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CHEMOTHERAPY

Teicoplanin @ in vitro B XU in vivo JLESH

aE RE - Bt - KT K- K O#T
REERAR A FRE

Teicoplanin(TEIC) @ in vitro B & U in vivo HL B J7 1 2 » T, ampicillin(ABPC),
cefotiam (CTM), minocycline(MINO) 3 & Uf vancomycin(VCM) % EtE3E & U THREL, B
TORRER:,

TEICKK, HEREDEREKRD V7 ABME B & VHRIEERICE L THEARZ b7 4%
HLTWER, 77 AREEICHT2ERARAD sk oz, % DIEIIStaphylococcus
aureus TIXABPCIz4 %5 b DD, CTM, MINO, VCM X W Eh T\wiz, %7z, Enterococcus
Saecalisiz L CTIRB L ENLHEN 2R Ui, —F, BRSERCNT 2BZESMH/TE, S.
aureus, methicillin-resistant S. aureus (MRSA), Staphylococcus epidermidis & $1\ZVCM &
NRRED, MINOL DERLTW,

TEICOHBE I W RIZTERTFORETIX, S. aureus, MRSA, S. epidermidis, E. faecalis
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LREEOFRZRL, VCMRPMINOXL D bEN Tz, MRSAIZX L TIZVCM®MINOL b
bEFEL > TWizds, Streptococcus pneumoniae® Streptococcus pyogenesiZ¥t L Tk, HLE3E
KIchig b BN IBESIE 2R Uiz, 272, S. aureus\z & 3~ 7 A EERM K TIEBRESEIC L
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Teicoplanin(TEIC) iz, VA > « XV )L« F KRS
HTHFEIRLERASY aR7IA4 PRIEVETH
30, KXY IZEE 6 K5 % &component TH D, EFKH
DHFRIZHK900T, HE~EHEABOKMERTH 5%,

TEICK, *7F K7V AYOBEERHEET I LICE
D, HEEDSRZHET 5 2 L SREINTB D), van-

comycin(VCM) & [A £, methicillin - resistant Sta-

phylococcus aureus  MRSA) % &40 7 7 ABHE X L
T, MENBLUBRENE2E T 5%, %72, Enterococcus
spp. KX L CTENLHE N 2RT Z EBHISNLT W59,

4 A # 4 1%, ampicillin(ABPC), cefotiam (CTM),
minocycline(MINO) 8 X *'VCM 2 L3 & L ¢, TEIC
Din vitroB & Cin vivoHEIIC DOV THRF 21To 72D
THET 2,

1. RERMHRURRS &

1. FEREA

HERIK L L TIXTEIC, ABPC, CTM, MINO, VCM
DV FEDHES g b D%V,

2., FiHARZ b7 A

HBRED T 7 LBHE221E, 77 LABEEKRS
FUBRHELIRC T 2 RBRENTE T &, AR
1z Tryptosoya broth(TSB: = v 2 4), B2ZH#lE
IZ 13 Heart infusion agar(HIA: = v X 4)% A w»
T, BFR(EREESB/NEEHIEBE (MIC) JlE %k
ICHUTRDIO, B, Streptococcus®, Enterococ-
cus®, Corynebacterium diphtheriaelZ D Ti, 10%
Bl e ML HIAZFWT, 37°C, 2085 EE
DOMIC (ug/ml) 2K 72, & 7z Neisseria spp. i&, 10%
BINWMF = 2 v — M EREEHR A, 48RFf o —

* T607 FERTIILAHX R PR 5
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7 BEEBOMICE KD, 36 REKEEFHICZDOWT
1%, BEEICGAM broth(=v 2 1), BZMHHEIE
GAM agar(= v 2 1) 2 AV T HFRLEEEFE LMK
K[MEEMICRIEEICEL TITo 72,

3. EERSEERRIC N T 5 RRZ S

B ER ¥ $E0» & 43 B X 17> methicillin-sensitive S.
aureus (MSSA) 898k, MRSA 608k, Staphylococcus
epidermidis 308k, Streptococcus pyogemes 33FE,
Enterococcus faecalis 308k, Enterococcus faecium
308k, Enterococcus avium 14BRICDW T, BIEEE I
TSB, BEZ2HAIEICHIAZHWT, BRLEREES
BIREHILBERNEECE L TRZEAE 2T
7’: 10)0

4. VIEHCRIZTHERTFORE

P Rz 55, sitipH, BIERN, BEE
BOEE%S. aureus 209-P JC, MRSA KC-24, S.
epidermidis ATCC14990, E. faecalis®Fi\»T, HIA
DIERFRFREIC L ORI RITo /e, 1221, 55
D 2 D\ T, HIA, Mueller Hinton agar
(MHA : % #), Nutrient agar(NA: = v X 1),
Brain heart infusion agar (BHIA : Difco) % F \» 72
EHRAEREC L DHIEL 7z,

5. REEH

1) MIC = MBC

MRSA 1088k R U E. faecalis 15 IZ DWW T,
Heart infusion broth(HIB : = v X £ ) &/ #iE
FREIC & Y MICHIE 21T - 720 MICOH|EH, HIA
MR BT 5 Z L2 & Y MBCORIE 21T 72,

2) WEFEENARIC RIZTRHE

TSBTHi#EE L 72 S. aureus 209-P JC, MRSA
KC-24, S. epidermidis ATCC14990, E. faecalis %
HIBicBAE L, ©BARH & CIRBHEE L &,
TEIC, VCM, ABPC, CTMOFrEBE»ER ¥,
4B E COEBBERIEL 12,

6. HEELOBRE

1) (IHZESRMER I & 2 EBEIE

S. aureus 209-P JCRU'E. faecalisiz, TEIC%{E
AXEt 2OBBELICOVWTEHERTo, Ti&
bbb, A74 R/ AL TERREARERZERL,
—7, #93BRRRNEE 21T o N EUHFHOBEK =
HN—T T ACEEKL, ThEERIH»SEE, RXF7
4 Y TEHALRBE LT, 2N EITCEEREEMNED
PR (HARE) X VBEL .

2) ERBETFEMEC X 3 VEEE

TSBCHiE® L - EHE 2 HIBIZBME L, XECH+
¥ CIRBEE L, # LTCTEIC2/ER & ¥, IR

B B 2 BB L, 1.5% glutaraldehyde CHIEE#,
1% osmium acidiz & Y KEE%2{To 7z, D, T
5 7 —NVRITHiAL, Luftds DFE2WCEL TR
IR AL, ZOFRBOBEL BERL, BE
By S UIBEEB LU L VBRI R W T ZERA
L®), ERREFEMSE(JEOL-1200EX) 2 & VK&
BEZ{To T,

7. < AEBRBRYYE X T 5 B RIR

1) 253%

SLC-ddY R~ A (4 1His, 4AE20+1g) 1 FF10PL
% B\, S. aureus Smith &£ MRSA KC-241 6 %
gastric mucin (FIFfE) L SRES L:ERK %, Strep-
tococcus pneumoniae typelll £ S. pyogenes C-2031%
gastric mucinfEFINEE %, ZHhZH0.5ml%E <7 X
RN L, B2 RRRC 1ERTRETS 2
L& D ERTTo 2. T HEDAERFEE X D Litchfield
-Wilcoxonk!9TED;, (mg/mouse) K& 18 95% {E#ER
FEERD Tz,

2) KRTEE

Bk U 7-S. aureus B.B. ¥ % 2X10°CFUKC % %
ko, 185 OSLC-ddYRBE~ Y A D T Ic &
L, 2EE#I1cTEIC, VCM, MINOT#E#E:2To 2,
HE X, 48RRI~ 7 AHEE e #>IcHI L TR
BORZRLEREAEL, ZOMOL/ 2% BBELT S
ZEwE0iTo7,

. ¥ &8 & R

1. HIEARZ + T4

BERED T 7 LGHHE, BEERE X UBRKIER
izt 32 TEICOHiE /12 ABPC, CTM, MINO®
X UVCM & HBRE L /o552 % Table 1~ 6127 L
72

TEICK, FRMB &L UCHIKED 7 7 ABERE
LTHENRR LY, 77 A2BHES X UEAED
BacteroidesiZxt L TIZHIEI BRI B oz,

ZOHBEHRHET 5 £, S. aureusiZx LTI,
TEICRCTM®VCM L A OB 2L, S
pyogenesizxt L TIRVCM X b Bh, CTMEEZEOH
BEhHERLE.Z0MD 7 7 ABEHE IR L TIEVCM
LIRIREIZETHY, ABPCX D& > Tz,

2. EERRSHERIIN T 2 B2ES M

EEPRE9Z 538 X L7z MSSA 898k, MRSA 608k, S.
epidermidis 308k, S. pyogenes 33tk, E. faecalis 30
Bk, E. faecium 30%k, E. avium 148Kz 3 % 52t
576, BRSO ERE LR %2 Table 7WRLTz,

1) MSSADBZE

TEICI0. 78ug/mlict — 27 2B LTHB D, TRTD
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Table 1.

Gram-positive bacteria (10 cells/ml)

Antibacterial spectrum of teicoplanin, ampicillin, cefotiam, minocycline, and vancomycin

Organisms

MIC (ug/ml)

Teicoplanin Ampicillin

Cefotiam Minocycline Vancomycin

Staphylococcus aureus 209-P JC
Staphylococcus aureus Smith
Staphylococcus aureus Terajima
Staphylococcus aureus Neumann
Staphylococcus aureus E-46
Staphylococcus aureus No. 80
Staphylococcus aureus No. 50774
Staphylococcus epidermidis
Streptococcus pyogenes S-23
Streptococcus pyogenes Cook
Streptococcus pyogenes C-203
Enterococcus faecalis

Viridans group Streptococcus
Streptococcus pneumoniae type I
Streptococcus pneumoniae type 11
Streptococcus pneumoniae type Il
Micrococcus luteus ATCC 9341
Bacillus subtilis ATCC 6633
Bacillus anthracis
Corynebacterium diphtheriae

Corynebacterium diphtheriae Toronto

0.78 0.20
1.56 0.20
0.78 0.39
0.78 0.20
1.56 0.10
1.56 >100
0.78 0.10
1.56 0.39
0.05 0.025
0.20 0.025
0.05 0.012
0.39 1.56
0.78 1.56
0.20 0.05
0.10 0.05
0.20 0.05
0.39 =0.006
0.20 0.10
0.20 0.025
0.20 0.39
0.10 0.025

0.78
0.78
0.78
0.78
0.78
1.56
0.78
1.56
0.05
0.10
0.05

0.20
0.20
0.20
0.20
0.20
3.13
0.78
0.025

0.
0.
0.
0.
0.
3.
0.
0.

0
0
0
0
0
0
0.
0
1
0
0
0
0

39
39
78
39
39
13
39
39

.20
.39
.20
.39
.39
.20

39

.39
.56
.10
.10
.39
.20

(=]

.78
.78
.78
.78
78
56
78
78
20
39
20
78
78
20
20
.20
.39
.20
.56
.39
.20
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Table 2.

Gram-positive bacteria (10° cells/ml)

Antibacterial spectrum of teicoplanin, ampicillin, cefotiam, minocycline, and vancomycin

Organisms

MIC (ug/ml)

Teicoplanin Ampicillin

Cefotiam Minocycline Vancomycin

Staphylococcus aureus 209-P JC
Staphylococcus aureus Smith
Staphylococcus aureus Terajima
Staphylococcus aureus Neumann
Staphylococcus aureus E-46
Staphylococcus aureus No. 80
Staphylococcus aureus No. 50774
Staphylococcus epidermidis
Streptococcus pyogenes S-23
Streptococcus pyogenes Cook
Streptococcus pyogenes C-203
Enterococcus faecalis

Viridans group Streptococcus
Streptococcus pneumoniae type I
Streptococcus pneumoniae type 11
Streptococcus pneumoniae type Il
Micrococcus luteus ATCC 9341
Bacillus subtilis ATCC 6633
Bacillus anthracis
Corynebacterium diphtheriae

Corynebacterium diphtheriae Toronto

0.39 0.10
0.78 0.10
0.39 0.39
0.39 0.10
0.78 0.10
0.78 3.13
0.78 0.39
1.56 0.39
0.05 0.025
0.10 0.025
0.05 =0.006
0.20 0.78
0.20 0.78
0.10 0.025
0.10 0.05
0.10 0.05
0.20 =0.006
0.10 =0.006
0.20 0.025
0.10 0.20
0.10 =0.006

0.39
0.39
0.78
0.78
0.39
0.78
0.39
1.56
0.05
0.10
=0.006
>100
>100
0.20
0.20
0.20
0.20
0.20
1.56
0.78
=0.006

0.

0
0
0
0
1
0
0
0
0
0
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.

20

.20
.20
.20
.20
.56
.20
.20
.20
.39
.20

20
39
10
20
39

0.39
0.39
0.39
0.39
0.39
0.78
0.39
0.39
0.20
0.20
0.20
0.39
0.39
0.20
0.20
0.20
0.39
0.10
0.78
0.39
0.20
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Table 3.

Gram-negative bacteria (10® cells/ml)

Antibacterial spectrum of teicoplanin, ampicillin, cefotiam, minocycline, and vancomycin

MIC (ug/ml)

Teicoplanin Ampicillin

Cefotiam  Minocycline Vancomycin

Organisms
Escherichia coli NIH] JC-2 >100
Escherichia coli NIH >100
Escherichia coli K-12 >100
Citrobacter freundii NIH 10018-68 >100
Salmonella typhi T-287 >100
Salmonella typhi 0-901 >100
Salmonella paratyphi A >100
Salmonella paratyphi B >100
Salmonella enteritidis >100
Shigella dysenteriae EW-7 >100
Shigella flexneri 2a EW-10 >100
Shigella boydii EW-28 >100
Shigella sonnei EW-33 >100
Klebsiella pneumoniae KC-1 >100
Klebsiella pneumoniae NCTC 9632 >100
Enterobacter cloacae NCTC 9394 >100
Enterobacter aerogenes >100
Enterobacter aerogenes NCTC 10006 >100
Hafnia alvei NCTC 9540 >100
Serratia marcescens IFO 3736 >100
Proteus vulgaris 0X-19 >100
Proteus mirabilis 1287 >100
Morganella morganii Kono >100
Providencia retigeri NIH 96 >100
Proteus inconstans NIH 118 >100
Pseudomonas aeruginosa No. 12 100
Pseudomonas aeruginosa Nc-5 100
Xanth ltophilia ATCC 136337 100
Neisseria gonorrhoeae 12.5
Neisseria meningitidis 100

12.5 0.20 6.25 >100
6.25 0.20 1.56 >100
3.13 0.10 6.25 >100

100 100 6.25 >100

0.20 0.05 3.13 >100
0.20 0.05 3.13 >100
0.39 0.05 6.25 >100
0.78 0.10 3.13 >100
0.39 0.10 6.25 >100
3.13 0.10 1.56 >100
3.13 0.10 25 >100
6.25 0.10 6.25 >100
1.56 0.10 3.13 >100
1.56 0.20 6.25 >100

50 0.20 3.13 >100

>100 >100 12.5 >100
100 >100 6.25 >100
>100 >100 12.5 >100
100 >100 25 >100
50 >100 25 >100
>100 >100 1.56 >100
0.78 0.39 12.5 >100
>100 >100 25 >100

12.5 50 25 >100

100 >100 12.5 >100
>100 >100 25 >100
>100 >100 25 >100
>100 >100 0.20 100

0.20 0.05 0.78 12.5
0.10 0.025 0.20 100

1) MSSADBFE

TEICi0. 78ug/mlic ¥ — 2 2B L TE Y, TRTOD
BRI 0.10~3. 13ug/mlic 3 # L T iz, & DOMICy, ik
1.56ug/ml T, VCM®MINO L ZiZEZTH Y,
ABPC®CTMIZHARENT W2,

2) MRSADHE

MRSAZxt LU T TEICIZ, 10%cells/mlEHEDIHS,
0.39~6. 25ug/mliZ 534 L, % DMICy,i31. 56,g/ml
TH5712o VCMDOMICy, b 1. 56ug/mlTH b, TEICE
2L RACHENTH >, —H, f-lactamPBHEWE
DABPC, CTM, CEZOMICy i3, V¥ b >100ug/
miThHY, HBHERE o7z, 10%cells/mlEED
BEY, 10%cells/mBEDBE LI L A LRIURSH
Y — v BR LIz,

3) S. epidermidisDBE

TEICi20. 39~3. 13ug/mlic 3% 3 i &=L,

Z DMIC,, i fhD Staphylococcusi@DIBE & FkE 1.56
ug/mlTH o7z, MINO, VCMDMIC,,120. 78xg/ml
T, CTMIiZ1.56ug/mlTH Y, 2 s 33K LIiFiZR
BROTEHN 2R LT,

4) S. pyogenesDBE

TEICiZ 0. 05¢g/mlIDBE T TR TOEKOEE %
FHIEL, ZOHEHIZCTME ZIZERRTHY, VCM
LD H 4~ fEFFEN TV,

5) E. faecalisDB&

TEICi0. 2ug/mlic ¥ — 27 2T 23 ERL,
0.39:g/mIDBE TTRTOBEKDORKE 2HIE LI,
ABPCIizHRT 2 ~ 45BN HIE N 2R L, VEM X

Db 4 BN TV, —F, CTM®MINOiZ b E 0 R
FRPENERE R o7,
6) E. faecium DBE
TEICiZ 0.39ug/mlic¥—27 2ELTH Y, 0.10~
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Table 4.

Gram-negative bacteria (10° cells/ml)

Antibacterial spectrum of teicoplanin, ampicillin, cefotiam, minocycline, and vancomycin

MIC (ug/ml)

Organisms

Teicoplanin  Ampicillin Cefotiam Minocycline Vancomycin
Escherichia coli NIHJ JC-2 >100 6.25 0.10 6.25 >100
Escherichia coli NIH >100 3.13 0.05 1.56 >100
Escherichia coli K-12 >100 3.13 0.05 3.13 >100
Citrobacter freundii NIH 10018-68 >100 100 1.56 1.56 >100
Salmonella typhi T-287 >100 0.20 0.025 1.56 100
Salmonella typhi O-901 >100 0.20 0.05 0.78 >100
Salmonella paratyphi A >100 0.20 0.05 3.13 >100
Salmonella paratyphi B >100 0.39 0.05 3.13 >100
Salmonella enteritidis >100 0.20 0.05 3.13 >100
Shigella dysenteriae EW-T >100 3.13 0.10 1.56 >100
Shigella flexneri 2a EW-10 >100 3.13 0.05 12.5 >100
Shigella boydii EW-28 >100 3.13 0.025 6.25 50
Shigella sonnei EW-33 >100 1.56 0.05 1.56 50
Klebsiella pneumoniae KC-1 >100 0.78 0.10 3.13 >100
Klebsiella pneumoniae NCTC 9632 >100 12.5 0.10 1.56 >100
Enterobacter cloacae NCTC 9394 >100 >100 1.56 6.25 >100
Enterobacter aerogenes >100 25 0.39 6.25 >100
Enterobacter aerogenes NCTC 10006 >100 >100 1.56 6.25 >100
Hafnia alvei NCTC 9540 >100 12.5 0.39 25 >100
Serratia marcescens IFO 3736 >100 25 6.25 12.5 >100
Proteus vulgaris 0X-19 >100 0.78 0.20 1.56 >100
Proteus mirabilis 1287 >100 0.39 0.10 25 >100
Morganella morganii Kono >100 >100 0.39 25 >100
Providencia retigeri NIH 96 >100 0.10 0.006 12.5 >100
Proteus inconstans NIH 118 >100 12.5 0.10 6.25 >100
Pseudomonas aeruginosa No. 12 >100 >100 >100 25 >100
Pseudomonas aeruginosa Nc-5 >100 >100 >100 12.5 >100
Xanthomonas maltophilia ATCC 136337 100 100 >100 0.025 50
Neisseria gonorrhoeae 12.5 0.10 0.025 0.39 12.5
Neisseria meningitidis 100 0.05 0.025 0.10 100

3. 13ug/mlic AT 2HE N 2R LTze £ DMIC i
0.78ug/mlTH Y, ABPCRCTMIZLthREN TV
3, MINO, VCMIiZH~R 254> Twiz,

7) E. avium DB E

TEIC X 0.20~0. 3%9ug/mlic 3T 2 E I 2=
L, ZDOMICyi0.39ug/mITH-> 71z, ZDOHEIX
VCM E[EETH D, ABPC, CTM, MINOIZ tERTE
nTwniz,

3. HEHRIZTHERFORE

S. aureus 209- P JC, MRSA KC-24, S. epider-
midis ATCC14990, E. faecalis % Fi\> T HE#h, 55
pH, BIERING & CEERERO, HENCRRTE
Bz OWTHRE LR %2 Table 8~11I/R LTz, B
#oEETIZTEIC, ABPC, CTM, MINO, VCM®
S5EA L OHEVRERHEER T R ol Bl
pHOEETIXTEIC, CTM, VCM, MINO® 4 A

X, 7k VAN D BERICHIEE £ 3 EEH
FH SNz, BMFEHFEMOBEIEX, MRSAZEEL /-
£ £ OMINOT, BIFEARMBOMEME &b HEN
DIETHED Shizd, FOMOEETTIX, HED
KERFEIAD SR> oz, BEEHREOEEIL,
TEIC:2 &5 AN EDIILACRERZ T P>
725

4. BREEA

1) MIC:MBC

MRSA 108 #k & ' E. faecalis 158 ¥R W Xf 3 3
TEIC, VCM, ABPCOMIC : MBCIiZ DWW THIEL 72
R YFig. 1, 2ITR LTz,

MRSATIZ, WTFhDEFbMICEMBCTEHR
s oizdt, E. faecalisiz®tL TIXTEIC, VCM
OWEROMICEMBCTKRKE REZ:2RBO.Thbb
E. faecalisizt$ 2 TEICE VEMOFZEIZF W &
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Table 5.

Anaerobic bacteria (10° cells/ml)

Antibacterial spectrum of teicoplanin, ampicillin, cefotiam, minocycline, and vancomycin

MIC (ug/ml)

Organisms

Teicoplanin Ampicillin

Cefotiam Minocycline Vancomycin

Clostridium tetani 0.20
Clostridium perfringens 0.39
Clostridium sporogenes 0.20
Bacteroides fragilis GM 7000 >100
Bacteroides fragilis ATCC 25285 >100

Bacteroides fragilis V-240-2 100

Bacteroides fragilis V-283 >100
Bacteroides thetaiotaomicron 5600 >100
Bacteroides distasonis clin-99-3 50
Bacteroides vulgatus ES-14 25
Bacteroides ovatus Ju-6-1 >100

0.10 0.20 0.05 0.78
0.78 12.5 0.10 0.39
0.20 1.56 0.05 25
25 100 0.05 25
25 100 0.05 50
>100 >100 0.78 25
>100 >100 1.56 25
100 >100 3.13 >100
>100 >100 0.10 100
25 100 0.20 25
25 >100 1.56 100

Table 6.

Anaerobic bacteria (10° cells/ml)

Antibacterial spectrum of teicoplanin, ampicillin, cefotiam, minocycline, and vancomycin

MIC (ug/ml)

Organisms
Teicoplanin Ampicillin ~ Cefotiam Minocycline Vancomycin
Clostridium tetani 0.20 0.025 0.10 0.025 0.78
Clostridium perfringens 0.10 0.10 6.25 0.05 0.20
Clostridium sporogenes 0.20 0.05 0.78 0.05 0.78
Bacteroides fragilis GM 7000 100 12.5 25 0.025 25
Bacteroides fragilis ATCC 25285 100 12.5 50 0.05 25
Bacteroides fragilis V-240-2 100 >100 >100 0.78 25
Bacteroides fragilis V-283 >100 >100 >100 1.56 25
Bacteroides thetaiotaomicron 5600 >100 100 >100 3.13 50
Bacteroides distasonis clin-99-3 50 100 100 0.05 50
Bacteroides vulgatus ES-14 25 6.25 12.5 0.20 12.5
Bacteroides ovatus Ju-6-1 50 12.5 100 1.56 100

3o 72,

2) WREEARIC BUR T R

S. aureus 209- P JC, MRSA KC-248 & U S.
epidermidis ATCC149900, MFEMARIZ RIZ T HEIC
DWLTRE LR % Fig. 3~5 1Rl 7,

S. aureus 209-P JCB & * MRSA KC-24izxf L
T, TEICIZ Hbak3E L B DER 2R L1228, Z ORE
HEHEVEEL LD TRLo T, —H, S. epider-
midis ATCC14990 =xfL Tid, TEICIZVCM & [Al#k
Ddose responseD b 3 HEEAER LTz,

5. PRELOBE
1) PIEEFEMERIC L 2 EEE

S. aureus 209-P JCIZTEICR{ER & ¥ 1R D&
Elb e I HHEEME CHE L B R 2 Fig. 612 L
776 0. 2ug/ml(1/4MIC) TiZcontrol & FIAkIZHERE L T
WERFSBE SN, 0. 391, 56ug/mI T, AL

LTHBEREIEL TUIRTFUBEEI N, E.
faecalis . TEIC2ER & B - D EE L % Fig. 7
R L7288, 0.054g/ml(1/8MIC) AT D #EE T,
control & [FIAEDWHEHIR & iz D3, 0. 1ug/mITIIRF
HoERE &b CHEEOERILBR S, 72, 0.2
ug/mITREEDEALRTED Shiz, 0.39ug/mlBlE
DBETIE, BEORMLRSNT, WHEITLE
EFELTwABETFHEEENIY, BEBORohkd»
o7 Z o, TEICRBEENEALTWEbDL
Bbhiz,

2) EREETEMSIC L RERE

S. aureus 209-P JCIZTEICR/ERH & ¥ 1B DE#A
EFG%Fig. 8icmL7203, EA 1 BB TIRELIX
Reny, controlk AROMENELE & v (Fig. 8
a)e —7, EA4RMETREL OBERVBEEIL
7243 (Fig. 8b,c), B-lactamFWERRED & 5 i Mifaa:
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Table 7. Comparative iz vitro activities of teicoplanin and other antimicrobial agents against clinical isolates

Organisms Antimicrobial MIC (ug/ml)
(No. of strains) agents Range 50% 90%
Teicoplanin 0.10 ~ 3.13 0.78 1.56
Staphylococcus aureus Ampicillin =< 0.05 ~ 100 3.13 50
(89) Cefotiam 0.20 ~>100 0.78 100
Minocycline 0.20 ~ 25 0.78 3.13
Vancomycin 0.20 ~ 1.56 0.39 0.78
Teicoplanin 0.39 ~ 6.25 0.78 1.56
Ampicillin 0.39 ~>100 >100 >100
Cefotiam 1.56 ~>100 100 >100
108 Cefazolin 25 ~>100 >100 >100
Minocycline 0.39 ~ 25 1.56 3.13
o . Vancomycin 0.39 ~ 3.13 0.78 1.56
Methicillin-resistant Methicillin 2%~ 100 >100 >100
Staphylococcus aureus
(60) Teicoplanin 0.20 ~ 3.13 0.39 0.78
Ampicillin 0.20 ~ 100 50 50
Cefotiam 0.78 ~>100 50 >100
108 Cefazolin 0.78 ~>100 50 >100
Minocycline 0.10 ~ 25 0.78 1.56
Vancomycin 0.20 ~ 1.56 0.39 0.78
Methicillin 1.56 ~>100 25 >100
Teicoplanin 0.39 ~ 3.13 0.78 1.56
. L. Amopicillin 0.05 ~ 25 1.56 12.5
Staphy l"c"go’;s epidermidis  (ofotiam 0.20 ~  1.56 0.78 1.56
Minocycline 0.20 ~ 1.56 0.39 0.78
Vancomycin 0.39 ~ 0.78 0.78 0.78
Teicoplanin 0.025~ 0.05 0.05 0.05
Streptococcus pyogenes AmpiFillin = 0.006~ 0.025 0.012 0.025
(33) Cefotiam 0.025~ 0.10 0.05 0.10
Minocycline 0.20 ~ 50 6.25 25
Vancomycin 0.10 ~ 0.20 0.20 0.20
Teicoplanin 0.10 ~ 0.39 0.20 0.39
. Ampicillin 0.39 ~ 1.56 0.78 0.78
E"t”"“’”gg)f“““hs Cefotiam 25 ~>100 50 100
Minocycline 0.39 ~ 50 25 25
Vancomycin 0.39 ~ 1.56 0.78 1.56
Teicoplanin 0.10 ~ 3.13 0.39 0.78
Enterococcus faecium Ampicillin 0.10 ~ 12.5 1.56 3.13
(30) Cefotiam 12.5 ~>100 >100 >100
Minocycline 0.10 ~ 12.5 0.20 0.39
Vancomycin 0.10 ~ 1.56 0.20 0.39
Teicoplanin 0.20 ~ 0.39 0.20 0.39
Enterococcus avium Ampi.cillin 0.39 ~ 25 0.78 12.5
(14) Cefotiam 6.25 ~>100 25 >100
Minocycline 0.39 ~ 50 25 25
Vancomycin 0.20 ~ 0.39 0.39 0.39

Inoculum size : 10° cells/ml (except methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus)

DEEIZRs> 1T, BEPRPMEL D OBEHISHEE K (Fig. 9b)°, BHEMR(Fig. o) BB I,
7z (Fig. 8d), 6. U AERBRIRBHEE T 2 IEREIR
E. faecalisic TEICR{Ef & ¥ 1R D ZE 1t % Fig. 9 1) £5BPfE T 2R
WRLT:H, REERSHEHESh, HRAELTW M SUAEBRWEBENBRRECH T 2ERHIRE
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Table 8. Influence of medium on antibacterial activity

MIC (ug/ml)

Organisms Medium — - - -
Teicoplanin Ampicillin ~ Cefotiam Minocycline Vancomycin
MHA 0.20 0.05 0.10 0.20 0.20
HIA 0.20 0.10 0.20 0.20 0.20
Staphylococcus aureus 209-P JC NA 0.20 0.05 0.20 0.78 0.20
TSA 0.20 0.10 0.20 0.20 0.20
BHIA 0.39 0.10 0.20 0.10 0.39
MHA 0.20 50 >100 0.39 0.20
R . HIA 0.39 50 >100 0.78 0.39
M:?Stt};;;nlglox;ijm:::eus KC-24 NA 0.39 50 >100 6.25 0.20
Y s TSA 0.39 50 100 0.78 0.39
BHIA 0.39 50 100 0.39 0.39
MHA 0.20 0.05 0.20 0.20 0.39
. L. HIA 0.78 0.05 0.20 0.20 0.78
S";"’?Cl‘g‘ﬁg’;; epidermidis NA 0.39 0.05 0.20 0.78 0.39
TSA 0.39 0.025 0.20 0.20 0.78
BHIA 1.56 0.05 0.20 0.10 0.78
MHA 0.20 3.13 >100 0.39 0.20
HIA 0.20 0.78 >100 0.20 0.20
Enterococcus faecalis NA 0.20 1.56 >100 0.78 0.39
TSA 0.20 1.56 >100 0.39 0.39
BHIA 0.20 1.56 >100 0.20 0.39

MHA : Mueller Hinton Agar “Eiken”

HIA : Heart Infusion Agar “Nissui”

NA : Nutrient Agar “Nissui”

TSA : Trypto-Soya Agar “Nissui”

BHIA : Brain Heart Infusion Agar “DIFCO”

Table 9. Influence of medium pH on antibacterial activity

MIC (ug/ml)

Organisms pH - - — ; -
Teicoplanin Ampicillin  Cefotiam Minocycline Vancomycin

6 0.20 0.10 0.20 0.10 0.39
Staphylococcus aureus 209-P JC 7 0.78 0.10 0.39 0.78 0.78
8 0.78 0.10 0.39 0.78 0.78
. s . 6 0.20 50 >100 0.78 0.39
Mgtth‘i;”l‘“ ’;S’Sta": KC-24 7 0.39 50 >100 3.13 0.39
apRylococcus aureus 8 0.39 50 >100 6.25 0.78
Staphylococcus epidermidis 6 0.78 0.05 0.20 0.10 0.78
ATCC 14990 7 0.78 0.05 0.39 0.78 0.78
8 0.78 0.05 0.39 0.78 1.56
6 0.20 0.78 >100 0.10 0.39
Enterococcus faecalis 7 0.20 1.56 >100 0.78 0.39
8 0.39 1.56 >100 1.56 0.78

Table 1212% L7120 S. aureus Smithizxt3 2 1#%  D0.00747mg/mouse, VCM D0. 0148mg/mouse &
BEED; fETH# T % £, TEICiX0.00389mg/mouse LEN TV,

T, ABPC?D0. 00186mg/mouse & D %> Twizd MRSA KC-24iz 3¢ U T i, TEIC i20.141mg/
DD, CTM®D0. 00389mg/mouse & [F] U TH v, MINO mouse T»H Y, VCM D). 0315mg/mouse, MINO D
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Table 10. Influence of horse serum on antibacterial activity

Serum MIC (ug/ml)
Organisms concentration - - — - - - -
(%) Teicoplanin Ampicillin  Cefotiam Minocycline Vancomycin
0 0.39 0.10 0.39 0.20 0.39
10 0.39 0.10 0.39 0.39 0.39
Staphylococcus aureus 209-P JC 25 0.78 0.10 0.39 0.78 0.78
50 1.56 0.10 0.39 0.78 0.78
0 0.39 50 >100 1.56 0.39
Methicillin-resistant 10 0.39 50 >100 3.13 0.39
Staphylococcus aureus KC-24 25 0.78 50 >100 6.25 0.78
50 0.78 100 >100 12.5 0.78
0 0.78 0.05 0.39 0.39 0.78
Staphylococcus epidermidis 10 0.78 0.05 0.39 0.39 0.78
ATCC 14990 25 1.56 0.05 0.39 0.78 0.78
50 1.56 0.05 0.39 0.78 1.56
0 0.20 1.56 >100 0.20 0.39
Enterococcus faecalis 10 0.20 1.56 >100 0.39 0.39
cous 25 0.20 1.56 >100 0.78 0.39
50 0.78 1.56 >100 0.78 0.78

Table 11. Influence of inoculum size on antibacterial activity

Organisms Inoculum size MIC (ug/ml)

(cells/ml)  Teicoplanin Ampicillin  Cefotiam Minocycline Vancomycin

3.4X108 0.78 0.20 0.78 0.78 0.78

3.4X107 0.78 0.10 0.39 0.20 0.39

Staphylococcus aureus 209-P JC 3.4X10° 0.39 0.10 0.20 0.20 0.39

3.4X10° 0.39 0.05 0.20 0.20 0.39

3.4%x10* 0.20 0.05 0.20 0.10 0.20

2.3%x108 0.78 >100 >100 3.13 0.78

.. . 2.3x107 0.39 100 >100 1.56 0.39

e e gy 23XI0° 0.39 50 100 1.56 0.39

aphy us 2.3x10° 0.20 25 100 1.56 0.39

2.3X10* 0.20 25 100 0.78 0.39

5.9x107 1.56 0.025 0.39 0.78 0.78

. ‘. 5.9X10° 0.78 0.025 0.39 0.39 0.78

S’f’?é‘é“’f:;’;oep idermidis 5.9X10° 0.78 0.025 0.39 0.20 0.78

5.9X104 0.78 0.025 0.39 0.20 0.78

5.9%X10% 0.39 0.012 0.20 0.20 0.39

5.5Xx108 0.39 3.13 >100 0.78 0.39

5.5X107 0.20 1.56 >100 0.39 0.39

Enterococcus faecalis 5.5%X10° 0.20 1.56 >100 0.20 0.39

5.5X10° 0.20 0.78 >100 0.20 0.39

5.5x10* 0.20 0.78 >100 0.20 0.39

0.0506mg/mouseiz 4 > Tz 43, CTM®DO0.142mg/  HXTHEHEN TV,

mouse, ABPC®D >3mg/mouse& Y BEh Tz, S. pyogenes C-2031Z x¢ L T b, TEIC @ EDs i
S. preumoniae typelllic Xt L T, TEIC @ EDs, i 0.0034mg/mouse T, fHDHEKIEIZHRTHRLEN

0.0188mg/mouse ¢, ABPC, CTM, MINO, VCMIiZ BERER LT,
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Fig. 1. MIC and MBC of teicoplanin, vancomycin, and ampicillin against methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus
(10 strains, 10¢ cells/ml)
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Fig. 2. MIC and MBC of teicoplanin, vancomycin, and ampicillin against Enterococcus faecalis
(15 strains, 10° cells/ml)

2) ETIBE T 23R B X Win vivodiE 1%, ABPC, VCM, MINO, CTM
S. aureus B.B. BRI X B~ 7 A KRR TIRBR PHEE YL LR 2To 225, TEICIZFVCME
PE TN T B IRERNR % Table 1312 L7z, BiiE, 77 2BHEICHLTOAFBEARY bV EF

TEIC®D0. Img/mousei& 5.1 & D IHFRHE MR & LTwiz, TEICH Y 5 ABRME TN L THEN 2=
h, ZORRIZVCM I D BN T Wiz, MINOL D BRVERELTR, RXERBS I ABERONMNER
b4 Tz, EfRTszesCcERVEDEEZ SRS, TEICO

m. # -3 77 ABEMEICT 2HE N L LTI, IcMRSA®
7Y a7FF REHREYWETEICIZMET % in vitro Enterococcus spp. X3 2HEIBEEH I NS08, £
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Fig. 3. Effect of teicoplanin and vancomycin on the
viability of Staphylococcus aureus 209-P JC
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Fig. 4. Effect of teicoplanin, vancomycin, ampicillin, and cefotiam on the viability of methicillin-resistant

Staphylococcus aureus KC-24

EHRRET L L ERRO R TR BEEL B o
720 L2 L, VCMit D Enterococcus spp. DTELEDER
HEINTVRBDTY, I 0 XD RERIHL T
TEICRED & > RHEN 2 RT O, RETILE
B3, —FH, VCMitE ODMRSADELE X K IZHE &
nTB 57, TEICIIMRSAZX L TENT-E %2

ELTWwW30DT, TEICRVCMIEHE, MRSARZEIZ
NUT, ERAESICR S LERINS,
HEERAKRICL Y, TEICIXS. aureus= Entero-
coccus spp. W L THEEROEVWERTHS LB
bis s, S. epidermidisicxt L TIZHWREIER %
AL BEECXD 20X RERBRSN Z L,
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Teicoplanin Vancomycin Ampicillin Cefotiam
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Fig. 5. Effect of teicoplanin, vancomycin, ampicillin and cefotiam on the viability of Staphylococcus epidermidis ATCC 14990

control

0.39 ug/ml 1.56 pg/ml

Fig. 6. Phase-contrast micrographs of Staphylococcus aureus 209-P JC exposed to teicoplanin for 3h
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control

0.2 pug/ml 1.56 ug/ml

Fig. 7. Phase-contrast micrographs of Enterococcus faecalis exposed to teicoplanin for 4h

&

c. 4MIC 4h d. 4MIC 4h

Fig. 8. Transmission electron micrographs of Staphylococcus aureus 209-P JC exposed to 4MIC(3.13 ug/ml) of teicoplanin
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a. control

b. 1MIC 4h c. IMIC 4h

Fig. 9. Transmission electron micrographs of Enterococcus faecalis exposed to 1 MIC(0.39 xg/ml) of teicoplanin for 4h

Table 12. Protective effect of teicoplanin, ampicillin, cefotiam, minocycline, and vancomycin against experimental
intraperitoneal infections in mice

Challenge dose MIC (ug/ml)

Organisms (B8 maiiee) Drugs 108 108 EDs, (mg/mouse)

1.7%x10°8 Teicoplanin 1.56 0.78 0.00389(0.00463~0.00324)
Ampicillin 0.20 0.10 0.00186 (0.00205~0.00170)
Staphylococcus aureus Smith (20 LDs,) Cefotiam 0.78 0.39 0.00389(0.00463~0.00324)
Minocycline 0.39 0.20 0.00747(0.00951~0.00586)

Vancomycin 0.78 0.39 0.0148 (0.0177 ~0.0124)

5%107 Teicoplanin 0.78 0.78 0.141 (0.158 ~0.126)

Methicillin-resistant Arpicitin, o g a0 P e

Slatbuloaccas s KO8 (8 LDsp) Cefotiam 20 & 13 0.142 (0.205 ~0.0838)
Minocycline v 1.56 0.0506 (0.055 ~0.0463)

Vancomycin 0.78 0.39 0.0315 (0.0387 ~0.0255)

4.4%10? Teicoplanin 0.20 0.10 0.0188 (0.0231 ~0.015)

Ampicillin 0.05 0.05 0.338 (0.406 ~0.283)

Streptococcus pneumoniae type Il (200 LDgy) Cefotiam 0.20 0.20 >1

Minocycline 0.39 0.39 0.298 (0.333 ~0.263)

Vancomycin 0.20 0.20 0.0315 (0.0387 ~0.0255)
1.5X10% Teicoplanin 0.05 0.05 0.0034 (0.00386~0.00302)

Ampicillin 0.012 =0.006 0.0768 (0.129 ~0.0498)

Streptococcus pyogenes C-203 (30 LDso) Cefotiam 0.05 =0.006 0.722. (0.813 ~0.638)

Minocycline 0.20 0.20 0.183 (0.215 ~0.158)

Vancomycin 0.20 0.20 0.0231 (0.0326 ~0.0140)

* Containing 3% hog gastric mucin
** Antimicrobial agents were administered subcutaneously two hours after infection
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Table 13. Protective effect of teicoplanin, vancomycin,
and minocycline against subcutaneous abscess
infection experimentally induced by Staphylo-
coccus aureus B.B in mice
Drugs MIC* Dose** Size of abscess
g (ug/ml) | (mg/mouse) (mm)
0.1 9.8+2.0
0.02 15.9+3.5
Teicoplanin 0.78 0.004 15.6+4.7
0.0008 16.1+3.7
0.00016 18.3+4.3
0.1 13.5+1.3
0.02 14.5+3.8
Vancomycin 0.39 0.004 14.1£3.0
0.0008 15.9+4.4
0.00016 16.4+2.7
0.1 3.2t1.2
0.02 6.7+2.4
Minocycline 0.20 0.004 13.5+4.6
0.0008 15.9+2.2
0.00016 18.3+2.8
Control 0 19.2+1.9
Mean + SD

* Inoculum size : 2 X 10¢ cells/ml
** Antimicrobial agents were administered subcutaneously
two hours after infection
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In vitro and in vivo antibacterial activities of teicoplanin

Takeshi Nishino, Hiroaki Fujii, Kazuhiro Nagahira
and Masako Otsuki
Department of Microbiology Kyoto Pharmaceutical University
5 Nakauchi-cyo, Misasagi, Yamashina-ku, Kyoto 607, Japan

We compared the iz vitro and in vivo antibacterial activities of teicoplanin (TEIC) with
those of ampicillin(ABPC), cefotiam(CTM), minocycline(MINO), and vancomycin(VCM),
and obtained the following results. :

TEIC had an antimicrobial spectrum against gram-positive and anaerobic bacteria, but did
not have antibacterial activity against gram-negative bacteria. The antibacterial activity of
TEIC against Staphylococcus aureus was slightly inferior to that of ABPC and superior to
those of CTM, MINO, and VCM. Against Enterococcus faecalis, TEIC was the most potent
compound of all the antimicrobial agents tested. On the other hand, in the sensitivity distribu-
tion of clinically isolated strains, its activity against S. aureus, methicillin-resistant S. aureus
(MRSA), and Staphylococcus epidermidis was slightly inferior to that of VCM and superior to
that of MINO.

The activity of TEIC against S. aureus, MRSA, S. epidermidis, and E. faecalis was largely
unaffected by the type of culture medium, the addition of horse serum, inoculum size and the
pH of the medium.

TEIC showed bacteriostatic action against S. aureus and E. faecalis and bactericidal action
against MRSA and S. epidermidis.

In the morphological examination by phase-contrast and transmission electron microscopy,
TEIC produced swelling and lysis of S. aureus and E. faecalis cells. It was found that the
lytic site of these cells observed after treatment with TEIC was in the sites of septum forma-
tion.

The therapeutic efficacy of TEIC in intraperitoneal infections in mice was comparable to
that of CTM and superior to those of VCM and MINO against S. aureus. In MRSA infection
in mice, TEIC demonstrated therapeutic efficacy slightly inferior to those of VCM and MINO
but showed the highest therapeutic activity against Streptococcus pneumoniae and Streptococcus
pyogenes among the drugs tested.

Against subcutaneous abscess infections experimentally induced by S. aureus in mice, the
therapeutic efficacy of TEIC was superior to that of VCM.



