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Abstract:
Antimicrobial resistance (AMR) continues to be a major public threat due to dwindling supplies

of effective antibiotics due to its excessive usage in humans and food producing animals. The ob-

jective of our study was to identify and predict future trends in multi-drug resistance amongst en-

terobacteriaceae and non-enterobacteriaceae family in India for four common broad-spectrum an-

tibiotics. We focussed on four broad spectrum antibiotics  levofloxacin, gentamicin, cefepime,

and ceftazidime and classified the GEARS program study dataset into sensitive (S), intermedi-

ate(I) and resistant (R) isolates based on CLSI breakpoints .  Levofloxacin (98.3%) was found to

be the most susceptible broad spectrum antibiotic for treatment of non-enterobacteriaceae while

it was relatively resistant (56.5%) for enterobacteriaceae treatment. As levofloxacin are among

ICMR list of ‘alert antimicrobial agents’,hospitals and clinicans can exercise greater care before

prescribing them.
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Introduction:
The discovery of antibiotics in the last century has transformed human lives in treating bacterial

infections before they become deadly. Bacterias have evolved mechanisms to evade the antibiot-

ic action and developed resistance against them making them ineffective. The discovery of new

antibiotics has lagged behind the development of resistance leading to threat of antimicrobial re-

sistance (AMR) pandemic. There were 1.27 million deaths attributed to bacterial AMR in 2019

alone1and this is projected to rise to 10 million per year by 20502 if there are no new antimicrobi-

als or rapid diagnostics available to stem its rampant use and abuse. Currently, antimicrobial sus-

ceptibility test (AST) is examined using culture of bacterial isolates against a panel of antimicor-

bial compounds, a process that would take at least 48 hours. During this time, empirical prescrip-

tion is common, and patients often buy antimicrobials directly from pharmacy without valid pre-

scription which contributes towards AMR.  The aim of the study was to identify trends in multi-

durg resistance in enterobacteriaceae and non-enterobacteriaceae family and to model and pre-

dict future multi-durg resistance trends. The AMR proportion predictions were carried out using

time series analysis with existing AMR data from Venatorx Global Evaluation of Antimicrobial

Resistance via Surveillance (GEARS) Program3. Autoregressive integrated moving average

(ARIMA) is widely applied in time series analysis and aids in short term predictions based on

historial AMR data4 to facilitate selection of appropriate antibiotics and reduce AMR outbreaks.

Materials and Methods
We utilized GEARS (Global Evaluation of Antimicrobial Resistance via Surveillance) dataset

with Data Request ID: 00009068 from AMR Vivli for our analysis (https://amr.vivli.org/). We

sorted the data to include only India specific dataset.

We used the minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) breakpoints (ug/ml) for each antibiotic
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based on the CLSI 2022 guidelines5.

The MIC predictions were carried out based on ARIMA as follows:

1.  Organize the available dataset, containing MIC values for the years 2018 to 2021, into sepa-

rate arrays for each antibiotic category of MIC as sensitive (S), intermediate (I), resistant (R)

based on CLSI 2022 guidelines.

2.  ARIMA models are applied for each category of MIC and the total. ARIMA is a time series

forecasting method that takes into account the temporal nature of the data and captures patterns,

trends, and seasonalities.

3. The ARIMA models are used to predict the MIC values for the year 2022, 2023, 2024 for each

category, giving a single predicted value for each category.

4. The Mean Squared Error (MSE) is then computed for each ARIMA model. MSE measures the

average squared difference between the predicted values and the actual values. Lower MSE val-

ues indicate better accuracy of the predictions.

Justification for ARIMA: ARIMA is used for time series forecasting when there is a temporal

component in the data. In this dataset, the MIC values are recorded over different years, suggest-

ing a temporal pattern. ARIMA models capture the underlying trends and seasonalities in the da-

ta, making them appropriate for forecasting future values. This method can account for possible

changes in MIC values over time, considering the inherent variability in the data.

MSE is used for the ARIMA models to evaluate the accuracy of the predictions. It measures the

average squared difference between the predicted and actual values. Lower MSE values indicate

that the ARIMA models have made more accurate predictions, showing their ability to forecast

future values with less error.

Overall, by employing ARIMA methods and computing MSE, we have provided a comprehen-

sive evaluation of the predictive performance of the models, considering the data's temporal and

limited nature.

Ceftazidime , Gentamicin, Cefepime , Levofloxacin are all broad spectrum antibiotics and we

sorted the clinical isolates based on their individual antibiotic susceptibility patterns into sensi-

tive (S), intermediate (I) and resistant (R) isolates. Subsequently, we calculated percentage of S, I

and R isolates for each category.

All the relevant data code used for ARIMA prediction can be found at the following GitHub re-

pository: https://github.com/nehalkalita/AMR-analysis
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 Results
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Conclusion: In the non-enterobacteriaceae family which includes Pseudomonas aeruginosa,

Stenotrophomonas maltophilia, levofloxacin (98.3%) was the most susceptible broad spectrum

antibiotic followed by gentamicin (78.2%), cefepime (63.6%) and ceftazidime (59.2%). On the

other hand, in the enterobacteriaceae family gentamicin (60.9%) was the most susceptible antibi-

otic followed by cefepime (45.6%), ceftazidime (42.4%) and levofloxacin (39.9%). On the con-

trary, levofloxacin was the most resistant amongst the four antibiotics (56.5%) in the enterobac-

teriaceae family. Ceftazidime, Levofloxacin are among the Indian Council of Medical Research
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(ICMR) list of ‘alert antimicrobial agents’6 responsible for the major antimicrobial resistance pat-

terns due to their improper prescription. Based on the future trends, hospitals and clinicans can

exercise care while prescribing these antibiotics. Previous studies, have shown that levofloxacin

MICs within the historically susceptible range of 1 or 2 μg/ml  (pre-2019 CLSI breakpoints) in

patients infected with Enterobacterales were associated with worse clinical outcome for mortali-

ty than MICs of ≤0.5 μg/ml7. Previous study from Indonesia has shown levofloxacin to be highly

sensitive against enterobacterial and non-enterobacterial uropathogens8 which is in line with our

work.
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