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ABSTRACT

Introduction: Carbapenems resistance due to metallo-beta-lactamase production in Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa is a major concern which is increasing globally resulting in limited therapeutic choices. 
This study aimed to find out the prevalence of Pseudomonas aeruginosa isolates among clinical samples 
showing growth of a tertiary care centre. 

Methods: A descriptive cross-sectional study was conducted on various clinical samples which showed 
growth in the Department of Microbiology of a tertiary care centre between 1 September 2020 to 28 
February 2021 after receiving ethical approval from the Institutional Review Committee (Reference 
number: 03-G/020). Convenience sampling was done. All timely received clinical specimens were 
inoculated and incubated at 37°C for 48 hours and identified by standard microbiological techniques. 
Point estimate and 95% Confidence Interval were calculated.  

Results: Among 1049 clinical samples showing growth, 68 (6.48%) (4.99-7.97, 95% Confidence 
Interval) Pseudomonas aeruginosa were isolated. Among them, 6 (8.82%) were found to be metallo-
beta-lactamase positive.

Conclusions: The prevalence of Pseudomonas aeruginosa was similar to the studies done in similar 
settings. As metallo-beta-lactamase production was detected among isolated species which can 
be spread very rapidly and may develop a problematic scenario in treatment procedures, regular 
surveillance along with judicious use of carbapenems should precede. 
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INTRODUCTION

Pseudomonas aeruginosa can develop antibiotic 
resistance by various mechanisms, enzyme 
production is the major mechanism of acquired 
resistance.1 Antibiotic resistance due to metallo-
beta-lactamase (MBL) enzyme production is a global 
threat to antimicrobial therapy due to its rapid spread, 
potent carbapenemase activity, and resistance to beta-
lactamase inhibitor and ability to hydrolyze all beta-
lactam antibiotics except aztreonam.2,3 

MBL-producing Pseudomonas aeruginosa was 
first reported in Japan in 1991, since then there is a 
substantial increase in reporting worldwide.4 The early 
and proper detection of MBL-producing Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa is crucial for properly treating critically ill 
patients and for the rapid initiation of strict infection 
control procedures to prevent nosocomial spread and 
dissemination of resistance. 

The objective of this study was to find out the 
prevalence of Pseudomonas aeruginosa isolates 
among clinical samples showing growth in a tertiary 
care centre.

METHODS

A descriptive cross-sectional study was conducted on 
various clinical samples showing growth processed in 
the Department of Microbiology of Lumbini Medical 
College and Teaching Hospital between 1 September 
2020 to 28 February 2021 after receiving ethical 
approval from the Institutional Review Committee 
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(Reference number: 03-G/020). All properly collected, 
timely delivered clinical specimens received in the 
study period which showed growth on culture were 
included whereas improperly collected dry swabs 
and lately delivered clinical samples showing growth 
which were were excluded. Convenience sampling 
was done and the sample size was calculated using 
the formula:

Where, 

n= minimum required sample size

Z= 1.96 at 95% Confidence Interval (CI)

p= prevalence of Pseudomonas aeruginosa isolate, 
4.15%5

q= 1-p

e= margin of error, 2%

The required minimum sample size calculated was 383. 
Doubling the sample size, we get 766 but a sample 
size of 1049 samples was taken for the study. Various 
clinical samples (urine, pus/wound swab, blood, high 
vaginal swab, sputum, endotracheal specimen and 
stone) were collected from both sexes and all aged 
patients from various departments. All timely received 
clinical specimens were inoculated on Mac Conkey agar, 
Blood agar, and Chocolate agar and were incubated 
at 37°C for 48 hours. Identification of the bacteria 
was done by standard microbiological techniques like 
by study of morphological characteristics of isolated 
colonies along with observing pigment production, 
staining reaction and various biochemical properties.6 

All isolated Pseudomonas aeruginosa were subjected 
to in vitro antibiotic sensitivity test Kirby-Bauer 
disc diffusion method as recommended by Clinical 
Laboratory Standard Institute.7

All imipenem-resistant Pseudomonas aeruginosa  were 
screened as possible MBL producers. So all screened 
positive isolates were tested for MBL production by 
Imipenem- EDTA combined disk method (CDT) and 
Double disk synergy test (DDST). In CDT two imipenem 
disks (10 μg) were placed 25 mm apart from centre to 
centre. Then 10 microlitre of 0.5 M Ethylenediamine 
tetraacetic acid (EDTA) was added. An increase in 
inhibition zone diameter of ≥7 mm in the imipenem-
EDTA disk as compared to the imipenem disk alone 
was considered as MBL producers.8 In DDST imipenem 
disc (10 μg) was placed on Mueller Hinton Agar media 

inoculated with test organism and 10 mm apart a 
blank filter paper disc was placed to which 0.5 M 10 
microlitre EDTA solution was added. Enhancement of 
zone of inhibition between Imipenem and EDTA disc 
was considered MBL positive.9

Data were entered and analysed in IBM SPSS Statistics 
18.0. Point estimate and 95% Confidence Interval were 
calculated.

RESULTS

Among 1049 clinical samples showing growth, 68 
(6.48%) (4.99-7.97, 95% CI) Pseudomonas aeruginosa 
were isolated. A total of 35 (51.47%) were isolated from 
male patients and 33 (48.52%) from female patients. 
Maximum Pseudomonas aeruginosa was isolated 
from the inpatient department 50 (73.52%) whereas 18 
(26.47%) from the outpatient department. Total of 15 
(22.05%) of Pseudomonas aeruginosa were isolated 
from the Department of Surgery, 14 (20.58%) from 
the Department of Obstetrics and Gynaecology, 13 
(19.11%) from the Intensive Care Unit (ICU), 6 (8.82%) 
from the medical ward, 4 (5.88%) from Department 
of Emergency and 2 (2.94%) from Department of 
Orthopedics. The isolation of Pseudomonas aeruginosa 
in different age groups showed that 20 (29.41%), 18 
(26.47%), 19 (27.94%) and 11 (16.17%) were from ≤20, 
21-40, 41–60 and >60 age groups respectively. The 
mean age of patients with Pseudomonas aeruginosa 
infection was 37.13±23.94 years. The sample-wise 
distribution of Pseudomonas aeruginosa is tabulated 
below (Table 1).

Table 1. Sample-wise distribution of Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa (n= 68).
Sample Pseudomonas aeruginosa 

n (%)
Pus 13 (19.11)
Urine 20 (29.41)
Sputum 7 (10.29)
Blood 8 (11.76)
High vaginal 
swabs

7 (10.29)

Endotracheal 
secretions

5 (7.35)

Stone 8 (11.76)

Out of 20 (29.41%) Pseudomonas aeruginosa isolated 
from urine sample, 3 (15%) were MBL producers. A 
total of 1 (14.28%) and 2 (40%) MBL producers are 
isolated from the sputum and endotracheal secretions 
respectively. Polymyxin B 63 (92.64%) followed by 
imipenem 61 (89.70%) were two most sensitive drug 
for Pseudomonas aeruginosa (Table 2).
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Table 2. Antibiotic susceptibility pattern of 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa (n= 68).
Antibiotics Sensitive 

n (%)
Intermediate 
n (%)

Resistant 
n (%)

Ciprofloxacin 44 (64.70) 5 (7.35) 19 (27.94)

Gentamicin 45 (66.17) - 23 (33.82)
Amikacin 48 (70.58) - 20 (29.41)
Ceftazidime 30 (44.11) 2 (2.94) 36 (52.94)
Piperacillin 38 (55.88) 6 (8.82) 24 (35.29)
Tobramycin 47 (69.11) 1 (1.47) 20 (29.41)
Polymyxin B 63 (92.64) - 5 (7.35)
Azetronam 47 (69.11) 6 (8.82) 15 (22.05)
Piperacillin-
Tazobactam

42 (61.76) 6 (8.82) 20 (29.41)

Imipemem 61 (89.70) - 7 (10.29)

A total of 6 (8.82%) were found to be metallo-beta-
lactamase-producing Pseudomonas aeruginosa. Out 
of which 5 (83.30%) MBL producing Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa were multidrug resistant (Table 3).

Table 3. Findings of MBL positive and MBL negative 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa (n= 68).

MBL positive 
(n= 6)           
n (%)

MBL negative 
(n= 62)           
n (%)

Antibiotic susceptibility
Ciprofloxacin 1(16.66) 43 (69.35)
Gentamicin - 45 (72.58)
Amikacin 1 (16.66) 47 (75.80)
Ceftazidime - 30 (48.38)
Piperacillin 1 (16.66) 37 (59.67)
Tobramycin 1 (16.66) 46 (74.19)
Polymyxin B 5 (83.33) 58 (93.50)
Azetronam 1 (16.66) 46 (74.19)
Imipenem - 61 (98.38)
Piperacillin 
tazobactam 

1 (16.66) 41 (66.12)

Multidrug resistance
Multi drug-resistant 
(resistant to 3 or more 
antibiotic group)

5 (83.30) 16 (25.80)

DISCUSSION

Pseudomonas aeruginosa is emerging as one of the 
leading cause of healthcare-associated infections 
worldwide. In our study, among 1049 samples 
showing growth of bacteria, Pseudomonas aeruginosa 
was isolated from 68 (6.48%). This prevalence rate was 
somewhat higher and lower than other studies 4.15% 
and 8.59% respectively.5,10 Among 68 total isolated 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa 53 (73.5%) were isolated from 
inpatient department patients and 18 (26.5%) from 
outpatient department patients. Similar to our study 
high rates of Pseudomonas aeruginosa were reported 
from the Inpatient departments in many other studies 

83.1%, 73.22% and 80%.3, 2,11 

Pseudomonas aeruginosa causes serious infection 
mainly in immunocompromised hosts such as those 
with severe burn or wound surgery and also in 
those indwelling devices.5,12 In our study the highest 
number of Pseudomonas aeruginosa were isolated 
from urine samples followed by pus samples and least 
from endotracheal tubes. A similar observation was 
reported in another study.11 Most of the other studies 
showed the highest isolation from pus specimens.5,13 
The high rate of isolation from the urine samples in 
our study may be due to its ability to cause urinary 
tract infections in most people.12

Pseudomonas aeruginosa can develop antibiotic 
resistance by various mechanisms, enzyme production 
is the major mechanism of acquired resistance.1 
Among 10 different antibiotics that were tested to 
isolated bacteria, polymyxin B followed by imipenem 
were the two most effective drugs showing 92.6% and 
89.7% sensitivity respectively. Ceftazidime was found 
to be the least effective drug showing 44.1% sensitivity. 
This result was found to be similar to results published 
by other studies.14,15

According to various studies MDR Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa ranges from 20 to 85%.12 In our study 21 
(30.9%) of isolated Pseudomonas aeruginosa were 
multidrug-resistant that were resistant to more than 
3 antibiotics belonging to different classes. Some 
studies showed higher MDR isolates than our study 
69.1%, and 63.3%.13,16 Out of a total of 68 Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa isolated in our study 6 (8.8%) were found to 
be MBL positive. This was similar to the result shown 
in another study 8.7%.13 However higher rate of MBL-
mediated resistance was reported by many different 
studies 18.2%, 21.8%, 22.4%, 30.9% and 31.4%.3,14,17-19 
This variation in the prevalence of MBL in our study 
may be due to our geographical location, infection 
control practice and method of detection.20 

In our study out of 7 imipenem-resistant Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa, 6 isolates were MBL positive by both CDT 
and DDST. But other studies showed a high number 
of MBL positivity by CDT compared to DDST.16,17 This 
may be due to the small sample size resulting in a low 
number of imipenem resistant isolates so that no more 
variation between the two test methods was found.
Sixty percent of Pseudomonas aeruginosa isolated 
from endotracheal tube culture were positive for 
MBL production. There was another study which also 
reported maximum MBL positivity from endotracheal 
tip culture.2 Patients with indwelling devices act as the 
major risk factor for the development of resistance.4 

All most all 83.3% of MBL producing Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa were MDR. All MBL-positive isolates 
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showed almost completely resistant to ceftazidime, 
gentamicin and imipenem, whereas 16.7% of 
sensitivity was shown by ciprofloxacin, amikacin, 
tobramycin and aztreonam. Polymyxin B was sensitive 
to 83.3% of MBL-positive Pseudomonas aeruginosa 
so was remained the only effective drug of choice. 
Other studies also reported polymyxin B as the most 
effective antibiotic.3,18

In this study, phenotypic methods were used for the 
detection of MBL. The molecular method for detection 
of responsible gene sequence which is considered the 
gold standard was not done. Similarly, this study was 
done for a short period with small sample size. These 
were the limitations of this study. 

CONCLUSIONS

The prevalence of Pseudomonas aeruginosa in our 
hospital setting was found to be similar to other studies 

done in similar settings. Similarly, MBL producers 
among them were lower as compared with other 
different studies. As MBL-positive isolates exhibit 
resistance to many antibiotics belonging to different 
classes along one of the most effective antibiotic 
imipenem, it results in a very limited choice of antibiotic 
to treat, we should always monitor its prevalence and 
should always use carbapenems judiciously. 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The authors would like to acknowledge Kamal 
Thapa (laboratory technician) and Menuka Maharjan 
(laboratory assistant) of the Clinical Laboratory of 
Microbiology Department. 

Conflict of Interest: None.

REFERENCES

Maharjan et al. Pseudomonas aeruginosa among Clinical Samples showing Growth in a Tertiary Care Centre: A Descriptive Cross-sectional Study

1. Abaza AF, El Shazly SA, Selim HSA, Aly GSA. Metallo-Be-
ta-Lactamase Producing Pseudomonas aeruginosa in a 
Healthcare Setting in Alexandria, Egypt. Pol J Microbiol. 
2017 Sep 27;66(3):297-308. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

2. Gupta RS, Shrestha N. Clinical significance and antibiogram 
of Pseudomonas aeruginosa isolated from tertiary care 
hospital of Birgunj, Nepal. Indian journal of Medical 
Research and Pharmaceutical Sciences. 2019 Aug;6(8):7-10. 
[Full Text | DOI]

3. Ansari S, Dhital R, Shrestha S, Thapa S, Puri R, Chaudhary 
N, et al. Growing Menace of Antibacterial Resistance in 
Clinical Isolates of Pseudomonas aeruginosa in Nepal: An 
Insight of Beta-Lactamase Production. Biomed Res Int. 
2016;2016:6437208. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI] 

4. Varaiya A, Kulkarni N, Kulkarni M, Bhalekar P, Dogra 
J. Incidence of metallo beta lactamase producing 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa in ICU patients. Indian J Med Res. 
2008 Apr;127(4):398-402. [PubMed | Full Text] 

5. Shidiki A, Pandit B.R, Vyas A. Characterization and 
antibiotic profile of Pseudomonas aeruginosa isolated from 
patients visiting National Medical College and Teaching 
Hospital Nepal. Acta Scientific Pharmaeutical Sciences 2019; 
3(7):2-6. [Full Text | DOI]

6. Forbes BA, Sahm DF, Weissfeld AS. Bailey and Scott’s 
diagnostic microbiology, 12th ed. Elesvier USA. 2007. 1031 
p. [Full Text]

7. CLSI. M100S. Clinical and Laboratory Standard Institute. 
Performance standard for antimicrobial disk susceptibility 
tests. 28th ed. Wayne: Clinical and Laboratory Standard 
Institute; 2019. [Full Text] 

8. Yong D, Lee K, Yum JH, Shin HB, Rossolini GM, Chong 
Y. Imipenem-EDTA disk method for differentiation of 
metallo-beta-lactamase-producing clinical isolates of 
Pseudomonas spp. and Acinetobacter spp. J Clin Microbiol. 

2002 Oct; 40(10):3798-801. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

9. Lee K, Lim YS, Yong D, Yum JH, Chong Y. Evaluation of the 
Hodge test and the imipenem-EDTA double-disk synergy 
test for differentiating metallo-β-lactamase-producing 
isolates of Pseudomonas spp. and Acinetobacter spp. J Clin 
Microbiol. 2003 Oct;41(10):4623-9. [PubMed | Full Text | 
DOI] 

10. Shrestha M, Baral R, Shrestha LB. Metallo-β lactamase 
producing non-fermentative gram-negative bacilli from 
various clinical isolates in a tertiary care hospital: A 
Descriptive Cross-sectional Study. J Nepal Med Assoc. 2021 
Sep. 11;59(241):875-80. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

11. Agarwal S, Durlabhji P, Gupta S. Incidence of 
Metallo-β-lactamase producing Pseudomonas aeruginosa 
isolates and their antimicrobial susceptibility pattern in 
clinical samples from a tertiary care hospital. Int J of Res and 
Rev. 2017;4(1):92-6. [Full Text]

12. Bezalwar PM, Charde VN. Study of Prevalence of 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa in various clinical samples and 
investigation of its antibiotic sensitivity pattern. Int J Curr 
Microbiol Appl Sci.2019;8(11):1825-31. [Full Text | DOI] 

13. Koirala A, Agrahari G, Dahal N, Ghimire P, Rijal KR. 
ESBL and MBL mediated resistance in clinical isolates of 
nonfermentating Gram negative bacilli (NFGNB) in Nepal. J 
Microb Antimicrob agents. 2017;3(1):18–24. [Full Text]

14. Kaur A, Singh S. Prevalence of extended spectrum 
betalactamase (ESBL) and metallobetalactamase (MBL) 
producing pseudomonas aeruginosa and Acinetobacter 
baumannii isolated from various clinical samples. J Pathog. 
2018 Oct 24;2018:6845985. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI] 

15. Shrestha P, Sharma S, Maharjan R. Extended spectrum 
beta lactamase and metallo-beta-lactamase producing 
pseudomonas aeruginosa at tertiary care hospital of Nepal. 
Tribhuvan University Journal of Microbiology. 2018 Sep 

http://www.jnma.com.np
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29319510/
https://sciendo.com/article/10.5604/01.3001.0010.4855
https://doi.org/10.5604/01.3001.0010.4855
https://ijmrps.com/old_ijmrps/Issues%20PDF/Vol.6/Augsut-2019/2.pdf
http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.3370954
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27642599/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/bmri/2016/6437208/
https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/6437208
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18577797/
https://journals.lww.com/ijmr/Abstract/2008/27040/Incidence_of_metallo_beta_lactamase_producing.17.aspx
https://actascientific.com/ASPS/pdf/ASPS-03-0296.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.31080/ASPS.2019.03.0296
https://books.google.com.np/books/about/Bailey_Scott_s_Diagnostic_Microbiology.html?id=URA8ngEACAAJ&redir_esc=y
https://clsi.org/media/2663/m100ed29_sample.pdf
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12354884/
https://journals.asm.org/doi/10.1128/JCM.40.10.3798-3801.2002
https://doi.org/10.1128/jcm.40.10.3798-3801.2002
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/14532193/
https://journals.asm.org/doi/10.1128/JCM.41.10.4623-4629.2003
https://doi.org/10.1128%2FJCM.41.10.4623-4629.2003
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35199731/
https://www.jnma.com.np/jnma/index.php/jnma/article/view/6408/3719
https://doi.org/10.31729%2Fjnma.6408
https://www.ijrrjournal.com/IJRR_Vol.4_Issue.1_Jan2017/IJRR0015.pdf
https://www.ijcmas.com/8-11-2019/Pratik%20M.%20Bezalwar%20and%20Vijay%20N.%20Charde.pdf
https://doi.org/10.20546/ijcmas.2019.811.214
http://jmaa.co.uk/articles/3JMAA2017%2018-24.pdf
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30473888/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/jpath/2018/6845985/
https://doi.org/10.1155%2F2018%2F6845985


JNMA I VOL 60 I ISSUE 252 I August 2022680
Free Full Text Articles are Available at www.jnma.com.np

© The Author(s) 2022. 

This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License. The images or other third party material in this article 
are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in the credit line; if the material is not included under the 
Creative Commons license, users will need to obtain permission from the license holder to reproduce the material. To view a copy of this 
license, visit https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Maharjan et al. Pseudomonas aeruginosa among Clinical Samples showing Growth in a Tertiary Care Centre: A Descriptive Cross-sectional Study

26;5:45-50. [Full Text | DOI]

16. Sujakhu C, Prajapati KG, Amatya J. Metallo-β-lactamase 
Production and Antibiotic Susceptibility Pattern of 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa Isolated from Clinical Samples. 
JSM Microbiol. 2018 Nov 18;6(1):1-8. [Full Text]

17. Kali A, Srirangaraj S, Kumar S, Divya HA, Kalyani A, 
Umadevi S. Detection of metallo-beta-lactamase producing 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa in intensive care units. Australas 
Med J. 2013 Dec 31;6(12):686-93. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

18. Khanal S, Joshi DR, Bhatta DR, Devkota U, Pokhrel BM. 
beta-Lactamase-producing multidrug-resistant bacterial 
pathogens from tracheal aspirates of intensive care unit 
patients at national institute of neurological and allied 

sciences, Nepal. ISRN Microbiol. 2013;2013:847569. [PubMed 
| Full Text | DOI] 

19. Gurung R, Shestha S, Baral R, Poudyal N, Khanal 
B. Prevalence of Metallo-beta-lactamase producing 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa in tertiary care center (BPKIHS). 
Int J Biomed Res. 2018;9(10):358-60. [Full Text | DOI] 

20. Choudhary V, Pal N, Hooja S. Prevalence and antibiotic 
resistance pattern of Metallo-β-lactamase-producing 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa isolates from clinical specimens 
in a tertiary care hospital. J Mahatma Gandhi Inst Med Sci 
2019;24(1):19-22. [Full Text | DOI]

http://www.jnma.com.np
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.nepjol.info/index.php/tujm/article/view/22301
https://doi.org/10.3126/tujm.v5i0.22301
https://www.jscimedcentral.com/Microbiology/microbiology-6-1050.pdf
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24391679/
https://www.amj.net.au/index.php/AMJ/article/viewFile/1824/1132
https://doi.org/10.4066/amj.2013.1824
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24078895/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/isrn/2013/847569/
https://doi.org/10.1155%2F2013%2F847569
http://ssjournals.com/index.php/ijbr/article/view/4552/3378
https://doi.org/10.7439/ijbr
https://www.jmgims.co.in/text.asp?2019/24/1/19/254123
https://doi.org/10.4103/jmgims.jmgims_23_18

	_heading=h.27zoylr4bgwk
	_heading=h.gjdgxs
	_GoBack
	_heading=h.gjdgxs
	_heading=h.30j0zll
	_GoBack
	_heading=h.gjdgxs
	_heading=h.30j0zll
	_heading=h.ektc742fi0hh
	_GoBack
	_heading=h.gjdgxs
	_heading=h.30j0zll
	_heading=h.2t90oj4ci2fe
	_heading=h.hkhpnuobvbgh
	_heading=h.8b432g3va1q7
	_heading=h.2p2csry
	_heading=h.3o7alnk
	_heading=h.23ckvvd
	_heading=h.ihv636
	_heading=h.32hioqz
	_heading=h.1hmsyys
	_heading=h.bfloecrz4bwa
	_heading=h.xukbgsctg7lc
	_heading=h.c0fh795ltxwc
	_heading=h.lrn3y6hufdee
	_heading=h.ttqw2tam03s1
	_heading=h.8br3moqug7mc
	_heading=h.ywq52jgvo7i6
	_heading=h.3fqvdolq4wgk
	_heading=h.hyuwuzs6d9nj
	_heading=h.61orsbsjr2bo
	_heading=h.v9pyn7w5pj94
	_heading=h.obngo57kf96i
	_heading=h.51436v54reeq
	_heading=h.xiv6gbxv388h
	_GoBack
	_heading=h.gjdgxs
	_heading=h.gjdgxs
	_heading=h.axv35cx1puc1
	_heading=h.gjdgxs
	_heading=h.30j0zll
	_heading=h.3znysh7
	_heading=h.1fob9te
	_heading=h.30j0zll
	_heading=h.gjdgxs
	_GoBack
	_GoBack
	_GoBack

