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One Sentence Summary: The PET radiotracer [*'C]-trimethoprim shows high uptake in both
TMP-sensitive and -resistant bacteria in vitro, the potential for imaging many different

pathogenic strains, and uptake in patients with active infections.
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Figure S1. In vitro characterization of susceptibility and resistance of different bacteria
against a panel of common antibiotics. A) Dose response assay of different bacterial strains
with 4 different antibiotics. TMP = Trimethoprim, DOX = Doxycycline, AMP = Ampicillin, and
CHL = Chloramphenicol. B) Luminescence readout of dose response assays from section A for
bacterial strains expressing lux-operon. C) Table summarizing ICso of the antibiotics in different
bacterial strains. *Denotes ambiguous curve on GraphPad Prism software
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Figure S2. Representative in vitro [*C]-TMP uptake in bacterial strains. [*'C]-TMP uptake
in bacterial cultures after a 30-minute incubation with [**C]-TMP. Controls were blocked with
cold TMP (50 uM) or heat-killed at 95°C for 30 minutes. Mean percent injected dose per
milligram protein (%ID/mg) plotted with errors bars in SD (n=5).
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: : Completeness Contamination Strain Nso Mean
SampleID Genomessize(bp) Contigs  Genes(#) (%) ::Z) Heterogeneity  (Scaffolds) GC (%) Coverage
E. coli 5097133 290 0917 956 043 0 119500 506 3888
K. pneumoniae 700721 5603052 459 5360 971 032 nmn 107184 57 2095
P. aeruginosa 6666409 400 6446 9954 055 nn 45469 662 275
S.agalactiae 2073226 84 2095 978 013 0 63952 353 1023
S.aureus 2781448 157 2617 91 032 0 50368 327 7055
Figure S3. Completeness CheckM table
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Figure S4. Pile up analysis on DHFR genes from assembled genomes.
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Figure S5. Blastp results relating assembled ORFs from the TMP-resistant subset of bacteria
against different previously annotated antibiotic resistance genes in the Comprehensive
Antibiotic Resistance Database.
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Figure S6. Distribution of resistance conferring DHFR genes based on total DHFR gene
number within an E. coli strain.
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Figure S7. Table showing expected pattern of resistance and DHFR genes within a single
bacterial strain for select species. The vertical axis displays the number of DHFR genes
carried by the bacterial strain while the horizontal axis shows the percent of those genes carried

that are resistant. The data in the central section of the table is the total number of genomes

with the corresponding DHFR genes and resistance proportions.
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Inclusion Criteria

1. At least 18 years of age

2. Known or suspected bacterial infection
3. Participants must be informed of the investigational nature of this study and provide written

informed consent in accordance with institutional and federal guidelines prior to study-specific
Exclusion Criteria

1. Antibiotic therapy with trimethoprim within 48h of the baseline PET/CT scan

2. Inability to tolerate imaging procedures in the opinion of an investigator or treating physician

3. Serious or unstable medical or psychological comorbidities that, in the opinion of the investigator,

would compromise the subject's safety or successful participation in the study

4. Females who are pregnant or breast feeding at the time of screening will not be eligible for this

study; a urine pregnancy test will be performed in women of child-bearing potential at screening.

Figure S8. Inclusion and Exclusion criteria for [*!C]-TMP trial.
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Figure S9. Vertebral Body Uptake for all patients as functions of time.
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Figure S10. Heatmap of efflux pump genes expressed in the panel of TMP-resistant
bacteria. Relative proportion is relative to the total number of genes within the species genome
that had greater than 90% homology to Comprehensive Antibiotic Resistance Database

annotated genes.



