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Abstract

This study was undertaken to determine the antimicrobial susceptibilities of 716 bacterial strains among 1,104
microbes which were isolated in blood culture from 13,595 in-patients and out-patients in K hospital during the pe-
riod of 1993 to 1996.

The results obtained were as follows :

The isolation rate of microbes from the blood culture for 3 years was 8.1% (1,104/13,595). Among 716 bacte-
rial strains, Escherichia coli and Staphylococcus epidermidis were 29.8% (213) and 19.5% (140) respectively. The
bacterial isolation frequency according to ages was high at fifties, sixties and two or less years old groups, especially
the isolation rate of S. epidermidis was 47% at two or less years old group and that of Salmonella typhi was 36%
at thirties years old group. The seasonal isolation rate of the bacterial species except E. coli was high during May
to September. Gram positive cocci were resistant to penicillin-G except Enterococcus faecalis, but susceptible to vanco-
mycin and teicoplanin. Gram negative bacilli were susceptible to amikacin, ciprofloxacin, and imipenem, but resistant
to ampicillin except S. typhi. These results indicate that bacterial strains isolated from bacteremia patients were resis-
tant to penicillins, but susceptible to vancomycin, teicoplanin, amikacin, ciprofloxacin and imipenem.

Key words : blood culture, antimicrobial susceptibility, bacteremia.
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(blood culture) & W@3] ojg} & Aoz Azste e
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1. CHat
¥ d7E 199349 1049 14%H 19969 99 304
Atololl Kaidt& o] g9 2 9 $A} 13,5959 9 ¥
Hup g A #2E 1,1047FF 7168TE ez &
At AT TE Staphylococcus aureus 7575, Staphylo-
coccus epidermidis 140TF, Enterococcus faecalis 387,
Enterococcus faecium 18T, Escherichia coli 21305,
Klebsiella pneumoniae 10373, Salmonella typhi 76T,
Enterobacter cloacae 3375 2 Pseudomonas aeruginosa

20TF0) .

2, g

gHe FHH0Z 10 mLE N3 45 mL thiogly-
collate AAMAS} 45 mLY trypticase soy HA|Hj=]
(Korea Media Co., LTD.)o| H&& 4t}

AN oke BAA 10 mL thioglycollate HA| ¥ A|of &
4 1~3 mLE A3t JEag o] 35CAN 797 o
FeEA wid SRR BE, £33, st T8 #Es
At Al S0l AT 2FEAE ANt gk
¥) %] (blood agar plate BAP)$} MacConkey Hi=]ol] %=
& F Bed AT 3% $4L Vitek System?! Vitek
Senior 60 (bioMe’rieux Vitek, Inc.) &2 Atk F54)
AE-H carde I1¥Y%4 T2l ¢ gram positive identi-
fication (GPI) card® AHE3IGoW I¥SA e
gram negative identification (GNI) card& AH8-3}ch

A 244 AAE Vitek System® 2 minimun inhi-
bitory concentration (MIC)E &3 3ttt AH-E card9)
2R/ Staphylococcus aureusSt Staphylococcus epidermidis
9] 7ZA$+ gram positive susceptibility-AA (GPS-AA),
Enterococcus faecium™ Enterococcus faecalis gram posi-



Pl Leld ARATY FTA B4

tive susceptibility-IZ (GPS-IZ) card& AH&-3Fqth.

Escherichia. coli, Salmonella typhi, Klebsiella pneumoniae,
Enterobacter cloacae~ gram negative susceptibility-LH
(GNS-LH) cardE A28l Pseudomonas aeruginosas
gram negative susceptibility-LI (GNS-LI) cardE A}&-3}
k.

#n 3 1%

—_

. oEY Bz
2 397 gAujE 13,595%%F w2 FHL 1,
104822 8.1%9 HRES Btk tl¥ 7167F 3ol
A 3 TEol 2719 (37.8%), 1TA ol
4457 (62.2%)°] LA 2FFE FTFIA Sta-
phylococcus epidermidis7t 1407 (19.5%) 0.8 713 2o
Y, o= Staphylococcus aurens7} 75% (10.5
%), Enterococcus faecalis 388 (5.3%), Enterococcus fae-
cium 18% (2.5%)9 £o2 F=Hh

ageA dFAA e Escherichia coli7t 213% (29.8
%)og 713 %ol BalFdem, Kiebsiella pneumoniae
103% (14.4%), Salmonella typhi 768 (10.6%), Ente-
robacter cloacae 33% (4.6%), Pseudomonas aeruginosa
207 (2.8%)9A E=3UcHTable 1).

2. oy Fedin

50419} 6041, 2E]a 24 oJshrel A Aldol 7MY B
of RAHA. 504 TH 60ATANE S epidermidisS
A e #Fo) B FALS DYk 53] E coli
(30%, 23%), K pneumoniae (24%, 30%)¢] F2|go]
E%on E foecium (32%)L 60ATANN HEgo] =
ATt 24 o]BFTANME S, epidermidis (47 %), E. faecalis
(42%), E. cloacae (43% )7} 2ol Ze|HUoH S epider-
midise 2 AHT| HjHAN A gL HEEL B
Ak S. aureus= Loloh dEdl A Fo] EeHen S
typhi (36%)E 30AZONA th2 dF T vgA R
o] EA4th(Table 2).

3. HY Zapiz
N2 TFFL 5904 9gAtold] el gol w31, 8.

Table 1. Frequency of significant bacteria isolated from

blood
Organism Number Percent
Gram- positive cocci
Staphylococus aureus 75 10.5
Staphylococcus epidermidis 140 19.5
Enterococcus faecium 18 2.5
Enterococcus faecalis 38 5.3
Subtotal 271 37.8
Gram- negative bacilli
Enterobacteriaceae
Escherichia coli 213 29.8
Klebsiella pneumoniae 103 14.4
Salmonella typhi 76 10.6
Enterobacter cloacae 33 46
Subtotal 425 59.4
Other gram- negative bacilli
Pseudomonas aeruginosa 20 2.8
Sub total 20 2.8
Total 716 100

aureus= 79 (12%)3% 94 (14%)° thd &9k S ty-
phie 59 (17%)% 69(14%)°] &2 ¥el&S YL,
K preumoniaes 99 (17%), E. faeciume 54 (28%),
P. aeruginosa= 849 (30%), E. cloacae= 19(18%)% 6
4 (16%), 78 (12%)9 & &S BJQT E clic
Ao #Al EAHUeH S, epidermidis= 59 (15
%)% 69 (14%) & E}dH(Table 3).

4, EH H+H

MIC’33® National Committee for Clinical Labora-
tory Standard (NCCLS)ol 9JA3te A5 ch

S. aureus cephalothin, imipenem, oxacillin® ©]3]A
T 54%9 TS EIL MICsool 242 2ug/md ()3}
SHAH), 1, 201927 MICeo 32, 16, 80131tk 7H8
Aol ¥& A= penicillic-G2 WAES] 95%, MIC
sof MICgo®l 1622 FU3IAT, teicoplanin, vancomy-
cine 247} 100% 9} RS BP T MICs,& 4, 0.50]3
MICoo2 8, 10]%1t}H(Table 4).

S. epidermidist cephalothin 2 imipenem, oxacillin®}
74% 9 WS EHI MICso®l 32, 1, 2, MICeo 32,
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Table 2. Isolation of bacteria by age group

No. and % of patient by age group

Organism <2 2-9 10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 6069 >70 Total
S. aureus NO. 16 2 4 1 2 10 21 51 4 75
% 21 3 6 1 3 13 28 20 5 100
S. epidermidis NO. 66 13 5 6 6 10 13 11 10 140
% 47 9 3 5 5 7 9 8 7 100
E: faecalis NO. 16 1 0 2 1 5 6 4 3 38
% 42 3 0 5 3 13 16 10 8 100
E. faecium NO. 2 1 1 1 2 2 1 6 2 18
% 11 6 6 6 11 11 6 32 11 100
E. coli NO. 7 1 1 6 16 36 64 51 31 213
% 3 1 1 3 7 17 30 24 14 100
S. typhi NO. 0 10 7 11 27 11 2 5 3 76
% 0o 13 9 15 36 14 3 6 4 100
K. pheumoniae NO. 11 1 2 2 11 11 25 31 9 103
% 11 1 2 2 11 11 24 30 9 100
E. cloacae NO. 14 0 0 0 3 1 5 5 5 33
% 43 0 0 0 9 3 15 15 15 100
P. aeruginosa NO. 4 1 0 0 1 2 7 3 2 20
% 20 5 0 0 5 10 35 15 10 100
Total NO. 136 30 20 29 69 88 144 131 69 716

[\
<
o
—
©
[&)]

% 19.0 4.2 123 201 183 9.6 100

Table 3. Monthly isolation of significant bacterai

No. and % of patient by month

Organism Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Total
S. aureus No. 5 5 4 5 6 2 9 5 11 7 8 8 75
% 7 7 5 7 8 2 12 7 14 9 11 11 100

S. epidermidis No. 5 9 8 17 21 20 12 16 7 6 15 4 140
% 4 6 6 12 15 14 9 11 5 4 11 3 100

E. faecalis No. 4 2 1 5 4 0 2 0 4 5 4 7 38
% 11 5 2 13 11 0 5 0 11 13 11 18 100

E. faecium No. 0 0 0 3 5 3 0 2 2 0 2 1 18
% 0 0 o 17 28 17 o 11 11 o 11 5 100

E. coli No. 25 10 10 17 14 16 16 31 21 13 20 20 213
% 12 4 4 8 7 8 8 15 10 6 9 9 100

S. typhi No. 6 2 3 8 13 11 9 8 6 1 5 4 76
% 8 3 4 11 17 14 12 11 8 1 6 5 100

K. pneumonize  No. 9 3 8 3 8 10 14 13 18 3 8 6 103
% 9 3 8 3 8 10 13 12 17 3 8 6 100

E. cloacae No. 6 2 1 1 3 5 4 3 2 1 4 1 33
% 18 6 3 3 9 16 12 9 6 3 12 3 100

P. aeruginosa No. 0 1 0 2 1 3 2 6 1 0 2 2 20
% 0 5 0 10 5 15 10 30 5 0 10 10 100

Total No. 60 34 35 61 75 70 68 84 72 36 68 53 716
% 84 48 49 85 105 98 95 11.7 100 50 95 74 100

714/ A9 HE3A
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Table 4. Antimicrobial susceptibility of S. aureus

Species Antimicrobial MIC(ug ml) % of isolates

(No. tested) agent Range 50% 90% 8 Iy R
S. aureus(75)  Cephalothin <2-232 2 32 54 0 46
Ciprofloxacin <0.5—=4 0.5 4 77 0 23

Clindamycin <0.5—=8 0.5 8 54 0 46

Erythromycin <05—=8 8 8 44 2 54

Gentamicin =2—216 8 16 46 3 51

Imipenem <1—-216 1 16 54 0 46

Oxacillin <2—2=8 2 8 54 0 46

Penicillin-G <0.03—=16 16 16 5 0] 95

Teicoplanin =4—232 4 8 100 0 0

Vancomycin <0.5—=232 0.5 1 100 0 0

%S . susceptible, °I : intermediate, °R - resistant.

16, 8°]%itt. clindamycin, erythromycin, gentamicin®l
46, 64, 58% 9 W& eI, penicillin-GE 97 %
o WAES YRR, MICso® MICoo 1622 §Y
3%t} teicoplanin® vancomycin 98, 100% 9] 754
S B4 MICso 4, 16]T MICoo 4, 45 THTable 5).

E. faecium ciprofloxacin®] 55% ¢ 743 9% <
FTE WS EYI MICso™ MICso2 1, 4%t} teicop-
lanin @ vancomycinole 100%9 ZFAL HYoH
MICso? MICoo 4, 0.5% -F LA

E. faecalist ampicillin, teicoplanin, vancomycin®l| 100
% 9] #4542 YERIIRL MICs0°] 0.5, 4, 05013 MICoo

TT0E

Table 5. Antimicrobial susceptibility of S. epidermidis

2 1, 4, 280t} tetracyclinedlv 94% 9 2 W4de &
U3 MICso™ MICooS 1622 F Y3 tH(Table 6).

E. coi= ampicillin®] WAl 64% 2 71 EgoH
MICso® MICooe 322 FYU3ISTh amikacin, cefotetan,
ceftriaxone, imipenemo] 100% 9 ZAFAHE& Hgow
MICso™ MICso2 2, 16, 82 ¥4 8t} cephalothin®
piperacilline Z4dol 247 72%, 39% R T WA
o] 10%, 14% & Atk MICee 329 256°] 1}, cip-
rofloxacin, gentamicin, tobramycin, trimethoprim/sulfa+™
Aol 85%, 73%, 91%, 53% QrH(Table 7).

A (s}
R

=

K. pneumoniae= imipenem®] 100% 9}

Species Antimicrobial MIC(yg mD) % of isolates
(No. tested) agent Range 50% 90% s I R
S. epidermidis(140)  Cephalothin <2-232 32 32 26 0 74
Ciprofloxacin =05—=4 0.5 4 67 2 31
Clindamycin <0.5— =28 4 8 54 0 46
Erythromycin <05—=8 8 8 36 0 64
Gentamicin <2—216 16 16 27 15 58
Imipenem <1-216 16 16 26 0 74
Oxacillin <2—=8 8 8 26 0] 74
Penicillin-G <0.03—216 16 16 3 0] 97
Teicoplanin <4—232 4 4 98 1 1
Vancomycin =05— =32 1 4 100 0

*S * susceptible, *I . intermediate, R : resistant.
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Table 6. Antimicrobial susceptibility of E. faecium & E. faecalis

Species Antimicrobial MIC{yg ml) % of isolates
(No. tested) agent Range 50% 90% s P R
E. faecium(18) Ampicillin <0.12— 216 4 8 55 0 45
Ciprofloxacin <05— =4 1 4 55 9 36
Penicillin-G <0.04— =216 16 16 45 0 55
Teicoplanin <4-232 4 4 100 0 0
Tetracyclin <1—216 16 16 64 0 36
Vancomycin <05—=32 0.5 0.5 100 0 0
E. faecalis(38) Ampicillin <0.12—- 216 0.5 1 100 0 0
Ciprofloxacin <05-=24 1 2 83 6 11
Penicillin-G <£0.03— 216 4 8 94 (0] 6
Teicoplanin <4-232 4 4 100 0 0
Tetracyclin =1—-=216 16 16 6 0 94
Vancomycin <0.5—232 0.5 2 100 0 0
%S : susceptible, "I : intermediate, R : resistant.
Table 7. Antimicrobial susceptibility of E. coli
Species Antimicrobial MIC(ug mb % of isolates
(No. tested) agent Range 50% 90% s r R°
E c0li(213)  Ampicillin <2->64 2 2 100 0 0
Ampicillin £0.25— 232 32 32 36 0] 64
Cefotetan <16—=264 16 16 100 0 0
Ceftriaxone <8—=64 8 8 100 0 0
Cephalothin <2—232 8 32 72 10 18
Ciprofloxacin <05—=24 0.5 4 85 0 15
Gentamicin <0.5—216 0.5 16 73 1 26
Imipenem <4—-216 4 4 100 0 0
Piperacillin <8—=2256 64 256 39 14 47
Tobramycin <05-=216 0.5 4 91 2 7
Trimethoprim/Sulfa <10— =320 10 320 53 0 47

*S . susceptible, I . intermediate, R - resistant.

I MICso® MICoo 45ith. ampicillindl A= W2 100
%9 WAL Yo MICso® MICe2 323t Y
82 FAANE 84~90%9 FTFAOIHIL cepotetan,
ceftriaxon, cephalothin, ciprofloxacin®] 2~5% ¢ $5&
W4 S rHTable 8).

S. typhi= cephalothins A% A IFA A 100% Y
243E AT MICso™ MICoos 5Y359Th cephalo-
thin® 1% 9 WAHS EPLH MICso®t MICoo? 22 ¥

716 / BB H33A)

dal Ak Table 9).

E. cloacae™= amikacin, cprofloxacin, imipenem®] 100
%9 ZF4e BAoH MICse2 2, 0.5, 4, MICooZ 8,
0.5, 43t} ampicillin 2 cephalothinl& 100% 9] W4
& B2 MICso?t MICoo 32 Z3iTh 1& YA
FgiAE 52~78% 9 A4S YENLT gentamicin
2 4%9 FF= WS EHcHTable 10).

P. aeruginosa= amikacin, ceftazidime, imipenem®] 86
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Table 8. Antimicrobial susceptibility of K. preumoniae

Species Antimicrobial MIC(ug mD % of isolates
(No. tested) agent Range 50% 90% s r R
K pneumoniae  Ampicillin <2—264 2 2 99 0 1
(103) Ampicillin <0.25— 232 32 32 0 0 100
Cefotetan <16— =64 16 16 98 2 0
Ceftriaxone <8—=64 8 8 95 5 0
Cephalothin £2—232 2 32 83 2 15
Ciprofloxacin =05—24 0.5 0.5 94 2 4
Gentamicin <0.5—=216 0.5 16 88 0 12
Imipenem <4—216 4 4 100 0 0
Piperacillin =8— 2256 8 256 84 0 16
Tobramycin <0.5—=216 0.5 2 89 0 11
Trimethoprim/Sulfa <10—=320 10 40 91 0 9
S | susceptible, "I . intermediate, “R : resistant.
Table 9. Antimicrobial susceptibility of S. typhi
Species Antimicrobial MIC(ug m}) % of isolates
(No. tested) agent Range 50% 90% s r R°
S. typhi(76) Ampicillin <2—>64 2 2 100 0 0
Ampicillin <0.25— =232 0.25 0.25 100 0 0
Cefotetan <16—=64 16 16 100 0] 0
Ceftriaxone <8264 8 8 100 0 0
Cephalothin <2—-232 2 2 99 0 1
Ciprofloxacin <05—=4 0.5 0.5 100 0 0
Gentamicin <0.5—=16 0.5 0.5 100 0 0
Imipenem <4—2z216 4 4 100 0 0
Piperacillin <8— =256 8 8 100 0 0
Tobramycin <0.5—=216 0.5 0.5 100 0 0
Trimethoprim/Sulfa =10—=320 10 10 100 0 0
%S . susceptible, °I . intermediate, R : resistant.
Table 10. Antimicrobial susceptibility of E. cloacae
Species Antimicrobial MIC(ug mD % of isolates
(No. tested) agent Range 50% 90% 5 r R°
E. cloacae(33)  Ampicillin <2—2>64 2 8 100 0 0
Ampicillin <0.25—=32 32 32 0 0 100
Cefotetan <16— =64 16 64 54 0 46
Ceftriaxone <8—=264 8 64 61 9 30
Cephalothin <2—232 32 32 0 0 100
Ciprofloxacin <0.5—=24 0.5 0.5 100 0 0
Gentamicin =0.5—216 2 16 67 4 29
Imipenem <4-216 4 4 100 0 0
Piperacillin <8—=256 16 256 52 0] 48
Tobramycin <0.5—=216 16 16 54 0 46
Trimethoprim/Sulfa <10—=320 10 320 78 0 22

“S ! susceptible, °I . intermediate, “R : resistant.
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%9 e BHYL ceftazidime2 5% 9 FF5E WAE
YeRl T MIC502 16, 8, 4 MICoo2 32, 16, 80]31th.
trimethoprim/sulfa’t 100% 9] W4& RHom MICso®
MICso2 32022 FY3I4ith cefoperazon, gentamicin
81, 52% 9 ¥4 14, 10%9 55 WAL By
MICso 32, 16°]13{tH(Table 11).

TEF A8 o] 9Ty FHH FdA F5A A
AR Mg 7180l Fos B Ade 1 A%
A8t whet #ate] g E GFE vH B2 9=
SAME ofet HAAMA FARIE AIREE A4S F9
7t ezt olyd d¥Ze dATH A TeAe
At A9 2 ojdgRte] weh 1 o] AF W
g2ty 7 oA Eage At 253 A 244
e AR Q39d @A &3 X5 e g
oo} ghrjor®,

£ 97 71 g9uFe 13,5952 FAHEL 1,
10490} FAL B 8.1%4ct o] FAEL Bates 9
9| 14.4%, MacGregor 5229 18.9%, 7 §2V9] 16.5
% X2t} wgkth. 13y Hermans 229 7.2% Rohs ¥
plg=

oA LS e 25 ¢ g Leis =3
A718 9o we} Wasn ok U ATAEY Ba
o o3hd 19804 o| Aol S. typhi, S. aureus, E. coli7}
8 Ade dFEE A 19808 & AFEE
coagulase negative staphylococcus (CNS)<| #-2)&o] F4

Table 11. Antimicrobial susceptibility of P. aeruginosa

ol
ofN

ZHEAR S typhiv ZAde FAS HEuh 1980
) Sutoll= S. epidermidis, E. coli, S. sureus, S. typhi
o] FRFFE B HUT42, X3 1990t ol E o]
Oof 9|3} CNS, E. coli, S. aureus, S. typhi®] €019
U B AFA= Ecoli, S. epidermidis, K. pnewmoniae, S.
wphi, S. awreusT 2 EHATE U 7168 F oAM=
aZGA Fo] 2717FE 37.8% 5 AAIFUT 1FL
A ZHEE 445T7FE 62.2% 5 e ol #9%
ol a%Pd Ty TEL AAsta aReA
Aol F7kske FA2 stATHTable 1).

S. aureust B FF ZEFE Yo glov, Y
HEe 8% HRAFoRA EL o)E € AMFES Y
BRI, B AFM S aurens 750F (10.5%)7F £
gHUeH IFF FReMT A HA AT Fo
ANe sHAZ Eego] EUTHTable 1). ol& & §%9
55.1%, ©179] 39.7%, A §V9] 484% Kt} @on o
599 14.9%9 v £EYEU ole 1WA A
o] ZhEe a8 FEF S epidermidisol g
A et gAY E21e) AFTE =UEH Ao}
o gdojA Zddde] won ol AHFPEHo| o3l Fxlo
oA Ze] dddolet A4E

Yoo BHEHE S epidermidiss FF 2 Hogo &
Azl F2 A4ATSE (normal flora) S 24 H|TH ¥
AAo] o, ARAANA S, epidermidis7t BHHH A
HRoR QFFoE THEHo fth 2 H2d HYE

ot L

olnt

Species Antimicrobial MIC{pg ml) % of isolates
(No. tested) agent Range 50% 90% s g R
P. aeruginosa Amikacin <2—264 16 32 86 5 9
(20) Aztreonam <8—232 8 32 67 0 33
Cefoperazone <8— =264 8 32 81 14 5
Ceftazidime <8— =232 8 16 86 5 9
Ciprofloxacin 05— =4 0.5 4 67 0 33
Gentamicn <0.5—=216 4 16 52 10 38
Imipenem <4—216 4 8 86 5 9
Piperacillin <8— =256 8 256 81 0 19
Tobramycin =05—=216 1 16 62 5 33
Trimethoprim/Sulfa <10—=320 320 320 0 0 100

°S ! susceptible, °1 . intermediate, R . resistant.
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BAE S A SUHEEA AR Fulet M §774
=3 giiol Hi glom F 522 o3 CNs7t 12.9
%2ZA E. coli (18.8%) T Y=z BuHUL & IF
NN S epidermidise 1407F (19.5%)Z E. coli TH&
o8 AZHYAL S epidermidis FIFL AYo] A3E
AMolrigl wH7lo) &3 £A7F He8l Gerald 24L&
AE 139 oo BAEE FAuYF LS LFTOR
AR AF 1579 olF dHAAM 23] o FHL W
ZYFoE du7t gitke B ¢ b gon £ A9
ME oMol 47%9 E2 HIZE EfoY yHZA
A% HEE ¥ o7t QK (Table 2). S. epidermi-
dis7t AEHAE W LEFAA TEFUAE Dste A
o] Z23t}, B AFANME S epidermidisS] EE&ol ¥
Ao wo} AT 9T 29T oy} AAREG
(Table 3). 28U @3] egdolzt v3E 4 glony
W3 wEI ANEE T3 LERFTE BQlsteiof @
o} B Ao 28 CNSE S. epidermidis® Helsto]
AP E AT

E. faecalist E. faeciume 197030 T# 19809d)
228 YU FQ8 297ez 1493 gon #ES
AATLZNT FEHI gy B AFoA 53% % 2.5
%7} =] E. faecalise o 599 5.7% 9} 658191,
E. faeciume 22 ZFE By

A Y FeNlze B d70A 62.2%7 &
25o] o] 59 68.8%, F 59 68.7% Hrke Rl o]
599 59% Htle E%oW E. coli, K preumoniae, S. ty-
phi, E. cloacae, P. aeruginosa 2.2 22 E1tH(Table 1).

Gransden 5%l 9}3Pd 19709056 19863714 E.
colid] 93 dEFL I Frlehe FA U A
TE5 AA e H&S dFstd BT 23.9%F AA
SR B AP ME E colid] 93 FEZF0] 208%E
27 A Yeigter J3dEA4 daFdMe 47.8%, B
WATEFAME 50.1% 5 A8t 74 521)9 19% KT}
2 H gk

K preumoniage™ 19600HE HF 2 HdojAe] Hajst
Z7Y3171 A ZATHO, Fields 527 g4 BaHe
ANATF 2HRE e F o2 Budgr) FuolAe)
BEEE 371 FA9 o] W e 99Her 1
8490 d& AAI glon B AFAME K prewmo-

niges FRATFTAA 28R Zo] R cH(Table
1.

S. typhie 10.6%7F B0 of 99 19864 225
ZEchE Y0, 199099 2.6% Hibe A 2EE%eH
3 599 36.1% Btk wkon o] Ve 12.8%9%E
B3l Eakel 437 3007t 7 #hoH(Table
2). ARY 28L& 59, 64, 799 7HF ol EeH
3 503 dx)sgti(Table 3). & A7 AAA S iy-
phid] BYHIET} 90de) 2.6% BT S71EHGIeY S
e FAHA EA9} AU ARdr).

E. coacaes o] 599 7 529 Hudl vy,
=3 v a@SA el P ogeruginosas 20TF7F
Bago} jdEFe 28% 2 Qow & 599 23% 80
£ ZF % HTable 1).

A e GatAe FEEE ¢EH 35
A 2EFY o] thagste] wet WAad Zddel
/MR e AL F A A3 AgA g
2474 g3 ek

S. aurensts 1¥¥A FF WA EAV He R
HQ #Fo8 B F5 AYSES dozyt oy ¥
AU 729h9 298 AFOEA BL 03 L AFES
vepdth, 28 2de] REEe Ry #FEE plac
tamase® AT 2ZH penicillin-Go tlgte] WS Hol
< Aoz Bugd gl 2 AFdME penicillin-Go i
3 LFHL 5% 2 MICso™ MICoo®] 1628 FYdA0
o o] 599 6.0% Kt} 7o) woltl #H 1980
013 2¢YS 4o F83 methicillin resistant S.
awreus (MRSA)E 98 FTA N A oA gL v
By 78FS P9 %L WA HEE fded 4
Zgt FAE oAl QY. of SV 198049
MRSA7}F 9% Q& Huslg, o]PE 1988Wdl 30% 2,
o] 592 19909 75.9% 7} MRSAY-& Hudtgreh &
ATFAAE oxacillin®] Z/A0] 54% E MRSA7} 46%
o1 o] MRSA7F 19809 tlol A= 7o ©f
599} 75.9% Rohe W9t Daum $°°& MRSAY ol
£o] tjekal WAL 2 quinoloneA A ¢ ciprofloxacin®l] T
HME 55%7F WAL Bastpom £ A7 cip-
rofloxacin®l W& ZEHLE MICso®l 0.5, MICe°)l 4%
77%9 FFAE EYW. glycopeptideA A S] teicoplanin

A

oA
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2} vancomycin®lE MICs50°] 4, 0.5 MICe©] 8, 12 100
%9 75AE BHYtHTable 4). old A #ede £
d¥e A4 Bdd wet it zole e Ay
Aoz MRSA7F F7tetn th ol AZAd BAE i
& 5 glon ¢oz AgodA MY o e
F1 9k

S. epidermidisc ¥ AFNA 9 WAAEC] S aureussl] v
A4 ¥ oxacillind] 26% 9 744 2 methicillin
resistant S. epidermidis(MRSE)7} 74% 2.7 MICso™
MICoo 2 801%TH

penicillin-GolE MICso¥ MICoo°] 1622 FUFRL
W e 3% 8 HYth o= S epidermidis7} penicil-
linFl 3HEAd £ WAL 71X 928, E3F cephalo-
thin9l 26%, imipenem®] MICso® MICgo® 1622 26
%9 7443& B Blactam Al didA w2 WAL
AL J&& HFEr 28y quinoloned FFA cip-
rofloxacin# glycopepfideﬁ]?l teicoplanin % vancomycin
ol 47t 67%, 98%, 100% 9 FFAE EH2H MiCoo
2 4, 4, 4 ItH(Table 5). Friedman $°7& S. epidermi-
dis 7¥%%°] vancomycin® cephalosporinZl 59| &4

44g 7M1 penicillinAl FFAS] A3 vhepdtk
3 b} 9121 Schaad 5%V % methicilline ¥ 33} B-la-
ctam A AL UEMIY vancomycin FFOERE
23 a7%E Jehlu vancomycind rifampin®]y} gen-
tamicin 59 ¥W@agoz Hr} £3 A8E BT
a5l

B A7 E faeciume glycopeptide”| & A3 &
FANE AR & WEES B penicillin-Go 45%
o] ZFAHOE MICso® MICoo0l 1601897 ampicillin
55%, ciprofloxacin 64 %, tetracycline 64% 9] ZH54%
BT MICso2 42 16, 1, 16 MICoo 16, 4, 16°31
t}. teicoplanin® vancomycindle 100% 9 T4 B
Qo1 MICso? MICoo2 27} 4, 0.5 HERAATH(Table
6). 184 A 529 penicillin-G 0%, ampicillin 0%, ci-
profloxacin 50%, tetracycline 0%, vancomycin 100%
Fol7k glom o] F399
ampicillin 75%, vancomycin 100%, teicoplanin 100%,
ciprofloxacin 20% $+%=. ampicillin® ciprofloxacin®l 4 2}

ol Bt ol& £HAY 2 #eHd Xo] 22 W

%
ki

o

€ vanconycin®ldle B2

720/ A8 Hs3A

el St 7198 AR Atgdr).

E. faecalist= tetracycline$ A|9¢ daAd & 25
4€ B ampicillin 100%, teicoplanin 100%, vancom-
ycin 100% & MICso2 77t 1, 4, 0.592.H MICoo 2,
4, 29t} L83 ciprofloxacin®| 83%, penicillin-G 94 %
of Z44E RY MICso 134 4, MICoo 29} 80]3iTh
a8 tetracycline® 94% 9 £2 UAES Hon
(Table 6), A 5°29] penicillin-G 100% ampicillin 100
%, vancomycin 100% ¢ H|%3 2L ciprofloxacin® 50
%2 g/l 33% 9] Ae)7t Ych

o] 592 A3 A ampicillin 100%, vancomycin 71.
4%, teicoplanin 100%, ciprofloxacin 33.3% 2 H.113}]
€t ¥ 479+ ampicillin® teicoplanine 2324t va-
ncomycin¥ ciprofloxacin 2o}7} At

E. colie ¥ 9704 ampicillin® piperacilling A2 &
g FaAAA 5 FrdE B 53] amika-
cin, cefotetan, ceftriaxone, imipenem®] 100% 9] Z44
£ 29 MICso® MiCoo> 27 2, 16, 8, 4%t 2, 16, 8,
49} ampicillin® W&ol 64% F.2™, piperacillinl A
= WAE] 47%, T5& WAl 14% & EYT MICsoHt
MICso2 32, 649} 32, 2562 EFTh o ©”9 amika-
cin 93%, ampicillin 33% ¢} ©f 59 B1e} H|%Ed]
A WAt FHEAE 2R et tH(Table
7).

K. pneumoniae= R-plasmid =& EA4A =49
old o &3] WAHEES gl TF2EA THA
2 BArL {3 ek B AFdAY K preumoniae W3
9 YIx = amikacin 1%, ampicillin 100 %, cephalothin
15%, tobramycin 11%, gentamicin12% 2] WAEZ
MICso 2 MICao®! 47 2, 32, 2, 0.5, 0.5% 2, 32, 32,
2, 1622 ampicillingole ©]”9] Hisl FAEGoH
ampicilling AT WAENNE of 599 Bunn ¥
A9 By} o3 A= K pueumoniae’t £3] AL
He JAE kAl g YERI Y ampicillin® o=
o o4 WARFY F7le ge BoFn YrH(Table
8).

S. tphie A WL FAA 100% 9 HFEE
B¢ o cephalothind W3] AE MICso® MICe®] 0.5%
1% WAE 2o 3 599 85%, 0”9 Hukte ¥

0}o. O
A==

Eaiki
Aol



g 2el8 giAlde) FFA A4A

tth(Table 9).

E. cloacae= ¥ J7-9A amikacin, ciprofloxacin, imi-
penem®] MICso# MICso0] 2, 0.5, 49} 8, 0.5, 42 100
%9 ZF4e€ HAoY ampicillin®  cephalothindle
MICso¥ MICoo®] 32, 322 100% 2] WAES el
th. o] A o] $29 ampicillin 83%, cephalothin 83
%HT 52 UYAES HYon o F FAd i Y4
£9] S71HE Ro{F3 vi(Table 10).

o] 59L& P. aeruginosa7} 199239 gentamicin, ami-
kacin, tobramycin, piperacillin®l 4zt 53.5, 57.2, ¥ 59.
1%9 Z¢A3e Ryoa Rudgd. E d7oiME gen-
tamicin® 52%, amikacin, tobramycin, piperacillin®l| 86,
62, 81% 9] Z4AE B gentamicing e £ 144
< HJ o1 cefoperazone, ceftazidimed]E MICso 2 MIC
0% 8, 83 32, 160.2 81% %} 86% 9 ZA54L Rt
(Table 11).

(@) o]
I =

B d7E 99N Rage Awe FuA g o
& #otEl7] 913 19933 109 195H 19964 9¥
30 Atolofl Kefdt & e 9 2 A} 13,595
e UAeZ ddquigelA E2€E 1,1047FFF 716F
FE Aoy F5d, 99, ARY 2z g7A 7
T4 AAE AN e 2E A%E agich

AES BA. 97U 716739 #58 EeulEE B
coli’h 29.8% (213F)2 F&go] 74 &3kt

2. WF-EY FFE 504, 6047 R 24 oj3TlA
el &) BYT, S. hphiv 0ATAA Eago] Yk

3 AEE H&L dREY HEo] JEH Rl
ER3, E colie Ad BAG) BHAT

4. FaA 8L 2¥YH 779 A% penicillinAl
A Upenicillin-Go E. faecalisS AE dH L
WAEES B¥Hom, vancomycin® teicoplanindle &4
o] ¥ttt 1#2A 72 amikacin, ciprofloxacin, 2
imipenemolle Z4/d0] #9431, ampicillindle WAS &2
AT S typhic cephalothing #|9]8 =& Al 100
%9 Zrgoldth

oldel AFAN T¥EF FAEZFH EE Adde
penicillinAl gaAld] W3 #F71 %o glycopeptide
A @A 9} amikacin, ciprofloxacin ¥ imipenemol& o}

F YAo] vode 28 I3t
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