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ABSTRACT

Antibiotic resistance of urinary tract pathogens has increased worldwide. The purpose of this study is to provide information
regarding local resistance pattern of urinary pathogens to the commonly used antibiotics. One hundred and seventeen cases of
community-acquired urinary tract infections were studied. The most common group of patients was the uncomplicated acute
cystitis in women. E. coli was the most common isolate. Overall, antimicrobial susceptibility test on the organisms isolated
showed a resistance of 63.0% to ampicillin, 40.1% to sulfamethoxazole-trimethoprim (S-T), 14.3% to pipemidic acid, 8.6% to
norfloxacin, 3.8% to cephalexin, 3.7% to amoxicillin-clavulanate, 1.0% to cefuroxime, and 1.0% to fosfomycin. Three out of five
patients on ampicillin as well as two out of five patients on S-T were likely to be inadequately treated.
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INTRODUCTION

Broadly speaking, urinary tract infections (UTI) refer to
infections occurring anywhere along the urinary tract from
the perinephric fascia to the urethral meatus. Urinary tract
infections are common in general practice!-2 and have
important economic consequences.2The disorders are
generally treated empirically with antibiotics. It is useful for
GPs to be aware of the locally prevalent strains of
uropathogens and their sensitivity pattern in order to decide
on their choice of antibiotics. This knowledge might help
primary care physicians who were often guilty of excessive
and inappropriate use of antibiotics.3The judicious use of
antibiotics requires accurate data on antimicrobial
susceptibility which may vary in time and place. Regular
surveillance is therefore necessary.

This study investigates the prevalence of uropathogens
and their antimicrobial sensitivities in community-acquired
UTI. The knowledge of the organisms involved, the
epidemiologic characteristics and the antibacterial
susceptibility will assist in the formulation of appropriate
antibiotic policy for UTI.

METHODS

Patients and settings

The study was conducted in two general practice clinics in
Muar, Johor. The study was a cross-sectional survey of all
patients 12 years and above presenting with symptomatic
UTI from February 2006 to February 2007. Patients with
one or more of the symptoms were evaluated for possible
UTI: frequency, dysuria, urgency, haematuria, fever,
suprapubic pain and flank pain. The exclusion criteria were
patients who were hospitalised or received antibiotics
during the previous 2 weeks or patients on indwelling
catheters. The clinical diagnosis of UTI was confirmed by
urine cultures.

Collection of urine specimen and urine cultures

Once a clinical diagnosis of UTI was established, the
patient was informed about the study and after consent
was taken, a urine sample was obtained. Each patient was
carefully instructed regarding the collection of a mid-stream
urine sample. The urine specimen collected was inoculated
immediately onto a culture plate by the attending doctors
(who had received instruction on the correct method of
inoculating urine to the culture plate). Inoculation was
made on blood agar plate (with 5% defibrinated sheep
blood) and MacConkey agar plate using a 0.001ml
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commercial inoculation loop. This bedside inoculation
method was adopted to avoid sample deterioration
(contamination of samples as a result of bacterial
overgrowth) due to uncertain laboratory collection times
and temperature effects during transport. The inoculated
plates were sent to the laboratory on the same day for
incubation. Urinalysis (full examination including
microscopy) was also requested on each sample. Isolation
and identification of the urinary pathogens was done by a
private sector accredited laboratory, according to standard
bacteriological techniques. Antimicrobial susceptibility
testing of the isolates was done using the disc diffusion
method according to the Clinical Laboratory Standards
Institute guidelines.*

Interpretation of culture results

Culture results were interpreted according to the guidelines
of the Infectious Disease Society of America.5 The
urinalysis results were used to assist in the diagnosis of
UTI for those cultures showing <105 colony forming
units/ml (cfu/ml). We referred to the studies of Stamm and
other workers, who had redefined the acute urethral
syndrome (women who experience symptoms of cystitis
but who have urine cultures with <105 cfu/ml) as part of a
spectrum of lower UTI in women.68

The diagnosis of UTI was made with the culture of a single
bacterial species from the urine sample at a concentration
of = 105 cfu/ml. In compliance with the guidelines, females
with uncomplicated acute cystitis have infection if the urine
cultured between 10% and 105 cfu/ml, plus pyuria [defined
as >10 leucocytes/yL of unspun urine]. A contaminated
sample was defined as urine culture with < 103 cfu/ml or
mixed growth.

Uncomplicated acute cystitis in women refers to an

infection occurring in young, healthy, non-pregnant adult
women without structural or renal dysfunction. Women
older than 65 years of age with UTI were considered to
have complicated infection as data of possible urologic
dysfunctions were often not available to us during the study.

RESULTS

Demographic data

Two hundred and twenty-five urine samples (225 patients)
fulfilled the criteria during the study period and were
accepted for urinalysis, culture and sensitivity testing. The
mean age of the respondents was 43 years (range 12-88
years). Of the respondents 78% were Chinese, followed by
Malays 15%, and Indians and others 7%. Females made
up 79% of the respondents. Fifty-two percent (117 cases)
of the samples were positive for UTI by the criteria defined
above. Age distribution of the cases is shown in Table 1.

There was no growth of pathogens in 44.9% (101 cases) of
the samples, and 3.1% (7 cases) of the samples were
contaminated.

Table 1. Demographic data of patients with urinary
tract infections

Age groups Females, No. (%)  Males, No. (%)
(years)

10-19 4 (34) 1(0.8)

20-29 29 (24.8) 3(2.6)

30-39 16 (13.7) 1(0.8)

40-49 14 (12.0) 3(2.6)

50 - 59 18 (15.3) 0(0.0)

> 60 25 (21.4) 3(2.5)

Total 106 (90.6) 11(9.4)
Uropathogens

E. coli was isolated from 77% (90 cases) of the positive
samples. Other uropathogens isolated include Klebsiella
spp. (10 cases), Proteus spp. (4 cases), Staphylococcus
epidermidis (4 cases), Staphylococcus saprophyticus (4
cases), Streptococcus spp. (3 cases), Enterococcus spp (2
cases), and Citrobacter spp. (1 case).

Antimicrobial susceptibility

Overall, antimicrobial resistance was most common to
ampicillin with 63.0% and ST with 40.1%. The pathogens
were highly susceptible to most of the other antimicrobial
tested (>90%) with the exception of pipemidic acid (see
Table 2).

Subgroup Analysis

Sixty-four percent (75 cases) of the UTI patients were
females with acute uncomplicated cystitis (see
interpretation above). This constituted the largest group of
patients. Sixty out of the 75 (80%) of the samples grew E.
coli. Considering the acute uncomplicated cystitis in
women alone, resistance of E. coli to ampicillin constituted
61%, and S-T resistance was 45%.

Besides male UTI (11 cases), other categories include
women with acute uncomplicated pyelonephritis (3 cases)
and women with complicated UTI (28 cases). Of these 28
cases, 3 had kidney stones, 6 diabetes, 1 pregnancy, 1
recurrent UTI and 17 were elderly >65 years.
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Table 2: Percentage Distribution of Antimicrobial
Resistance of Pathogens in Community-acquired UTI

Percentage (No. tested)

Antimicrobial

Overall E. coli Klebsiella spp.

Ampicillin 63.0 (107) 62.0(90)  90.0 (10)
Amoxycillin-clavulanate 3.7(107) 33(89) 11.0(9)
Cefuroxime 1.0(100) 0.0 (84) 0.0 (10)
Cephalexin 3.8(104)  1.1(90)  20.0(10)
Sulphamethoxazole- 40.1(112) 42.0(90)  30.0(10)
Trimethoprim

Norfloxacin 8.6 (105)  8.8(90) 10.0 (10)
Fosfomycin Trometamol 1.0(104)  1.1(90) 0.0 (10)
Pipemidic Acid 14.3(105) 14.4(90)  10.0 (10)
DISCUSSION

Laboratory diagnosis of UTI using urine cultures is based
on the semi-quantitative counts of organisms and
identification of the isolates. A known quantity of urine is
streaked on solid agar media and incubated at 35 £ 2°C
for 16-18 hours and the bacterial colonies counted. The
reliability of this method, however, is strongly dependent on
the time taken to send the urine specimen to the laboratory
and the transport conditions because urine is an excellent
culture medium and delayed plating may result in false-
positive results. This was our principal concern in
conducting the present study, as the urine specimens had
to be transported by couriers on motorbikes. One solution
was the use of commercial dipslides, in which the urine is
inoculated on the device at the bedside. However, the
method was not available locally. We circumvented the
problem by direct inoculation of the culture plate as a
bedside procedure. From the experience of studies using
dipslides, bedside inoculation does not appear to affect the
final results of urine cultures.® Three percent of the
samples in our study were contaminated; this compares
favourably with a previous local study'® where 19% of urine
samples were contaminated.

It is important to note that urine cultures are reserved for
patients with complicated UTI or those who failed or
relapsed after empiric therapy. In the outpatient setting,
symptomatic patients with uncomplicated UTI are usually
treated empirically, i.e. without urine cultures. However,
other investigations may be helpful and each primary care
physician has his own strategy. If empiric treatment is
based on history alone then one would be treating at least
40% of patients without a UTI. This is because through
history taking, the pretest probability of a UTI hardly
exceeds 60%.9 In our study true UTI was present in only
52% of all patients with symptoms. Primary care physicians
usually use urine dipstick or urine microscopy to help in the
diagnosis and treatment. These investigations have their
limitations." Urine dipstick alone seems to be useful to rule

out infection if the results of both nitrites and leukocyte-
esterase are negative.'? On the other hand, it is most
interesting to note that from a practical standpoint, studies
of urine do not seem to have much effect on the actual
management of UTI by most primary care physicians.
Nearly all patients with symptoms of dysuria, frequency
and urgency receive antibiotics irrespective of the results of
urinalysis and culture.!3. 14

The demographic data (Table 1) indicates that women of
reproductive age group formed the main group of adult
patients with UTI presenting to the general practice clinics
(54% of all UTI detected were from women age 10-49
years). These were mainly cases of acute uncomplicated
cystitis. Beyond the age of 50 years, cystitis was likely to
be complicated by concomitant medical problems like
diabetes. It is worthy of note that only a small percentage
of older males with UTI (commonly complicated by
prostatomegaly and other urinary tract disorders) was
represented in this study. It was likely that these patients
presented principally to secondary or tertiary healthcare
facilities.

The overall frequency of infection and the pathogens
involved were broadly as expected. E. coli was the most
common pathogen isolated, involving 77% of the positive
samples. Klebsiella spp was the second common organism.
Staphyloccocus saprophyticus, which is known to occur in
a seasonal fashion, was seen only in a few cases. The
majority of cases seen in general practice belonged to the
class of uncomplicated acute cystitis in women, which
comprised 64% of the UTI cases seen in this study. In a
classic study by Rubin,' E. coli was isolated in about 80%
of uncomplicated cases of UTI. In our study, a similar 80%
of uncomplicated acute cystitis grew E. coli. In fact, E. coli
remained the most common pathogen for all the clinical
manifestations and in all groups of patients.'6 The
microbiology of UTI, unlike other infectious diseases, has
remained remarkably constant over the decades.!”

E. coli, a member of the human colonic flora, is usually
non-pathogenic. However, certain strains may acquire
virulence factors and cause human diseases. There are
three principal ones, the strains causing sepsis/meningitis,
the enteropathogens and the uropathogens. Bacterial
cystitis begins with the colonisation of the periurethral skin
and the anterior urethra before entry into the bladder.
Uropathogenic E. coli exhibits specific virulence factors,
which allow them to adhere to vaginal and uroepithelial
cells, resist bactericidal activity of human serum, prevent
phagocytosis by leucocytes and production of specific
cytotoxins for tissue invasion.'® Such virulence factors and
uropathogenicity are not confined to E. coli, and has been
shown with Proteus mirabilis and Klebsiella spp.20. 2!
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A comparison of the results of the present study with the
resistance rates previously published in this country but
involving a more generalized bacteriological survey'0,
showed a broadly similar picture but with a few exceptions.
In comparison to the earlier study by Cheong et al, our
study showed broadly corresponding figures for resistance
rates of E. coli to ampicillin (62% versus 50%), to S-T (42%
versus 34%), and to cefuroxime (0% for both) but
considerably lower figure for amoxicillin-clavulanate (3.3%
versus 18%) and higher figure for norfloxacin ( 8.8% versus
1.6%). The major weakness of our study was the relatively
smaller sample size and the temporal limits, which did not
allow us to make comments on the change of antimicrobial
resistance with time.

Studies from the US and worldwide indicate the emergence
of high level S-T resistance in a significant percentage
(>20%) of community-acquired E. coli UTI isolates. Table 3
shows representative studies from various geographical
areas. The data should be viewed in the context of a
dynamic and changing pattern of antimicrobial
susceptibility with time. High levels of resistance were
already found in countries like India, Brazil and Nicaragua.
Most parts of Europe, Canada, UK and parts of the USA
have fairly low resistant levels. It is interesting to note that
Japan has the lowest S-T resistant E. coli isolates in the
world. The reason was that in Japan S-T was not licensed
for use in uncomplicated cystitis and the drug was
remarkably expensive. This attested to the fact that
antibiotic use correlated with development of resistance.
The local usage of S-T has been significant as it has been
used for decades in this country. According to the
Malaysian National Medicines Use Survey?? which tracks
medication usage both in the public and private sectors,
the total usage of S-T for the year 2004 was given as 0.6
Defined Daily Dose/1000 population/day 2004 (compare
with cephalexin 1.2, cefuroxime 0.6, norfloxacin 0.1 and
amoxicillin-clavulanate 3.0).

It is interesting to note that the complete genome
sequences of E. coli strains, including one uropathogenic
strain, is now available?3. The chromosomes of E. coli are
highly diverse mosaic structures, consisting of a core
genome of homogenous elements and a large flexible gene
pool of mobile genetic elements.? The dynamic process of
the E. coli genomes may then provide for continued
emergence of new clones. The recent detection of a
globally disseminated E. coli clone (clonal group A)
accounting for up to 50% of S-T resistant cystitis and
pyelonephritis isolates, may explain the increasing
resistance pattern and indicates the need for ongoing
surveillance.25-27

Table 3: Antimicrobial resistance of E. coli to
sulphamethoxazole-trimethoprim in community-

acquired UTI
Author (Year) Country/location % Resistant
Karlowsky2 (2001) USA (Pennyslvania) 74
USA (lowa) 333
Ishihara? (2002) Japan (Gifu) 34
Karlmeter3 (2003) Canada 12.0
Finland 49
Germany 21.0
Portugal 26.7
Ireland 20.8
United Kingdom 12.2
Jose3! (2003) Brazil (Sao Paulo) 50.0
Matute3? (2004) Nicaragua (Leon) 64.0
Al-Tawfig33 (2006) Saudi Arabia (Dhahran) 33.0
Stratchounski3* (2006) Russia 21.0
Akram3 (2007) India (Aligarh) 76.0
Present study Malaysia 42.0

Studies of antimicrobial resistance form the basis for
decisions on empiric therapy. Antimicrobial susceptibility of
E. coli to S-T is pivotal, as it is the standard first-line
antibiotic for UTI. Both the local studies (by Cheong et al
and the present one) clearly showed that E. coli is now
resistant to ampicillin in >50% of cases and to S-T in >30%
of cases. Assuming that these figures are more broadly
applicable, then it will be time for us to seriously reconsider
the empiric use of these antibiotics in our country, or to
seriously investigate at which level the outcome of therapy
with these antibiotics is influenced, or to develop strategies
to counteract further resistance development to these
antibiotics.

The Infectious Disease Society of America has published
evidence-based guidelines for the treatment of acute
uncomplicated cystitis in women. They recommended the
use of a 3 day course of S-T as empiric first-line treatment
except in communities with high rates of resistance (>10-
20%) to S-T among uropathogens.® Subsequently Le and
Miller conducted a decision and cost analysis to determine
the resistance rate at which S-T should not be used in
favour of a quinolone antibiotic. Their results indicated that,
when the S-T resistance in a community exceeds 22%,
empiric fluoroquinolone therapy becomes less costly than
S-T therapy. The added costs of reinfection and
complications from progression of infection when using S-T,
makes quinolone the antibiotic of choice.3” However, this
analysis did not take into account the concerns about the
promotion of resistance to the quinolones. In fact,
organisations like the Canadian Family Physicians® and
the Scaottish Intercollegiate Guidelines Network (SIGN
Guidelines 2006)% recommended against quinolones as
first-line agents, with the latter stating that quinolones
should not be used for empiric treatment of lower UTI.
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Favourable outcomes would also require some degree of
physician adherence to these guidelines*.

In the local context, the high rates of resistance to
ampicillin and S-T was likely to be due to their widespread
use as first line agents for UTI. These antibiotics were the
commonly available agents for the treatment of UTI in the
public and the private health sectors. In the National
Medicine Use Survey 2004, the usage of ampicillin
(including bacampicillin) was about 0.5 Defined Daily
Dose/1000 population/year 2004 (compare rates for S-T
above). Existing clinical practice guidelines had
recommended the use of these agents as first line
treatment of UTI for more than a decade.*' The R-lactam
antibiotics like ampicillin and cephalosporins have other
problems besides resistance. They are found to have
relatively poor performance in treating symptomatic cystitis.
One postulate is that it is rapidly excreted and the duration
of significant drug concentration in the urine is short. An
additional reason is that B-lactams are relatively ineffective
in clearing gram negative rods from the vaginal and colonic
mucosa, thus possibly predisposing to recurrences when
used to treat UTI.3¢ Commonly available B-lactam
antibiotics for UTI such as cephalexin and cefuroxime may
not perform well for these reasons.

In our study of the commonly used antimicrobial agents
(Table 3), there was a clear division between the highly
resistant group (ampicillin and S-T) and the low resistant
group (amoxicillin-clavulanate, cephalexin, norfloxacin,
cefuroxime, fosfomycin).

CONCLUSION

In the locality studied, bacteria causing community-
acquired UTI showed significantly high resistance rates to
ampicillin and S-T. Our study indicated that therapeutic
response in the treatment of community-acquired UTl is
likely to be inadequate in three out of five patients on
ampicillin as well as two out of five patients on S-T. Local
antibiotic guidelines should therefore take into
consideration this change in resistance pattern. The
resistance rates to amoxicillin-clavulanate, cephalexin,
cefuroxime, norfloxacin and fosfomycin were low.
Treatment regimens should follow prevailing resistance
patterns and constant surveillance holds the key to
appropriate antibiotic policies to combat resistance.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

The assistance and encouragement from the members of
the Malaysian Primary Care Research Group is gratefully
acknowledged. We would like to thank Miss Amutha
Muniandy and other staff members of Gribbles Laboratory
for their skilful technical support.

REFERENCES

1. Lim TO. Content of general practice. Med J Malaysia.
1991;46(2):155-62 [PubMed

2. Patton JP, Nash DB, Abrutyn E. Urinary tract infection: economic
consideration. Med Clin North Am. 1999;75(2):495-513 [PubMed]

3. Teng CL, Achike FI, Phua KL, et al. Modifying antibiotic prescribing:
The effectiveness of academic detailing plus information leaflet in a
Malaysian primary care setting. Med J Malaysia. 2006;61(3):323-31
[PubMed

4. Clinical Laboratory Standards Institute. Performance Standards for
Antimicrobial Disk Susceptibility Tests; Approved Standards-Ninth
Edition M2-A9 and Fifteenth Informational Supplement, M100-S15
Vol 25 No 1. Clinical Laboratory Standards Institute. Pennsylvania,
USA 2006 [Full text]

5. Rubin RH, Shapiro ED, Andriole VT, et al. Evaluation of new anti-
infective drugs for the treatment of urinary tract infection. Infectious
Disease Society of America and the Food and Drug Administration.
Clin Infect Dis. 1992;15 Suppl 1:5216-27 [PubMed]

6.  Stamm WE, Counts GW, Running KR, et al. Diagnosis of coliform
infection in acutely dysuric women. N Engl J Med. 1982;307(8):463-
8 [PubMed]

7. Latham RH, Stamm WE. Ureteral syndrome in women. Urol Clin
North Am. 1984;11(1):95-101 [PubMed

8. Stamm WE, Wagner KF, Amsel R, et al. Causes of the acute
urethral syndrome in women. N Engl J Med. 1980;303(8):409-15
[PubMed

9. Winkens R, Nelissen-Arets H, Stobberingh E. Validity of urine
dipslides under daily practice conditions. Fam Pract.
2003;20(4):410-2 [PubMed] [Full text]

10.  Cheong YM, Fairuz A, Jegathesan M. Antimicrobial resistance
pattern of bacteria isolated from patients seen by private
practitioners in the Klang Valley. Singapore Med J. 1995;36(1):43-6
[PubMed

11. Othman S, Chia YC, Ng CJ. Accuracy of urinalysis in detection of
urinary tract infection in a primary care setting. Asia Pacific Family
Medicine. 2003;2:206-12 [Full text]

12.  Deville WL, Yzermans JC, van Duijn NP, et al. The urine dipstick
test useful to rule out infections. A meta-analysis of the accuracy.
BMC Urol. 2004;4:4 [PubMed| [Full text

13.  Bryan CS. Infectious Disease in Primary Care. W.B.Saunders 2002;
323

14.  Mcleod D, Kljakovic M. What do general practitioners do when
patients present with symptoms indicative of urinary tract infection?
NZ Med J. 1998;111:189-91 [PubMed]

15. Rubin RH. Infections of the urinary tract. Sci Am Med. 1984; 23:1

16.  Stamm W, Hooton T. Management of urinary tract infections in
adults. N Eng J Med. 1993;329(18):1328-34 [PubMed| [Full text

17.  Ronald A. The etiology of urinary tract infection: traditional and
emerging pathogens. Am J Med. 2002;113 Suppl 1A: 14S-19S
[PubMed

18.  Schrier RW. Diseases of the Kidney and Urinary Tract.
Lippincot.Williams & Wilkins, 2007;833

19. Johnson JR. Virulence factors in Escherichia coli urinary tract
infection. Clin Micobiol Rev. 1991;4(1):80-128 [PubMed] [Full text

20.  Fader RC, Davis CP. Effect of piliation on Klebsiella pneumonia
infection in rat bladders. Infect Immunol. 1980;30(2):554-
61[PubMed] [Full text]

21.  Silverblatt FS. Host parasite interaction in the rat pelvis: a possible
role of pili in the pathogenesis of pyelonephritis. J Exp Med.
1974;140(6):1969-711 [PubMed|

22.  Sarojini S, Lim TO.(Eds). Malaysian Statistics on Medicine 2004,
Kuala Lumpur 2006. http://www.crc.gov.my/nmus (Date accessed:
17 June 2007). [Full text

23.  Welch RA, Burland V, Plunkett G, et al. Extensive mosaic structure
revealed by the complete genome sequence of uropathogenic
Escherichia coli. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA. 2002;99(26):17020-4

[PubMed] [Full text]

68


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=1839420&ordinalpos=8&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=1996046&ordinalpos=7&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=17240584&ordinalpos=2&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.clsi.org/source/orders/free/m100-s17.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=1477233&ordinalpos=20&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=7099208&ordinalpos=31&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=6369709&ordinalpos=7&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=6993946&ordinalpos=4&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=12876111&ordinalpos=2&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://fampra.oxfordjournals.org/cgi/reprint/20/4/410.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=7570134&ordinalpos=2&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.apfmj.com/afm2.4/afm_91.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=15175113&ordinalpos=13&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/pdf/1471-2490-4-4.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=9640319&ordinalpos=4&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=8413414&ordinalpos=26&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://content.nejm.org/cgi/content/full/329/18/1328
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=12113867&ordinalpos=2&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=1672263&ordinalpos=6&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://cmr.asm.org/cgi/reprint/4/1/80.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=6108291&ordinalpos=6&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://iai.asm.org/cgi/reprint/30/2/554.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=4610081&ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.crc.gov.my/nmus
http://www.crc.gov.my/nmus/documents/msmreport_2006.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=12471157&ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.pnas.org/cgi/reprint/99/26/17020.pdf

Malaysian Family Physician 2007; Volume 2, Number 2
ISSN: 1985-207X (print), 1985-2274 (electronic)
©Academy of Family Physicians of Malaysia

Online version: http://www.ejournal.afpm.org.my/

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

Schmidt H, Hensel M. Pathogenicity islands in bacterial
pathogenesis. Clin Microbiol Rev. 2004;17(1):14-56 [PubMed] [Full
text

Manges AR, Johnson JR, Foxman B, et al. Widespread distribution
of urinary tract infections caused by a multi-drug resistant
Escherichia coli clonal group. N Engl J Med. 2001;345(14):1007-13
[PubMed] [Full text

Manges AR, Dietrich PS, Riley LW. Multi-drug resistant Escherichia
coli clonal groups causing community-acquired pyelonephritis. Clin
Infect Dis. 2004;38(3):329-34 [PubMed] [Full text]

Johnson JR, Murray AC, Kuskowski MA, et al. Distribution and
characteristics of Escherichia coli clonal group A. Emerg Infect Dis.
2005;11(1):141-5 [PubMed] [Full text]

Karlowsky JA, Jones ME, Thornsberry C, et al. Prevalence of
antimicrobial resistance among urinary tract pathogens isolated
from female outpatients across the USA in 1999. Int J Antimicrob
Agents. 2001;18(2):121-7 [PubMed]

Ishihara S, Yokoi S, Masue N, et al. Urinary tract-derived
Escherichia coli resistant to Co-trimoxazole in Japan, where the
drug is seldom used for treating urinary tract infections. J Antimicrob
Chemother. 2002;49(5):881-2 [PubMed] [Full text

Kahlmeter G. An international survey of antimicrobial susceptibility
of pathogens from uncomplicated urinary tract infections: the
ECHO-SENS Project. J Antimicrob Chemother. 2003;51(1):69-76
[PubMed] [Full text

Jose AND, Antonio CPM, Leonardo DMS, et al. Community-
acquired urinary tract infections: etiology and bacterial susceptibility.
Acta Cir Bras. 2003;18 suppl. 5 [Full text

Matute AJ, Hak E, Schurink CA, et al. Resistance of uropathogens
in symptomatic urinary tract infections in Leon, Nicaragua. Int J
Antimicrob Agents. 2004;23(5):506-9 [PubMed

Al-Tawfiq JA. Increasing antibiotic resistance among isolates of
Escherichia coli recovered from inpatients and outpatients in a

34.

35.

36.

37.

39.

40.

41.

Saudi Arabian hospital. Infect Control Hosp Epidemiol.
2006;27(7):748-53 [PubMed

Stratchounski LS, Rafalski VV. Antimicrobial susceptibility of
pathogens isolated from adult patients with uncomplicated
community-acquired urinary tract infections in the Russian
Federation: two multicentre studies, UTIAP 1 and UTIAP 2. Int J
Antimicrob Agents. 2006;28 Suppl 1:54-9 [PubMed

Akram M, Shahid M, Khan AU. Etiology and antibiotic resistance
patterns of community-acquired urinary tract infections in JNMC
Hospital Aligarh, India. Ann Clin Microbiol Antimicrob. 2007;6:4
[PubMed] [Full text

Warren J, Abrutyn E, Hebel J, et al. Guidelines for antimicrobial
treatment of uncomplicated acute bacterial cystitis and acute
pyelonephritis in women. Infectious Disease Society of America
(IDSA). Clin Infect Dis. 1999;29(4):745-58 [PubMed] [Full text]
Le T, Miller L. Empirical therapy for uncomplicated urinary tract
infections in an era of increasing antimicrobial resistance: A
decision and cost analysis. Clin Infect Dis. 2001;33(5):615-21
[PubMed] [Full text

Nicolle L, Anderson PA, Conly J, et al. Uncomplicated urinary tract
infection in women. Current practice and the effect of antibiotic
resistance on empiric treatment. Can Fam Physician. 2006;52:612-
8 [PubMed] [Full text

Management of suspected bacterial urinary tract infection in adults.
A National Clinical Guideline. 2006. (SIGN

88) http://www.sign.ac.uk/pdf/sign88/pdf (Date accessed: 4 July
2007) [Full text]

Taur Y, Smith MA. Adherence to the Infectious Disease Society of
America guidelines in the treatment of uncomplicated urinary tract
infection. Clin Infect Dis. 2007 Mar 15; 44(6):769-74 [PubMed]
Lim VKE. Rational Use of Antibiotics. Clinical Practice Guidelines
1996. Academy of Medicine of

Malaysia. http://www.acadmed.org.my (Date accessed: 17 June

2007) [Full text]

A selection of UTI papers from Malaysia

1. Cheong YM, Fairuz A, Jegathesan M. Antimicrobial resistance pattern of bacteria isolated from patients seen
by private practitioners in the Klang Valley. Singapore Med J. 1995; 36(1):43-6.

2. Fauzia AM. Bacteriuria amongst pregnant women attending Klinik Kesihatan Batu 14, Hulu Langat, Selangor.
Dissertation, Masters of Family Medicine, Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia, 2001.

3. Gong NC, Chan KE, Singham KT, Chai KH. Treatment of urinary infection with co-trimoxazole (trimethoprim-

sulphamethoxazole). Med J Malaysia. 1974; 28(3):194-6.

4. Lim BK, Sivalingam N, Aza Mirandan AR. Asymptomatic bacteriuria in pregnancy - prevalence and treatment
at Ipoh Hospital. Family Physician. 1996; 8(1&2):11-4.
5. Lim YS, Asmah |. Leucocyte esterase-nitrite activity as a rapid screen for significant bacteriuria. Malays J

Pathol. 1988;10:69-72.

6. Mohammad M, Mahdy ZA, Omar J, Maan N, Jamil MA. Laboratory aspects of asymptomatic bacteriuria in
pregnancy. Southeast Asian J Trop Med Public Health. 2002; 33(3):575-580.
7.  Sajaratulnisah O, Chia YC, Ng CJ. Accuracy of urinalysis in detection of urinary tract infection in a primary

care setting. Asia Pacific Family Medicine. 2003;2:206-12.

8. Zainal D, Baba A. Screening for bacteriuria in Malaysian school children. Singapore Med J. 1994;35(4):74-5.
9. Zainal D, Baba A. The value of positive nitrites in screening asymptomatic bacteriuria amongst Malaysian
school children. Southeast Asian J Trop Med Public Health. 1996;27(1):184-8.

69


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=14726454&ordinalpos=4&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://cmr.asm.org/cgi/reprint/17/1/14.pdf
http://cmr.asm.org/cgi/reprint/17/1/14.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=11586952&ordinalpos=6&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://content.nejm.org/cgi/reprint/345/14/1007.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=14727201&ordinalpos=2&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/CID/journal/issues/v38n3/31668/31668.web.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=15705341&ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/EID/vol11no01/pdfs/04-0418.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=11516934&ordinalpos=48&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=12003990&ordinalpos=2&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://jac.oxfordjournals.org/cgi/reprint/49/5/881.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=12493789&ordinalpos=9&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://jac.oxfordjournals.org/cgi/reprint/51/1/69.pdf
http://www.scielo.br/pdf/acb/v18s5/a12v18s5.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=15120732&ordinalpos=4&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=16807852&ordinalpos=7&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=16829055&ordinalpos=4&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=17378940&ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ann-clinmicrob.com/content/pdf/1476-0711-6-4.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=10589881&ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/CID/journal/issues/v29n4/CIDv29p745/CIDv29p745.web.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=11486284&ordinalpos=6&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/CID/journal/issues/v33n5/001268/001268.web.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=16739835&ordinalpos=2&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.cfpc.ca/cfp/2006/may/_pdf/vol52-may-cme-nicolle.pdf
http://www.sign.ac.uk/pdf/sign88/pdf
http://www.sign.ac.uk/pdf/sign88.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?Db=pubmed&Cmd=ShowDetailView&TermToSearch=17304445&ordinalpos=1&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.acadmed.org.my/

