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Abstract  50 
Beta-lactam- and in particular carbapenem-resistant Enterobacteriaceae represent a major 51 
public health threat. Despite strong variation of resistance across geographical settings, there 52 
is limited understanding of the underlying drivers.  53 
 54 
To assess these drivers, we developed a transmission model of cephalosporin- and 55 
carbapenem-resistant Klebsiella pneumoniae. The model is parameterized using antibiotic 56 
consumption and demographic data from eleven European countries and fitted to the 57 
resistance rates for Klebsiella pneumoniae for these settings. The impact of potential drivers 58 
of resistance is then assessed in counterfactual analyses.   59 
 60 
Based on reported consumption data, the model could simultaneously fit the prevalence of 61 
extended-spectrum beta-lactamase-producing and carbapenem-resistant Klebsiella 62 
pneumoniae (ESBL and CRK) across eleven European countries over eleven years. The fit 63 
could explain the large between-country variability of resistance in terms of consumption 64 
patterns and fitted differences in hospital transmission rates. Based on this fit, a 65 
counterfactual analysis found that reducing nosocomial transmission and antibiotic 66 
consumption in the hospital had the strongest impact on ESBL and CRK prevalence. 67 
Antibiotic consumption in the community also affected ESBL prevalence but its relative 68 
impact was weaker than nosocomial consumption. Finally, we used the model to estimate a 69 
moderate fitness cost of CRK and ESBL at the population level.  70 
 71 
This work highlights the disproportionate role of antibiotic consumption in the hospital and 72 
of nosocomial transmission for resistance in gram-negative bacteria at a European level. This 73 
indicates that infection control and antibiotic stewardship measures should play a major role 74 
in limiting resistance even at the national or regional level. 75 
 76 
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Significance Statement  78 
As beta-lactam resistant gram-negative bacteria represent one of the most critical threats in 79 
the ongoing antibiotic resistance crisis, it is crucial to identify the underlying drivers and 80 
appropriate measures to curb their spread. By combining a transmission model with 81 
epidemiological data at a European level, we can explain the strong differences of extended-82 
spectrum beta-lactamase-producing and carbapenem-resistant Klebsiella pneumonia across 83 
countries and their often-rapid temporal increase. We find that among potentially modifiable 84 
drivers, inpatient antibiotic consumption and nosocomial transmission rates have the 85 
strongest impact on resistance. This implies that infection control and antibiotic stewardship 86 
in hospitals are crucial for preventing antibiotic resistance in gram-negatives even beyond 87 
individual hospitals as they may affect resistance prevalence at the level of entire countries.   88 
 89 
 90 
 91 
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Introduction 93 
Beta-lactam resistant Enterobacteriaceae represent one of the most serious threats in the 94 
current antimicrobial resistance crisis (1). Accordingly, carbapenem-resistant and extended 95 
spectrum beta-lactamase (ESBL) producing Enterobacteriaceae are examples mentioned by 96 
the World Health Organization (WHO) in the last “Prioritization of Pathogens to Guide 97 
Discovery” (1). Beta-lactams are a widely used type of antibiotics due to their broad 98 
spectrum of activity against Gram-negative bacteria. Enterobacteriaceae are common 99 
commensal flora, particularly in the gastrointestinal tract, and are typically exposed to any 100 
antibiotic treatment administered to an individual. Hence, they have developed resistance to 101 
most of the commonly used antibiotics. For example, carbapenem-resistant organisms (CRO) 102 
are resistant to all known beta-lactams (2). Last-resort drugs, such as colistin, generally 103 
remain effective, though there have already been reported cases of Enterobacteriaceae 104 
resistant to both carbapenems and colistin (3). While newer drugs, such as ceftazidime-105 
avibactam, have been introduced, widespread dissemination of carbapenem resistant genes 106 
may herald the beginning of a post-antibiotic era (4), at least for the Enterobacteriaceae 107 
species in question.  108 
 109 
Klebsiella pneumoniae is one of the leading causes of hospital-acquired infection (HAI), and 110 
5-30% of the general population are colonized with it (5). In general, K. pneumoniae behaves 111 
as commensal flora. Thus, exposure to antibiotics remains undetected, as antibiotic 112 
prescription is rarely associated with infections. There are several studies that have found a 113 
significant correlation between antibiotic use and the prevalence of antibiotic resistance in a 114 
variety of pathogens (6–10). However, these correlations are usually far from perfect, e.g. 115 
higher consumption does not always indicate more resistance when comparing countries, 116 
indicating that other drivers may be at least as important as antibiotic consumption in 117 
determining levels of antibiotic resistance(11).  118 
 119 
In order to optimize prevention measures, it is critical to identify the drivers of resistance and 120 
to understand how interventions targeting those drivers would translate into changes in 121 
antibiotic resistance. Antimicrobial resistance is affected by a number of potential drivers 122 
such as the consumption of antibiotics in the human population, consumption in livestock, 123 
health care-related transmission, travel, and environmental contamination (11).One of the 124 
most notable drivers of resistance is overall antibiotic consumption in humans (6–10). 125 
However, antibiotic consumption in humans is not uniformly distributed, but is rather 126 
characterized by strong heterogeneities imposed by demographics and the institutional setting 127 
(11). One particularly relevant instance of this structure of antibiotic consumption are the 128 
differences between the hospital and community settings, as per-capita consumption and 129 
transmission rates tend to be higher in the hospital setting (5). The effects of population 130 
structure (ranging from travel, to livestock, to institutional setting) are in principle detectable 131 
by genomic and molecular epidemiology approaches (12–14). However, while such 132 
approaches can help to characterize individual outbreaks, the high frequency of 133 
asymptomatically colonized individuals and the fact that these individuals are typically not 134 
sampled, implies that it is extremely challenging to obtain a representative assessment of the 135 
overall importance of different settings with these methods. In this context, computational 136 
models offer a unique opportunity to understand how antibiotic consumption, its distribution 137 
by setting, and the transmission of pathogens in hospitals contribute to antibiotic resistance at 138 
the population level. 139 
 140 
Here, we aim to combine epidemiological models for the spread of resistance with 141 
surveillance data on antibiotic consumption and resistance, in order to determine the key 142 
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driving factors of the spread of CROs and ESBL. We focused on rates of resistance for K. 143 
pneumoniae, as it is one of the most common causes of bloodstream infections and hospital-144 
acquired pneumonia (15), and mortality rates related to infection are high. The mortality of 145 
bloodstream infection caused by carbapenem-resistant K. pneumoniae (CRK) has been 146 
estimated to be 50% (16).In addition, the epidemiology of this pathogen is well monitored by 147 
the European Center for Disease Prevention and Control (ECDC) for several countries 148 
(17),and resistance rates are highly variable across countries, with some countries exhibiting 149 
low levels of 3rd generation cephalosporin resistance and almost no carbapenem resistance 150 
(Denmark, Finland, Netherlands, Norway, Sweden), whereas in other countries carbapenem 151 
resistance levels are above 20% (e.g. Greece, Italy). Antibiotic resistant K. pneumoniae 152 
provides thus a good case study for understanding the variability and drivers of antibiotic 153 
resistance. 154 
  155 
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Methods 156 
Model 157 
We used a deterministic compartmental model to simulate the spread of ESBL and CRK in 158 
the hospital and the community. Our model has three principal dimensions: setting, 159 
colonization, and treatment (see Figure 1 B): we stratified the population into hospital and 160 
community settings to represent the difference in antibiotic consumption and transmission 161 
between the two settings. All individuals were classified by colonization status into 162 
susceptible, colonized (i.e. asymptomatic carriers of K. pneumonia), or infected (i.e. with 163 
symptoms caused by K. pneumoniae). Colonized and infected individuals were also stratified 164 
by strain as non-resistant, ESBL, and CRK. The susceptible and colonized compartments 165 
could either be treated with 3rd/4th generation cephalosporins (drug A) or carbapenems (drug 166 
B) or not treated at all. As most K. pneumoniae-colonized individuals who are exposed to 167 
antibiotics are treated for unrelated illnesses, we assumed that this treatment is not affected 168 
by colonization status and strain. 169 
 170 
All infected individuals were assumed to be in the hospital setting. If an infection occurs in 171 
the community, the individual was assumed to be hospitalized immediately upon the 172 
development of symptoms. We further assumed that symptomatically infected individuals are 173 
properly diagnosed and appropriately treated. This may be too optimistic, but it should be 174 
noted that the number of symptomatically infected individuals is small (compared to the 175 
colonized individuals) and hence their contribution to both consumption and transmission of 176 
resistance is negligible. We introduced the symptomatically infected compartments to model 177 
the sampling process, not for measuring their influence on consumption and transmission 178 
(which is negligible). This was done, because all reported samples in ECDC data were 179 
collected for bloodstream infections and spinal fluid infections. 180 
 181 
Colonization can occur due to contact with colonized individuals and due to import from 182 
external sources (which may reflect any process not explicitly captured in the model, for 183 
example travel, agriculture etc.). In addition, we assumed resistance can spread due to super-184 
colonization followed by horizontal gene transfer. By this process individuals colonized with 185 
a sensitive strain can acquire resistance (this rate is however lower than primary colonization, 186 
see Tables 1, S1, and S2 and the term HGT in the supplementary material equations). To 187 
include import of colonized strains from other countries and from agriculture, we added a 188 
constant extrinsic force of colonization as a free parameter to our model. Decolonization can 189 
happen due to the treatment by antibiotics or due to natural clearance rates. The complete 190 
description of the processes in the model and the model equations are available in the 191 
Supplementary Material.  192 
 193 
Fitting process 194 
To calibrate the model and determine the free parameters such as fitness costs of resistance, 195 
we fitted the model to the resistance data reported by the ECDC. This fit was done by 196 
maximization of likelihood, assuming a binomially distribution of data (see supplementary 197 
material section 2.1). We compared two main scenarios: in the first case, we assumed that 198 
each country had a unique nosocomial transmission rate, while in the second case all 199 
countries were assumed to have the same transmission rate. Based on these fits, we assessed 200 
possible drivers of resistance by using counterfactual scenarios. Specifically, we considered 201 
four potential drivers: nosocomial transmission rate, inpatient and outpatient consumption of 202 
3rd and 4th generations cephalosporins, and inpatient consumption of carbapenems. Finally, to 203 
evaluate the robustness of our results, we performed two types of sensitivity analyses: firstly, 204 
a leave-one-out analysis, where we excluded one of the countries and fitted the model to the 205 
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remaining ten countries; and, secondly, variation of fixed parameters with high uncertainty 206 
(colonization prevalence, time of treatment, time of clearance on treatment, mean length of 207 
colonization, time of disease development in hospital) in a multivariable sensitivity analysis.  208 
 209 
Data  210 
We parametrized and calibrated the model using different types of data (see supplementary 211 
material and in particular supplementary table S1, S2): consumption, hospitalization rate, and 212 
length of hospitalization, which were obtained from surveillance data from the ECDC and 213 
WHO. The biological and epidemiological parameters for which estimates were available 214 
were extracted from the literature (supplementary table S1, S2). 215 
 216 
We retrieved annual data on the prevalence of resistant bacterial strains and antibiotic 217 
consumption from the ECDC. Data on resistance was collected through the European 218 
Surveillance System (TESSy) by the ECDC, which includes data going back to 2005 for 30 219 
countries (17). Consumption data covers the same time range and includes both hospital and 220 
community consumption rates (18). Countries were included if they had both sufficiently 221 
complete data for resistance to 3rd generation cephalosporins and carbapenems and for use of 222 
3rd and 4th generations cephalosporins and carbapenems from 2005 to 2015 (see flowchart on 223 
Figure S4).  224 
 225 
We assume resistance to 3rd generation to be a good proxy for the ESBL strain. In line with 226 
ECDC reports, considering the fact that between 65.2% and 100% of 3rd generation 227 
cephalosporin isolates are ESBL-positive, we assumed resistance to 3rd generation 228 
cephalosporins to be a proxy for ESBL strains (19). We excluded countries that had less than 229 
six out of ten annual records for antibiotic consumption in the hospital setting. Furthermore, 230 
we excluded countries that had less than 18 resistance entries out of the 22 possible. Also, for 231 
4 of them there are less than 18 resistance entries with the number of reported samples being 232 
more than 200. As a result, we restricted our analysis to 11 countries (Croatia, Denmark, 233 
Finland, France, Greece, Hungary, Italy, Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Sweden) with 234 
sufficient data on both consumption and resistance (Figure S4).  235 
 236 
 237 
  238 
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Results 239 
 240 
We combined a mathematical model for the transmission of ESBL and CRK with antibiotic 241 
resistance and consumption data for 11 European countries in order to investigate the drivers 242 
of resistance evolution (see Figure 1 and Methods and Supplementary material).  243 
 244 
Qualitatively, the European countries considered here can be divided into three main groups 245 
(Figure 3). The first group consists of countries with high prevalence of resistance to both 3rd 246 
generation cephalosporins and carbapenems (Greece and Italy) (prevalence of carbapenem 247 
resistance higher than 30% and prevalence of resistance to 3rd generation cephalosporins 248 
higher than 50%). The second group consists of countries with high prevalence of resistance 249 
to 3rd generation cephalosporins but low prevalence of resistance to carbapenems (Croatia, 250 
France, Hungary, Portugal) (prevalence of carbapenem resistance less than 10% and 251 
prevalence of resistance to 3rd generation cephalosporins higher than 30%). Finally, the third 252 
group consists of countries with low prevalence of resistance to both (Denmark, Finland, 253 
Netherlands, Norway, Sweden) (prevalence of carbapenem resistance less than 3% and 254 
prevalence of resistance to 3rd generation cephalosporins less than 15%). 255 
 256 
The correlation between the total (inpatient plus outpatient) consumption of 3rd and 4th 257 
generation cephalosporins and the prevalence of resistance is weak (adjusted R2=0.27). 258 
However, the corresponding correlation with inpatient consumption is stronger (R2=0.51) 259 
(see Figure 2 A). As the consumption of carbapenems selects for the resistance to both 260 
carbapenems and cephalosporins (because CRK are also resistant to cephalosporins), it is 261 
reasonable to consider both 3rd and 4th generation cephalosporins and carbapenems as drivers 262 
for the spread of resistance to 3rd generation cephalosporins. Indeed, in this case the 263 
correlation is even higher (R2=0.64). Finally, the strength of the correlation with consumption 264 
rates can change considerably if the average yearly change of resistance is considered instead 265 
of the prevalence of resistance (Figure S5). These different correlations provide a first 266 
indication that the structure of antibiotic use (inpatient vs. outpatient), the consumption of 267 
other antibiotics in the same class, and the dynamics of resistance should be taken into 268 
account for understanding the association between antibiotic use and resistance. For 269 
carbapenem resistance, the association between consumption and resistance prevalence is 270 
even weaker (Figure 2 B). For example, both the Italian and Greek levels of carbapenem 271 
consumption are comparable with other countries (Portugal, Hungary, Finland) which do not 272 
exhibit a strong increase in CRK.  273 
 274 
The eleven included countries exhibited qualitatively different time courses of resistance and 275 
consumption (Figures S1-S3). We fit our model by varying among the free parameters only 276 
hospital transmission rate across countries and keeping the other free parameters constant 277 
across countries (see Table 1). This corresponds to the assumption that biological parameters 278 
are comparable across countries, while transmission in the hospital, which depends on 279 
nosocomial infection prevention, is setting specific. The model fit shows a considerable 280 
variation in hospital transmission rates, which range from 1 times to 30 times the 281 
corresponding rate in the community (Table 1). Overall, we find that this model can capture 282 
both the dynamics within and the variability across the eleven European countries considered 283 
(Figure 3).   284 
 285 
We find that assuming one universal hospital transmission for all countries provides a 286 
significantly worse fit of antibiotic resistance levels than the model allowing this rate to vary 287 
across countries (Figure 3 and Table 1). Even though the model with a universal transmission 288 
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rate provides overall a qualitatively acceptable fit for most countries, it misses several 289 
important features of the dynamics of resistance in the individual countries. Firstly, the model 290 
fails to reproduce some of the extreme cases among very high and low prevalence countries. 291 
For example, it could not capture the emergence of carbapenem resistance in Italy in 2010-292 
2011 from near zero levels to over 30%, or the slight decrease of carbapenem resistance in 293 
Norway (see Figure 3. Secondly, the fitted initial levels of resistance strongly differ in this 294 
model for many countries (Greece, Italy Portugal) from the ECDC data, which again reflects 295 
the model’s inability to capture extreme changes in antibiotic resistance.   296 
 297 
By applying counterfactual scenarios, we found that nosocomial transmission and the 298 
structure of antibiotic consumption played a key role as drivers of both carbapenem but also 299 
ESBL strains. To determine the role of nosocomial transmission for the spread of ESBL and 300 
CRK, we varied the corresponding inpatient transmission rate over a broad range (Figure 4). 301 
We found that hospital transmission affected the level of resistance to carbapenems and also 302 
the prevalence of ESBL strains (Figure 4). Despite this, in some countries such as Finland 303 
and Norway, hospital transmission plays a minor role because it is low overall (see Figure 4 304 
and Table 1). Nevertheless, the results indicate that hospital transmission is a major driver of 305 
the spread of both ESBL and carbapenem-resistant K. pneumoniae strains. Concerning the 306 
effect of the structure of antibiotic consumption, we found that antibiotic use in both the 307 
hospital and community setting affects resistance, but that consumption in the hospital has a 308 
stronger effect: even for ESBL, relative changes of the  consumption of cephalosporins in 309 
hospitals has overall a slightly stronger impact than of the outpatient consumption (Figure 5), 310 
despite the fact that the absolute amount of 3rd and 4th generation cephalosporins consumed in 311 
the community is considerably higher than that in the hospital (Figure S1 S2). This implies 312 
that the effect of a given absolute amount of antibiotics (e.g. a given number of DDDs) is 313 
larger if it is consumed in the hospital than if is consumed in the community. Our results also 314 
show that carbapenem consumption could be a selective factor for the resistance to 3rd 315 
generation cephalosporins (Figure 5) and that high consumption levels of 3rd generation 316 
cephalosporins can affect the level of carbapenem resistance (Figure 5, for Italy). In addition, 317 
import of resistance from other countries and agriculture could play a key role in the spread 318 
of ESBL-strains in low-prevalent countries (Figure 6), despite the fact that the import rate is 319 
low. Finally, we find also in the model assuming a uniform nosocomial transmission rate 320 
across countries that transmission and consumption in hospitals are key drivers of resistance 321 
and that import is mainly of importance for low-prevalence countries (Figures S6-S8). 322 
 323 
We performed two types of sensitivity analyses to assess the robustness of our results.  324 
Firstly, a leave-one-out analysis assessed the dependence of our estimates on the inclusion of 325 
individual countries (Figures S9 and S10). Secondly, we have performed a multivariate 326 
sensitivity analysis simultaneously varying 5 parameters (colonization prevalence, time of 327 
treatment, time of clearance on treatment, mean length of colonization, time of disease 328 
development in hospital) within the ranges indicated in Table S2 (Figure S11). Overall, these 329 
analyses showed that the above results were robust to both variation of fixed parameters and 330 
removal of individual countries from the analyzed data set.   331 
 332 
  333 
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Discussion 334 
 335 
The epidemic model presented here could explain the spread of carbapenem resistance and 336 
ESBL strains over eleven years for eleven European countries with diverse resistance rates 337 
and trajectories. In particular, we found that a good fit of the observed resistance data was 338 
possible while only varying the hospital transmission rate but keeping the rest of the 339 
parameters constant across countries. The model fit provided estimates of key unknown 340 
parameters, in particular the fitness cost associated with antimicrobial resistance. Using 341 
counterfactual scenarios, our results suggest that the hospital environment, both in terms of 342 
transmission and antibiotic consumption, plays a key role for the spread of antimicrobial 343 
resistance even at the level of entire countries.  344 
 345 
Previous studies have shown for several pathogen-drug combinations significant correlations 346 
between antibiotic consumption and the prevalence of resistance (6, 9, 20–22). However, 347 
European data for K. pneumoniae exhibit no simple relationship between levels of 348 
consumption and resistance.  Using a dynamical modelling approach to link the history of 349 
consumption and resistance allowed us to explain these apparent discrepancies, and to 350 
provide a mechanistic explanation for the difference across countries and for the rapid 351 
dynamics of resistance. In particular, we found two factors to be central: the structure of 352 
antibiotic consumption (hospital vs. community) and nosocomial transmission of K. 353 
pneumoniae:  354 
 355 
Even though overall the majority of beta-lactams are consumed in the community, we found 356 
that inpatient consumption may be a critical factor for the spread of resistance. 357 
Specifically, our results indicate that a relative change of 3rd generation cephalosporins 358 
consumption in the hospital has a similar or even higher impact than the same relative change 359 
in the community (Figure 4).  The absolute amount (in DDDs) of 3rd generation 360 
Cephalosporins consumed in the hospital is however considerably lower than in the 361 
community (Figure S1, S2). This implies that an absolute change in antibiotic consumption 362 
(e.g. by a given number of DDDs) has a much higher impact if it occurs in the hospital than if 363 
it occurs in the community.  Intuitively, this can be explained by the fact that despite absolute 364 
levels of antibiotic consumption being lower in the hospital, the relative consumption per 365 
patient-time is higher than in the community (in terms of DDD per person-time). Thus, the 366 
hospital setting can act as an environment where resistant strains have a selective benefit, 367 
leading to a source-sink constellation (23) with the hospital representing the source and the 368 
community the sink for resistance. Moreover, due to its higher transmission rate, the hospital 369 
can turn into a hotspot of colonization with the resistant strain (especially in the high-370 
prevalence countries), explaining the disproportionate impact of antibiotic consumption we 371 
observed in the counterfactual scenarios, where even for 3rd/4th generation cephalosporins, 372 
consumption in the hospital had a much stronger impact on the corresponding resistance 373 
evolution than consumption in the community. As a consequence, our findings also imply 374 
that overall levels of antibiotic consumption may not be the optimal way to summarize the 375 
impact of consumption on resistance. Instead, a DDD consumed in a high-transmission 376 
setting may have a much stronger impact than a DDD consumed in a low-transmission 377 
setting, implying that consumption rates should ideally be weighted or stratified by the 378 
environment they are consumed in.  379 
 380 
Similar to antibiotic consumption in the hospital, we found that nosocomial colonization rates 381 
play an important role both in terms of the counterfactual scenarios considered and in terms 382 
of explaining differences between countries. Again, this is consistent with the notion of the 383 
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hospital environment representing a hotspot for the transmission of antimicrobial resistance 384 
even against drugs that are primarily consumed in the community. The high variability of 385 
hospital transmission/colonization rates observed between countries can thus explain why 386 
countries with similar levels of consumption exhibit different levels of resistance. In turn, this 387 
variability of estimated transmission rates is expected to be affected by a range of factors 388 
such as investment in hospital hygiene and infection control or hospital occupancy and 389 
distribution patterns (number of patients per room, structure within hospitals etc.).  390 
 391 
Our results suggest thus that both consumption and transmission rates in the hospital are 392 
critical drivers for the spread of resistance (24). This indicates that investments in infection 393 
control may not only benefit the individual hospital making those investments but can also 394 
have an impact on the level of resistance at the country level. In line with (25), we found that 395 
such collateral benefits are strongly dependent on the epidemiological setting. Hence, the 396 
possibility of such collateral benefits are consistent with the success of several public health 397 
interventions to reduce transmission in hospitals (26).The impact of the structure of the 398 
consumption suggests that measures which would shift hospital consumption of antibiotics to 399 
the community would give a benefit in terms of slowing down the spread of resistance (such 400 
a shift could for example be achieved by outpatient intravenous antibiotic treatment). 401 
Moreover, our results suggest that resistance to a particular antibiotic could depend on the 402 
consumption of other antibiotics of the same class.  403 
 404 
Considering the qualitative behavior of our model across countries, we found three main 405 
types of possible settings: Firstly, countries with high prevalence of resistance and high 406 
hospital transmission rates, which plays a dominant role in the spread of resistance. It is 407 
notable that in some of these countries (in particular in Greece), hospital transmission rates 408 
were estimated to be so high that the model predicts the spread of resistance to be almost 409 
independent from antibiotic consumption rates.  Secondly countries with medium prevalence, 410 
where the spread is mostly driven by the antibiotic consumption and especially the antibiotic 411 
consumption in hospitals. Thirdly, countries with low prevalence characterized by low 412 
hospital transmission rates, where import of resistance is a key factor. 413 
 414 
Finally, our model could also be used to estimate unknown parameters governing the spread 415 
of resistance. One such key parameter determining the spread of resistance is the fitness cost 416 
that resistant strains pay in the absence of antibiotic treatment. However, such fitness costs 417 
are notoriously difficult to estimate. While it is possible to measure competitive differences 418 
in vitro, the relevance of such measures for strain competition at the epidemiological level is 419 
uncertain. The modelling approach presented here offers a possibility to obtain such fitness 420 
cost estimates from the model fit. Intuitively, these estimates are the parameter values of the 421 
fitness cost for which the observed levels of consumption would lead to the observed levels 422 
of resistance. The estimated values (Table 1) indicated weak but non-negligible fitness costs, 423 
which is consistent with in vitro estimates (27, 28). 424 
 425 
Our model has several limitations and strengths. Like every model it is based on simplifying 426 
assumptions which are mainly dictated by the (granular) availability of data and the 427 
difficulties of parametrizing a more detailed model. For instance, we have not taken into 428 
account any difference in colonization prevalence caused by climate or demographic 429 
structure. Moreover, we were unable to control for differences in population structure, such 430 
as age, gender, and other institutions such as long-term care facilities as data on consumption 431 
and resistance at this level of detail was not available. Also, we used resistance to 3rd 432 
generation cephalosporins as a proxy for ESBL strains and assumed that these strains are the 433 
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same across countries. An additional key limitation is the representativity of the resistance 434 
and consumption data used for this analysis: Resistance data were available only for 435 
bloodstream and spinal fluid infections. Moreover, consumption data were not complete for 436 
all years, and the collection process differs from country to country and is based on two 437 
different sources (reimbursement vs sale data) (29). However, we minimized the limitations 438 
associated with the consumption and resistance data by carefully restricting our analysis to 439 
countries with large numbers of isolates and consistent reporting over time. Moreover, the 440 
limitations of our approach are counterbalanced by the strengths of our data-based our 441 
modeling approach, which allows to provide a European perspective on the resistance 442 
problem in gram negative bacteria: using an epidemiological model, we could explain the 443 
variation and dynamics of antibiotic resistance in a key gram-negative pathogen at a 444 
European level and identify the drivers of its transmission. In particular, our work highlights 445 
the disproportionate role of antibiotic consumption in the hospital and of nosocomial 446 
transmission for resistance in gram negative bacteria. This indicates that infection control and 447 
antibiotic stewardship measures should play a major role in limiting resistance even at the 448 
national or regional level. 449 
 450 
  451 
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Tables and Figures  540 
Table 1: Free model parameters of the fit 541 
 542 

Parameter Variable hospital 
transmission rates 
across countries 

Same hospital 
transmission rate for 
all countries 

Fitness cost ESBL 1.97% 1.34% 
Fitness cost CRK 2.26% 1.34% 
Import of ESBL (reservoir 
size*) 

327.1 per 100000 
persons 

80.6 per 100000 
persons 

Import of CRK (reservoir 
size*) 

4.6 per 100000 
persons 

0.35 per 100000 
persons 

Colonization rate 9.8*10-3 day-1 1.0*10-2 day-1 
Super-colonization 
coefficient 0.186 1.21*10-6 
Increased susceptibility 
by treatment 0.11 0.06 
Displacement/loss of 
plasmid rate (relation to 
natural decolonization 
rate) 0.046 2.2*10-4  
   

 Hospital transmission rate (relative to the 
community level) 

Greece 31.7 

29.2 

Italy 20.5 
Portugal 18.5 
Croatia 13.9 
France 11.3 
Hungary 12.1 
Denmark 14.0 
Finland 0.44 
 
Netherlands 7.7 
Norway 8.8 
Sweden 10.7 
Log-likelihood -1001 -1226 
BIC 2220 2616 
p-LRT <0.001 

 543 
* Import of resistance strains is included as a constant term added to the force of infection. For interpretability 544 
and given the form of the force of infection (see supplementary material section 1.4), this term is expressed here 545 
as the equivalent of the force of infection that would have been caused by a given number of individuals 546 
colonized by the resistant strain.  547 
 548 
  549 
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 550 
 551 
Figure 1      552 
The workflow of the modeling approach. Consumption and resistance data were acquired 553 
from ECDC, and other parameters were found in the literature or used as free parameters. 554 
The model was fit to the data reported by ECDC to optimize the free parameters. Sensitivity 555 
analyses were performed to test the robustness of the model. Counterfactual scenarios were 556 
applied to understand the functional dependencies of the prevalence of resistance from 557 
possible drivers. 558 
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 560 
 561 
Figure 2 562 
Correlation between the consumption of different classes of antibiotics in different settings 563 
(x-axes), and the prevalence of resistance to 3rd generation cephalosporins (a), prevalence of 564 
resistance to carbapenems (b). 565 

Pr
ev

al
en

ce
 o

f r
es

ist
an

ce
 in

 2
01

5,
 %

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30

0
20

40
60

Inpatient consumption of 3rd and 4th gen
cephalosporins and carbapenems, DDD

HR

DK

FI

FR

GR

HU

IT

NL
NO

PT

SE

R2 = 0.51
p = 0.013

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5

0
20

40
60

Outpatient consumption of  3rd and 4th gen
cephalosporins and carbapenems, DDD

HR

FI

FR

GR

HU

IT

PT

SE

NL
NO

DK

R2 = 0.25
p = 0.12

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5

0
20

40
60

Total consumption of 3rd and 4th gen
cephalosporins and carbapenems, DDD

HR

FR

GR

HU

IT

NO

PT

NL

DK

FI
SE
NO

R2 = 0.27
p = 0.1

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

0
20

40
60

Inpatient consumption of  3rd and 4th gen
cephalosporins and carbapenems, DDD

HR

DK

FR

GR

HU

IT

NO

PT

SE

FI

NL

R2 = 0.64
p = 0.0033

Pr
ev

al
en

ce
 o

f r
es

ist
an

ce
 in

 2
01

5,
 %

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20

0
20

40
60

Inpatient consumption of
3rd and 4th gen cephalosporins, DDD

HR

DK FI

GR

HU

IT

NL
PT

SE

FR NO

R2 = 0.23
p = 0.13

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30

0
20

40
60

Inpatient consumption of  3rd and 4th gen
cephalosporins and carbapenems, DDD

HR

FI

GR

HU

IT

NL
PT

SE

DK FRNO

R2 = 0.37
p = 0.047

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5

0
20

40
60

Total consumption of  3rd and 4th gen
cephalosporins and carbapenems, DDD

HR

FI

GR

HU

IT

NL
PT

FRNO
SEDK

R2 = 0.091
p = 0.37

A)

B)

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted November 25, 2019. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/19012997doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/19012997
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


20 
 

 566 
Figure 3 567 
Model fit of ESBL and CRK. The model was fitted to the data of the annual prevalence of 568 
resistance in Klebsiella pneumoniae reported by ECDC from 2005 to 2015. Circles represent 569 
the reported data and solid and dotted lines represent the fit with variable between-country 570 
and uniform for all hospital transmission rates respectively. 571 
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 573 

 574 
Figure 4 575 
Counterfactual scenarios observed by the variation in hospital transmission rate (from 0.25 to 576 
4.0 of the original value). Plots represent the dependence of change in prevalence of resistant 577 
strains between 2005 and 2015 from the level of the hospital transmission rate. Green and 578 
purple areas represent the decrease and increase in hospital transmission rate respectively. 579 
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 581 
 582 
Figure 5 583 
Counterfactual scenarios observed by the variation in consumption of different antibiotic 584 
classes (from 0.25 to 4.0 of the original value). Plots represent the dependence of change in 585 
prevalence of resistant strains between 2005 and 2015 from the level of antibiotic 586 
consumption. Green and purple areas represent the decrease and increase in hospital 587 
transmission rate respectively. A) Outpatient consumption of 3rd and 4th generation 588 
cephalosporins B) Inpatient consumption of 3rd and 4th generation cephalosporins C) 589 
Inpatient consumption of carbapenems 590 
 591 
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 593 
Figure 6 594 
Counterfactual scenarios observed by the variation in import of ESBL strain (from 0.25 to 4.0 595 
of the original value).  Plots represent the dependence of change in prevalence of resistant 596 
strains between 2005 and 2015 from the level of the hospital transmission rate. Green and 597 
purple areas represent the decrease and increase in hospital transmission rate respectively. 598 
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