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RIZKE 3 2 K HHTRFE D MIC % F A AR ARG THlE L, JUi ) o BT 247 - 720 B IAIwE A
DIRHIEBZNE, 1ZEALD B-F 7 & LRPHIEITH LT, 2002 4553 HERR O VT 5 65 12 e
AL X 26D & N 2e H> 5 72,0 Escherichia coli, Klebsiella spp., Proteus spp. (2351} % extended spectrum
B-lactamase (ESBL) fEA: A% & % 2 LN DO GHEHE L, #hENn25%, 0%, 92% TdH 7245, Pro-
teus mirabilis ® ESBL FEAEMR D BESEEAY 16.7% & K& { LH L T\ 72, Moraxella catarrhalis \ZxF L, %
 OYIRSEIT RAF 2P T % 4 L T\ 72 Haemophilus influenzae \2 31} % B-lactamase ## A4 1% 9.3%
THY, PCRIFICE ARV VEAHEEE 3 DOEED LY E L 72 B-lactamase-negative ampicillin-
resistant ¥k 53 BESHEE 1L 57.7% Td > 720 Pseudomonas aeruginosa \Z X33 % 25 Hu i 3 O PR J7 1% 2002
B L TIEEAEED S T h o 7275, tobramycin, doripenem, amikacin @ 3 JTHFED AT,
MICy T 8 ug/mL LT &R L 720 B P. aeruginosa F& 10 AN 3 2 IS VEMNT OFER, 7 FI LA L IZTFED
PO EEERIZ 89% Td D, 2002 4B L TWA L T\ 720 P. aeruginosa YWHLD 7 o ¥EIERERE 7 5 2
BEMRICBWT D, 138 A EOREEDOTIRIIIE 2002 4F 58k o szl e R R Ic b L TR & 2 %1b
TR > Twhdhosiz
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RN W 1 O AR UMD 9 2 CEELRFRICH
5o Tz, MBTEMEEOBRZHENOSHE THI L, FEb
REBEANEDRIFTWL 2201218, BERESEERICT T 25
FEMHREEERT L EPLELER D, €2 Thivbiud
1992 4 X ) BRAE RS MR A Z ATV, T OB e it L
T & 720 4, 2004 4E124x1E] 16 3% o & LG A B 2 & 25
ENLMFENES S AR 19 WERE, 1,248 BRiCBIT % B-5
275 2GR E L E L72ESHITE I 2 Btk o A
RERET 5,

L #M# & H&E

1. fERPREE

RAARABUEIC & 2 MIC WERHZIEA 7 R 78R v®
(h S WL 3K) %2 ] L 720 % B, sulfamethoxazole-
trimethoprim (ST) (B & £ 19 :1) (&, trimethoprim
D\ETRIL L 72720, ANV ANAXRILRIUHE
(CBPs) & ERPWARGEIZL ) MICHIEZ# T 72T
OYIW I, IMOBHES %K% H /s CBPs:
doripenem (DRPM, i B 3% H #%),
(MEPM, U. S. Pharmacopeia (USP) ), imipenem
(IPM, USP), panipenem (PAPM, #—=4k), biapenem
(BIPM, 74 R), ZOfh : fosfomycin (FOM, 35 %75
) WM LV BEIDHES 2 S E AN PR % #
WL 7

2. AT

AEO 16 ERBEHRICB VT, L2 oEM RS
2004 41253 BE S NIRRT A B o KW &
Wiz Klitiik & D ZWH 3~10 BT o D55 % %) 72,
B, S5 REREE TR BB IR L7z IUERK
%, Manual of Clinical Microbiology Eighth Edition'? |2
#E U7 CHRFEE L7tk &5 T 19 HiEf, 1,248 t%
FEBITHH L7,

3. DU R AR

MIC X Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute
(CLSD *W otz # U, CLSI D8 e Witk & /5
PUHWMRE LT L, MEnihampis F 72 13 KPR
FRETHME Lz, Thbh, BMMEHTHE LT,
Haemophilus J& LAY O R Rk, PLRFE L L TST B L
FOM » il % LI A+ T, cation % # ¥ L 72 Mueller-
Hinton broth (Difco) (CAMHB) % f#iH L, Haemophilus
JBDOWEZIE, Haemophilus test medium (HTM) % i H
L 7B AR IR T 720 ST OllEI2id, BAbEE
WEF X OBEHEE (BUREAARIE) Y TdH 5 CAMHB
12 75% FiaIME 2 @i L 728 # % Fv 72 FOM O#lE
12 1%, 25 ug/mL @ glucose-6-phosphate % # il L 72
Mueller-Hinton agar (Difco) 3% Zh ZF i L CT%
RIPARA R TIT 5 720

Bk, B, it CLSIHIE Rk IcHE L, B

meropenem

D 7 WHUR SR IE FRBE O PR IE D FLHE 2 ) L 72

4. B-Lactamase #4435k

Nitrocefin % b 3% & 9 % chromogenic #12 & )
1To 723 % b b, nitrocefin 125 ug/mL EWAIFHED
Ju=—%FEL, 30 0B LU—RoOE/lLE H
BTHEL, &5 oh0HE TalIE A, HEHIZE
b L7-Hikk% B-lactamase PEAERRE L 726

5. Extended spectrum B-lactamase (ESBL) A4 iXER

Escherichia coli, Klebsiella J&, Proteus J& ¢ ESBL i A=
PEDF MWD v T CLST DA I #E U T A % 52
fil7ze $%bHHCAZH 5 VIECTXDOVFAHD
MIC %32 ug/mL L E#7R L, #2 CVA 4 ug/mL
BFI 8 15 DL k1o 28 {k L 72 W #k % ESBL B A= #k & )
E L7z,
6. Haemophilus influenzae D <X = 2 ) ¥ #i &5 & HE
(PBP)3 »ZH. & B-lactamase 1% T TdH 5 TEM
DR
A SOOI DE A ¥ 7V R EE TR
A FAEMS ZMMH LT PBP3OER L B-
lactamase /&= T CTd % TEM % PCRZETHIH L,
B-lactamase-negative ampicillin-susceptible H. influen-
zae ( gBLNAS ) ,
resistant H. influenzae ( gBLNAR), B-lactamase-positive
ampicillin-resistant H. influenzae (gBLPAR) 505 %
1To 726

7. Metallo-B-lactamase T& % IMP-1 #&fn T- DR

Pseudomonas aeruginosa 22> C Shiroto 5D )12
& b IMP-1 #{5 7% PCR #: T L 720

. & R

1. AR R

1)  Escherichia coli

E. coli 162 ¥k D 22 PR FEI K5 5 &M 5345 % Table

1IZ/R L7z CEPs THLR /1238 b Wi 2> o 72 PL I 38 1
CFPM, CPR B X U'CZOP T, MICwid 0.125 ug/mL
TdHo72. CEZ, CMZ, SBT/CPZ %K { CEPs & MICy
M 1ug/mL LT & BIFaPiR IR L7z, CBPs THIH
1D DR Do 72 PLH 3E 1 DRPM B X O MEPM T &
D, kO %E 0.063 pg/mL DT CRHIE L TWwiz, &
W BIPM, IPM 8 X O° PAPM % MICw 7% 0.25 ug/mL
DT EROHR I Z/R L7, §XTO CBPs 2BV, 2
pg/mL Pl ko MIC Z/R§ WikkiZ 2 <, HEZMB L O
i PERRIEERD SN dr o 72 ESBL FEAERK & HIE Sz
Bz ask B X 1, 48 & b 12 CBPs, CMZ,
LMOX, FMOX L4t o B-5 7 & 1 %Ki % (BLs) 120t
HTHo7o CAZBLUCTX @ MIC i 2 ug/mL Dk
2L, CVARINZ L > TEMIEL 22 & 95 ESBL
FEMAERR & E S\t ABPC, PIPC, CEZ, CTM,
CMZ, FMOX %2 MIC 32 ug/mL LA E ik % 7= 3 2
MeA S 7z,

B-lactamase-negative ampicillin-



564 H A AL % 8 %% & M SEPT. 2008
Table 1. Susceptibility distribution of 162 clinical isolates of Escherichia coli

Antibacterial MIC ( «g/mL)
agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 >64 50% 90%
ABPC 1 8 68 21 2 2 60 8 > 64
SBT/ABPC 1 2 24 69 13 30 15 8 4 32
PIPC 8 64 26 5 4 1 4 50 4 > 64
CEZ 5 98 24 15 4 3 6 7 2 16
CTM 11 65 51 11 9 4 2 1 1 6 0.25 1
CMZ 45 65 31 11 6 2 1 1 1 4
FMOX 75 62 8 10 3 2 1 1 0.125 0.5
CTRX 108 35 10 3 2 4 | <0.063 0.25
CAZ 9 59 60 19 7 2 1 2 2 1 0.25 0.5
CTX 63 58 25 5 5 1 4 0.125 0.25
CPR 125 26 5 2 4 | <0.063 0.125
CzopP 27 123 4 0.125 0.125
CFPM 128 23 6 1 1 1 2 < 0.063 0.125
SBT/CPZ 21 32 49 17 16 15 6 4 1 1 0.25 2
LMOX 11 88 39 11 10 2 1 0.125 0.5
DRPM 162 < 0.063 < 0.063
MEPM 162 < 0.063 < 0.063
IPM 18 106 33 4 1 0.125 0.25
PAPM 52 86 23 1 0.125 0.25
BIPM 136 20 4 2 < 0.063 0.125
AZT 76 53 17 4 3 2 1 1 2 1 2 0.125 0.25
FOM* 2 49 55 3 10 1 3 6 1 1 4

*agar dilution method.

ABPC: ampicillin, SBT/ABPC: sulbactam/ampicillin, PIPC: piperacillin, CEZ: cefazolin, CTM: cefotiam, CMZ:
cefmetazole, FMOX: flomoxef, CTRX: ceftriaxone, CAZ: ceftazidime, CTX: cefotaxime, CPR: cefpirome,
CZOP: cefozopran, CFPM: cefepime, SBT/CPZ: sulbactam/cefoperazone, LMOX: latamoxef, DRPM: doripe-
nem, MEPM: meropenem, IPM: imipenem, PAPM: panipenem, BIPM: biapenem, AZT: aztreonam, FOM:

fosfomycin.

2)  Klebsiella pneumoniae

K. pneumoniae 82 ¥k ® 19 YU HAZ X 3 2 &2 %k 55 A
% Table 2 1Z/r L7z, PIPC, CEZ, CMZ %< +XT
DOPUH HI1E MICo A% 1 ug/mL LT O BIF 2 PUH 7 % R
L 720 $§12, DRPM B X O MEPM i35\ Z 7R L,
0.063 ug/mL LLF D MICy Td - 7o ESBL AR & H
SESNIZHRIZRRD SN 57225 % < D BLs 12 64
pg/mL %8 2 % & B 2 7R 3R DS 2 BRI S
IS OBIECBPs 12X L TH 2~4 ug/mL ® MIC %
RL72

3)  Kiebsiella oxytoca

K. oxytoca 56 ¥ 19 PUHH 5 % X504 & Ta-
ble 312/~ L7z, PIPC, CEZ, CMZ, SBT/CPZ LA}t ®
PLH T MICowAS 1 ug/mL UL & BIF 2B 2R L
7oo HRITHRWHIE I 2R L72D1E, DRPM, MEPM T,
ERRDFEE % 0063 pg/mL LLF TR L7z, ESBL
PREHE S NZWRIERD S0 722%, % < @ BLs
1264 pg/mL YL EOFEEmMEEZRT 1 EFRD LN, Z
DFRIE CBPs 12 025 pg/mL LLF @ MIC % /8 L& T
Ho7lz,

4)  Proteus mirabilis

P. mirabilis 66 £k ¢ 18 PLH 2 0§ 5 &= M55 4i &
Table 4 12 7% L 720 CEPs T & CAZ, LMOX, FMOX
%%, CBPs TlZ DRPM 3 & U° MEPM 7% MICy T 05 ug/
mL L FOMWIH D EZRL, @FO%EE % 1ug/mL
DLF ORIk L 720 ESBL BEZE#R & FE S Mz WibkiZ 11
i &, CBPs & CAZ, LMOX, FMOX D4t o (3
LALEDBLs 1216 ug/mL Y Lotz R L7z,

5)  Proteus vulgaris

P. vulgaris 65 £k ® 18 BB F X § 2 B2 M54 %
Table 5 1278 L 720 CEPs Tl CAZ % MICw T 0.125 ug/
mL & RVHR N &R L7245, MIC T 64 ug/mL M k%
7R$ ESBL FEAE MR & 458 S 72T PEFRAS 1Rk I &
720 Z Ol CEPs T MICw 2% 0.5 ug/mL PAF & 5\ 4T
f1%RL7z?iE, CFPM, CTX, LMOX, FMOX T
& o720 CBPs Tld MEPM 234512 HLH 2 A L,
MICw T 0125 ug/mL Z/R L, T XTORDOHGHEE 0.25
pg/mL TRIEL TWw /2, kW T DRPM A5\ Hili 1 %
/R L, MICy T 05 ug/mL T - 720 ESBL PEAE R & H)5E
AN LIRS 7228, ZhBAHC S, MIC A8
CPR C4ug/mLLL E, CZOP T16 ug/mL L F % &
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Table 2.  Susceptibility distribution of 82 clinical isolates of Klebsiella pneumoniae
Antibacterial MIC ( u«g/mL)
agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 >64 50% 90%
PIPC 1 4 26 38 7 2 4 8 16
CEZ 4 61 11 2 2 2 2 4
CTM 1 19 39 14 5 2 2 0.25 1
CMZ 23 38 10 6 1 2 2 1 4
FMOX 37 33 7 3 2 0.125 0.25
CTRX 63 12 4 1 2 < 0.063 0.125
CAZ 10 32 29 6 3 1 1 0.125 0.5
CTX 56 15 7 2 2 < 0.063 0.25
CPR 58 15 7 1 1 < 0.063 0.25
CZOoP 18 54 8 2 0.125 0.25
CFPM 58 13 7 1 1 2 < 0.063 0.25
SBT/CPZ 16 43 11 6 3 1 2 0.25 1
LMOX 3 49 18 8 2 2 0.125 0.5
DRPM 79 1 2 <0.063 < 0.063
MEPM 80 2 < 0.063 < 0.063
IPM 2 17 31 23 7 1 1 0.25 1
PAPM 4 23 47 5 1 2 0.25 0.25
BIPM 5 6 19 32 17 3 0.5 1
AZT 63 13 4 1 1 < 0.063 0.125
Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote.
Table 3. Susceptibility distribution of 56 clinical isolates of Klebsiella oxytoca
Antibacterial MIC ( x«g/mL)
agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 >64 50% 90%
PIPC 1 5 11 29 3 2 1 4 8 32
CEZ 13 12 9 5 12 1 4 8 32
CTM 1 20 20 11 1 1 2 0.25 0.5
CMZ 34 14 4 1 2 1 0.5 2
FMOX kb 7 1 1 2 1 < 0.063 0.125
CTRX 36 12 4 2 1 1 < 0.063 0.25
CAZ 19 25 5 1 5 1 0.125 1
CTX 41 8 4 2 1 < 0.063 0.25
CPR 44 5 4 1 1 1 < 0.063 0.25
Czor 19 32 1 2 1 1 0.125 0.125
CFPM 47 5 1 2 1 < 0.063 0.125
SBT/CPZ 5 8 7 20 12 1 1 1 1 1 2
LMOX 2 38 9 4 2 1 0.125 0.5
DRPM 56 <0063 < 0.063
MEPM 56 <0.063 < 0.063
IPM 14 31 8 3 0.25 0.5
PAPM 16 35 5 0.25 0.25
BIPM 4 9 22 17 4 0.25 0.5
AZT 23 16 13 1 1 2 0.125 0.25

Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote.

BLs I2x) U CIEZ DT L7z 4 kAl s iz,

T05ug/mL LV OB HLE I &) L2 HUl 33,

6) Providencia &

Providencia rettgeri 28 ¥k, Providencia stuartii 13 3 X
O Providencia alcalifaciens 1 ¥k 15 PUH 5§ % &2
PE534i % Providencia J& & L C Table 6 (278 L 720 MICa

CEPs Tl3 CFPM, CTRX, CPRB X U*CZOP T V),
CBPs TiZ DRPM 3 & O MEPM T& - 72, CAZ T 64
pg/mL PL ko> MIC % /R i Pk AT 2 MR S 7z,
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Table 4. Susceptibility distribution of 66 clinical isolates of Proteus mirabilis

Antibacterial MIC ( «g/mL)
agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 > 64 50% 90%
PIPC 29 15 6 3 1 12 0.5 > 64
CEZ 26 24 3 1 1 11 8 > 64
CTM 5 36 11 2 1 11 0.25 > 64
FMOX 1 48 14 3 0.25 0.5
CTRX 55 1 1 9 | <£0063 > 64
CAZ 48 8 6 3 1 < 0.063 0.25
CTX 54 1 7 2 1 | £0.063 16
CPR 21 31 2 2 1 8 0125 > 64
CZOop 10 42 3 11 0.25 > 64
CFPM 41 13 1 2 2 3 2 2 | £0.063 16
SBT/CPZ 3 28 8 7 9 1 0.5 4
LMOX 35 25 6 0.125 0.25
DRPM 2 8 41 14 1 0.25 0.5
MEPM 45 19 2 < 0.063 0.125
IPM 1 1 6 42 14 2 2 4
PAPM 1 1 4 30 23 7 1 4
BIPM 1 6 8 34 13 4 2 4
FOM* 5 10 18 4 7 3 19 8 > 64

*agar dilution method. Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote.

Table 5. Susceptibility distribution of 65 clinical isolates of Proteus vulgaris

Antibacterial MIC ( «g/mL)
agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 >64 50% 90%
PIPC 1 12 21 13 5 3 1 1 4 4 1 64
CEZ 1 64 | > 64 > 64
CTM 1 1 63 > 64 > 64
FMOX 17 42 5 1 0.5 0.5
CTRX 32 9 11 2 4 6 1 0.125 2
CAZ 42 22 1 < 0.063 0.125
CTX 24 16 8 11 6 0.125 0.5
CPR 1 12 22 12 5 5 5 1 1 1 0.25 4
CZopr 2 13 21 8 9 7 1 2 2 0.5 4
CFPM 21 30 9 3 2 0.125 0.25
SBT/CPZ 6 29 24 5 1 0.5 1
LMOX 6 47 11 1 0.25 0.5
DRPM 1 14 29 18 3 0.25 0.5
MEPM 41 21 3 < 0.063 0.125
IPM 1 15 32 16 1 2 4
PAPM 3 26 27 8 1 2 4
BIPM 1 4 16 25 19 2 4
FOM* 2 10 14 14 9 16 32 > 64

*agar dilution method. Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote.

7)  Morganella morganii

M. morganii 61 ¥k @ 20 PUR F A5 2 2 W04 &
Table 712 78 L 7z CFPM, CPR, MEPM & X O
LMOX 1% MICy T 0.25 ug/mL DL F O HLH I % 7R L
720 MICw T1lug/mLUTORGFZPH I ZR LD
¥, CTRX,AZT B & ’'DRPM T & - 72, CZOP,
CAZ, CTX ZHIIEZEDOMET (MIC16 ug/mL DL E) L

72 2 RAR I E 7z,

8)  Citrobacter freundii group

C. freundii 57 ¥k 3 X U Citrobacter braakii 5 #& @ 15 HU
WK § % &S5 % C. freundii group & L T Ta-
ble 8 127Kk L7z, CBPs @ DRPM B & U8 MEPM D Hiik
HFICHR <, MICy i3 0063 ug/mL UL FaRL7z, F72
BIPM, CFPM B X U'PAPM OHiR b i <, MICy i
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Table 6. Susceptibility distribution of 42 clinical isolates of Providencia spp.!

Antibacterial MIC ( u«g/mL)
agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 >64 50% 90%
PIPC 3 3 7 5 5 9 3 1 5 1 4 64
FMOX 6 5 16 2 2 3 5 2 1 0.25 4
CTRX 32 3 4 2 1 < 0.063 0.25
CAZ 17 5 12 1 2 1 2 1 1 0.125 2
CPR 25 10 1 1 1 < 0.063 0.25
czor 17 18 3 2 1 1 0.125 0.25
CFPM 31 7 1 2 1 < 0.063 0.125
SBT/CPZ 1 6 7 3 7T 7 4 2 2 16
LMOX 7 14 12 2 1 3 3 0.125 4
DRPM 4 9 21 7 1 0.25 0.5
MEPM 27 13 1 1 < 0.063 0.125
IPM 2 3 19 15 3 1 2
PAPM 3 10 19 9 1 1 2
BIPM 2 6 14 13 7 1 4
FOM? 1 2 2 3 3 31 > 64 > 64

1P. rettgeri, 28 strains, P. stuartii, 13 strains, P. alcalifaciens, 1 strain. *agar dilution method.

Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote.

Table 7. Susceptibility distribution of 61 clinical isolates of Morganella morganii

Antibacterial MIC ( ug/mL)
agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 >o64 50% 90%
PIPC 3 3 10 12 10 3 7 4 9 8 > 64
CEZ 61 > 64 > 64
CTM 1 1 1 58 > 64 > 64
CMZ 1 8 48 3 1 8 8
FMOX 1 1 37 20 1 1 8 16
CTRX 47 2 3 1 2 1 < 0.063 1
CAZ 7 18 13 6 4 3 2 6 1 0.25 16
CTX 18 4 5 6 3 11 4 8 2 0.5 8
CPR 43 9 7 1 1 < 0.063 0.25
czor 9 38 5 5 2 1 1 0.25 2
CFPM 48 7 5 1 < 0.063 0.125
SBT/CPZ 1 8 24 20 7 1 1 4
LMOX 17 39 5 0.25 0.25
DRPM 3 10 30 18 0.5 1
MEPM 4 26 31 0.25 0.25
IPM 1 14 46 4 4
PAPM 2 1 54 4 2 2
BIPM 3 16 38 4 2 2
AZT 41 4 3 4 4 5 < 0.063 1
FOM* 4 57 | >64 > 64

*agar dilution method. Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote.

05~1ug/mL TH- 7o CBPs Z i bofiwigiCidik 3£ CFPM, BIPM B X U° CZOP OHiH S b ik <, MICy
YR ATIANEA ko MIC 73 7Rk L, 802  1205~1ug/mL TdHh > 7z, £ O it ®» CTM, PIPC,

PEDIET L7z BikkA%R2D H 7z, CTRX, CAZ, AZT B XU LMOX &, BEZkomAissas
9)  Enterobacter cloacae Ji <, MIC C 64 ug/mL LA b % /R385 B P ik & e &

E. cloacae 76 %k ® 15 LW E %9~ % A2 55 4ii % Ta- iz,
ble 9 1Z/R L7z, CBPs ® DRPM B & " MEPM OHiE I 10)  Enterobacter aerogenes
1358 <, MICwid 025 pg/mL %7~ L7z, ENLSOPIH E. aerogenes 42 ¥ @ 15 Hi 1A 3

XS B A &
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Table 8. Susceptibility distribution of 62 clinical isolates of Citrobacter freundii group™®
Antibacterial MIC ( «g/mL)
agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 > 64 50% 90%
PIPC 4 26 11 3 4 14 8 > 64
CTM 2 6 6 6 5 10 7 7 13 16 > 64
CTRX 16 19 11 2 2 2 4 4 2 0.25 32
CAZ 12 18 17 3 2 4 6 1 64
CPR 33 13 3 2 1 4 3 2 1 < 0.063 2
CZOop 12 32 5 1 4 3 4 0.125
CFPM 39 8 6 2 1 < 0.063 1
SBT/CPZ 1 6 19 9 4 1 3 7 2 0.5 16
LMOX 4 31 10 3 2 3 3 3 1 2 0.125 4
DRPM 56 4 2 <0063 < 0.063
MEPM 60 2 < 0.063 < 0.063
IPM 2 2 13 27 18 1 2
PAPM 2 7 13 32 7 1 0.5 1
BIPM 15 20 18 9 0.125 0.5
AZT 9 17 17 2 3 1 1 4 4 3 1 0.25 32
*C. freundii, 57 strains, C. braakii, 5 strains. Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote.
Table 9. Susceptibility distribution of 76 clinical isolates of Enterobacter cloacae
Antibacterial MIC ( u«g/mL)
agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 >64 50% 90%
PIPC 1 21 31 7 3 3 3 7 4 64
CTM 1 1 2 11 61 > 64 > 64
CTRX 3 16 26 9 4 3 2 2 5 3 3 0.25 32
CAZ 5 28 16 8 3 1 1 3 3 0.5 64
CPR 20 24 15 5 4 2 3 3 0.125 2
CZop 6 40 13 6 1 3 2 1 0.125 1
CFPM 36 20 5 8§ 3 3 1 0.125 0.5
SBT/CPZ 4 5 9 3 12 1 1 3 7 4 0.5 16
LMOX 1 30 17 8 4 3 1 2 8 1 1 0.25 16
DRPM 29 23 18 6 0.125 0.25
MEPM 40 23 11 1 1 < 0.063 0.25
IPM 1 13 32 27 3 1 2
PAPM 11 32 24 9 0.5 2
BIPM 5 21 27 16 7 0.25 0.5
AZT 25 22 9 3 1 1 2 4 3 5 1 0.125 32

Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote.

Table 10 (278 L 725 CBPs ® MEPM 1 X O DRPM D1t
W35k <, MICwid 0.25~05 pg/mL T 72, CBPs
Z B MO PR HE TRIEZ M5 < %O
MIC %A%~ L, MIC T8 ug/mL DI k& EZEDKT
L 72 HiRATHED BN 7zo 4712, CFPM T 16 ug/mL %R
L7z 1 #ki&, CBPs DAk $XT? BLs ® MIC 258 ug/
mL U ETH o7z,

11) Serratia marcescens

S. marcescens 102 ¥k O 15 P F A X 3 5 &1 5 A
Z Table11iZ 78 L 725 CBPs T I MEPM B K O
DRPM, CEPs Tix CPR B & U° CZOP Ot 13,

MICw T 0.25~05 ug/mL Z/R~ L7z L2 L, TXTOH
WEIZB W T2 ABIEIE {, CBPs <% <D
YU 3E T 32 ug/mL ML L& R ik 230 i & 7z,
DRPM B &£ " MEPM 2 2 pg/mL 2L Lo MIC % 779 &
ZYPEDOET L7z 6 IO WT, CBPs kDL A LD
BLs (24 LT 3ARIZESZ AR T LT 7228, 2 oflio
3HRITEMEZ R L7z

2. Moraxella catarrhalis, Haemophilus )&

1) Moraxella catarrhalis

M. catarrhalis 65 ¥k 10 HURFE K3 2 &S50 1 %
Table 12 (278 L 72, CBPs (& HLR S 2R L, k0%
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Table 10. Susceptibility distribution of 42 clinical isolates of Enterobacter aerogenes
Antibacterial MIC ( ug/mL)
agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 >64 50% 90%
PIPC 3 6 14 5 2 4 3 5 4 > 64
CTM 2 2 2 1 5 30 > 64 > 64
CTRX 10 12 7 1 3 6 2 1 0.125 8
CAZ 8 10 3 1 1 2 3 5 0.5 64
CPR 23 7 1 3 5 1 1 1 < 0.063 1
CZOoP 28 3 5 3 1 1 1 0.125 1
CFPM 29 1 4 3 3 1 1 < 0.063 1
SBT/CPZ 10 11 7 1 2 1 7 1 2 0.25 8
LMOX 9 17 2 3 3 4 2 1 1 0.25 4
DRPM 5 13 16 8 0.25 0.5
MEPM 19 13 9 1 0.125 0.25
IPM 11 30 1 2 2
PAPM 1 8 19 14 1 2
BIPM 1 1 14 19 7 1 2
AZT 14 10 3 1 1 3 1 3 3 2 1 0.125 16
Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote.
Table 11. Susceptibility distribution of 102 clinical isolates of Serratia marcescens
Antibacterial MIC ( ug/mL)
agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 >64 50% 90%
PIPC 5 27 36 8 6 5 5 10 4 64
CTRX 6 24 34 12 9 1 6 1 2 2 2 3 0.25 4
CAZ 43 33 12 4 2 2 2 1 2 0.25 1
CPR 52 23 11 7 1 2 2 1 3 < 0.063 0.5
czor 14 69 10 2 1 2 1 2 1 0.25 0.5
CFPM 48 25 13 4 4 1 7 0.125 1
SBT/CPZ 7 29 34 13 8 4 1 2 4 2 16
LMOX 37 37 12 7 2 3 1 3 0.5 2
DRPM 7 23 58 8 4 2 0.25 0.5
MEPM 69 22 5 3 3 < 0.063 0.25
IPM 3 9 30 49 9 2 2 4
PAPM 12 31 47 7 2 1 2 1 2
BIPM 2 2 17 34 34 9 3 1 1 4
AZT 25 33 22 6 5 3 2 1 2 1 2 0.125 2
FOM* 1 1 4 6 32 3 12 11 32 > 64

*agar dilution method. Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote.

H %0063 ug/mLELF TR IE L 720 &k TCAZ &
FMOX OHiii 1128 {, MICy T 0.25~0.5 pug/mL % 7%
L7z

2)  Haemophilus influenzae

H. influenzae 94 ¥k @ 16 HUR I § 2 B2 M504 %
Table 13 IZ/r L7z, CBPs Tl&, MEPM @ MICw % 0.25
pg/mL EERMEZRL, KW TDRPM b 1ug/mL
& RBP4 MICw % 7R L 720 € Dt BLs Tld, CTRX
BLU CAZ OB I 2EN, MICwid 0.25~05 pg/mL
Tho7ze RWTPIPC, CPR, LMOX AR Z2HiE T
%7K L, MICy T 1 ug/mL T > 720 H. influenzae94 ¥k %

B-lactamase 7 4 & PBP3 % % 7 & gBLNAS 35 #%,

gBLPAR 6 #, gBLNAR 50 £, B X U B-lactamase % &
HEL, BERPBP3 %435 B-lactamase-positive CVA/
amoxicillin-resistant H. influenzae (gBLPACR)3 ¥k 12 45
F &7z, Table 14~16 121%, gBLNAS, gBLPAR +
gBLPACR, gBLNARIZ/HEH L TH R % m L 72

gBLNAS 26 LTl & A EOFEAPEN-PH T %2R
L7z ¥712, PIPC, MEPM, CTRX B X O°CPR i\
PH %R L, MICy T 0.063 ug/mL UL T THo7z0 —
Ji, gBLNAR IZx LT3 XT?D BLs ODHLH AR T §
53 0d, PIPC, CTRX, MEPM, CAZ, CPR, DRPM
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Table 12.

Susceptibility distribution of 65 clinical isolates of Moraxella catarrhalis

Antibacterial

MIC ( xg/mL)

agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 >64 50% 90%
FMOX 10 10 11 31 3 0.5 0.5
CAZ 10 39 10 5 1 0.125 0.25
CPR 2 4 6 8§ 12 28 4 1 2 2
CzZOoP 5 4 4 37 13 2 2 4
CFPM 3 9 23 14 15 1 0.5 2
DRPM 65 < 0.063 < 0.063
MEPM 65 <0063 < 0.063
IPM 65 <0.063 < 0.063
PAPM 65 <0.063 < 0.063
BIPM 65 <0063 < 0.063
Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote.
Table 13. Susceptibility distribution of 94 clinical isolates of Haemophilus influenzae

Antibacterial MIC ( «g/mL)

agents <0.063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 >064 50% 90%
ABPC 8 23 2 14 13 21 5 3 2 3 1 8
SBT/ABPC 9 22 19 14 25 4 1 4
PIPC 68 11 4 1 1 3 2 2 1 1 < 0.063 1
CTM 8 19 8 14 14 3 11 7 4 32
FMOX 1 1 31 6 8 15 18 14 2 16
CTRX 58 12 22 2 < 0.063 0.25
CAZ 18 28 14 30 1 2 1 0.25 0.5
CPR 38 15 8 6 22 4 1 0.125 1
(6740) 8 25 5 8 9 5 3 11 17 3 1 16
CFPM 24 18 12 7 6 23 0.25 2
LMOX 33 4 11 24 18 4 0.25 1
DRPM 15 22 19 14 19 5 0.25

MEPM 47 16 22 6 3 0.125 0.25
IPM 1 3 3 27 36 8 14 2 1 4
PAPM 2 4 1230 19 21 6 0.5 2
BIPM 1 2 6 12 18 13 15 20 7 2 8

Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote.

BIXOLMOX EREFLIMH I EZRL, MICyT1lug/
mLU T T®H o7 PCRIETPBP DE R Z MM L 72
2000 4ELLREIC B B ik — v O 5B LR E AT 5
DOHFENHD & Fig. 11278 L7z, 2000 4 LI gBLNAS
WA LT, gBLNARD G ESEDS AL TBY,
gLow-BLNAR, gBLPACRI B & 0¥ gBLPACRII % )il z.
% &) 60% DOWIRAMT S 22D PBP DR % 21 728k T
bbHIEIIRENT, 72, H.influenzae 94 ¥k %, ABPC
DEZVETHE L2 WHRE PCREIEICE D L7256
DI HREUIC DWW T Fig. 2 1R L7z BB OIS B
% BLPACR i, B-lactamase [T SBT/ABPC @ MIC
M2ug/mLELEE L7z ABPC OEZMIC X 55T
13 47 BAS BLNAS Td - 72%%, PCRIETOHFETIZZ
D) H D13 A gLow-BLNAR & % it gBLNAR T
Ho7l

3)  Haemophilus parainfluenzae

H. parainfluenzae 31 ¥ 7 PUH X 2 /&S k574
% Table 17 1278 L 720 MEPM O HLH 713N, MICy
T 025 ug/mL %/~ L7z, IR\, DRPM, PAPM, IPM
PR ZHNDEZHELTEY, MICoT1lug/mL 2R L
720 ABPCT64ug/mLEL 1 % /8 L 721#% & B-
lactamase AR TH - 720

3. T R UMEIERERE S T LRk

1)  Pseudomonas aeruginosa

P. aeruginosa 90 ¥k %, CAZ & £ (MIC : 16 ug/mL
DIF)77 Bk &, CAZ i (MIC : 32 pg/mL LL 1) 13 #kiZ
SFLT, TNENDOWM % Table 18 3 X U Table 19
2R L 720 CAZ EPERRICH LTI, §NTOHRIEDN I
PERNC AT LCB Y, MICx THIERT % &, TOBA 2 ug/
mL &b ENfEE R L, KT DRPM A4 ug/mL
%N L7z CAZMPERRICEI LTIk, AMK 258 ug/mL
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Table 14. Susceptibility distribution of 34 clinical isolates of /-lactamase-negative ABPC-susceptible

Haemophilus influenzae (SBLNAS)*

Antibacterial

MIC ( ug/mlL)

agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 > 64 50% 90%
ABPC 8 23 2 0.25 0.5
SBT/ABPC 9 22 1 2 0.25 0.5
PIPC 34 <0063 < 0.063
CTM 18 14 2 0.5 1
FMOX 1 26 5 1 1 0.5 1
CTRX 31 3 < 0.063 < 0.063
CAZ 14 14 5 1 0.125 0.25
CPR 32 2 <0.063 < 0.063
CzZopP 7 22 4 1 0.125 0.25
CFPM 20 12 2 < 0.063 0.125
LMOX 28 3 1 1 1 < 0.063 0.25
DRPM 12 19 3 0.125 0.25
MEPM 33 1 <0063 < 0.063
IPM 3 1 21 9 0.5 1
PAPM 1 4 8 19 1 1 0.5 0.5
BIPM 2 5 10 12 5 1 2

*Classified as gBLNAS using PCR. Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote.

b ENT MICw 2 7R L7225, o3 XTOHRE
? MICy (% 64 pg/mL LA b %&IR L7z P. aeruginosa 4= 90
D MIC« T2 ug/mL & d Rz /R L7-01k TOB
T, kT DRPM, AMK %8 MICy T 8 ug/mL %#/R L 7=
%%, TOB Tl 64 ug/mL LL LD MIC % 7R3 A% 9 Btk
&z, CBPs ® MIC 2564 ug/mL YL % 7/Rd 2 ¥k
%1%, metallo-B-lactamase T& % IMP-1 25k 2 7z,
PL P. aeruginosa 3 & TN T 2 ZfDO R4 2 10 ANIK

Table 15. Susceptibility distribution of 9 clinical isolates of /-lactamase-positive
ABPC-resistant Haemophilus influenzae (gBLPAR) and /-lactamase-posi-
tiv clavulanic acid/amoxicillin-resistant H. influenzae (gBLPACR)*

Antibacterial MIC ( u«g/mL)

agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8§ 16 32 64 >64
ABPC 1 3 2 3
SBT/ABPC 2 3 2 2

PIPC 3 2 2 1 1
CTM 5 2 1 1

FMOX 1 5 2

CTRX 7 2

CAZ 2 3 1 3

CPR 5 1 1 2

Czop 1 3 1 1 1 2

CFPM 3 3 1 2

LMOX 5 2 2

DRPM 3 2 1 1 2

MEPM 6 1 2

IPM 1 1 7

PAPM 1 4 4

BIPM 1 1 2 1 2 1 1

*gBLPAR, 6 strains and gBLPACR, 3 strains classified using PCR.
Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote.

T A0S L O EPUE K%, CLSI ® MIC 7L 4
7 R4 Y N EBEITKD Table 20 (2R L7zo MiERs
10% VLT %2R L7-HiH#EIZ, AMK £ TOBOATH D,
ZNZEN22%, 89% %R L7z MOPHIEIZTRT
10% L LM ERs38d S, AZT 12 30% Ll L& &%
Tdh o720 THILL LIS EO W FRIE 8 ¥R (89%) i H i,
Z09 B0 1HIZ 10 Hl$ XTI % R L7z, IPM,

TOB & %\ & AMK # X Of CPFX (Zif ¥4 @ Multi Drug
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Table 16.
mophilus influenzae (BLNAR)*

Susceptibility distribution of 51 clinical isolates of f-lactamase-negative ABPC-resistant Hae-

Antibacterial MIC ( «g/mL)
agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 >64 50% 90%
ABPC 13 13 21 4 2 4
SBT/ABPC 15 11 23 2 2 4
PIPC 34 11 4 1 1 < 0.063 0.25
CTM 4 13 14 3 10 7 8 64
FMOX 7 14 16 14 8 16
CTRX 20 9 20 2 0.125 0.25
CAZ 2 11 8 26 1 2 1 0.5 0.5
CPR 1 12 7 6 20 4 1 0.5 1
czor 6 9 4 3 11 15 3 8 16
CFPM 1 3 10 6 6 21 4 1 2
LMOX 1 10 22 15 3 0.5 1
DRPM 1 15 13 17 5 0.5
MEPM 8 14 20 6 3 0.25 0.5
IPM 2 4 20 8 14 2 1 4
PAPM 4 7 14 20 6 2 4
BIPM 5 6 14 19 7 8 16
*Classified as gLow-BLNAR + gBLNAR using PCR. Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote.
(%)
100 [J gBLNAS
%0 | [ gBLPAR
Low-BLNAR
s | 35.1 Be
2.0 48.0 @ gBLPACRI
70 W BLPACRTI
%)
Ep 60 Il gBLNAR
g
3 14.4
% 50
~
40
30
20
10
0
2000 2002 2004
Year
Fig. 1. Classified using PCR in clinical strains of Haemophilus influenzae isolated in 2000, 2002, and

2004.

Resistant Pseudomonas (MDRP) & FJWF S 2 Wikkid 2
HRORTH - 726

2)  Burkholderia cepacia

B. cepacia 25 ¥k 10 HUR FE X3 % &2 554 & Ta-
ble 21 1278 L 720 ST B & U8 MEPM 75 MICy C 4 ug/mL
%7K L, IR\ T DRPM % MICy T 8 ug/mL %7~ L, ik
Y B 2 IR & 7R L 720

3)  Stenotrophomonas maltophilia

S. maltophilia 47 ¥ 6 BLH FE X § 2 B2 M54 2
Table 22 12/R L 720 HUFRHW ) 2" L 729w 3 1d

MINO DA T, MICwld 1 ug/mL %R L7z

4)  Acinetobacter J&

Acinetobacter baumannii 29 ¥, Acinetobacter genospe-
cies(3)5 ¥k, Acinetobacter lwoffii 1 3 X U Acinetobacter
junii 1 ¥k 15 PURFE K § 5 /&S 5045 & Acinetobac-
ter & LCE & ® Table23 IZ/R L 720 IPM, BIPM,
PAPM, MINO B X O DRPM Dt Wi /71358 <, MICq
TO05ug/mL U F %R L7z, MEPM b RAIFZ2HIH T %
AL, MICw T 1 ug/mL T - 72, CBPs IZEZEDKT
L7221 R b7z,
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Classified by susceptibility to ABPC Classified using PCR
BLPACR BLPACRI BLPACR I
BLPAR 3% BLPAR 0% 3%
6% 6%
Fig. 2. Classification by susceptibility to ampicillin or PCR results of 94 strains of
Haemophilus influenzae.
Table 17. Susceptibility distribution of 31 clinical isolates of Haemophilus parainfluenzae
Antibacterial MIC ( ug/mL)
agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 >64 50% 90%
ABPC 1 13 8 2 5 1 1 0.5 2
CAZ 8 2 3 2 1 6 7 1 1 2 8
DRPM 5 16 4 1 4 1 0.125 1
MEPM 25 4 2 < 0.063 0.25
IPM 2 1 8 15 4 1 0.5 1
PAPM 2 3 9 12 4 1 0.5 1
BIPM 3 1 2 9 10 2 2 1 1 1 4

Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote.

n. == 2

bivb i, 1992 4:~2002 FEORREFETHEM L TS 728
F6MoOFAEICT XX, 2004 I E O 16 ERFEHGER%
THEMEERRM R 2 5 58 S N F 57 7 A BMR 19
WHR, 1,248 BRIZDOWT, KHEPLEHE D MIC € % 17
VW, BHEHIREICB T 2R OBURREL T 720 &
FORERE#EF 6 MO0 & D MG 217 -
AR, BAEMRESHE LS, Wb mE IS
HI2SHR BN, SHRIEBVLELEZEZ 5NLHINIONT,
s & DK EZ EDTUTITR L7,

1 M B, H. influenzae \231} % BLNAR O#IITH
%, BLNAR OB IZOWTIE, bbb ABPC
W39 % Mo Bk Tld 1992 48 3.3%, 1994 4 3.5%,
1996 4 15.6%, 1998 4 24.4%, 2000 4 37.0%, 2002 4
30.0%, 2004 41 40.0% &, 1996 4FELAREZBIC LA L T
B, 2000 FLLEIE 30% DL L2 R LT 7z, 2000 4F
DIBED R RIZ DT PCRIEIC & ) % Wk PBP3 D%
REPX, EHLORENEDEHHE AT MR E
Figl IZ/R L7z PBP3 AR Z A T % WD/ #ERIX
2000 4F- 43.0%, 2002 4 50.0%, 2004 41 58.7% (Z:E L T

B, FFIZ gBLNAR O4EESHEE DS 2000 4 12.0%, 2002
4 31.0%, 2004 4 412% & 2B L T/, ABPC
T2 ERZETHELAGAEO PCRIBICE D SH L
72 %6 OWBHRBUI OV T Fig. 2 1R L7245, ABPC (Zxt
T 5% TBLNAS & B S 5 AT Bk, 13 bk 28
PCR #:Ci% gLow-BLNAR & %\ |2 gBLNAR & % %
1, ABPC I3 % 521 T BLNAS &8 S0
K 28% DIRIZ PBP3 DERDAE L TWAEZ EAIRE N,
PBP OZEROEE 2 Z TR T VWIIHIE CTHBEEZIT- T
WAGEIIIHRICESE T 25 A0 H DT vk
B S N7z Mo HARDERKR DB T O T, 1
5% 2004 443 #E @ H. influenzae 1,051 # T BLNAR (%
400% EFERLTBY, %S VIEHET < 2004 4455 #Erk
T 78 ¥kH1 30.8% %S BLNAR T3 1, 2002 4, 2003 4£ X
D bHFPWP L7 R RT WS, Hotomi 513 1999
5 2003 SED HAD /N 5 558 S L7z H. influen-
zae 644 BE D 43.3% A3 BLNAR TdH o 7z L iR RT W 5,

Jansen 5*® 3 — 1 v /32 BT 5 BLNAR O 4Bk 41
1%, 1997 ~1998 428 8.8%, 2002~2003 4E7% 9.6 %, 2004~
2005 A5 88% & EAMHINICDH 5 DI Tk was, FA
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Table 18. Susceptibility distribution of 77 clinical isolates of CAZ-susceptible Pseudomonas aeruginosa'

Antibacterial MIC ( «g/mL)

agents <0.063 0.125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 >64 50% 80% 90%

PIPC 1 2 7 39 6 12 4 6 8 32 64

CAZ 12 39 11 12 3 2 4 8

CPR 1 3 20 19 20 9 2 3 8 16 32

CZOop 1 14 23 22 11 4 1 1 4 8 8

CFPM 1 6 30 19 16 3 2 4 8 8

CFS 1 22 28 11 12 2 1 4 8 16

SBT/CPZ 1 16 36 7 13 3 1 8 32 32

DRPM 5 13 13 12 13 6 9 6 0.5 2 4

MEPM 5 14 16 12 4 10 6 5 1 0.5 8

IPM 2 12 34 5 9 3 12 1 4 16

PAPM 2 6 14 11 26 15 3 8 16 16

BIPM 1 20 25 9 6 2 9 5 0.5 4 8

AZT 1 1 1 12 36 9 13 2 2 8 32 32

CPFX 2 12 28 10 8 2 3 4 2 2 2 2 0.25 2 16

TOB 1 3 26 36 4 3 4 1 1 2

AMK 2 5 32 26 5 3 3 1 2 4 8

MINO 1 1 6 23 18 28 64 >64 > 64
FOM? 3 6 17 51 > 64 >64 > 64

ICAZ MIC < 16 ug/mL. 2agar dilution method. Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote. CFS: cefsulodin, CPFX: ci-
profloxacin, TOB: tobramycin, AMK: amikacin, MINO: minocycline.

Table 19. Susceptibility distribution of 13 clinical isolates of CAZ-resistant Pseudomonas aeruginosa'

Antibacterial MIC ( #«g/mL)

agents <0.063 0.125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 >64| 50% 80% 90%
PIPC 1 12 >64 >64 >64
CAZ 6 4 3 64 >64 > 64
CPR 1 3 9 >64 >64 >064
Czopr 1 1 4 2 5 64 >64 > 64
CFPM 1 6 3 1 2 16 64 > 64
CFS 1 6 3 3 32 >64 >64
SBT/CPZ 1 2 7 3 64 >64 > 64
DRPM 1 1 1 2 3 3 2 8 16 > 64
MEPM 1 1 1 2 4 2 2 16 32 > 64
IPM 1 2 1 1 3 2 1 1 1 8 32 64
PAPM 2 2 5 2 2 16 32 > 64
BIPM 1 2 1 1 1 2 2 1 2 8 32 > 64
AZT 1 1 4 2 5 64 >64 > 64
CPFX 1 1 2 3 1 2 2 1 1 64 64
TOB 4 4 3 1 1 1 2 64
AMK 3 6 3 1 4 8 8
MINO 1 2 1 9 >64 >64 >064
FOM? 1 1 2 9 >64 >64 >064

ICAZ MIC > 32 ug/mL. *agar dilution method. Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote. CFS: cefsulodin, CPFX:
ciprofloxacin, TOB: tobramycin, AMK: amikacin, MINO: minocycline.

Y, K=V F, AXA,

bNM7ze F7z2, B X o THEHEIIRE S EDSD D,

PVITIRFEET LIRS
LTHY, BLNAR O HEHE I LAMENICH 5 L E X

2004~20054ETIET TV A, T FH0% THHDIC
I LARAL V1% 339% TH o 72 BLNAR D5 HESHE X,

HATIZbivbh ol % &8 d 2 0%
<, WEHHT DI L o TRBIMENZRLTBY, 4
HBOBNITIEEISVE L E 2 b7z, Hasegawa 5D
5% Tld H. influenzae ® PBP3 @ ftsl DZEFRIZ X - T
HREZMESR R 2WELTBY, bbbk
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Table 20. Resistance of Pseudomonas aeruginosa to 10 antipseudomonal agents

No. of resistant strains
Antipseudomonal agents | PIPC CAZ SBT/CPZ CFS CPR IPM AZT TOB AMK CPFX
Breakpoint MIC («g/mL) | > 64 > 32 > 64 >32 >32 >16 >32 >16 >64 >4 |Total (%)
0 43 478
1 1 3 4 7 2 17 189
2 2 2 2 3 1 4 6 6.7
< QJ.D .
S g 3 1 2 1 2 1 2 3 33
P E 4 3 1 2 3 4 2 2 3 5 5.6
'??) 5 5 4 2 1 2 5 1 4 2 1 3 5 5.6
e S SR o
g Z 6 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 33
z z 7 6 5 6 6 6 5 1 4 6 6.7
£ “ 8 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L1
= 9 0.0
10 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 11
Total 18 13 14 15 26 17 28 220 90  100.0
(%) 200 144 15.6 167 289 189 3L1 89 22 222

PIPC: piperacillin, CAZ: ceftazidime, SBT/CPZ: sulbactam/cefoperazone, CFS: cefsulodin, CPR: cefpirome, IPM: imipe-
nem, AZT: aztreonam, TOB: tobramycin, AMK: amikacin, CPFX: ciprofloxacin

Table 21. Susceptibility distribution of 25 clinical isolates of Burkholderia cepacia

Antibacterial MIC ( ug/mL)

agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 >64|50% 90%
PIPC 1 1 2 7 9 2 2 1 16 64
CAZ 2 9 9 1 4 4 16
CFPM 1 4 4 6 7 3 32 > 64
DRPM 1 1 10 11 1 1 8 8
MEPM 1 1 7 14 1 1 4 4
IPM 1 4 7 12 1 16 16
PAPM 1 1 7 12 4 32 64
BIPM 1 1 3 7 10 3 8 16
MINO 1 1 9 3 5 4 1 1 4 16
ST 1 1 2 9 8 3 1 1 4

Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote. MINO: minocycline.

Table 22. Susceptibility distribution of 47 clinical isolates of Stenotrophomonas maltophilia

Antibacterial MIC ( ug/mL)

agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 >64| 50% 90%
CAZ 1 7 5 1 4 7 16 6 32 > 64
CFPM 2 1 9 7 25 3 64 64
SBT/CPZ 2 5 11 12 10 7 32 > 64
LMOX 1 6 20 9 6 4 1 4 32
MINO 6 25 8 5 2 1 0.25 1
ST 1 7 14 13 4 1 2 5% 1 > 32

*MIC >32 ug/mL. Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote. MINO: minocycline.

IR 538 H. influenzae @ PBP3 O fisl &h55 D225 % G,
HHNEZ VL EROBBIIOVTRE LTV FETH
5o

2 BE, ESBL O HEIRILTH 5, 2004 4F D ESBL
PRAROIIERIL, E. coli T 25%, Klebsiella J& 7> 5 13
i N, P.omirabilis T 16.7%, P.ovulgaris T15% T

B o720 EEHER TIL, E. coli, Klebsiella J& CTIEEBNL 7
o 7275, P. mirabilis 7> & 0 ESBL D4 B EEAMERE &
EWZERLTEDY, 1998 4FD 2.2%, 2000 4ED 6.5%, 2002
FEDT5%, 2004 F1X 16.7% 127 o Tz, N & 3By
{2 P. vulgaris 1% 1998 4E @ 18.6% 7 & 2004 4 D 1.5% ~
LA LTz HARDMOEE T, FEA L™ DR &
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Table 23. Susceptibility distribution of 36 clinical isolates of Acinetobacter spp.*

Antibacterial

MIC ( ug/mL)

agents <0063 0125 025 05 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 >64| 50% 90%
PIPC 7 9 12 4 4 32 > 64
CAZ 3 15 14 2 1 1 4 16
CPR 6 10 9 5 3 1 2 4 16
Cczopr 1 5 14 7 5 2 2 1 8
CFPM 3 5 13 10 2 1 1 1 4 16
SBT/CPZ 3 15 11 5 1 1 1 4
DRPM 4 21 8 2 1 0.25 0.5
MEPM 2 11 17 4 1 1 0.5 1
IPM 3 26 4 2 1 0.125 0.25
PAPM 3 22 8 1 1 1 0.125 0.25
BIPM 1 18 14 1 1 1 0.125 0.25
AZT 1 3 3 10 14 5 64 > 64
TOB 12 19 4 1 1 2
AMK 1 8 21 5 1 2 4
MINO 8 4 18 4 2 0.25 0.5

* A. baumannii, 29 strains, A. genospesies 3, 5 strains, A. lwoffii, 1 strain, and A. junii, 1 strain.

Abbreviations: See Table 1 footnote. TOB: tobramycin, AMK: amikacin, MINO: minocycline.

FHOMEITBIT 2 EAEZEOR RIS W § 5 &
1995 4E 2 & 2004 £ ¥ TE. coli T b Klebsiella J& T b
ESBL FEAEMRDGHEDS EH L TW A EINIZA SN T
Vy, Ishii 5 O TUE 2004 4E O Fi R 55 8 4% C E. coli
Tl 45%, Kiebsiella J& Tlix 49% 25 ESBL AR TH o
72 LTWwh, IS0 2004 4 [ R 45 8k O kS T
(&, E.coli T33%. K pneumoniae T 2.2%, P. mirabilis
T106% 2SESBL EAMTH 722 LTBY, bivbh
L [ A£Z P. mirabilis T® ESBL REEMD S { EE % B
THEME LTS, —F, /oG TIE, Hsueh
570 2004 £ DT TV T B IR A S ORI 73 BEFR
DIEAETIE, E. coli D 194% #% ESBL EAEMKTH - 72725,
7T HIXNHE S & 267% OREADSESBL FEAEMTH -
2L Twad, ZOT7YVTHIKEPEEBERTHY), 2
NS DI TIZESBL O BEHEN W AR SN
72o Rhomberg 5*12 X % K [ET® ESBL & Ak D 558
S, E. coli T 2000 412 2.6%, 2004 412 3.8%, 2005
SEIZT73% TH Y, Kiebsiella J& T 2000 412 6.9%, 2004
12 6.2%, 2005 412 153% ~& EHLTwiz, LAL,
P. mirabilis 7T 1% 2000 4F 2% 2.3%, 2004 4 %% 1.3%, 2005
FEIZ0% LWALTEY, bhbhoBEE X8 % 54
BTH 72 Goossens ST IEKEE I —1 v /89D ESBL
DS EESEE D 1997 4£70 5 2004 4RI 0T TORELL %
HELTWwE, ZNUCX B L, 33— v /3Tl Klebsiella
J& & E. coli THHEBBED LA LTHBY, P.mirabilis Tl
AL L T o 720 Fedler 521 2004 4E4LK, 557~
TAVA, G0y LSz mHKRICH TS
ESBL AR Z IS LCB Y, E. coli T44%, Kiebsiella
spp. T 21.2%, P. mirabilis T41% T&H - 720 Moet 5%
ERICCALKR, 970720 H, 3=y 3<p5s50Hs

72 E. coli & Klebsiella spp. (X3 % ESBL pEA KR 43
BESEEDHEAE IS LR L TB D, 2004 4£1213 E. coli TR
128%, 77 XAV H 244%, I—1vs¥195% T
&), Klebsiellaspp. Tl KE163%, 7T AU H
622%, 3 —1 v 73240% TdH o 72 MOE DRI % % 2
% &, HARIZBIT S ESBL FEAEMKD BB DWW TE
ERCHAEZMB L T 2 EPREEER HNT,
3R B, P.aeruginosa D PEAL DO ETDH 5, P.
aeruginosa TI&, BIAE & [FARIZIH AR O 73 BESEE DS <
8ug/mLLLTF & MICw% 7R L 72 HT 18 3£ 13 BLs T &
DRPM O AT, A Tid TOB, AMK 123 &% h -
7z Traczewski 5% P. aeruginosa \Z%F 3 % DRPM @
PR IA & <, IPM 4@ 16 Bk 9 #: T DRPM @ MIC
MHapug/mLUTTHAHI L 2BRTWE, CAZ EIEE
E R U TS M0 & REiR L 7228, CAZ b4
FRISH L TN TORRHEDOPR I 255\ Z & ARl
ERBR SNz CAZ iRk (MIC : 25 pg/mL D L)@
SrEESREE L, 1992 4EA%23%, 1994 4FA%18%, 1996 443
24%, 1998 4EA%26%, 2000 A% 13%, 2002 4E25 17 %,
2004 413 144% TH 1, R 20% Wit TH Y, LA
X 51 Tw R\, Rhomberg 5 D5 TH CAZ
i PR 0> 5 4R BE oD FE AR 22 AR, 1999 4FE~2004 4F T
97%~134% %R, EAEIIZED SN TV, P.
aeruginosa \2 33\ % IPM I VERK D 73 BESHEEIZ B L T3,
1992 4E7% 8.7%, 1994 4E7% 22.1%, 1996 425 25.0%, 1998
E2515.9%, 2000 455 24.8%, 2002 1% 344% &, 2002
ETEHWITHRERTH DB L TW228, 2004 413 189%
EWA L7zo P. aeruginosa \Z351F % IPM i PRk O 55 B 41
JEIZOWTIE, JRERIEAGEDBER IC D W T ORELEILZ
Wl L72REAR PO R TIE, 1995 4 ~2004 45 F TD
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IPM Wi Pk o 25 BESH EE 12 7.9% ~25.8% T & 5 DSIEFEZ
ek & ML EmIZED SNTh v, =R 520
i TR SRR D TPM @ MICs 3B & UF MICw 1 1
pg/mL, 32ug/mL, JREAFRHETIIZENFN 2 ug/mL,
32 ug/mL TdHh - 720 72, 4 266 ¥k 5 7 ¥k % Ak
OGS NTEY, IhookIEEA EDIERIH
L Tt TdH o 720 Gomi & D™ TIZ, 1993 4E, 1997
4, 1999~2000 45, 2005~ 2006 4555 #ERR > IPM ¢ MICs
E1~2ug/mLCTIELALEEL TR VDITHL,
MICw TiZZhZMh4, 8 8 16ug/mL & EHLTW
b EMRENT, —T, WHOIRMIL, Patzer %3”0)
R—3F ¥ FTD 1993 4EH 5 2002 4E 55 B D 10 4E 12

72 B AR O i T IPM & #R 0 55 8 A8 95.7% 2> r:)

81.7% 1294 L MICy b 2 ug/mL 2* 5 16 pg/mL IZ
HALTEY, HHTAEREZEZ BTV, LV)‘L

[{ T < Patzer 5¥® ICU 2 & O 4Bk O B T id 2001
4E & 2005 45 iR 55 BERR O IPM @ MICy i 16 pg/mL 7>
58 ug/mLIZIHPLTWBICH 2 hb 5, MEPM X
8ug/mL 75 32ug/mLIC ERLEREZHEL TV
5. 2L, IPM & MEPM @3 1% 2001 412 38.1%,
476% TdH > 72D H3 2005 4 121L 76% & 84% 12 LA L
T\7z, Pfaller 5 OdbK T 1998 4E7° 5 2004 4E 53 BEAR
» IPM @ MICyiE>8 ug/mL T&H v, Ttttk b 231%
HFHELTWZ E2HE L TWwb, Turner DL Tid
X, g7y 7 204, ka—wys3, mI—0vs,
I —avy 3o IPM B L MEPM @ MIC #fizR L
TW575, MICyid IPM 758, =64, 32, 32, =64pug/
mL, MEPM %8, >64, 16, 16, >64ug/mL T & -
720 TN OWHEROFHERIIZ OV TIZbhvbh o)k
FMERECRBEDLLBZVEMTH o 72, P. uemgmosa )
y%’]ﬁﬁﬁ%’t@?%ﬁ’( 7 R L DT RR O 53 BESREE 1
T, 200441290 #k P 88k (89%) TH 1, 2002

$0) 144% X VWAL TBY, 2 R3dEAKLD 8
FRH 6 BRAT7 FIIHE &, 2002 4E 0> 13 kv 8 #kAT 9 #I LA

R LT EZ R LR E BT 2L LTw
720 L L, SHBORMICOVTIEEEL RSP L LD
H5
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metallo-B-lactamase @ 73 BRI % &5 BEIZ 2 5 T
HHHIEEZLN, INOORMROSHEORNITEEZ
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LNb, 5he DIEABZMWY—RAL TV A% ML T
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We determined MICs of antibacterial agents against 1,248 clinical strains of aerobic Gram-negative bacte-
ria (19 genus or species) isolated at 16 Japanese facilities in 2004. MICs were determined using mostly broth
microdilution method and antibacterial activity was assessed. Antibacterial susceptibility of Enterobacteri-
aceae to most -lactams was comparable to that described in our previous report on isolates in 2002. Strains
producing extended-spectrum f-lactamases(ESBL) accounted for 2.5% of Escherichia coli, 0% of Klebsiella spp.,
and 9.2% of Proteus spp. Notably, 16.7% of Proteus mirabilis was found to produce ESBL. Most antibacterial
agents showed good activity against Moraxella catarrhalis. Among Haemophilus influenzae, 9.3% produced -
lactamase and 57.7% were B-lactamase-negative ampicillin-resistant strains when classified by penicillin-
binding protein 3 mutation. Although few antibacterial agents against Pseudomonas aeruginosa have potent ac-
tivity, only three agents-tobramycin, doripenem, and amikacin-showed an MICs« of <8 pg/mL. Of all P.
aeruginosa strains, 8.9% were resistant to seven or more agents of ten antipseudomonal agents, a decrease
compared to results reported in 2002. Against other glucose-non-fermentative Gram-negative bacteria, the
activity of most antibacterial agents was similar to that in 2002.



