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1999~2001 4F |2 H A THEJfi S 17 telithromycin (TEL) O TMHE L ETHEIRRBRICB W T
53 & M7z Streptococcus  pneumoniae 103 ¥ & U° Haemophilus influenzae 174 ¥ ® TEL, ery-
thromycin A (EM) , clarithromycin (CAM), azithromycin (AZM), clindamycin (CLDM), cefdinir
(CFDN), levofloxacin (LVFX) B & 0" penicillin G (PCG) % 7213 ampicillin (ABPC) 23 % J&
ZWEHE L7 S. pneumoniae \[Z2WTIX, ermAM, mefA/E T EETOAMIZ X ) 58 L TEF
filiL7zc S. pneumoniae ® CAM, AZM, CLDM fiiEimL <By, ThdOHEIED MICs £
neh, 1999 47 HEMRTIX 0.5, 0.5, 0.03 ug/mL, 2000 4E53 @R TIX 32, >16, 32ug/mL, 2001
F5rEER TlE >64, >16, 32 ug/mL Th o> 72, —77, 3EMOSTHEMRIZH LT TEL %, ermAM , mefA/
E B EF OB IR Z MW EZ R L, €0 MIC #iFHIX 3B TIZEAEELL oo
72 (0.015~0.25 ug/mL) . H. influenzae ® ABPC IHEIZ3M L CTH Y, ABPC ® MICy I&, 1999 4F
SHERRTIE 1 ug/mL, 2000 B X O 2001 4584 TlE 8 ug/mL Tdh - 72 TEL D H. influenzae (2K}
T HPURMIETEE AZM L IZIEFSETH ), CAM X D i o 720 1999~2001 4 D H A T O iR FKER
DI TEL 14 S. pneumoniae % 7213 H. influenzae WIZHIR L 2 h o 72,
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T ARRY7UTA FREGOGHAWRICHMEEZ R
S. pneumoniae B & U H. influenzae OIEHAHFAIZ IR
EFREZMEE R o TWAE™, HRIZBWT D,
S. pneumoniace D FH\W~ 7 0 7 4 FiifE3, B-lactamase
3k PE £ ampicillin (ABPC) Tif 7% H. influenzae (BLNAR)
BEte p~7 7 ¥ A H. influenzae O 285 T
(A

Telithromycin (TEL) %, erythromycin A (EM) At
FREE A LR L CTERSNIFHBOVAENETH 5,
TEL2S -5 7 % 2~ 27 a5 4 FRPUEWE IS EE RS
S. pneumoniae X° H. influenzae \ZxF L T in vitro B L Win
vivo IZBVTHWHIHIEEZRT I L, £ DOWEHI
I shTnsd,

TEL O T AHE X OV I AHERR R ER AT H AR BT 1999
~2001 FICEME S N7 £ ORKERIE, TEL A5 H IR
FRYGEBEDOBEFIIBNT, RN THHRIEETH 5
ZERRLTWV A,

Zelnl, ERRAER T EE X 7 EM it S. pneumoniae %
fid M AR T8 L, ABPCIitYE H.  influenzae % f—
lactamase #EA F 72 1ZFEREAIC L D 3L 720 TS D

(LVFX) ¥ X U penicillin G (PCG) F 721% ABPC |2 X3
BIEZMERMRE Lze N T, 3AEMICHIRSBE S 2Tk
DK OMRZE L7,

I. M8 & A&
1. AR
TELIEZ 7RV T4 AT 7=~ bft5 832 0%
L7z MRERE RIS 70— 7L — A
PUREE LA L 72,
2. fEHRH%K

1999~2001 2 FE i S N7z TEL O T B X 05
A ERIR BRI B Cor B € 7z S, pneumoniae
103 ¥, H. influenzae 174 ¥k %\ 720 T 6 D45 Hk
HRIGREH F T—70C BUF CRAFE S 7z,

3. PiWEEZMNE (MIC M)

NCCLS #4 F 74 YZHEL, M RammEc L
MIC % #llE L72" S. pneumoniae (2% LCl, 2% v
< ¥ Il ¥ N cation—adjusted Muller—Hinton broth
(CAMHB) #%, H. influenzae \Z%} L Tid hemin, f-—
NAD b & O'BEEE = 3 2l CAMHB % flv 72, Hflin=
1% 5x10* CFU/well & L, 35T T 20~24 RH 3 L720

RN R 1-3-2
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MIC IZ W DFEH & 584 (PN 3 % fie/h OHUR 3 BE &
L7

4. p-lactamase i PEDHE

H. influenzae ® f-lactamase iiftEid=trat 7 1 ~
BCX Mg L2,

5. DNA OHiERB L N ermAM B XU mefA/E #1zx
SR T

77 UEXRTF ¥ —XIZL D S. pneumoniae B % 1
WL7f%, 7x/—0/7aakxlAsliZX) DNA % H
WM L7 ermAM B X UF mefA/E &15T O FH 13 PCR
FIZE DB L 72%" ermAM @ primer & LT, 5—
TCAACCAAATAATAAAACAA-3' B X UV 5'-AATCC-
TTCTTCAACAATCAG-3" %, mefA/E @ primer & L
T, 5'—~AGTATCATTAATCACTAGTGC-3" B & I’ 5'—
TTCTTCTGGTACTAAAAGTGG-3" % H\» 72, 0.5 uM
primer set, 0.625 units Taq DNA polymerase 3 & O
0.2 mMdNTP & i (dATP, dCTP, dTTP, dGTP) %
Gt U 25 uL # ML 720 UL, 1 st denaturing
(93'C4 53) 47 » 7214, extension(72C1 %), denaturing
(93C30 %), annealing (54C14) ¥ A 7 )V % 35 [0
7wy, Hf& IR extension (72°C743) %475 72c PCR
FEMNZT 0 — 27 VEBRIKENZ X ) 2EEL 72,

II. i R

1. S. pneumoniae OPLIHFEIEZ

1999~2001 £ ICH A TITb 7= TEL D I B &
O MAHERR ABRIZ B W Tl S 7 S. pneumoniae

@ EM iyt B X O #A= T D534 % Table 11278 L
72

HAED S. pneumoniae 5 HEME D EUZITAHIEIZ D 5 73,
EM iif £ (EM ® MIC %% 0.5 ug/mL L |) 1% 60.0% %
5 81.6% IR 4 BN B EIMICdH - 720 2000 45 &
Y2001 4125 B S 72 S. pneumoniae D F N ZF M,
57.1 B L U 58.4% 13 ermAM BIZT % RA L Tz,
—H, mefA/E BIZTHRAEMITZ IS B LUV 25.0% TH
2720 EM it S. pneumoniae ® 9 %, ermAM & mefA
/E OWFOBIZT2HT A28, WHOBERT &
bIRA L TWRWwkD 2 Bl 57z,

INHOITH LT, TEL IZEWILHEEEEZ/RL, 3
E 1 TZ D MICx (0.03~0.06 ug/mL) 1213 & A L%

Table 1. Susceptibility of Streptococcus pneumoniae isolated
between 1999 and 2001 to erythromycin A and distri-
bution of ermAM and mefA/E genes among them

Number (%) ofisolates
Isolates isolated year
1999 2000 2001

Erythromycin A—susceptible 4 (40.0) 6 (28.6) 14 (19.4)
Erythromycin A-resistant

ermAM — /mefA/E — 1(0.00 1(4.8 0
ermAM + /mefA/E — 0 12 (57.1) 40 (55.6)
ermAM — /mefA/E + 5 (50.0) 2 (9.5 16 (22.2)
ermAM + /mefA/E + 0 0 2 (2.8
Total 10 21 72

Table 2. Antimicrobial activity against Streptococcus pneumoniae isolated in 1999, 2000 or 2001
MIC (pg/mL)
Test strains No. of strains Drug
range MICs, MICso

Isolates in 1999 10 telithromycin 0.015 - 0.25 0.03 0.06
erythromycin A 0.06 — 8 2 4
clarithromycin 0.03 — 4 0.5 2
azithromycin 0.12 — 16 0.5 4
clindamycin 0.015 — 0.25 0.03 0.06
cefdinir 0.06 — 4 0.5 4
levofloxacin 0.5-1 1 1
penicillin G 0.015 - 2 0.12 1

Isolates in 2000 21 telithromycin 0.015 - 0.25 0.03 0.06
erythromycin A 0.03 — >64 >64 >64
clarithromycin 0.015 — >64 32 >64
azithromycin 0.06 — >16 >16 >16
clindamycin 0.015 — >64 32 >64
cefdinir 0.03 — 16 0.5
levofloxacin 0.5-2 1 1
penicillin G 0.008 - 4 0.12 1

Isolates in 2001 72 telithromycin 0.015 - 0.25 0.06 0.25
erythromycin A 0.03 — >64 >64 >64
clarithromycin 0.015 — >64 >64 >64
azithromycin 0.03 — >16 >16 >16
clindamycin 0.015 — >64 32 >64
cefdinir 0.06 — 8 0.25
levofloxacin 0.5-2 1 1
penicillin G 0.008 — 2 0.06 1




VOL.51 S-1 W PR BN 2 BRI 3 & US4 >~ 7 V@ v ¥R o TEL &2 73
Table 3. Relationship between the macrolide-resistant gene in Streptococcus pneumoniae and antimicrobial activity

MIC (ug/mL)

A No. of
Test strains . Drug
strains range MICs, MICso
S. pneumoniae 26 telithromycin 0.015 — 0.03 0.03 0.03
ermAM — /mefA/E — erythromycin A 0.03 -2 0.06 0.12
clarithromycin 0.015 -1 0.06 0.06
azithromycin 0.03 - 8 0.12 0.25
clindamycin 0.015 - 0.25 0.06 0.12
cefdinir 0.03 — 4 0.25 2
levofloxacin 0.5-2 1 1
penicillin G 0.008 — 2 0.03 1
S. pneumoniae 52 telithromycin 0.03 — 0.25 0.06 0.12
ermAM +/mefA/E — erythromycin A 32 — >64 >64 >64
clarithromycin 16 — >64 >64 >64
azithromycin >16 — >16 >16 >16
clindamycin 16 — >64 >64 >64
cefdinir 0.12 -8 0.5 4
levofloxacin 0.5-2 1 2
penicillin G 0.015 - 2 0.06 2
S. pneumoniae 23 telithromycin 0.03 — 0.25 0.12 0.25
ermAM — /mefA/E + erythromycin A 0.5-8 2 4
clarithromycin 0.06 — 4 2 4
azithromycin 0.5 - 16 2 4
clindamycin 0.015 — 0.06 0.06 0.06
cefdinir 0.12 - 16 2 4
levofloxacin 0.5-1 1 1
penicillin G 0.03 — 4 1 1
S. pneumoniae 2 telithromycin 0.015 - 0.03 0.015 0.03
ermAM + /mefA/E + erythromycin A 16 — >64 16 >64
clarithromycin 4 - >64 4 >64
azithromycin >16 — >16 >16 >16
clindamycin 16 — >64 16 >64
cefdinir 0.25 - 0.25 0.25 0.25
levofloxacin 1-1 1 1
penicillin G 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 0.03
11X 72925 72 (Table 2) » 2001 4E I EE S 7> S. pneu- Table 4. Susceptibility of Haemophilus influenzae isolated

moniae (2%} 3 5 TEL @ MICy i 0.25 ug/mL TH 1),
1999 4, 2000 4E O 73 BERRIC K 55 MICow & D b 4 £%
Frolze LAMLAEMS, KESHERIIHNT 2 TEL O
MIC #PHIZ W3 D 0.015 25 0.25 ug/mL TH - 72
—7, EM, CAM, AZM, CLDM fiEIZ4E 0% H & &
DA L 720 8512, CAM, AZM B X 0¥ CLDM @ MICso
1%, 1999 F4 AR ICHT L CE N2 0.5,0.5 B £ 1U°0.03
ug/mL TH o725 DA%, 2000 FE 45 BERKIZ R LTl 32,
>16 B & 132 ug/mL, 2001 4E45BERRIZXT L CTid >64,
>16 BEU32ug/mL & FHLLEML Tz, IR
12, CFDN, LVFX 3 & I°PCG ~D &% % 3£/ T
BALIZIZE A E D o720 103D 9 B, 38 #:4H° PCG
TR, 4R PCG MR TH - 720 ermAM
b L<E mefA/E BIET %249 % EMIES. pneumo-
nige \2X}9 % TEL @ MICw iZF #1012 3 L L 1
0.25 ug/mL TdH Y, WHEETZHRA LRSS
% MICw ICHRT 425 8K H 2> o 72 (Table 3). i
M PR AR T % IR A5 5 K 2 #R ISR %5 TEL @ MIC &

beween 1999 and 2001 to ampicillin and distribution
of f—lactamase

Number (%) ofisolates

Isolates isolated year
1999 2000 2001
Ampicillin—susceptible 20 (90.9) 19 (73.1) 92(73.6)
Ampicillin-resistant
p-lactamase + 0 2 (7.7 10(8.0)
B-lactamase— (BLNAR) 2 (9.1) 5 (19.2) 23(18.4)
Total 22 26 125

0.015 8B £ 170.03 ug/mL TdH » 720 —Ji, EM, CAM
B L WAZM O MICy iE mefA/E BIZTOAEHT 5
RIZH L CTid 4 ug/mL, ermAM BIZFDOAEHT 5
BRICH L CT>16 ug/mL CTH - 720 F72, TELOHH
YR O PCG &2 & XM L 225 72

2. H.influenzae DY IEKZ M

1999, 2000 & X UF2001 4F 2 4 & S L7z H. influ-
enzae ® ABPC fitth#iz ZhEh, 9.1,26.9 B L 17 26.4
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Table 5. Antimicrobial activity against Haemophilus influenzae isolated in 1999, 2000 or 2001

No. of MIC (ug/mL)
Test strains A Drug
strains range MICs, MICs,
Isolates in 1999 22 telithromycin 0.5 -8 4 8
erythromycin A 1-16 8 16
clarithromycin 2 - 32 16 32
azithromycin 0.5-8 4 8
clindamycin 2 -64 8 64
cefdinir 0.12 -8 0.5 2
levofloxacin 0.015 — 2 0.03 0.03
ampicillin 0.12 -8 0.25 1
Isolates in 2000 26 telithromycin 2-8 4 4
erythromycin A 4-16 8 16
clarithromycin 4-16 16 16
azithromycin 1-4 4 4
clindamycin 2 -64 8 16
cefdinir 0.25 - 16 0.5 4
levofloxacin 0.015 — 0.12 0.03 0.03
ampicillin 0.12 — 64 0.5 8
Isolates in 2001 125 telithromycin 1-16 4 8
erythromycin A 2 - 32 8 16
clarithromycin 2 - 64 16 32
azithromycin 0.5-8 4 4
clindamycin 1-64 8 32
cefdinir 0.12 - 64 1 8
levofloxacin 0.015 — 0.12 0.03 0.03
ampicillin 0.12 — >64 0.5 8

Table 6. Antimicrobial activity against f—lactamase positive isolates and p-lactamase negative ampicillin resistant
isolates of Haemophilus influenzae

No. of MIC (pg/mL)
Test strains . Drug
strains range MICs, MICyo
H. influenzae 131 telithromycin 0.5 - 16 4 4
p-lactamase (—) erythromycin A 1-32 8 16
ampicillin susceptible clarithromycin 2 -64 16 32
strains azithromycin 0.5 -8 4 4
clindamycin 1-64 8 32
cefdinir 0.12 — 16 0.5 2
levofloxacin 0.015 — 2 0.03 0.03
ampicillin 0.12 -1 0.25 1
H. influenzae 30 telithromycin 1-16 4 8
p-lactamase (—) erythromycin A 4 - 32 8 32
ampicillin resistant clarithromycin 8 - 64 16 32
strains azithromycin 2-8 4 8
(BLNAR) clindamycin 4-32 8 32
cefdinir 2 -64 8 16
levofloxacin 0.015 — 0.03 0.03 0.03
ampicillin 2 -16 4 8
H. influenzae 12 telithromycin 2 - 16 4 8
p-lactamase (+) erythromycin A 4-16 8 16
ampicillin resistant clarithromycin 8 - 32 16 32
strains azithromycin 2 -4 4 4
clindamycin 2 - 32 8 32
cefdinir 0.25 - 4 1 4
levofloxacin 0.015 — 0.03 0.03 0.03

ampicillin 32 - >64 64 64
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%THY (Table4), MICy (X1, 8 BX U8 ug/mL T
& - 72 (Table 5) » BLNAR (% f-lactamase F1: ABPC
R L D b0 o7 —J, MOPEEIIKHT 5 &%
I 3 4E TEALIZ e 2o 72 TEL @ H. influenzae
R A PR IEME 1d ABPC ~ 0 &2 HICBR % <,
AZM L % CTEM, CAM B XU°CLDM X 9 & <,
Z® MICs 1% 4 ug/mL, MICe ix 4 F 7212 8 ug/mL T
Ho7zo
1. == =

RREBRIZBWT, HRTHIKR M S 7:S. pneu-
moniae ® EM iFtE=RIER <, FAL & I3 % M8
MZH o720 MAT, ermAM BI5T%H$ % EM itk
S. pneumoniae H* mefA/E BIZT 2 ELIDLIN L
Molzo MKW TIX, mef BIETIE~27 054 FiE
FEMPEICBG- L, erm B2 Fld~ 27074 F-) a4
IF-AMVLT7 M7 T3 vB (MLSs) & ENEICEYS
LTwatiFINTnEY, ZNW 2, ermAM Ktk
T O BN W %3 &G E O MLSs 36 T O i % B kIS
L9 %o

TEL (35 BEAEBE, W PE & (s TR BIfR 2 <, EMi
% S. pneumoniae \Zx L THIRTEHEZ R L7 25
ORI, HROFZETHEE S N HIIHN T 5 TEL ©
in vitro PLRIGEICE T2 MG L —HT 2 D @VC“f?) o)
Z ® TEL ® EM i P 3 (2% 3 2 58 b P
MLS; ifif £ 0 F35 # @k%ki@%nﬁuf%é%s
RNA@FX(VH@A?E/W—7N®%WﬁW@
LHHME ) AY = ANOBAHEFIZL b DEEZ BN
5,

HAIZ BT 2 BRRERBRIZ BT, Tl I 2 RS 12
#f L CTEL600mg ¥ 7213 800mg % 1 H 1 [ 5-12
L BERANFIT2% U LETH-727" PCGB LY
EM iif4 S. pneumoniae \ZxF L CTd TEL OERA R
1393.3% Tho7" ThwWwz, ARBROKRIL, Zh
5OBRBEBOMRE I —H L Twiz,

H. influenzae \2xf L C, ABPC Mi#Ei% 3 R ORI
LWL Tw7-%% TEL, EM, CAM B X * AZM @
MIC AL L o720 TORERIZBWT, TEL ® H.
influenzae (X3 58 FRITAZM L H%ETH Y, CAM
LD LEN o720 CAM B L OTAZM i, MmEh 5 i<
FHRANOBATHEDS L W22 in vive TIXEHREIIEE
TT EHHE ST %' TEL (& 989 ALK 12 8 Bk

BT SWZ EPIE SN TS, HATOREK
ABRIZBIT S, TEL @ H. influenzae 12 & % W 25 &g
JEWCH T AEWVWARIE (93.3%) 1 CAM % AZM & JAl
FRIZIEGSBAANOEN BT L 2 b D2 b Ltk v,

Pk, TEL & 1999~2001 412 H A TR 778 S h
72 8. pneumoniae 3 & " H. influenzae \ZxF L TRIR %
N7z F72, SAEMDERRAOMIC TEL 4| o
HBLIRED o 7z,

f: 5,6,14) o
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Susceptibility of telithromycin against Streptococcus pneumoniae and
Haemophilus influenzae strains isolated in phase Il and [l clinical studies in Japan

Hiroki Okamoto”, Susumu Arai’, Yumie Sato” and Intetsu Kobayashi”

YLead Optimization, Drug innovation & Approval Division, Aventis Pharma, Minamidai,
1-3-2, Kawagoe, Saitama, Japan

?Mitsubishikagaku Bio—Clinical Laboratories

Phase I and I clinical studies of telithromycin (TEL) in Japan were conducted in 1999-2001. The
susceptibilities of Streptococcus pneumoniae (103 strains) and Haemophilus influenzae (174 strains) to
TEL, erythromycin A(EM), clarithromycin(CAM), azithromycin(AZM), clindamycin(CLDM), cefdinir
(CFDN), levofloxacin (LVFX) and penicillin G (PCG) or ampicillin (ABPC) were investigated. S.
pneumoniae strains were examined for the presence or absence of the ermAM and mefA/E resistant genes.
Resistance of S. pneumoniae to CAM, AZM and clindamycin (CLDM) markedly increased (MICs: vs. 1999
isolates, 0.5, 0.5 and 0.03 ug/mL; vs. 2000 isolates, 32, >16 and 32 ug/mL; and vs. 2001 isolates, >64,
>16 and 32 ug/mL, respectively). On the other hand, against the strains isolated in the 3 years, TEL
showed potent antibacterial activity irrespective of presence of the ermAM and/or mefA/E resistant genes,
and its MIC range remained almost unchanged during the 3 years (0.015-0.25 ug/mL). H. influenzae
strains developed resistance to ABPC (MICs: 1, 8 and 8 ug/mL in the 3 years, respectively). Antibacterial
activity of TEL against H. influenzae including f—lactamase negative ABPC resistant isolates (BLNAR:
ABPC MIC=2 ug/mL) was comparable to that of AZM and more potent than that of CAM. The result
supported that S. pneumoniae and H. influenzae with resistance to TEL did not emerge during the clinical
trial conducted in Japan in 1999-2001.



