHToB ¢ avabetom 6biim Escherichia
coli (39%), Klebsiella spp. (19%), Enterococcus spp. (12%), Staphylococcus aureus (12%)
n Candida spp. (6%) [8]. B gpyrom uccnegoBaHuun yactoTa BbigeneHus E. coli n3 kynb-
Typbl Mouu 6bina Bbiwwe (64,6%) cpean naumeHToB ¢ Anabetom [5]. OnucaHo Takxe, uTo
Proteus sp. n Pseudomonas sp. BCTpeyanuch Yalle y naumeHToB C fMabeTom, a xapaktepu-
CTUKM YYBCTBUTENBHOCTU K aHTVMUKPOOHbIM NpenapaTam CyLLeCTBEHHO He pa3finyanuncb
B rpynnax c gnabetom v 6e3 Hero [9]. MHOrve nccnefoBaTenu CornacHbl C TeM, YTO NpPU OC-
noxHeHHo UM, K KoTopol oTHoCcKTCA U nHbEKUUA Npu caxapHoM arabete, nons E. coli
3HAUNTENbHO CHWXKAETCA, a ITMONOrMYecKas 3HaYMMOCTb APYrnX rPamMnonoKUTENbHbIX
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N rpamoTpuLaTenbHbiX 6akTepuii Bo3pacTaeT [10]. Tak, B nccnegosaHum Kar M. u coaBT.
WMI y naumeHToB C BHYTPEHHUM [ PEeHPOBaHEeM MoYek BblsiBNeHa B 53,5% ciyJaes, a
Hanbonee yacTbiMM BO36YAMNTENAMM, BblAENIEHHBIMM CO CTEHTOB, ABNANMCb Pseudomonas
aeruginosa (21%), Escherichia coli (17%) n Pseudomonas spp. (16%), npnyem 38,5% 6ak-
Tepui obnagany MynbTUPE3UCTEHTHOCTbIO K aHTUOMoTrKam [11]. Mo Hawmm JaHHbIM, Y
nauveHTos ¢ C12 n MKB cTpykTypa Bo3byautenen IMIN meHsAeTcA, @ OCHOBHbIMU 3TUONO-
rmyeckmmm areHtamu ctaHoaTcA Klebsiella pneumoniae (24,4%), Escherichia coli (22,8%)
n Enterococcus faecalis (21,0%).

B 3AKJTIOMEHUE

O6Lwenpr3HaHHbIM $akToM B MUPOBOM 3[PaBOOXPAaHEHUN ABMAETCA HEYKNOHHbIN
POCT yCTOMUMBOCTU HGaKTepuii K aHTbaKTepuanbHbIM nNpenapatam. [JaHHble No oueHKe
aHTMBUOTUKOPE3NCTEHTHOCTU BaKkTepuii — Bo3byautenen MM otnmyatotcsa 6onbLuoi Ba-
prabenbHOCTbIO 1 3aBUCAT OT PErroHa, 0COBEHHOCTeN KNMHMYECKOW opraHM3aunm, me-
Tofda nccnepoBaHusA. MonyyeHHble HaMuy pe3ynbTaTbl BbIABUIW BbICOKYIO PE3UCTEHTHOCTb
y Klebsiella pneumoniae kak ocHosHoro Bo3byautena VMMM y naymenTos ¢ CA2 n MKB K
uedenumy 1 umnpodnokcauuHy (100%), nesodnokcaumHy (79%), MMUneHemy 1 mepore-
Hemy (65%), UTO HeoOXOAMMO YUNTbIBATb NPU NIeUYeHNM NaLMEHTOB 3TOW KaTeropumm.
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