[ - Ea52)

RAI R B dip-slide (2B$ 5 M
—BAEREDE NI DAL HHES—

SIARMEF - AR B - AHELTF - PBEHY S - MO E—
REREGERRE L v & -

CFROE1BOBZHE - FR9OES5 A 16 2H)

FELTRBRYIYEHNE 16 B 18 ko MRTERL-EHIZ, -5 27 % 2% (f-lactams) 6
FEHl=—a—-F /0% (NQs) 2 BAZEmMLL: [HARWEESAR] eREL, FHAEORL
% dip-slide IC X 2HEEFEREZHLBL TUTOREREHE

1. MIC f5<6.25 ug/ml %/~ L7-bk% BYEH, FUL =125 ug/ml 2R LzlkEEHRELTE LD
RERETE, WThoEHCBOTOLWMHKZHAL BT HOEBICIIRET L Ty, B
BERRALZERICIKRELEPBD O, Thbb, 8 BHOBRMKOKRETIZT YAV E® I
BREBELEZVHOD, ¥4 7 A5 4 FOIIZREKSY P<0.01 DAREEZ D> TRFL TV,

2. BEBRICBIZEE, RO dip-slide ICEETI2RENYVANVE ECHBELTYATAIA
Nz /100 BEAZWZ LICBRT B EEZZ 0N, ThiZky, BHEAR GRF) K% dip-slide T
BETHBRIZ, REREXZVHEAICIBRYENELELZ EARB SN,

Key words: dip-slide, ¥R &, break point, &M, RPBEHIEBE

REBREEOZHL BN L LERTIABOCREREHS
155 BMT, 1965 %EIZ Mackey 5V 25%% L 7 dip-slide
¥, RAPETH 1973 FURICHERETHAS A TEY?,
Z® dip-slide ZEAEIZBT 5 UTI EPFMEEIIBL
THERENTVWEY, L LEE, MAPEREORVHE
BWEI L LEABIRTE Y, ThoOERKGER
CBVWTRRPICERHABEDE RS hTWAEED
%, FNbHA8 dip-slide Z AV ERE RO RIHET
BIELbEZOND, ZITRAE, BAEETEHSATY
THRAFEORZAZBHED 2 2RFHALT, RAZEFTL
TVAHBEEHBEDFEAD dip-slide D ERIEFRMICET 2
HRBERE L

L. 8 & F &

1. M L7z dip-slide

YAV B (L) 77 A REHEERECH
WBRFA FFFAKTTIAF v 7 BHRIC, BRIFW
mi2a—F 4 v 7&8hTwb, FHEIL cystine-lactose-
electrolyte-deficient agar (CLED)", R¥fMid 2 Dic
EHEnhTnwT, 209 HD 1 2i& Mac Conkey agar
(BLFTik MAC & B), 39 12 Enterococcus agar
Thb, BHFER, BRLZREFISVEHECIR
Ty SRR EFOTIRTAEE, REFI RV
BAREARY PR Y TREEBOEREICHT T 2T
BB, WTFhOFECBOTHERIIRARTR
B, RADBECBIZERERLOHMZELR

ARRCBVTIX, I—-F4 Y 7ERTVIERK 2
ml D VIOHLELTOH 02 ml BETHHILhD,
BHEEOEHICRE T A HEHMO LRI 10° CFU/ml TH
62,7)0

FA4T7AF4 Fe (HRBE), VAV E LR
RPEENPEVWTTAF v 78K, CLED &£ MAC ©
EREWHPAEORMICHNES72TIRAF v 7RO
FrT7I—iCRINT D, FRHFERY Y77 -0
KWICHBLETICMPB o2t T I—F v 7 (VER)
ZRPICRLZ-BICZhZFEETRE, 075 —
Fo TR ELLBLRBORNERIIEM SN 44
AhEhoTwd, ThIZXY, BFHIIRARLRER
0.002 ml E (YV ANV E Of 1/100) THY, &
EXZFLOHBICIZ2 EHBIIRETTHIREBO LRIZ
10¢ CFU/ml T %7,

2. BHBDER

LA CRFL T3 Staphylococcus aureus FDA
209-P JC-1, Escherichia coli NIHJJC-2, REEREYIE
M3k methicillin-resistant S. aureus (MRSA) TR 101,
Staphylococcus saprophyticus TR 102, Enterococcus
faecalis TR 103, Enterococcus faecium TR 104,
Escherichia coli TR 105, Citrobacter freundii TR 106,
Klebsiella pneumoniae subsp. pneumoniae TR 107,
Enterobacter aerogenes TR 108, Enterobacter cloacae
TR 109, Serratia marcescens TR 110, Proteus vul-

‘RIURFAEMAT 14 F 4 5
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garis TR 111, Morganella morganii TR 112,
Pseudomonas aeruginosa TR 113, Acinetobacter bau-
mannii TR 114, Acinetobacter lwoffii TR 115,
Stenotrophomonas maltophilia TR 116, & 18 #DH
Wrx e MREZHWT 3x10° CFU/ml, B XU 3x10¢
CFU/ml I[ZFAB L 7=,

3. HAMYHESARE

Ampicillin (ABPC, 7 74 ¥ —#%), cefaclor
(CCL, 3H¥F#&ME), cefotiam (CTM, HHIFEMILE),
cefetamet (CEMT, HAu ¥ 1), cefditoren (CDTR,
HERE), ritipenem (RIPM, 77V ¥ 7),
ciprofloxacin (CPFX, /°{ TV #), levofloxacin
(LVFX, #—%8%), UL 8 EROEERKELHEAHL,
%% ® 500 ug/ml, 50 ug/ml WL TED 1/10 HR
Wembd L) ERE 2. ITRL7 18 #D 10° CFU/ml B
X T 10* CFU/ml (Zi@mL, 8 ERID 50ug/ml & 5
ug/ml EHEWREVER L 72,

4. WWOEMLEES LURKNE

k&2 8. IZ7R L7z 10° CFU/ml B X T 10* CFU/ml ®
%212 8 EHD 50ug/ml & 5ug/ml #EFTAHEMW
&, BRAWMBMOBEE GbEst 14 7V, H
CTNVAERBFIC 5 TC ST 2 RMIMELTEBE, 11K
L7 2 %O dip-slide {Z#M L, 37 C —&IEERZIC

&42DF¥E LTCLED ICRELABRENEL

5. 18 Bk EHIRZH

2. IR L7z 18 BROEHEZM %, BARLEREESR
B/ANEBMHEILBE (MIC) B EFEHEIZHEvy, 10° CFU/m]
B OERXPRAREICT MIC ZH%E L7z

6. HEEHEIRRE

Fit 4. THEOAERE, 2 HEREE (2 HRE)
WX ) HEEMRE R 1T 5 7

II. #& £

1. B3R 18 BRI ¥ 5 8 EH| D MIC 1

Table 1 IZRL7&X 512, 8 EHD MIC i3&4 DX
HOMBEANRZ PVERBL2ERVPRESTH- 7
A%, MRSA, C. freundii, E. cloacae, P. aeruginosa
X 8 EAOTRTUMUEEZRTZHIBAEKRTSH Y,
S. marcescens (¥ =2 —F /7 0 Y THEKRTH - 72,

2. MAMYEGETICBIT2RERE

1) ABPC, CCL, CTM ##£ T

Table 2 i ABPC, CCL, CTM D% 4 50 ug/ml,
5ug/ml FETFICBWT, KD CLED E# (UWTFT
3]} » CLED ¥ % W) 12=10° CFU/ml TREL
B¥E 108 BL U 10° CFU/m]l M, 3512
MIC f6=6.25 ug/ml % &¥Etk, R < 2125 ug/ml %
WHEkE LT LDERTH S, ABPC 50 ug/ml #

Table 1. MIC values of 8 antibacterial agents against 18 bacterial strains
Organism MICs (ug/ml) 10° CFU/ml

ABPC CCL CTM CEMT CDTR RIPM CPFX LVFX
Staphylococcus aureus FDA 209-P JC-1 0.05 0.39 0.2 >100 0.2 =0.025 0.2 0.2
MRSA TR 101 50 100 >100 >100 100 >100 >100 >100
Staphylococeus saprophyticus TR 102 0.05 0.78 0.39 | >100 0.39 <0.025 0.39 0.2
Enterococcus faecal is TR 103 0.39 50 100 >100 25 1.56 1.56 1.56
Enterococcus faecium TR 104 0.39 100 >100 >100 >100 0.78 3.13 3.13
Escherichia coli NIHJ JC-2 3.13 3.13 0.1 0.39 0.2 0.39 =0.025 0.05
Escherichia coli TR 105 6.25 6.25 0.2 0.78 0.39 0.78 0.05 0.1
Citrobacter freundii TR 106 >100 >100 >100 >100 >100 25 >100 >100
Klebsiella pneumoniae >100 12.5 0.78 0.1 0.39 0.39 0.05 0.1

subsp. pneumoniae TR 107

Enterobacter aerogenes TR 108 100 50 3.13 1.56 0.78 3.13 <0.025 0.05
Enterobacter cloacae TR 109 >100 >100 >100 >100 100 25 25 25
Serratia marcescens TR 110 50 >100 6.25 1.56 0.78 3.13 12.5 125
Proteus vulgaris TR 111 >100 >100 >100 0.2 0.1 0.39 =0.025 =0.025
Morganella morganni TR 112 >100 >100 6.25 1.56 1.56 1.56 =0.025 =0.025
Pseudomonas aeruginosa TR 113 >100 >100 >100 >100 >100 >100 >100 >100
Acinetobacter baumannii TR 114 12.5 100 50 25 25 0.39 0.2 0.2
Acinetobacter lwoffii TR 115 6.25 100 100 >100 25 0.1 0.056 0.05
Stenotrophomonas maltophilia TR 116 100 >100 >100 >100 100 >100 0.1 0.1

MRSA: methicillin-resistant S. aureus

ABPC: ampicillin, CCL: cefaclor, CTM: cefotiam, CEMT: cefetamet, CDTR: cefditoren, RIPM: ritipenem, CPFX: ciprofloxacin,

LVFX: levofloxacin
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Table 2. Comparison of URICULT E with DIASLIDE under 18 kinds of bacterial broth spiked ampicillin,
cefaclor and cefotiam respectively

Antibacterial Potency Inogulum MIC No. of Growin strains®'
size
agent (ug/ml) (CFU/ml) (ug/ml) strains | URICULT E | DIASLIDE
= 6.25 7 3 7 * %
106 be-o-oo b Lo ___
=125 11 11 11 N.S
50  be----moodoo T R (R |-
= 6.25 7 2 6 * k
100 be— e L
=125 11 11 11 N.S
Ampicillin
= 6.25 7 6 7 N.S
105 po—emmo ol ____
=125 11 11 11 N.S
- R S PR A PR A
ﬂ = 6.25 7 6 7 N.S
100 pe—mmmmm el
=125 11 11 11 N.S
= 6.25 4 2 4 *
108 bo—-mom el
=125 14 14 14 N.S
50  bo---o--- e e O A
= 6.25 4 1 3 *
D i B B et e
=125 14 14 14 N.S
Cefaclor
=< 6.25 4 4 4 N.S
1000 F-------t-----mf- - - e R e
=125 14 14 14 N.S
5 bo—— ol ____
< 6.25 4 4 4 N.S
100 beo--o ool ____
2125 14 14 14 N.S
=< 6.25 8 0 8 * %
108 bemmm e oL
=125 10 10 10 N.S
T e B i T
= 6.25 8 7 8 N.S
100 beo-o--oo bl ____
=125 10 10 10 N.S
Cefotiam
= 6.25 8 7 8 N.S
108 beo-mom oL
2125 10 10 10 N.S
- S PR S PR S —— DU ——————— R
< 6.25 8 5 8 * *
104 _________________________________________
=125 10 10 10 N.S

» growing of 210° CFU/ml

* *: P<0.01,

*: P<0.05

N. S: not significant

T 10° B LU 10* CFU/ml O EM#K, CTM 50 ug/ml
AT 10° CFU/ml O @Mtk, 3L CTM 5 ug/ml #
#£TF 10* CFU/m]l DEMEHKIZBVTIE, 7Y ALVE E
KHBLTY 4 7TAF4 K4 P<0.01 DFEZEED -
TREURBA S H 5 7245, CCL FAEEFTIE 100 BX U
10* CFU/m] O E&M#T P<0.05 DA RZMAITH o 2
A, 3 BHOWMBHRICB W TRARESRDONE D>
pA

2) CEMT, CDTR, RIPM 1t T
Table 3 i CEMT, CDTR, RIPM O k&g 1) &[4k
DEUTOHRETH D, 3 ERIBLTIHBELTHEA
® 50 ug/ml FEAEF @ 10° 3 & OF 10* CFU/ml D&
ZBWT, YUANMK EICHBLTYATAI4 FH®
P<0.01 DAEZEE% b > CTREHRMN% {, CDTR 50
ug/ml FE7E T ORPEHS & O 5 ug/ml FAE T O EMER
T 10¢ CFU/ml Tl P<0.05 DA B &M TdH > 7227,

3EADOWHKRICBVTRIAEENBD LN H 572,

3) CPFX, LVFX ###F

Table 4 X CPFX, LVFX ® ki 1), 2) L RIFNDS
HhTORKRTH S, 2 BHITBTRIABLTEAD
50 ug/ml & 5 ug/ml REDHELET D 108 B X 10*
CFU/ml DREHRIZBNT, YUY ANV ECHELT
Y47 A74 K2 P<0.01 OFEE%R L > TREHRK
BE o7z, 2 BROWUKRIZB W TITABEENZED
b o7z,

3. ABPC BX U LVFX RN 18 RO MM BRI L 5
W ORE

1) ABPC it

Tables 5, 6 ¥ 18 #® 10¢ CFU/ml {2 ABPC 50
ug/ml & 5ug/ml ZiRMLU-E®EZ, VAV E &
FATRATA FICHB LR LDLDTH S,
Table 5 IZ/R L7z 50 ug/ml FAETIZBITE Y AL b
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Table 3. Comparison of URICULT E with DIASLIDE under 18 kinds of bacterial broth spiked cefetamet,

efditoren and ritipenem respectively

Inocul ) strains®
Antibacterial | Potency | o™ | MIC | No.of Growin strains
Size .
agent (ughol) | ey | (€D | strains | yRICULT E | DIASLIDE
< 625 7 1 7 * *
(0 L S g G A
| 2125 11 11 10 NS
50  be---—-oodo bl
< 6.25 7 0 7 * %k
104 ________________________________________
2125 11 11 11 NS
Cefetamet
< 625 7 7 7 NS
105 ________________________________________
2125 11 11 11 NS
5 bo-——- -l L.
< 6.25 7 6 7 NS
104 ________________________________________
=125 11 11 11 NS
< 6.25 9 2 9 * *
105 ________________________________________
2125 9 9 NS
7 XS S S S (N St
< 625 9 1 8 * *
100 be—-—mm ol
2125 9 7 9 *
Cefditoren
< 6.25 9 8 9 NS
106 ______________________________________
[ z125 9 9 9 NS
5 fFeo----mmmmto—m—--- 4-----——-fF--------"-"q--"-"-"-"-"-"--t-----
< 625 9 7 9 *
100 bo-mmm ol ___
2125 9 9 9 NS
< 625 13 7 13 * %
ST S SRR S N R R
=125 5 4 5 NS
70X R s N S
< 625 13 5 12 * *
100 be--oo bl ____
N =125 5 4 4 NS
Ritipenem
. < 6.25 13 12 13 NS
105 oo e e el
5 2125 5 5 5 NS
. < 6.25 13 12 13 | NS
100 bmm oo LT
2125 5 5 5 NS

@ growing of 210° CFU/ml
* %: P<0.01, *:P<0.05
N. S: not significant

E {213 ABPC B D 7tk 3 kAR EL TV d D
D, F4T7TAF4 FIZidohs 3kEEEL 18 BhoTX
THRE L TWwihs, Table 6 (IR L7 5ug/ml FET
B AWMERORER X 1 REZBREFAETH -7,

2) LVFX &I

Tables 7, 8 (X k32 3. 1) & RIBED LVFX #RhNH i
HMOMRETH 5D, Table 7 (IR L7z 50 ug/ml 78 F I
BIFATY AN EIZIE LVFX YD 13 #krb 12 #as
RELTVWERWHDOD, ¥4 T7A54 FlZid LVFX &
YD 13 Bk 11 BEAREBLTHEY, Table 8 IZ/RL5
ug/ml HAETIZBVTLY Y AN b E 21k LVFX &%
D13 BB SHIRBELTVEVIOD, ¥4 7254
FiZix LVFX &M D 13 B 12 kAR E L T 7,
%38, LVFX 50 ug/ml FEEFIZBVWTY 4 7RI 4
FIZRE L7 LVFX &% 11 %o 7 %, LKL 5
ug/ml FETFIZTA T AT 4 FICRE L7 LVFX Bt

12 #%H1® 2 B? CLED (281 5 E$i:<10* CFU/ml
IR LTz,
L. % =

dip-slide BRI N2 Z b DOHMIE, RPIME
DERERZXy ML FTLERETRL T5720
BT A L ilH oo, —F, RVEICENT
12 1970 EROB LD S IFHHOIE N W E O RGBS
FECBI2E - MBLUOE=MABRTOMBAZNHER
OGN, FE& LT UTI ERFMEREIZH LDOVT
dip-slide (& 2 BERIUR O — R REORE BIIHE
YESFHET A ELEL, ZIERFLTVWSIT=
—DEMRFAEL MIC flER LiZvbw s [—FEd
e »PEBLTEY, BLAOMRD ZTLICES
EhBaBELE oo, RABZZFZTHATS
dip-slide 1&, 77U AN FE72iZY Y AL+ E ZHRE
EHERTWAI LY, 512 1993 E£FTIE7 )4
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Table 4. Comparison of URICULT E with DIASLIDE under 18 kinds of bacterial broth spiked ciprofloxacin
and levofloxacin respectively
I 1 . o
Antibacterial | Potency nocuium MIC No. of Growin strains*
size
agent ( ug/ml) (CFU/mI) ( ug/ml) strains | yRICULT E | DIASLIDE
= 6.25 13 0 11 * %
108 b--- ol _l_____
2125 5 5 5 N.S
50 @ b e
= 6.25 13 0 4 * %
10¢ IR IS U S S
=125 5 5 5 N.S
Ciprofloxacin
= 6.25 13 5 13 * %
108 be-om--odoo Lo
=125 5 5 5 N.S
5 bl ____l_____
< 6.25 13 5 8 * %
10¢ T i BRI PPy S
2125 5 5 5 N.S
< 6.25 13 0 11 * %
108 F-—-—-co e f————
2125 5 5 5 N.S
50  bo-------do oL
< 6.25 13 0 3 * %
100 be-mmm el
2125 5 5 4 N.S
Levofloxacin
< 6.25 13 5 12 * %
100 bm—m ool ___
=125 5 5 5 N.S
5  be--oo-oodo_ - B DY R IR R
=< 6.25 13 4 8 * %
100 oo e i Y R
2125 5 5 5 N.S
» growing of =10° CFU/ml
* x: P<0.01
N. S: not significant
Table 5. Comparison of URICULT E and DIASLIDE under 18 bacterail strains (10° CFU/ml) spiked 50 zg/ml of ampicillin
Test . Antibacterial| Potency MIC URICULT E DIASLIDE
Organism ( D ( D
no. agent ug/m #g/ml | CLED | MAC | Entero | CLED | MAC
1 | Staphylococcus aureus FDA 209-P JC-1 0.05 — — — 10° —
2 MRSA TR 101 50 10° — — 10° —
3 Staphylococcus saprophyticus TR 102 0.05 — — — 10° —
4 Enterococcus faecalis TR 103 0.39 — — 10¢ 10¢ —
5 Enterococcus faecium TR 104 0.39 — — — 10° —
6 | Escherichia coli NIHJ JC-2 3.13 10° 10° — 10° 10°
7 | Escherichia coli TR 105 6.25 10° 10¢ — 10° 10°
8 | Citrobacter freundii TR 106 >100 10° 10° — 10¢ 10°
9 | Klebsiella pneumoniae >100 10° 10* — 10 10¢
subsp. pneumoniae TR 107 ampicillin 50
10 | Enterobacter aerogenes TR 108 100 10 10° — 10° 10°
11 | Enterobacter cloacae TR 109 >100 10° 10° — 10° 10°
12 | Serratia marcescens TR 110 50 10° 10¢ 10° 10¢ 10°
13 | Proteus vulgaris TR 111 >100 10° 10° — 10° 10°
14 | Morganella morganii TR 112 >100 10° 10°¢ - 10° 10°
15 | Pseudomonas aeruginosa TR 113 >100 10° 10° — 10° 10°
16 | Acinetobacter baumannii TR 114 125 10° 10° — 10° 10°
17 | Acinetobacter lwoffii TR 115 6.25 10° 10°¢ - 10° 10°
18 | Stenotrophomonas maltophilia TR 116 100 10° 10° — 10° 10°

CLED: cystine-lactose-electrolyte-deficient agar, MAC: Mac Conkey’s agar, Entero: Enterococcus agar

MRSA: methicillin-resistant S. aureus
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Table 6. Comparison of URICULT E and DIASLIDE under 18 bacterail strains (10° CFU/ml) spiked 5 ug/ml of ampicillin
Test Organism Antibacterial Potency MIC URICULT E DIASLIDE
no. agent (ug/mb) | (ug/ml) | cLED | MAC | Entero | CLED | MAC
1 Staphylococcus aureus FDA 209-P JC-1 0.05 - - - 10°¢ -
2 MRSA TR 101 50 10° — — 10¢ —
3 Staphylococcus saprophyticus TR 102 0.05 10¢ — — 10¢ —
4 | Enterococcus faecalis TR 103 0.39 10° - 10° 10¢ —
5 Enterococcus faecium TR 104 0.39 10° — 10¢ 10¢ —
6 | Escherichia coli NIHJ JC-2 3.13 10° 10¢ — 10° 10¢
7 | Escherichia coli TR 105 6.25 10° 108 — 10° 10¢
8 | Citrobacter freundii TR 106 >100 10° 10° - 10° 10¢
9 | Klebsiella pneumoniae >100 10°¢ 10° - 10° 10¢
subsp. pneumoniae TR 107 ampicillin 5
10 Enterobacter aerogenes TR 108 100 10¢ 10¢ — 10¢ 10¢
11 Enterobacter cloacae TR 109 >100 10¢ 10° — 10¢ 108
12 Serratia marcescens TR 110 50 10¢ 10° 10¢ 10¢ 10°
13 Proteus vulgaris TR 111 >100 10¢ 10° — 10¢ 10
14 Morganella morganii TR 112 >100 10¢ 10¢ - 108 10¢
15 Pseudomonas aeruginosa TR 113 >100 10¢ 10® — 10¢ 10°
16 Acinetobacter baumannii TR 114 12.5 10° 10° — 10¢ 10°
17 Acinetobacter lwoffii TR 115 6.25 10° 10® — 10¢ 10°
18 Stenotrophomonas maltophilia TR 116 100 10¢ 10° — 10° 10°
CLED: cystine-lactose-electrolyte-deficient agar, MAC: Mac Conkey’s agar, Entero: Enterococcus agar
MRSA: methicillin-resistant S. aureus
Table 7. Comparison of URICULT E and DIASLIDE under 18 bacterail strains (10° CFU/ml) spiked 50 ug/ml of levofloxacin
Test Organism Antibacterial| Potency MIC URICULT E DIASLIDE
no. agent (ug/ml) | (ug/ml) | cLpp | MAC | Entero | CLED | MAC
1 Staphylococcus aureus FDA 209-P JC-1 0.2 — — — 10¢ —
2 MRSA TR 101 >100 10° — — 10¢ —
3 Staphylococcus saprophyticus TR 102 0.2 — — — 10° —
4 Enterococcus faecalis TR 103 1.56 — — 108 10° —
5 Enterococcus faecium TR 104 3.13 — — — 10¢ —
6 Escherichia coli NTHJ JC-2 0.05 —_ — — 10° 10°
7 Escherichia coli TR 105 0.1 — — — — —
8 Citrobacter freundii TR 106 >100 10¢ 10¢ —_ 10° 10°
9 Klebsiella pneumoniae 0.1 — — — — —
subsp. pneumoniae TR 107 levofloxacin 50
10 Enterobacter aerogenes TR 108 0.05 — — — 10° —
11 Enterobacter cloacae TR 109 25 10° 10¢ — 10° 10°
12 Serratia marcescens TR 110 12.5 10° 10¢ 10¢ 10¢ 10°
13 Proteus vulgaris TR 111 =0.025 — —_ — 10¢ —
14 | Morganella morganii TR 112 <0.025 — — — 10* 10
15 Pseudomonas aeruginosa TR 113 >100 10¢ 10¢ — 10¢ 10¢
16 Acinetobacter baumannii TR 114 0.2 — — — 10° —
17 Acinetobacter lwoffii TR 115 0.05 — — — 10¢ 10¢
18 Stenotrophomonas maltophilia TR 116 0.1 — — — 10¢ 10¢

CLED: cystine-lactose-electrolyte-deficient agar, MAC: Mac Conkey’s agar, Entero: Enterococcus agar

MRSA:

methicillin-resistant S. aureus
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Table 8. Comparison of URICULT E and DIASLIDE under 18 bacterail strains (10° CFU/ml) spiked 5 ug/ml of levofloxacin

Test Organism Antibacterial| Potency MIC URICULT E DIASLIDE
no- agent (ug/ml) | (ug/mD | crpp | MAC | Entero | CLED | MAC
1 Staphylococcus aureus FDA 209-P JC-1 0.2 — — — 10¢ —
2 MRSA TR 101 >100 10¢ - — 10° —
3 | Staphylococcus saprophyticus TR 102 0.2 10° — — 10° —
4 Enterococcus faecalis TR 103 1.56 10¢ — 10¢ 10° —
5 Enterococcus faecium TR 104 3.13 10° — — 10¢ —
6 Escherichia coli NIHJ JC-2 0.05 — — — 10° 10°
7 Escherichia coli TR 105 0.1 — — — — —
8 Citrobacter freundii TR 106 >100 10¢ 10° — 10° 10°
9 Klebsiella pneumoniae 0.1 — — — 10¢ 10

subsp. pneumoniae TR 107 levofloxacin
10 Enterobacter aerogenes TR 108 0.05 — — — 10° 10°
11 Enterobacter cloacae TR 109 25 10° 10° — 10° 10°
12 Serratia marcescens TR 110 12.5 10¢ 10° 10¢ 10° 10°
13 Proteus vulgaris TR 111 =0.025 — — — 10° —
14 Morganella morganii TR 112 =0.025 — — — 10¢ 10°
15 Pseudomonas aeruginosa TR 113 >100 10° 10° —_ 10° 10°
16 Acinetobacter baumannii TR 114 0.2 — — — 10¢ 10°
17 Acinetobacter lwoffii TR 115 0.05 10° 10¢ — 10¢ 10°
18 Stenotrophomonas maltophilia TR 116 0.1 10° 10° — 10° 10*

CLED: cystine-lactose-electrolyte-deficient agar, MAC: Mac Conkey’s agar, Entero: Enterococcus agar

MRSA: methicillin-resistant S. aureus

VENE EHEHFENKELSRL S dip-slide 2385 L
TP EIi2&Y, 1980 ERFFEETTIEV YA
Vb, 1980 ERBAELUBEICBVWTIEY YAV M E &2
HALTwh, LdL, FIICEBEEIZRIAT T,
YYUANEM EWXREETLIIo—HOLERIZ 100
CFU/ml Th A L3 TIZiBL7z2s, RBELH
BAZADOFNERDVPAWELZSEDS V. EHITH
ELT, BARGRTHOBHRREAIZBVTIX, ¥
VAV EllRaoo—2EREhTniEn oo,
FhEXMNLA-HYEOMZ TOERSEETIZ=210°
CFU/ml OAREAHRBE N T L) NI HH8
L7e SHIF0HIIBVTIE, mPFRBORVH
RAUEMEIHA LRI E LR, ELAIZIE
ERSAORIEAELRMBEEL o720 LHL, Zh
bDEIL dip-slide TIRAELTVTH, BT —EEL
RETRBRLBLIMEETH D, RADVHERL T
HEEHE T —FZNED 1.5 mm, £ CTRIT S KEX
#¥001lml T AL ECHETAREDNK 1/20 T
b, LT, T—EOmEMEEEZ LTI, B
BEL DYy rVau—ORMETETHY, &F
THEAOEBL YY) AN+ B ICHETEIRE2
P, Thick by, EidL72HHIE dip-slide ¥AH D
BEREVZ X,

FRROHEMSA LKA L, 1993 EURICEE L7 1
TAFA FPIZEH LA, §TCIEBRLAZEICYAT
254 FIZEETA2REEY) AV E O 1/100 T
HHH, RADOPMIBVTIZ?, EHMEZHRE L
BAEWZEIVANDME EFAT RS54 FOFEHEIZIE
ZE%ETHY, BEROSNERBLIONANYHES
A broth #FHWERIZBWTIX, YU AL E K
BLTYATAIA FORRAEPEV EARBSH
7o L2L, BIERICBU 2VIEMEWEELE T ORBRIZ
broth Wil Ta 0, FTRHEEIE 10 ¥, EHBU 3 EH
o hhot, FITERLEDONRSHIOKRINTH 5,
SBOBEIIBVTIEe MREMBAL, HREKIZ 18 #,
AR EL LTROD 8 Al L L7z,

SE ORI, &4 DOFEH O MIC #<6.25 ug/ml %
R Rk E BN, 2125 ug/ml FRTHETMERE L
TRAMIEF L THALZ, SHRIZEBEYYALE E &
YA4TA74 FORKIZEE LB EHKIzB
TRIXRTOEATHEENED OIS, WERICE
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L, &R LERD>S L, MEANYWHEER GRE)
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I 6 UTI ERIEFMEHEIC BT 2 MBEENHRSCE
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AL, % 44 B HAREFREFRRICBOTHR
RERAZIBERT L5 HBEZITLHDTH S,
X [

1) Mackey, J P, Saudys G H: Laboratory diagnosis
by infection of the urinary-tract in general practice
by mens of a dip inoculum transport medium. Brit,
Med. J. 2: 1286~1291, 1966

2) WINE—: ROMBEFHWREDOMHHILICH T 2 MEt
(1), HIEREREOMBILIIODVT—,
Pure Chemicalis “DAIICH” 4: 73~78, 1973

3) UTI #f%s (RE KBIEHK): UTI ¥ H
(% 3 #) o Chemotherapy 34: 408~441, 1986

4) E#k I, BIREEAZE, PIU—BR, fi#: Sparfloxacin
(DPFX) DR, KIS, Chemotherapy 39
(Suppl. 4) :203~212, 1991

5) B ARIEAH, €Y FCANVEYBRERR
WA, BRFAAFEE % 8 hilo P.175~180,
RERF WAL, 1992

6) Peeters M, Piot, P:In vitro activity of Ro15-8074,
a new oral cephalosporin. J. Antimicr. Chemoth. 16:
469~473, 1985

7) WOE—, BOZA, HOBXE, fb: RPAERE
H Dip-slide (2B ¥ 243, % 1 8. NERWEOE
L DAL BBEEOBEL, Jap. J. Antibiotics
48: 155~162, 1995

8) HA(¥REBE¥ S B/RERIERE (MIC) Mle#
BM®ETICD W T, Chemotherapy 29: 76~79, 1981

9) HMIE—: %% WEREOMSIL - BE)L. HH1L
#W, 0¥ 2—7, Medical Technology 7: 227~230,
1979

10) WIE—: £EBHET 1979 F£6 AD S 1980 £ 2 A
TTICOREL -8 - BEEBRARED O ORME
A & BREZ M OBES. Chemotherapy 30: 301~
307, 1982

11) K#&%shzZ, AX#HC, MEBEHE—, it SHERERY
JEWZX S 5 FC/TA-891 DBKRABROKE, % 42 H
ABALEREZ SRR, ELREDE, P90, 1994



VOL. 45 NO. 8 dip-slide 3% M4 o [ i 5l 669

Study of the dip-slides for bacteria detection in urine

—Possible problems caused by difference in quantity of urine inoculated—

Yumiko Suzuki, Rika Ishihara, Yukiko Ishii,
Arisa Nakazawa and Koichi Deguchi

Section of Studies, Tokyo Clinical Research Center, 14-4 Senjunaka-cho, Adachi, Tokyo, Japan

Using “antibiotic-spiked urine specimens”, in which each of 6 kinds of f§-lactams and 2 kinds
of new-quinolones (NQs) antibiotics are added to bacterial culture media inoculated with 18 of
strains bacteria including 16 species derived from urinary tract infection specimens, the growth
performance of 2 different types of dip-slide, URICULT E® and DIASLIDE® is studied.
Any strain which had on MIC value of =6.25 ug/ml was regarded as a susceptible strain and
any strain which had value of =12.5 ug/ml was regarded as a resistant strains.

(Result)

DIASLIDE® showed better growth performance than URICULT E® for the most of the strains
susceptible to the 8 kinds of antibiotics (P<0.01) while both dip-slides showed the same growth
performance by the strains resistant to those antibiotics.

(Comment)

The discrepancy in results with the susceptible strain is due to the difference in quantity of
the specimen inoculated into each dip-slide. Quantity the inoculated into DIALIDE® is approxi-
mately 1/100 as much as that used for on URICULT E® As the inhibitory effect of antibiotics
depends on the total quantity of the specimen inoculated into the dip-slide, DIASLIDE® can avoid
escape the false-negative problem even though the urine specimen includes any of the antibiotics.



