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Abstract
Elizabethkingia anophelis (E. anophelis) is one of the important emerging pathogens that cause
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neonatal bacterial meningitis. It lacks specific clinical manifestations and is prone to misdiagnosis,
resulting in high mortality and disability rates. Moreover, it exhibits multi-drug resistance to com-
monly used antibiotics, making clinical treatment difficult. This article reviews the existing rele-
vant literature on neonatal bacterial meningitis caused by E. anophelis both domestically and in-
ternationally, and provides a comprehensive overview of four aspects: the pathogen and its epi-
demiological characteristics, pathogenic mechanism and drug resistance mechanism, clinical fea-
tures, and pathogen identification as well as prevention and treatment. It aims to provide a refer-
ence for the prevention and treatment of neonatal bacterial meningitis caused by E. anophelis.
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1. 4R

FCH I 7 [ 1 (Elizabethkingia anophelis, E. anophelis)) 32 724E T EH AR5 o, B AT i H 51 0 R gy
ARG EA 2 ETbaY, HInERA 2B ERGIIIE . E. anophelis i 245 L5 R, 5 BB 4 LIt
G E XA RGUR G, T RIFFEA T 703, AR 505 8 HOR S 0% 55 78 Do s ¢ IS ifL B 96 1
W, SRImMPKIZIAT R TR ME, BRI SZ A S 7 G . ARSCHIE4ESK B E. anophelis 4L 5] #2
FREIT A ) LA A7 12 ok J 28 PR 08 R MR AT o PR AIE s BBOmAL S 2L I R AR AE R L 48 5 S TR v o7
VUANTT T REAT 10 S R, 2Rk .

2. IR FRITRFFHE

IR E 1 & (Elizabethkingia) /2 £ 2005 4% € L — MR JE[1], )8 T4 i 1] (Bacteroidetes) .
AT H (Flavobacteriales). ##T # £H(Flavobacteriaceae). H Fi 45 6 ZSEEFH[1] [2] [3]: b FE MM A7 N 75
FBE KRS A %R EEYS B E. bruuniana. E. ursingii 1 E. occulta.

FRISCH R 75 A 5 (Elizabethkingia anophelis, E. anophelis)/& i 20 &, 2 BIPEFT B, 2011 4E B IRAE#
K5 5 X L dedsoh i 0 B ok, I dr 4o~ E. anophelis [4]. 2013 & B %5 —19] E. anophelis J& 4% 51,
LR ] #EE 1K — AE  LI I [5], ), et SN B T E. anophelis B4 A [F]# A7
PR IE6]-[15], H2 EAESH, HIL 7 EAMHERGIHRE. 1, 2012 4 E. anophelis 445 K B X
SELERINE[7], 34 5 B, Hod 3 I E. anophelis L5 K& FIMUMAESET:, JET-F 5% 60%:;
2014~2016 (8], 75 3 [ 1 30 58 5L 0 1 o A7 P R0 35 B0RR JH 15 5% &2 T E. anophelis /84%[8] [9] [10] [11],
BET RIS T 30.8%~70%. [N, FHEEK. T iGPIE AN 2N, E4EK E. anophelis EBt
YL RIE 2 . Lau N TIWTFE 71060 R B s HL X 21 GBS AT A 95 1 5 I R B AT T IRAT I 2 1
o, ZERRYIH A 17 B2 E. anophelis /& 4x. FIFGHFF[13]% RN, E. anophelis T\ CH RN R L k75
SiE ST A ) L2 T A i G 28 9 491 P B B M SR, e N R LIA B T 80%~87.5%, AL E ik 24%~60%.

&2, E.anophelis 5| A2 IR GAERERA ETHES, Fle G &AL B T m,  H T e A
RIT 1R . ENANE IRIE, 2 N8%6), % E. anophelis 4% 5|2 5T A ) LAH T 1 Ao A 28 1 % 9%
RAGET RG> RAEAEE, Vst B M7 . BEAESRE 6] [8] [9] [10] [11] [13] E. anophelis & 4

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2024.1451450 467 Il PR 155 2 33k Jé


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2024.1451450
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

EIE PR &

SR SET HAE B AL, %) E. anophelis /5% 51 37245 ) LA R MR B R 75 e B2 015, SRH2 W RLG T
B GG R A R TS B e ARGt

3. B LSl FniR 24

E. anophelis /& EE I FMEURH 2 —, DA, | ZAAET HRFME M7, EEBREN
FESAAEFEAHTT, S8, WEM. g, Kk, KA E . E. anophelis X AR 2
— PRI E B R, AT SR . MR . BB WK RS, SRR
TR YL AN I SR G5 2 MR VR o X TE E T S ECO R RGN B P MOIRESS . EAREh)
JEAINJE E. anophelis ¥ B 7 5 B m AL, 2 B BT R G335 E. anophelis B4 A\ 2K (1A C 3
. PN A E R BORALR B ARG SN SR MR S R (RS, H RGOS TR
T 5 1 B S 51 e PR A ) L 2 o 8 28 ) S80I AL 1) v AS BH A [16] 0 A R 20 2245 B i s 1 R B
WBEE I T, 05 IR RN . AR VLR AR R (Plc A) RS IME O (LLO). curli i
R A ORI AH RN T R M o S SRR 40 M v 3R 25 [17] [18] [19] Plc A F1 LLO #5B)
E. anophelis M ERELRME 1R Zfe b kiR, JEA70E T BN R i b, Ak rg 3 % [17].
75 B R S B 75 Bh E. anophelis 57 UGB s, 2 N\ 18 £ K A 2 A0, SRR [17]. curli yE R
FIa] LLEE B A5 E. anophelis ik SREERVZZEF0ANM, WoRME =B RIERBL, [FINHE 2 515 2 A A
JER[18] - L4125 [ S W [0 T, (5] if 35 B 3655 E. anophelis (926 B 65 71801 A= I % € 71[20] - E. anophelis
(14925 7 DR 7 1 2R BN 21 3% P A i AR 2 4 e, RIS L B FRY T (N = R R 5% [21] [22] [23],
AR 7 B BRE, FRHH 7 EILRRE RS, AmEE LK HUE #— 2% 4.
Lau &5 A\ [24]7E 0 S0 AN 74 1 B AT 78 s OB T JLRP SRR R0 . 20 B BE /K R AL IR T JUL B e 1
WEREEE O NS ¥ 2% O Mg DR (1 B, X L [RIYEYnT LAFE Bl B 7638 N AR 40 42 R 4t 5 5 3l I fig
BRIt o R % . AR RIA[25], T4 LR ThReZ, WA IR e . @iE MR, Bk
J L A P O B 6 1% 5 S5 A Ll HAth AR 188 B L8 A THEBE /=y, B 5 8% % E. anophelis 5| &2 4 B 4 0 JIEE 26 Jd& o 73
JE A TEFHEIEAT (0 — T 70 [24] K AL A7 R 95 1 B4 AT R A7 /E RESE 6 BLAL 46

TEMS AL 7T, E. anophelis X K 254 2= #A Bom Mt 24504, i HLAE A T AR R 249 P48 5 )
B, wngmhs - BEIEEE . SJR-p-NEE. AMER . RN 6-IR TR B AE R LWL BE[12].
—IRAEXT E. anophelis (UM AT 72 [26] K BIL: 83%T1) E. anophelis X FI A1 B A4 2 SO, A
A1 BERRTLFBTA 1 - B A R gt A R A I 29k #E— P RORTFT[13] [26] [27]3% M, E. ano-
phelis 5 i B ILAP IR 96 (B AR EL,  STORFE TS 25 MM e EUE . KR A AR S 0 B AR, X5
PEYD B ANE IR R UK, (HXPIR NI EA KUK . E. anophelis AN [F] 43 B Rk (TR 2438 2 18] 2 Bk, AT g
AT 253 KUK P H6F2 . H AT E. anophelis 75374 ) LAH B 1 G 28 G R AR A op 0 B MR BCE IR, HHE £
MG RIETT I3 0E . &2, E. anophelis J& 5% 5| &L i A ) LAH B MM i 58 5 RTAT) G B B0 s 29901897
fard, FEARYEELNG I PRI IR s 7 1) 24 B 4 SR B FH B R 2R B 9T

4. IGERFFE

Lau [7]ABIFFExE rp 2 i b X GL E7 T 95 13 T8 B e A B EAT T IRAT R 2= Y, 45 R K9 E. ano-
phelis /&Gy B35 R I H PG 2R M 98 6 0 1 IR, A i AORE . SIE TS 2 MHHE. E. anophelis /& 4L 5]
AECPRTHTAE ) L2 T M R 28 TR AR R AR S8 IR RFAE . A FE[28]W 8k T 5 %14 )L E. anophelis /& 444H
RIVEHE I #1710 BIRIG RS i, 53R 2oR: HrbAT 7 69 E. anophelis B4y 51 & 1 H7A= JLAN T 14 fii
%, W26 AL, 141 . 26036 B 14130 + 3 K. LEIFEME, 3HIBEME. 460, KK
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I [FERES 1~10 KA 4 B, 11~20 KA 241, i&F 16105 21 K. BILITUEA 2 L4 HIUABUK, 1420
FET:. MAWHFERM, 57, RSN 2 E. anophelis 844 51 T A= ) LAH B Vi 5 2 1) & Jk R 3%, (1
% 18 H AT R FURE AR B RUN, S T84 )L E. anophelis J8% JL4H B P4 i 5 46 119 1 PR A AEATS 75 DK 220 19
FC, LLBE— L W]

5. IWREERTRG AT

B T8 A2 ) LA v P P 5 8 B B 2 95 97 ) B R b itk , LR IA[9]: A& M RIRTT 2
E. anophelis /8% 5| 2 118 A= ) LA g 14 o B 28 A6 T2 I s UG DR 25, DAL, A 1 45 2 3 S A6 E. ano-
phelis B4 51 k2 FHT A ) LA B 14 U I 8 0 R VG )T B0 E 2. E. anophelis L5 i i 48 It A7 TR 95 14 18 25 Y
FRAE vE FEARARL, AR GE R T ME LA P 21X 4, I PR FH PRI ) 5 78 2R 48 BTGB 1) 2558 U E. anophelis,
F & V] He 2 E. anophelis A\ RS [HEL0E,  H BTAAZE R AL 308 FEAN B 58 42 78 25 4 o ARG IR
W% E 7R (API/ID32, Phoenix 100 ID/AST, Vitek 2 Al Vitek MS), T g2 E. anophelis #5245 5E N
i JIES I i B B 95 4 B (E. meningoseptica) [29]. A SCERW5E K BH[7]: E. anophelis & # B s L2 45 8 R
I JB 258 WL I AR RN 94 1 4 B, 3BT E. anophelis [ RS SCR™ BARAL o B RTRS B 40 Fh 5 g wT O T 4>
TAMHEEAR, WEFERN PSR RANFE. 1, §RERZERN MS £4t. 16S rRNA 3 K5
PCR J7 i 7 PR 4L I 5 25 o] LIRS A 468 52 ) E. anophelise B2, XA 45 7 kG 00 e S e i F 0 1 A7+ R
I B R AR LAH B M A 28 B8 )L, 75 R IR RS 25 58 10 7%, DAESKFEAIC E. anophelis B4y 51 S (1)
BAE LA B TR B A iR 12 2, A FEER S8 RT3 T A AR 4 R A T S BRI PR R, DRI
A AR TR i e AR R R AR T

TEFRT 977710, E. anophelis A Bt NG IRE i, I8 AR LS AR, i bR R & A e 4,
Ty i e A 2R R, [EINE B TR AR ) LA B M T A T AR B R Y M K FEE, WIRE PR E.
anophelis W25 1, XLEERSIE N E. anophelis BUL 5] AR ) LA B 1 oG 65 58 VR 7 MESE « O T 8 4o
E. anophelis Bt W& Gs . 2RI G S BRARIATT MERE, BR3P N BL A7 E R SL O R R, PR I S G T R A
e, —EE T A, X E. anophelis /2G4 IR1HAE ) LAH B 14 Mo B 28 i ) LB kgl 23Rm B, SR bt
W25, e lE BRI R A, LB TRBE VE F[30]. B AT R A o 37 A ) LA B A P e % 2236 1 i
B AE 2 N AR R FIE B W U 254, WF7ER[5], E. anophelis X T-# FH >R TT 55 22 B 4 B Jk
PP A A R I 2, LA SRR 2 BRIRBL P AR CAAR 1 B- A B A (BT B AR Sktath
Fav Skfamths. &, WD), i, S5 R, FIEME. FIEFE. MR ESE, X5
WRBURMEGFERKESR, WM R RARMZ[9]. A CHERIIE[13], E. anophelis 73 Bk KB K 1
IO 852155 (97.5%~100%) , (AT 5 3t — 2B I KFEAIT 78« 752 B T 7840 2 v HEE S FE 0 i 8 2R TR 9T
RIS B B, RAERHAT BRSNS T R I T o B R BRI EIRE > 16 pm/mL # S BUATT RN
MAKVER R RIS 5275 g 0 R e v ) ) A 7 M B 9 . Beibei Wang, MD B8 5T [30]53 #fr
T 7 %1 E. anophelis B4 1HT A LA B PERG IS 26 (0697 7 58, L BIEEJLA T T2 R BB R G R RE R
RARYT, B AAETE, o 6 Bl LA A 70 B R ICE KRB TU AR RS A VD R, X
A LEMER 7Bk + SN + D ER + PR + IR EEIRIT, X 6 ) LA
T, HAg 2 BIRREUK. Bz, HRIXHT E. anophelis J85e 5] 1038 AE ) LA 4 5 I 25 106 7 3506 [ e
(PIRZG IR, &% E. anophelis #7 4 J LA B 14 i i 58 58 LIFIPT B8 25 P AR AE IR g, (8 AR BUB MR P B 24
YITT RE= R, GRS RIS, F2CH N 7 3 B I G A ) LA el PR i 2% B8 LBt B 2540 0 A 3k
5 T IR 2 e 45
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6. B&

E. anophelis J& —F {2 A/E T HAR T M E P T R EE A B0R T, T 51 B gy, 59l
A JLANTE PRI % . E. anophelis SR H 2 ETHES, 55| R RGBS . 7R, ORI
RSN E. anophelis B 51 L HT AR ) LAH TR 14 R R 8 1 S IR &R, (R T 3 — P . E. anophelis 11
AR A ) 5 o B (K TR AT 0 1 5  E EEHLAL, {H T E. anophelis #A AT B TG, A5G ARG
U6 P AR ST, ARG % E TS ¥ E. anophelis 157 % s AN B BHRE 75 (A B, DRI AN st sh 72
SR ZACM L 16S rRNA JEPRI I . PCR J7ESFAEHT A ) LAH Bl 1 M 5 58 5 93 JiR 2 25 58 vh RSP - AT
1% % E. anophelis 5 At 67 N5 1 51 J8 FRORG vEE %5 00), BABE i E. anophelis (I RS %6 . [H]ISF, E. anophelis
X T A ) LA R A B 8 FH R OK 2 B B 2 R B R e T 24 0, YRYT RO IR, SR B ) 2
JR, HAGNyEER, BES NGNS E RN TR A, XT E. anophelis B4 rET AL ) LAH
PGB 58 KB LT B S  PERS O T A, BRAR BT B BB A LRk e 3 R RAT B AR . RO x) E.
anophelis i 24 PE T I, [FIEZEER AN LSO BENLE], H AT2%A B P AR SR HL E. anophelis XK 2
M BURPE B R, B HRRE—DHE T, DMEIRRIGIT 1 nl DOE B A 2. SN2, RHIT o REE
HELRI PR R AR = R B AR
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