medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.01.24319799; this version posted January 1, 2025. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Urban Wastewater as Environmental Reservoirs of Multidrug-resistance Enterobacteriaceae during
the COVID-19 Pandemic in India

Hina Qamar?, Touseef Hussain?#, SaadBin Javed?
YInterdisciplinary Biotechnology Unit, Aligarh Muslim University, Aligarh-202002, India
2Department of Botany, Aligarh Muslim University, Aligarh-202002, India

Corresponding
# shared equal authorship

hussaintouseef@yahoo.co.in (http://orcid.org/0000-0002-3325-0423)

Abstract

Secondary bacterial infections have been associated with COVID-19, leading to increased antibiotic con-
sumption and exacerbating the phenomenon of antimicrobial resistance (AMR). The present study evaluated
the prevalence of multidrug-resistant (MDR) Enterobacteriaceae (specifically Escherichia coli and Klebsiel-
la pneumoniae) in wastewater collected from three different Western Uttar Pradesh (WUP) zones during the
pandemic. A total of 150 isolates were identified both biochemically and using VITEK-2. Antibiotic sus-
ceptibility testing was achieved using the disc diffusion method. Of the 150 isolates, Escherichia Coli (E.
coli) (62%) was the predominant bacterial species, followed by Klebsiella pneumoniae (K. pneumoniae)
(24%), other Enterobacteriaceae (8%) and a mixed population of bacterial isolates (6%). Also, 74% of the
isolates were resistant to one or more antibiotic classes. A high percentage of MDR was detected in E. coli
(57.14%), followed by K. pneumoniae (28.57%). However, compared to E. coli, the MDR prevalence of K.
pneumoniae in different zones was significant (p-value=0.0081). Of the total isolates, 79.3% were extended-
spectrum beta-lactamases (ESBL)-producers. The resistance to ESBL in E. coli was higher than in K. pneu-
moniae. The highest resistance was observed against penicillin, cephalosporin, quinolone, and fluoroquino-
lone. Notably, two K. pneumoniae isolates and Pantoea agglomerans showed resistance to all antibiotics
tested, including colistin. To our knowledge, this is the first study performed in the Indian WUP region dur-
ing COVID-19. Resistance to colistin and the multidrug resistance observed in the current study is a cause
for concern due to the constant exposure of people to polluted waters in India, especially within resource-
limited environments. The study calls for further studies to understand the full extent of the problem and im-

plement mitigation measures.
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1. Introduction
The recent coronavirus disease (COVID-19) pandemic has claimed millions of lives worldwide and re-

mains a public health challenge. COVID-19 is primarily a respiratory infection, although the probability of
secondary infections after COVID-19 has been reported in some patients [1,2]. This increased antibiotic use
and antimicrobial resistance (AMR) [3]. AMR is among the most serious threats to global health and the
economy [4,5]. Lack of awareness, overcrowding, co-infections, insufficient diagnostics, poor health infra-
structure and financial compensation of doctors exacerbate AMR in developing countries such as India [6].

In the first pandemic wave, medical misadventures worldwide led to patients' indiscriminate use of anti-
biotics and other medicines. Non-regulatory use of antibiotics in India constitutes about 90% of antibiotic
sales prescribed by 70% of private healthcare practitioners. The findings revealed that COVID-19 guidelines
were not followed during the pandemic, and about 216.4 million additional antibiotic doses were consumed
to treat mild to moderate-severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) infections [7]. For
example, 16.29 billion antibiotics were sold during the year 2020 in India alone. Antibiotic consumption in
adults increased from 72.6% in 2018 and 72.5% in 2019 to 76.8% in 2020 [8]. Furthermore, the shortage of
healthcare professionals and doctors in India and people’s fear of the pandemic fueled their interest in ex-
ploring Google search trends for self-prescription [6]. Antimicrobials were used blindly in hospitals, clinics,
and Intensive Care Units (ICUs) to prevent co-infections and the SARS-CoV-2 viral infection and skyrock-
eted during the second pandemic wave [6]. Studies have reported that Enterobacteriales and Staphylococcus
aureus are the most common pathogens causing these secondary infections [9]. Thus, the indiscriminate use
of antibiotics could lead to AMR in these pathogens.

The World Health Organization (WHO) has published a list of priority pathogens. Of the 12 families
listed by WHO, Enterobacteriales pose the greatest threat to human health, especially when transmitted
throughout the environment [10]. Enterobacteriales constitute gut microbiota; most are primary nosocomial
and community-acquired infection-associated pathogens [11]. E. coli and K. pneumoniae are common path-
ogens of this family in which AMR has escalated in recent decades [11]. Carbapenem-resistant and 3rd gen-
eration cephalosporin-resistant Enterobacteriaceae (CRE) are at the highest priority on the WHO list of
pathogens [10]. Resistance to carbapenems, B-lactams, methicillin, vancomycin, fluoroquinolones and ampi-
cillin are among the resistance threats on the WHO priority pathogen list [10,12]. Both E. coli and K. pneu-
moniae are common intestinal bacteria. Most E.coli strains are harmless, but some cause severe foodborne
illnesses [13-16]. On the other hand, K. pneumoniae causes life-threatening infections [17]. Fluoroquinolone
resistance in E. coli and carbapenem resistance in K. pneumoniae have spread worldwide. Such spread limits
therapeutic options making many infections incurable even with existing antimicrobials [11]. Colistin is the
last option for severe infections caused by carbapenem-resistant Enterobacteriaceae strains, although re-
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sistance to it has also been reported in various parts of the world [18-21]. However, no effective antibiotic
treatment is currently available for colistin resistance [21,22].

The residual un-metabolised antibiotics used in humans and animals are excreted in faeces and enter sew-
age systems, intensifying AMR selection pressure [23]. However, in developing countries such as India,
wastewater treatment plants (WWTPs) are usually non-existent or are not well equipped to remove these re-
sidual antibiotics and antibiotic-resistant bacteria, which usually find their way into the environment (espe-
cially aquatic ecosystems) and increase global AMR prevalence [24-26]. Thus, wastewater, having ubiqui-
tous microbiota, has become a hotbed of AMR transmission.

Based on these premises, the present study focused on isolating antibiotic-resistant-Enterobacteriaceae
from wastewater during the COVID-19 pandemic in the WUP region of India. Particular attention was
placed on MDR E.coli and K. pneumoniae (carbapenem-resistant and 3'4-generation cephalosporin, e.g., ex-
tended-spectrum B-lactamases, ESBL). The study further investigated colistin-resistant Enterobacteriaceae
due to the recent concern in colistin resistance. The aim of the study is to draw the attention of government,
policymakers and the scientific community to the spread of MDR in non-metropolitan cities so that the in-
frastructure facilities in other cities of India could be upgraded. It would be expected that the study’s find-
ings will provide valuable information on the potential threat to which populations could be exposed when

using water from sources polluted with these resistant bacteria.
2. Materials and Methods

2.1 Description of study site

Western Uttar Pradesh region covers the western Uttar Pradesh districts, with distinct demographic, eco-
nomic and cultural patterns. This region is the fastest growing in the area and has a population of over 71
million inhabitants, most of whom are engaged in agriculture. Uttar Pradesh experiences high social dispari-
ty, characterized by a higher population living in areas without pipe-borne water and proper sanitation facili-
ties. Thus, many people depend on private tube wells, pumps and latrines. A full description of the region

has previously been published [48].

2.2 Sample collection and enrichment

Fifteen wastewater sampleswere collected in triplicates between 2020 and 2021 from untreated drainage
systems in different zones in WUP, covering both the metropolitan and non-metropolitan cities of National
Capital Regions (NCR) (Zone 1, covering Ghaziabad, Noida, and Sahibabad areas; Zone 2, covering Agra,
Hathras, and Aligarh areas; and Zone 3 covering Meerut, Bulandshahar and Bijnor areas). Each sample was
collected in sterile conical flasks and store at 4°C. Triplicate samples from each sampling site were pooled

per sampling round. Thus, 100 ml of each sample was filtered through a 0.45 um filter, followed by enrich-
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ment of the filters in Enterobacteria Enrichment Broth-Mossel (Hi-Media Laboratories Pvt. Ltd, Karnataka,

India) to isolate different Gram-negative Enterobacteriaceae bacterial strains.

2.3 Isolation, purification and characterisation of bacterial isolates

Samples from each enriched culture were inoculated separately onto MacConkey Agar (MCA) (Hi-Media
Laboratories Pvt. Ltd, Karnataka, India) in duplicates to obtain E. coli and K. pneumoniae strains. The plates
were incubated at 37 °C for 24 h and then observed for bacterial growth. All isolates with differential colony
morphology were chosen for a specific plate. After that, the isolates were purified by repeatedly subcultur-
ing on MCA, in order to obtain pure colonies, and phenotypically characterized via Gram staining, micros-
copy, and standard biochemical reactions. For the initial screening of the isolates, biochemical characteriza-
tion was performed to understand the strain. Some purified bacterial colonies were picked separately from
each plate and subsequently suspended in 3 ml of normal saline to form a homogenous suspension of 0.5
McFarland standards (>0.1 OD at 620 nm wavelength). Afterwards, biochemical tests were performed using
the KB003 TM Hi25 Enterobacteriaceae ldentification Kit (Hi-Media Laboratories Pvt. Ltd, Karnataka, In-
dia) according to the instructions provided with the kit. Later, biochemically characterised isolates were fur-

ther confirmed by identification through VITEK automated system (bioMérieux, Nurtingen, Germany).

2.4 Antibiotic Susceptibility Testing

For all bacterial isolates, sensitivity to appropriate antibiotics was determined by the standard disc diffu-
sion method (Bauer et al., 1966) with antibiotic discs (Hi-Media Laboratories Pvt. Ltd, Karnataka, India)
(TableS1, Supplementary Materials). The results were interpreted per the Clinical and Laboratory Standards
Institute (CLSI) guidelines (CLSI, 2020).

2.5 Detection of ESBL

Possible ESBL-producing isolates were screened using the antibiotics ceftriaxone (30 ug) and cefopera-
zone (75 pg). Isolates with < 25 mm zone of inhibition for ceftriaxone and <22 mm for cefoperazone were
considered ESBL-positive. In addition, the potentiation of cefoperazone activity in the presence of cefopera-
zone+sulbactam was confirmed. An increase in diameter of 5 mm was considered positive for ESBL [50].
According  to Centers of Disease  Control and Prevention (CDCs  definition,

https://www.cdc.gov/infectioncontrol/quidelines/mdro/index.html), the isolated strains were considered mul-

tidrug-resistant (MDR) when resisting to more than one or more classes of antimicrobial agents.
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2.6 VITEK identification and determination of multidrug resistance

Biochemically characterised bacterial isolates were further identified using VITEK2 (bioMérieux,
Niirtingen, Germany) as per the manufacturer’s manual. Testing was done with VITEK®2 PC LIS-
compatible software using ID-GN VITEK®cards. Antibiotic susceptibility validation was carried out using
AST-N280 cards for pure isolates. The results were interpreted based on the minimum inhibitory concentra-
tions (MICs) as per the CLSI standard breakpoints(CLSI, 2020). The 2" and 3"-generation cephalosporins
(ceftazidime, cefotaxime, and cefuroxime) were used alone or in combination with clavulanic acid. For
ESBL validation, a reduction of growth in the presence of clavulanic acid was considered indicative of
ESBL production. In addition, colistin-positive isolates were further screened to confirm the minimal inhibi-
tory concentrations (MICs) using the colistin broth disk elution (CBDE) method (Simmer et al., 2019).
Briefly, a single colony was taken and adjusted to 0.5 McFarland standards in 0.9 % NaCl. About 50 pL of
the suspension was diluted in 11.5 mL of Mueller-Hinton 11 broth (Oxoid, Wesel, Germany). The broth was
transferred to 96-well antimicrobial susceptibility testing plates, followed by incubation at 37 °C for 24 h
and checked for turbidity at the bottom of the well (CLSI, 2020).

2.7 Statistical analysis

Data were entered into Excel (Microsoft Office, Microsoft Corporation, Redmond, WS, USA) and ana-
lyzed using STATALG6 statistical software (StatCorp., Austin, TX, USA). Qualitative variables were de-
scribed with absolute and relative frequencies. Associations between categorical variables were tested with
chi-square. Differences be-tween proportions were tested with the z-test. Quantitative variables were repre-
sented by measures of position and variability. Differences between means were tested with the Student’s t-

test distribution for independent samples.

3. Results
3.1 Isolation, Purification and Characterisation of Bacterial colonies

Between 2020 and 2021, a total of 150 isolates belonging to the family Enterobacteriaceae were isolated
and screened from untreated wastewaters in three different zones of the WUP region, covering both
metropolitan and non-metropolitan cities. Phenotypically, these isolates were identified as presumptive E.
coli and K. pneumoniae.

Further characterisation of these isolates identified them as E. coli (93/150; 62%), K. pneumoniae

(36/150; 24%), other Enterobacteriaceae (12/150; 8%, e.g., Pantoea agglomerans, Alcaligenes faecalis and
Shigella) and mixed population (9/150; 6%, unidentified) (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. Bacterial isolates in different zones of Uttar Pradesh region, India.

3.2 Antimicrobial susceptibility

The antimicrobial susceptibility of different Enterobacteriaceae isolates (n = 150) was tested against 19
antibiotics classified into eight classes reported in figure 2. Of the isolates, 39 (26%) were susceptible to all
antibiotics tested (except ampicillin), while 111 (74%) isolates showed resistance to one or more antibiotics.
Out of the 111 resistant isolates, 88 isolates were identified as ESBL producers (79.3%). Notably, E. coli
(57.14%), K. pneumoniae (28.57%) and Pantoea agglomerans (5.71%) exhibited multidrug resistance.

The regional (zone-wise) antimicrobial susceptibility distribution is shown in Figure. 2.
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Figure 2. Antimicrobial susceptibility of different Enterobacteriaceae isolates obtained from three different
Zones.
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As per figure 2, the prevalence of ESBL resistance for E. coli was higher in Zone 3 than the other zones.
In contrast, it was higher for K. pneumoniae in Zone 1. In zone 1, for both E. coli and K. pneumoniae,
cephalosporin resistance was higher than in zones 2 and 3. Furthermore, K. pneumonia had the highest car-
bapenem resistance in zone 1. The highest resistance to aminoglycosides was observed in zone 1 for both E.
coli and K. pneumoniae. For quinolones, E. coli showed the highest resistance in zones 2 and 3, while K.
pneumoniae showed the highest resistance in zone 1. In addition, E. coli showed the highest resistance to
sulfonamide in zones 2 and 3, while K. pneumoniae showed an almost identical resistance pattern in all three
zones. For nitrofuran, the highest percentage of resistance was observed in K. pneumoniae in zones 1 and 2.
Resistance to polymyxin was not observed in E. coli, while zone 1 and 2 isolates showed resistance to col-
istin. In general, Zone 1 had the highest multidrug resistance percentage. Also, MDR was almost identical in
Zones 2 and 3, with slight variations. Multidrug-resistant K. pneumoniae populations were highest in Zone
1. On the other hand, Zone 3 had the highest population of MDR E. coli.

The percent MDR pattern in decreasing order was as follows: Zone 1> Zone 2> Zone 3. However, zonal
total MDR statistical analysis showed a p-value=0.85 which is not significant. Beside, a significant re-
sistance pattern for different antibiotic classes was observed for E. coli in all zones (Zone 1: p-value
<0.0001; Zone 2: p-value=0.0124; Zone 3: p-value=0.0004). On the other hand, for K. pneumoniae different
resistance pattern exists in different zones (Zone 1: p-value=0.0427; Zone 2: p-value=0.0415; Zone 3: p-
value =0.2592). Nevertheless, in comparison to E.coli the MDR prevalence of K. pneumoniae in different
zones was significantly higher (p-value=0.0081).
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4. Discussion

Our study has established a substantial presence of AMR in wastewater during the COVID-19 pandemic.
Consequently, the COVID-19 pandemic and AMR are parallel and interactive health emergencies requiring
further research [27]. While several clinical studies were reported from India, a very limited number were
reported on environmental wastewater. Specifically, none of the studies were reported from non-
metropolitan cities. Our findings revealed that almost equal MDR had prevailed during the pandemic in both
metropolitan and non-metropolitan cities. Our results showed that in non-metropolitan cities too, the indis-
criminate use of antibiotics to treat secondary bacterial infections and their improper disposal in the envi-
ronment may have led to increased AMR concentration in the environment. This could be confirmed by our
findings where an extremely significant resistance pattern for different antibiotic classes for various cities
was observed in the bacterial population. As India does not have well wastewater treatment systems it would
be expected that high AMR would prevail in these drainage systems that might spread to the environment
and cause a risk to human health. Previously, high concentrations of biocides were used and identified in
wastewater and drainage systems. Their disposal creates selective pressure on microbiota and thus increases
AMR concentration in the environment, posing a human health risk for individuals exposed to these envi-
ronments [40]. Through our findings we can strongly underline the role of Enterobacteriaceae members as
vectors for the propagation of resistance and the beta-lactamases in water bodies as a high percentage of
MDR was detected in E. coli (57.14%), followed by K. pneumoniae (28.57%). The use of antibiotics in In-
dia during COVID-19 has moved away from antimicrobial management, affecting AMR levels in
wastewater. It is well known that untreated wastewater from hospital settings and sewage is a massive reser-
voir of antimicrobial-resistant strain [28,29].

Studies pointed to untreated wastewater as a possible source of MDR strains. ESBL and carbapenem-
resistant mobile elements in the gut microbiota play a crucial role in MDR transfer from the environment to
humans through the food chain [30]. Our findings showed 79.3% ESBL and 36.05% carbapenem-resistance
in Enterobacteriales. Enterobacteriaceae harboring cefotaxime enzymes are the most prominent bacteria as-
sociated with ESBL resistance worldwide [31]. Our findings show a 74% multidrug-resistant Enterobacteri-
aceae prevalence in wastewater, supporting previous studies' results. E. coli isolates obtained from hospital
sewage in north-western Greece were identified as multidrug-resistant. In addition, 79.2% of K. pneumoniae
isolates were resistant to carbapenem, and a single isolate was resistant to tigecycline [32]. A related study
was conducted on wastewater in Germany in which E. coli contained 57% MDR, and K. pneumonia showed
100% MDR [33]. Furthermore, a study on hospital wastewater in New Delhi showed a high prevalence of
bacterial strains resistant to ESBL and carbapenem. Approximately 18-41% of carbapenem-resistant Enter-
obacteriaceae isolates from wastewater were identified, of which 55% of isolates carried at least one
blanom-1 gene. Hospital wastewater had a nine-fold greater carbapenem-resistant Enterobacteriaceae and

blanom-1 gene concentration than local sewage. Thus, hospitals contribute to higher antimicrobial resistance
1
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concentrations relative to Delhi community sources, especially during winter [34]. Similarly, our findings
showed carbapenem resistance (37-59%) in Enterobacterales. This carbapenem resistance rate when com-
pared to previous studies denotes that during the COVID-19 pandemic the resistance rate accelerated.

It was recently observed that antimicrobial resistance in environmental water bodies in India increased in
the year 2020 compared to 2018 which is in accordance with our findings. Also, antibiotic-resistant E. coli
in non-fluoroquinolone drugs is higher than in quinolones [35]. In our findings, the highest resistance was
observed against penicillin, cephalosporin, quinolone, and fluoroquinolone. A study in the United States
showed that 80% of MDR Enterobacteriaceae isolates were resistant to carbapenem, with the highest re-
sistance to ertapenem in wastewater, similar to our findings. In our study, carbapenem resistance was higher
in India compared to previous reports and is significantly higher for K.pneumoniae [36]. In addition, related
research on 47 MDR isolates, particularly carbapenem-resistant and ESBL-producing K. pneumonia isolates,
was reported from WWTPs of Romanian hospital units. Further, resistance to aminoglycoside, quinolone
and sulphonamide was also observed [37]. Recent findings suggested that multidrug resistance is slightly
higher in hospital wastewater than in community wastewater, meaning little significant difference. This cor-
roborates our findings, and might have occurred because of non-regulatory improper disposal of antibiotics
and biocides in the drainage system during the pandemic. As India does not have proper wastewater treat-
ment systems, in the future this may pose a health risk to not only humans but to the whole ecosystem. The
frequency of resistance varies between the two, with community isolates showing the highest resistance of
E. coli to carbapenem (76.47% vs 68.09%), compared to hospital isolates where E. coli showed the highest
resistance to ESBL (21.28% vs 5.88%) [38]. Exposure to antimicrobials in ecological settings is expected to
exert selective pressure on the microbiota. Gene transfer through mobile elements such as integrons, plas-
mids, transposons, and intercellular insertion sequences, facilitates the production of extended-spectrum be-
ta-lactamases in Enterobacteriaceae [39,40]. Studies reported combining resistance to ampicillin and tetra-
cycline in ESBL-producers due to genes encoding resistance to these antibiotics located on the same plasmid
[41].

Recently, a study on wastewater from India and Sri Lanka showed higher resistance to quinolones, espe-
cially ciprofloxacin, than to B-lactams and sulfonamides, which agrees with our findings [42]. Our findings
reveal a combined resistance of 67.5% against ciprofloxacin for both E. coli and K. pneumonia bacterial
strains. E. coli and K. pneumoniae isolated from fish in Assam (India) showed MDR against 12 antibiotics.
The study emphasised aquaculture resistance that is directly or indirectly related to our findings. In E. coli, 6
to 100% resistance was observed against ceftazidime and cefotaxime (third-generation cephalosporin) and
85% against cefepime (fourth-generation cephalosporin). However, in our study, E. coli showed 66.6-100%
resistance to cefotaxime compared to 83 to 100% resistance in different regions. Similarly, K. pneumoniae
showed 100% resistance to cefotaxime, 67% resistance to ceftazidime, and 75% resistance to cefepime,

which differs from our findings. We found 66.6% resistance to cefotaxime and 33-66.6% resistance to
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cefepime [43]. Besides these studies, many studies from India showed MDR and ESBL production in E.
coli, Klebsiella and several other isolates obtained from highly polluted water sites. In one recent study,
about 60% of the Enterobacteriaceae isolates screened were multidrug-resistant, of which 16.6% were car-
bapenem-resistant. All NDM-1 isolates were resistant to carbapenem, cephalosporin, aminoglycosides,
quinolone, tetracycline, and sulphonamides. In contrast, our study's resistance rate (74% MDR in Enterobac-
teriaceae isolates) was higher. This strongly suggests and links our findings of AMR with the COVID-19
pandemic. In addition, resistance to other antibiotic classes correlates [44]. Previously, a study on the preva-
lence of antimicrobial-resistant E.coli in several sewage treatment plants in South India showed antimicrobi-
al resistance ranging from 14 to 80% against 12 antibiotics. The highest resistance rates were against ampi-
cillin, cefotaxime, cefazolin, ciprofloxacin and nalidixic acid. In contrast, <14% resistance was recorded
against imipenem and chloramphenicol. This indicates that WWTPs cannot remove MDR from wastewater
[45]. A similar study showed that wastewater treatment plants could reduce E. coli numbers but not selec-
tively eradicate antimicrobial-resistant strains [46]. Our findings showed that colistin resistance is emerging
in other members of the Enterobacteriaceae family, such as Pantoea spp. (Table 3). This increase in re-
sistance to colistin, the latest drug currently available to treat infections caused by MDR bacteria, is alarm-
ing. To the best of our knowledge, particularly for the above three isolates, our report is the first of its kind
in the region. Therefore, our study confirmed various resistance profiles in water bodies and indicated a
health risk to humans upon exposure. The indiscriminate use of antibiotics and their direct or indirect (via
faeces) elimination in water bodies remains a cause for concern both in the past and today. Thus, the rapid
increase of AMR in the environment during the COVID-19 pandemic is worrying, and strict measures must
be taken. Without appropriate measures to mitigate the growing AMR threat, the COVID-19 pandemic and
AMR may remain parallel and interactive health emergencies causing collateral public health damage re-
quiring further research.

India is an emerging economy but around 60% of the sector is unorganised as per the published reports
and panel discussions. Metropolitan cities are getting more advanced infrastructure facilities but the non-
metropolitan cities or, so-called B class cities, which will be the future upcoming metro cities of India are far
away from those important industrial infrastructure. In these non-metropolitan cities around 75% of the
wastewater is disposed of without any treatment and even get released into rivers. We need to be aware that
this is a problem that is not limited to a single country, but needs to be approached from a one-health per-
spective as a global problem, as resistance moves rapidly from country to country [53]. With our research
findings, at least we can draw the attention of our current government, policy makers, the scientific commu-
nity and funding scientific agencies to rethink the problem and draft a more suitable policy before upgrading

the infrastructure facilities in other Indian cities.
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5. Conclusion

The present study reveals the presence of Enterobacteriaceae isolates with diverse antibiotic resistance
patterns in different wastewater samples in India, including resistance to last-resort antibiotics like colistin.
Approximately 80% of the isolates were multidrug-resistant. These findings suggest that antibiotic use in
India during COVID-19 has moved away from antimicrobial stewardship, and the level of AMR in
wastewater is bound to increase soon. Considering that India is a growing country with about one-fifth of the
world's entire population, it is easy to see that the possibility of bacterial resistance transferring to other
countries is increasing and that it is increasingly a global problem. A more in-depth work needs to be done at
ground level. Health issues are arising at higher level in almost all metropolitan and non-metropolitan cities
in India, however, the data is not disclosed properly especially for non-metropolitan cities. Therefore, it is
suggested that periodic surveys be carried out to study the patterns and prevalence of AMR in Indian
wastewater and their receiving water bodies. Furthermore, studies on the molecular characterization of anti-
biotic resistance genes in these areas should be conducted. Such information would improve the understand-
ing of epidemiology and the spread of AMR in urban and rural areas of India.

Supplementary Materials: TableS1: Biochemical characterization of Enterobacteriaceae isolates obtained

from wastewater of Western Uttar Pradesh; Table S2: Antimicrobial susceptibility testing VITEK results.
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