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Mechanisms of macrolide resistance in Campylobacter
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Abstract: Campylobacter has become the leading cause of zoonotic enteric infections worldwide. Studies on
antimicrobial resistance have shown a clear correlation between drug resistance in Campylobacter and abuse of
antibiotics both during animal production and clinical treatment. The mutation of the ribosome target binding site,
modifications of the ribosomal proteins and efflux systems are responsible for the macrolide resistance

in Campylobacter. The current progress of macrolide resistance and mechanisms of macrolide-associated resistance

in Campylobacter were reviewed.
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X, (BN ES T R G R T ROR B AL,
RIF N BERRBUA 2R OO T SRS i 1 e
MIEEZY. (HITERKT 5 6 KA W BESRHT
A E 2 M RE ORI %, e 3 BRI RIR T RK
RN FERRRNE, ROy IRA i R ) B 2 . A
SO S R TR KR A IR ST AR R AT 24 LR AT 45
W, PO NSRS R B ia R B .

1 KINABE YR

KIFWBEZS (macrolides) th & W /& BE 5 6 2 A2
IR BACE =W, R—KEA 14~16 B K3 N BE3E
FEEMEEAMIREZ . ZEERLE—MK
WA N B, @RS -3 N0 E, %
WERA S BREHZ AN, T2 08 14, 1S AT 16 T
EZN: NN R

F—RRKANBEENMAERTETERAALE =
(erythromycin). 2. i 2 i€ 2 % (acetylspiramycin).
Z il 7% % (midecamycin). 5 fil 5 & (kitasamycin).
L Vb%: 7 (josamycin) 55, T E T 55 22 TRBH R A |
B RIPEER B . RAEER R . SRR KRR, %
RG] R Gy, HA R R EEN B iE R .
ARz RN ETERNFEARY
V0, B 14 JUIR BN B IR b v b e R B B L R
N 20 el 70 AT M TN K
TERGLIIEIT -

B AL RAERRME SRAT T 5 RIG RS /L 56
TR N BRI RS BT TR
i, T 2080 FM L, BEYAER
(roxithromycin). B &7 # & (azithromycin). 37§ 8
% (clarithromycin). HLZ[ % 2% (dirithromycin). 440
& (flurithromycin) 5. 5 ORI WERRPIAE R
AU B E, T SR B A5 Ath SR B Ak
BRI PTG PERG 2, 1SR AR S SR SR AR 1Y
A B R R, B PUREIEYOR. EURMR I
N AT HEARE R PEK. AR KRR
R, ImMRM T2 .

FEACKRH AR R PLAE R LD 14 TR RIA
BRI S BuE T . 5 =R AR
PUETX Z AN 255 A 2 Wl N BRI R B R
(telithromycin) FIFELLFF & (cethromycin), LA AMrEH
e TR BR AN N R E S5 — R A S50 SuE 15 201
WEWY), SR EEERE . A 4 /B 41 ¥ i P B Bk i
BEAmEDEEE, BER4ER. S5 amAE)
XZRZY) R U, AR RN HohEH

FE, B LHRIEE . Bl SRR AR .
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B 243 PR 245 fi 755 o T xR 40 2 A ST
2, AR KIS M R R AR E RGN
=ARAABEPUERAM 1. 55 =AU W B
RYTEROREF 1R 2518 (10 R AFPUmis e, £5
i B K 2 ORI BRSSP SR 251 H 24 22 1
oL, 5 = AR W BRIEHUAE Z A B 9l AT
e — AT iR
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VSR 45 P 5 T T DR PAY 6 88 PR T 245 4 3 6 v »
R 5 ST AR 2 A8 RO P A% 1) ) oK it [ i 26
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YN AZ A R30S /NE LA 50S KIS (R
AR & 15 23S rRNA) 4 k. 23S rRNA &/ £
JRBEFE RS MG 0o, REMEACIRERTE B, S SRR %
FIASW A () EE A R BT . A0S R MEC R
JE I, 23S rRNA f# I, I, III. IV X473 pl — 2%
ik, SpEREDS SR LA SR KT
W EESR 252 PO BRI 77, 7T 3d I 240 st O\ 4 B
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BRI S S . 14 TR N EREDTAE R I EEAEH
R R, (R 2 KRR G R IR S i # Tl
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1 ZHEHENSFSHEN KNSR E ROTZEHER

] K B X fiif 245 28 (%) I EE PN

75 s il v g s
EDIIEDN 10.0 10.0 W, 4 (1]

40.0 PN
5.0 g5 B [9]

YNl 71.4 53.3 WS, KA [10]
S 50.0 IS [11]
PEHLF 32 34.5 RIS [11]
BRI 0.0 ARE] [12]
Brimyk 51.0 51.0 I [11]
¥ 12.8 RL] [11]
#H 12.0 PIRG [11]
LRI Y. 31.1 31.1 IR [11]
Je HFE 79.8 79.8 XS [11]
TR PGE 87.5 A [12]
o E 26.1 98.1 TAIXS & [13]
1 ] 0.0 29.4 AR [11]

0.0 0.0 WS [14]
b 13.6 1.5 I [12,15]

0.4 0.0 IG5 ) LE [16]
R 62.5 WEiE [17]
B 3.4 0.0 WS [18]
R S: S 3.0 5.0 TG B [19]
5| 0.8 IS B [20]
T 0.7 WGiE [21]
EEN 0.0 0.0 GG B [22]

A s [FIRE, WERIRM 6- FRHEEk 6- AL, 11-
PR R 12- F AR 4 H R A A2062. U2609. U2609
ML Ao 14 JTIR AR P BR 2R 1A F A R 4 A A
K e g A AT i, B BE T A R AL R R 22 IR B )
%, AR 2B ST B DA B4 L S A At 0 T S5 e A W A B
RIS AL BELAS IR B 2 e 051 &1 1 2 P 5 P45
MG RAFANE M P, 54 14 5k 15 7T RIF AR
ZIIAEAERS,  EIRYH TR AZ bl A B 1 RS A R i A
K224, EAREIRE — 8 A BUE IR EE I Re
1M 16 TG KN B R 259 BT C5 AL A7 78 SO 5%,
LBt LN R L Sun I B N s PN SR N
i, AT DL SE 4 10 A% B A A ik BE B BE T B
Champney™ B L F B, K IR A fiE 25 265 438 7] LAAE
ASFEM B 30S /N0 JE 20 25 1 (R I, 38 5 00 1) 400 B
50S RO L2 %, AT 40k 4 B 1 B IR A
RIEFEAER -

4 THEXKIAABER IR ZHLH]

FI 44 340 R T 45 i 8 0 K3 K 24
LR LT B R HL I 25 X 4

(TR 24 L) 32 B EL R R R A AT s AR . R A B
AR K. 4 E AR HE R g ek s MY DL R R A
RNA 3k B9 2, 4 Fopi A S a 1ok .
4.1 IZPERILALERT

25 i 1 K% B 44 23S rRNA %2 [/ (1 2074 Fil 2075
B (AT KB FFE E.coli ] 2058 F1 2059 7 /)
RAZ & PR L7 A w7k (MIC = 256 pg/
mL) i} 24 () 32 B A BTN, 5 AR 7 5 i S ST
5 & 525 M BER 23S rRNA W V X 4558
LA R AU, a2 SRR A S gs A, AT
S 245 DA R MR P R HE AR B R A BRI E A
T EAT R A 2B G B, BARES i A
HEMM 2572 5 23S rRNA R | 2838 o7 5 (1) #%
NERAEREXR DY, BEKZHENOE R
ZIIS R AR, ST 25 DG SR A A
R 3 A0, 53 2/ TR A A
DA RE S 25 1, Hod AR AL A A2075G 185
Vi SN Z N SN Y TR 7 N sl s U T A=
A2074G 1 A2074C AL 2> FEUZ MR 25 1) K A
A, M S ECS i A KA, Bk, XA



Eyd

5 [ I

25l R ORI A IR BT AE KT 2L BT T e 765

R FRAR [ 24 T R R A SR B o4 R i
211075 it B TR R 2 Rt B A 7 3R R A B A AR
A B2t A — e R N 2444 B, (H 54
HEMPT &5 FE B, 23S rRNA H [ F A2075G
R RALK 5 AR N BB PR, WRAE
SN, B, BRAERMBAFEREFE =
FRRIR N B8 28 P A 25 10 1 PR R FH 51 2 AT ) 35 ik
Kk,
42 EEHRERTH

IR 1 L22 F1 L4 254 F 23S rRNA [ 1T X,
Z 54 +F 23S IRNA (B S, SHAEKER
R AR F VIR C . bR E E L4 | 74 £ 55 (G74D)
(1) 575 A1 L22(86 BX 98 17 s A5 4l N7 51 ) A% Wi A4 B
1 485 H) 1A A RT3 B0 ot 5 KA P B SR 2 A
KT B K i 24 1T 18 S 5 A Rk
BRI FEF, AR A L4 K& L22 FRAEY
A 20 B 22 Bk IE R AR L, R L4 RARAI{E
AN HIEEREMARS AW G, WK 5
BUAT S SE GRS T 5 T L22 SN S N M@
KMiBG KL G I TEBOSE . MR AR TR
A HEEL 23S rRNA 1L 1L IV X 8 %, i3k 1 50
5V XIKEREHOSEAMINPTEEE, TIa
Fw GGG . MAh, B G A% b
AR H L22 F1 L4 0] L5 40 40 e i 1) CmeABC
SNHE R GLBE G, LR = AR KR A 16 2 25 0 1 i
27\]‘ [28,38-39]o
43 YHREER ESMERG R

S BAT 1) 240 B 2 73 50 TT TR B — AR St ATP
JRFREM R, I8 R BRI R K 2 HE A AL
M BELLE 250 F TR A, O RERR N 25 1) 3
BAMHEVE T . 40 B R B B 1 JE 18 CmeABC 4MHE R
GuALEE 3 o - RMIRALG E EH CmeA. N EZY)
521K CmeB FIAMEE ] CmeC. 25 Hi ) CmeABC
HhHE RGO R IR N ERR T 2 PE N P2 AR RO E T, %
RG] NN HH Z M E Y, gkl Bk
A ZFPUERS, N EE RIS E RN TR
B E. A CmeABC £ [ 1) 5 K & 4 = A ] 5
EAMER G B A KR A R, H T B0 i X
W00 [ 4G T 24 R 26 1k 3G 5 P74 A 22 Rh s il
Wk O AuEsE, @i CmeABC 4R S
TR, TR PR AT B FO0) S B I B N R R B
T AT BRAR XS 2155 R 24 1 2 i 25 ot 1 5738 1 Ak 1 A%
A Y, ANEE R G CmeABC 3 M (1 25038 5 25
PO L1 8 3 AR ARKP I 2456 9%, CmeABC 261

525 T X £ 2R A 24 BRI 25%~50%7 441,
4.4 IZBEFRNAFREAL

2014 4, Qin & "I WK, erm Kk K G
5% b & RNA [ VIR, erm(B) B [H 7]
TEAE TN Ytk b 22 B 25 2 R g X (multidrug-
resistant genomic island, MDRGI), Ihifif 24 ¥ 52 [X 7]
e AP 22 IR KPR ok, JFnfET e
i 5 46 M 25l B TR e B AR e 0T UKL,
TEAH R RIA NBE P R A K T 24

5 THIESETZERY A e R E KT HI SR

S RN g VD E AT ELEE JmV5 YRS S
TR, O™ BN NSRS i T IR AL 6 T RCR
OB ASE TR IRE 5 A 2 4 AU R A DL
i) o

25 i RN KA A R ST A 3R AT 24 4% R
WA NERIRTE . SR PE AR URESE 3 A T
Bl AN S NZMERRFI, B, WRPUR 25
PR A 5 BRASE P 2 25 ot T 1 24 12 7 A 1) T LA
M EMEZATFUERPAGEMEM, £ ERE
b S 2 B AR B IR . ER T 22 S
PRGN IAEE . SRR EE L, BRI, BH AR T
GNERI AN EE— 2D R R AN BUSE I, Tl Ik
it iR R A FRART 25 TEAL R . SRR AE
K CA P R A R8CR AT 200 F UIBR A VP A P
AR5 T T 24 P 2 i i AT R0 ) B0 . A9 K
b FAAR S ot BT i 24 P A A R SRS A AR LA LR (D)
TN e PR B2 I R 208 MBS, FE IR PR VR T i A
PRSI (B A A E BLESR) (LA
17 A P IEU ) S  BEoR A PR B T 1 250 F
R ERAYIAE, ENEENSISEHE, ]
S PUR GV RIIR, I B xRS B 2SR
FEAR PRI AG R 250, (2) ROV T ISR TR PR 4T 55 24
PUERMM RS AN ER, WAORE. K&,
7K 77 58 v i O A A T 25 s (3) Ak
a5 il RO PR A 2 AL, A5 i Ak
I RCR S BIE RRI B B 25902 5 TR B 2tk
() —ANEETT A, TR PR RS B S e 24
PIEE AR, SESR 2GR RE,  InsiusT R pi
R EEHIFIPTT, WRARKN— A EE T
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