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Table 1. Antibiotic Resistance of Pneumococcal
Isolates from Selected Geographic Areas’

Resistance(% of strains)

Area Year
penlCll’ erythro— chloram-
lin" mycin  phenicol

United States 1992 7(1) 6 1
Quebec, Canada 1986 1(0) <1
Uruguay 1986 3(0) 31
Belgium 1988 1 12 2
Spain 1989  44(15) 10 41
Rumania 1990 25 6 6
Hungary 1989 59(36) 49 26
Finland 1989 0
South Africa™ 1991  45(4) 3 9
Israel” 1992 39(4) 4 <5
Saudi Arabia 1990  19(1) <5 12
Pakistan” 1989 13 4 25

" from Friedland and McCracken. N Engl J Med
1994;331:377-382(ref 59)
* Overall penicillin resistance; the frequency of
high-level resistance is shown in parenthesis
. for some studies.
. Isolates from children only.
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Table 2. In Vitro Susceptibilities of S. pneumoniae
to Various Antimicrobial Agents, Isolated
at SNUH(1991-1993)"

Antimicrobial Susceptibilitye brgg}jgg?;;?;gt/ﬁr]nl)

S 1 R S I R
Penicillin G 30 37 33 <0.06 0.1-1.0 =2
Cefaclor 37 1 62 <8 16 >32
Cefotaxime 46 0 =0.5 1 =2
Chloramphenicol 52 - 48 <4 - =8
Erythromycin 63 18 19 <05 1-2 =4
Ciprofloxacin 8 15 0 <1 2 =4

Vancomycin 100 0 0 <1 - -
Teicoplanin 100 0O 0 < 16 =32

i from Lee et al. Clin Infect Dis 20:826-35, 1995
(ref 34)
. S;susceptible I; intermediately resistant R; re-
o sistant
: Based on NCCLS interpretive guidelines (1992
for ciprofloxacin and teicoplanin and 1995 for
other antimicrobials)
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Table 3. Resistance of Penicillin(PCN)-susceptible and Penicillin-resistant S. pneumoniae to Other Antimic-

robial Agents”

PCN - resistant

Antimicrobial PCN-susceptible Intermediate High level
agents (n = 39) -resistant -resistant Total

(n = 48) (n = 44) (n = 92)

Cefaclor 0 38 (79%) 44 (100%) 82 (89%)

Erythromycin 1 (3%) 16 (33%) 32 (73%) 48 (52%)

Chloramphenicol 3 (8%) 1 (2%) 30 (68%) 31 (34%)

Ciprofloxacin 6 (15%) 5 (10%) 9 (20%) 14 (15%)

Cefotaxime

Vancomycin E} 0 0 0 0

Teicoplanin

"' from Lee et al. Clin Infect Dis 1995;20:826-35 (ref 34).
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F%(minimal bactericidal concentration; MBC)<]
2% 8-10M7F Hojof AAFS F & A,
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o g MICE Z73toloF 3} cefotaxime©ltt
ceftriaxone®l W MIC7F >1 jg/mlQl ool <t
HutdE o] Al & w3EA 4& F Uth

vancomycin®l W&l oF2 in vitrool A WS
Bole HFte] fith F& AddAe wHuddd u
T Uil st wubde] X FellE, cefotaxime
MIC7F =7] Wil imipenem®]Y} vancomycin®]
Sl Aol A el od Hutele] x| gl
AZFHYoy, A8 2
vancomycin® ¥ gd R FIgo] vty 7]
et Aoz AZAG” gy zoliME Fig
o] $-% Ao WA,

HYAdY 1% WA 751 cephalosporin WA

Fol 93 ¥=de] vancomycin® chloramphe-

#
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e

2 ox & ax o o

&=l
5 O =
s %

gHe]  FA

nicol®l #W& 2% imipenem©|t}t ceftriaxoned}t
vancomycin %% rifampicin® #HE WS AMEE
oz gdos XNFEI oo B} HuEo] Yk
T AU 1w WA el o @ Hukle] A
of digh A AA=I o} FEE FHHA R
5 A9 A 98l ceftriaxone(®+= cefo-
taxime)Z vancomycin® W3 QW T ceftria-
xone(®= cefotaxime)#} rifampin®] W3 2ol
AbgE S e 2ol o} Mol A8 %
710l dexamethasones T 2M FHF] T4
WMEE 29 ¢ Qe Rart g 2 55 49
ol vancomycin¥ dexamethasones o] Foi
W vancomycin® 5N Y2 F}7} 7FA4ste] o
2ol ] o] A" wizbx|e] 7Izke] AT
cephalosporin WA 5ol 23 A=A cef-
triaxone®} rifamping §Alol FoI3H  dexame-
thasone Fololl #Aglo] & oltP” e} cef-
triaxone® rifampin® W KW o disiA =
1 A5

ob2 Abgol el QEel Anst BERet, Lol

&
3}

A+ dexamethasones F3l= A% vanco-
mycin® F7} 589 ceftriaxoned rifampin
o] in vitroolA o] TFER EAT w= 4 7}
go] Au™ rifampine] tEIAE dukH oz Yol
Z ATE HeA Aol AR Z7|el dexa-
methasones FH3t= A$ol= olA7A = cef-

triaxone® rifampin® W3 SHHET= ceftriaxone

3} vancomycin® W3 89S FHEE Aldo] @

2 vgkel 2ol S. pneumoniae?l dMUYAA 1
T A HETE 22 YA E, AldA HErd e

ceftriaxone?} vancomycin (%% ceftriaxone¥ ri-

fampin) S Folsttirt oo R #F7F #HY
A9 A N meningitidisol A AUAH 74
4 S. pneumonige°l¥ FUHAHOR w3

lactamase 4 H. influenzae®l™ ampicillin®&,

Blactamase ¥4 H. influenzae %+= ceftriaxone
#44d S, pneumoniae®l™ ceftriaxones o384,

ceftriaxone WA S. pneumoniae®l™ Al&3NA cef-
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triaxone™ vancomycin(®+ ceftriaxone® rifam-
pin)e Folett HAYHA WA S pneumoniae’}
HEEH ASolE 24-36A17F Foll HF HAE oA
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Hol At JAHW AR
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o7} YIATHEA 64% vs. 60%). E3F ampicillin&
2 Az A, 7949 FwtA wkeEo] 7 o
T 93%, T5% U T 88% oIt oleig A
2 5 o 52 ugd gl ok vEF AAA
AT A5 dFol vEteq A84A oulE A
@om BlactamA FTAZE E74HA AEE T
g Aok B 4 Ak ey oo ATeAe= Y
AW 1% g g5 o AT A8 4Ae v
azh o] Fojx| 2] gkt

B -lactamAl & A12}  aminoglycoside’} in
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AUAdd g dFwel g Folde] A8 2
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B 4 thamoxicillin® &%) FulE F7tE = &
H7F d). Y FolRe FPatAl Fgo] v
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7} Ao R2E SAHYEE, amoxicilline®E o

4 F gl A9 gk

31]1/]”‘2'% A g el B -lactamases A
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cillin-clavulanate®} amoxicillins



Az Ao dle]l & & Qv ZHell A= U2 o
2] 7}A] 74 cephalosporin®l £ -lactamaseZ A
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oy Hydd g dFel disiAe 297 o
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