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Mode of action of glycopeptide antibiotics——Vancomycin and

Teicoplanin

against gram positive bacteria

Yoshinori TANAKA
Department of Bacteriology, Faculty of Medicine,
Tottori University, Yonago 683, Japan

ABSTRACT

The chemical structures and antimicrobial activities of vancomycin and teicoplanin, and
bacterial resistance to them were reviwed. Clinical problems on detection or treatment of
the glycopeptide antibiotics-reistant strains were discussed. Contents of the articles are as
follows: (1) Introduction, (2)Structures of vancomycin and teicoplanin, (3) Antimicrobial
mechanism of glycopeptide antibiotics (GPs), (4) Effects of GPs on gram-positive bacteria, (5)
Mechanism of resistance to vancomycin and teicoplanin, (6)Detection of GPs-resistant
strains, (7) Treatment for infection with GPs-resistant strains, and (8) Future directions and

concluding remarks.

1. Ftwic

FIERM L DRBEATEEIZRLNDE 2 F2))
YR BT F7EKE (MRSA) 2 & % B3HE T
SRR = compromised hosts i3+ L Tl
FRizEHE & LT %, MRSA (3 FIRIC A1 HEH
ThHDHEDVZNDT, ZOWEBREVEEE L
ZEBDLEVTHTH DL, BKTIE MRSA 2L
T3 a4 ¥ (vancomycin,VCM) =75 4 2
7" 5 = (teicoplanin;TCP) 7 ¥ o glycopep-
tides ¥iE=W'E (GPs) P ERITH B ELTL
IFLIEAWwWLNT WS, 133k, BATH MRSA Xt
KELCGPs " HEICFERENE L) DT
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BNIEEL 2%, GPsic DWW T DXBRIEE 21T
Wiz,

195040 A>T, == 1) ¥ (PC) Mtk Sta-
bhylococcus aurveus HIHEEEA % I AT LEED,
WY B2 RN T\ Wiz 7zl AT & ) EER)
PROND & 5127 - 22030080 = 41 & DRI
T, 19564F McCormick & it Borneo @) L
5458 & L7z Streptomyces orientalis DFEFEIEM
W IE B T Staphylococcus NDFEE # #H T 5 =

EERROT LD I oEEWRIITE LT S
phylococcus D&% & $HD 7T LRSI L
THHBEIEWED B - 721929309 L [Jpkiz, FMED
BNZ ErHmESIN, BRSO EMTHEZ &
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WD LNz T, 1958423 T £ 1) 4 FDA &
NETMHB Y T 59, 196042 % 5 &, penicil-
linase-#&Hi1: PC, #93) > (DMPPC), +7
Fa AR > (CEPs) e FHEAINL LIICE
N, R VCM icBHERRH R smES Lz
HIZ VCM DAFER m 8 L 929950 PC 7LV v
¥—BEL SR L N BRI D AF Aok S
nTwiz,

DMPPC it i Staphylococcus 7527 75 — &
M, BEEEFMOTHRERNTR D22 L91
o TELDITIB0FEED & TH 5498990, =D
72812 DMPPC 8 & U penicillinase- 31 H 8-
778 L ROEWEIERENS L)L), B
U VCM *REENTE7, VCM LINa GPs ¥
EHEINTBN, BHPETH TCPH72—2
3 DERRIFFREFEIC A - T B,

2., Glycopeptides #iZH (GPs) D& & #i&

GPs |2 VCM o fthic TCP, V2 F 5>, ) }
<4 R E LT GP62208, 62211, 624767%
EHE2 OWEFREI N TWBE™, VCM 12X
LicRwL 72 & 5142, 2o chlorinated £ -

Oy

X1

> /—2Z, N-acetyl

& i

hydroxy tyrosine moiety, 7 X/¥Z¥>, N-
methyl leucineB X U3 DD EHBEKE L D
phenyl glycine moiety 2 57% 0, 7% Fié&
WEDKRELGFEERL TS, 4 FAICIE3
ODNBRKBEFHEREINLEELIZ, 12D
phenyl glycineix 77 2 — 2, & & |z van-
cosamine & #EAL T3,

TCP i Actinoplanes teichomyceticus 1= & -
TEEINTZHEWETH B, VEM DT A7
¥ > B L N -methyl leucine D £t b " i
hydroxy phenyl glycine #*A1D, EWiZ#H&E&T
LT EICEINERREELRERLTBY, 56T,
glucosamine B X F N-
acyl glucosamine ¥ acyl group iZff7& L T\
5% N-acylglucosamine |23 & &1z JEH107%
W L1l B bs#E-&3 5. TCP 13K ER &
TFOEWIZE ) SHEEDBAMIC L - THEREN
Tw3 (2 ; TA2-1~TA2-5)9,

3. Glycopeptides M EDIEBERE

VCM & TCP i3 fb#EE AT LMES & TR S
NdI k<, MEEEOERABFIRENIL B,

Ny a2 DALEREES
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TA2—1: —CO- " "N
TA2-2: —CO—~"" "KL
TA2-3: —CO~—~—" NN
TA2-5 —CO~ A~ NN
®
NH;

M2. 74273 =rnfb¥HEEs

77 LG HEEIEIRICHER TH 53099 X7
F ¥ 7 AED T F P RIS HEET
5 D-alanyl-D-alanine & B3 2 2 &2 k)2
TF TN A ERERET 50, ZoRRT
2 DO FRIUCKERED TE, glycopeptide 4
FO—HICHBBBVIEIRT v P PERENLD
T, DR E LT D-alanyl-D-alanine 7 5°
BENTLEIZ EICE B EEZ N5, VCM
(MW ; 1448)% TCP(MW . #1900) i3 Izt -k
& p 5 FB TH 5 T D-alanyl-D-alanine 4815

THIEHNTRZ 5 e % LEMICEEL T3,

SFEFREVENY Z LZT T LBEEHEDONE
PEBTELWL, porin BB TE LV (porin
345 FE#600d alton LI ToWE #@7)., Lz
Do T, GPs i3 77 LB A=7F F 7)) >
BiELETE L WIEDIERALLZWEEZLNT
WA TCPIIZUSHICIEIFEE®2 L » TWb DT,
VCM & W 3 ifsE~nBSEE L {, Natgicd
5 & pHTATKICHETS T d2EHEE2L»T
V350 F iz, VCM 37 F F 7)) A AR
FLSMC B OZE B %2 2L 372 1) P, RNA
BRERET DLV HELRLNEIFHL Y
HikicZ L,

VCM & TCP D&% 7 5 LB IERIC AT 5 3
BiE#E 161 % LT, Greenwood D#EH % 112

AL, a7 75 —% (=) Staphylococcus 3 &
U Nocardia asteroides % B> T % { DHEEH K
FHETH D,

4., GPsittE s 5 LBHEE

1) Leuconostoc

Leuconostoc 137" 7 L b e il MR SEERE
T, EBELCFBOEBRD 2w, BF I
Lactobactllus =° lactic acid streptococcus & [
DI ICBBHEBSHERCRLNEY, ZnNET
DLW T T 1T Streptococcus  prneuwmoniae,
Streptococcus sanguis, viridans streptococcus
e & LB - TRIE S LT\ 570400 THFE
#8425, Leuconostoc i3 ¥ 57—+ B I UF b
7u—ALEREEBBENI-30CTHLNDT,
FIIRRE ., REDOOEBEERMEIIEMR T,
nicotinic acid, thiamine, biotin, pantothenic
acid #E3K ¥ 3,

B E Tk FICHEREVH B E3EZLNT
Wr oo 722958, BRIRMEN S BEI NIz & v
ITEENEMLOOH5(K2), Thbn@Eid
[B B2 Leuconostoc * GPs T Th 5 Z & #iR
LTsN MIC; >128ug/ml), & bicBERBLRS
i o> B BR AT AL LA 22 & 4Bl & 4172 Leuconostoc
spp. (L. mesenteroides, L. paramesenteroides,
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H AL

£, HHE7 I L1BERED Ny awf 2> (VEM) %6 U
T4 a7F7=> (TCP) IZxd 2 B0
MIC (mg/1)
[ SHRE Jitesd Vancomycin Teicoplanin
Staphylococcus aureus 1,353 16 0.03~8 0.03~8
Coagulase(-) Staphylococci 713 - 15 0.03~10 0.05~32
Streptococcus faecalis 464 12 0.12~8 0.03~3.1
Other Streptococci 483 7 0.2~3.1 0.008~3.1
Clostridium difficile 136 7 0.06~3.2 <0.007~3.2
Clostridium pe;fﬁngens 128 6 0.2~6.4 0.02~3.2
Other Clostridia 24 2 0.2~3.1 0.02~1.6
Anaerobic cocci 58 2 0.02~0.5 0.02~0.25
Propionibacterium acnes 24 4 0.8~1.6 0.4~1.6
Listeria monocytogenes 26 1 0.1~1.6 0.2~1.6
Corynebacterium jeiketum 105 2 0.2~1.6 0.1~3.1
Nocardia asteroides 12 1 8~256< 32~256<

L. lactis, L. oenos % &) 12 VCM 2t TH -
vy DT &b Leuconostoc \3E(ER
WIHEOHEEZ D > TwbDTHS I, Leucono-
stoc spp. O BESI N BEIZIILACHPHAR
BRI PN R TWEERE L B> T2 &7
HEBa3 NS, VCM i Leuconostoc spp. b
DEENCESZMES B D) RPN LT A,
TCPic b WHETHEZ &b wn
GOSN | U e h s, f-TF 7 S LFHR, e
74 F, AGs &0 EOFEWEICIIREETH B Z
& bi’% \/37)14)15).
2) Lactobacillus
77 LG EBE R R A AR T, EEh L |
SFIIEEEE TH B, PRSI L L CILERS
BThb, BEEE, BF¥E EWicasi, B
REHOOERN, BE, EHEFOEFEMERD—
&L T3, Lactobacillus # RET 5 &
& FEETNE(T Streptococcus & NDIRETH 5. K
i3 Lactobacillus Ta 5 & H D H* VCM fit i

@ viridans streptococcus =2 Streplococcus san-

guis FRIEEEIN B Z EHE N,
BEZHLEBRMAEL» L H5BES L2258
Lactobacillus 133 ~T VCM iz it (MIC ; 256
ug/ml) THo7lzE 5™ (#3). Ruoff 5iz k&
58, BOH B FV—> X0 Lactobacillus ¢
SEEINAY, FB#, BBk, BROAEL

EERWTN2DT, BERBICEEYI Hoeh L
JIEBRTH B L), —F, BRERERNS 2
SADBEY LI, B, mEthkoReEET
VCM Wi ¥ Lactobacillus 718 & 1172 & v» 972,
Holliman & Bone \& KBRDFEAE % 51T 72 B
HR DB OHEL DB BED D 5,
FNFNVCM i #E (MIC; 1,000ug/ml) -
Lactobacillus casei subsp. rhammosus % 4B L
2l ok 5 ICERRMED Lo E N
Lactobacillus % < 12 VCM It ETH 5 D T,
AW I EEIIC VEM IS TH 2 EF2F- €
WBTEEEMEDTH 49, LA L, Vescovo b i3 L.
acidophilus D EFITET 7 2 3 F2#F- 2%
ethidium bromide & % \» {3 acriflavine JLEEIC L
> THDOBEWEIC KT 2ETHEE & bic VEM i
My AmEEER) ZEERL, 2L ED
Lactobacillus i\ B U Ti2 VCM 2 343 2 it it »¢
TTAIFETHDLIUWREME L TEL 2%,
Lactobacillus \3FEED W, H->THIEEIC
BTADT, BIEWEFERONRICL 2H 8 ) i
LW, KEICL 2BME» I T i
VCM M EBIEF O BB I il 64
va
3) Pediococcus

Pediococcus % lactic acid bacteria TIUEER
BThBEM, 77 LBMEBEHRAEE CESHEIZ
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% 2. Leuconostoc spp.DFaRSBERR & GPsEe
VCMEEZE  TCPRSM:

B OfE L7 7 # MIC (ug/ml) MIC(ug/ml) wEE (B
L.mesenteroides 1 Im # > 256 -8 Horowitz et al.  (40)
L . mesenteroides 1 m # >256 - Rubin et al. (70)
L.mesenteroides 2 B R AL >1,024 - Riebel et al. (68)
L.dextranicum 1 Mm% > 256 >256 Buu-Hoi et al. (7
L.paramesenteroides 2 m % >256 - Horowitz et al.  (40)
L.lactis 2 INREEE R - Green et al. (24)
Leuconostoc spp. 1 i R B > 256 R Coovadia et al.  (14)
Leuconostoc spp. 1 m > 256 >256 Buu-Hoi et al. )
Leuconostoc spp. 2 Mm% >256 - Ruoff et. al. (72)
Leuconostoc spp. 1 SAEUIRRER > 256 - Ruoff et. al. (72)
Leuconostoc spp. 1 m >128 >128 Lutticken et al.  (51)
Leuconostoc spp. 1 f#l % >128 >128 Lutticken et al.  (51)
Leuconostoc spp. 6 ERpRAr R R - Handwerger et al. (34)

o L, PR T4 R 7T
%2 3. Lactobacillus spp.DEERs -8R & GPsESE
B & FREL 7 VCM® wEE CuBh)

L.leichmanii® 1 ATCC® S Ruoff et al. (72)
L.acidophilus 4 B, FnIE R® Vescovo et al. (90)

16 B, FDFEMHE S Vescovo et al. (90)
L.casei subsp.rhamnosus 1 B (ig) >1,000 Holliman et al. (38) -

1 I CLHNELEEV)  >1,000 Holliman et al. (38)
L.casei subsp.rhammnosus 1 ATCC >256 Ruoff et al. (72)
L.Plantarum 1 ATCC >256 Ruoff et al. (72)
L.confusus 2 B R R >1,024 Riebel et al. (68)
L.confusus 4 NREE R Green et al. (24)
L.fermentum 1 ATCC >256 Ruoff et al. (72)
L.reuteri 16 K., £DERE R Vescovo et al. (90)
Lactobacillus spp. 25 B % 2T ERRA R > 256 Ruoff et al. (72)
Lactobacillus spp. 1 I R Colman et al.¥
Lactobacillus spp. 38 t b AR R (disk) Facklam et al. (18)

4 [ E = S(disk) Facklam et al. (18)
Lactobacillus spp. 3 B RA >1,024 Riebel et al. (68)

OMIC (ug/ml)

DBergey’s Manual of Systematic Bacteriology (1986) Tl L.delbrueckii subsp.lactis & 54
9American Type Culture Collectiont V) it 5 & 725k
9R: VCM-fittE. S: VCM-Eit
®Colman and Efstratiou(1987). editorial. J] Hosp Infect 10,1-3.
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7o, SEEEERMEAE <, nicotinic acid, pantoth-
eic acid, biotin %z K #FEKT %, # I 7 —+¥B L
UF b 7ue—L4%2KR, REIZBEERG, ¥,
Ta—=NEBHICHEEL, b FE2SCOEYL
LI IZIERENETH B L 3N TER,
L2»L, okt F3EFED 5 VCM WEE - 3 #k4
BES 2% 72, b FEHED VCM IR Col-
man & Uf Efstratiou, Facklam 52k »Td
WMEINTWD (F4), Pediococcus DEGHRIIE
FBIZOVWTRBENEZ A L (o Tniew,
4) Erysipelothyix

Z DB T Erysipelothrix  vhusiopathiae 7) &
PHEET S, 77 L1BETEEELRELRT, @ik
BREE CEEIEL , FRERD v, 25 7—
IS TH B, MBERE - TlE a-E L %2R
. Viridans streptococcus, Lactobacillus, Lis-
tevia monocytogenes, Corynebacterium 7 & & &
XA B TH 5, MIEEEFE TIE viridans strep-
tococcus &R THRIER N2, AL T 4
PEREE L TR ToNTLEIZLLH S, |n
WEIF DOIEFLENY, BIE, BB L UCETHEY
WCHFET S, —HoEKkIZE P 2 EUHEIABYS
FUOBBICHREMESG S D, & PAOBRITENT
BN, BB ETIUETHENLTRZICL 0 F
WD L IEFHENEFHREE LT, H5NIE
DL DOBICEUAE & L THET 5, Gorby B
& U Peacock {3 5 BR D EGIR - BEAR DSV T 1L D
VCM i TH » 72 L L 72275, VCM fif A
AEBGHEE LD &) 2 BT 51213 )
> & EL DERERNDLMENH LS.
5) Ewnterococcus

Enterococci i3 7" 7 LW HEERE €, FRES)MESE
FRETHE, 7 T7—BLIUFF7o—20%
R BRIMEHEIERETH 5. HEERENICHHE
LCEELTIABRZEELET S, AEIZE PBEED
HAEME 2 BT 5 4%, compromised hosts (2
LTI ERMREBRERS T, BUES LRESR
FEHRERERREIIN L TXEErRHETH 5.

19864 LIk, VCM fit 4 enterococci @ 4B iz
BIL THFFLLBEINTWE(ES), EXH
I E.faecalis, E. faecium TH 57%%, E.avium, E.
gallinarum L E&IND, BERd B WIETEEIRD
LENBEDIIFERENTH » T, —FERE TIIERR
EEREICRELN TS, L b, VCM #5 % %1)
TWR2PBESZIT TR ERENITEAETH S,

R

Kaplan 52 & % &, VCM fitE E.gallinarum %%
SEER N2 BEH LB E T 2hs VCEM o F
B 52 2T Twiz b w9y, BRTIZBEREAE
FicHaB e E e LT, REMOARE, HERET,
+77u AR > (CEPs) ~n&§E, VCM O F
iy 52 o9 N Tw b, VCM i
enterococci 12543 % VCM & & X TCP o> MIC
FRNDLE, INLNHEDmEMEIZ2 DO N—T
KT 52 e TE S, 121k VEMMIC;
64~2,000xg/ml) 3 & & TCP(MIC ; =8ug/ml)
t %) c: "'%“ fgﬁj' IEE 7“ }I/__ ‘7"5)33)48)49)76)78)89)"C\\’ E
faecalis, E.faecium, E.avium »&F 5. 1B
VCM & (MIC 5 32-64ug/ml) -TCP RSt
(MIC; £lug/ml) 7" Vv — 7° T, E.faecalis, E.
faecium, E.gallinarum = B 6N 5 H D TH
5405070998 - = 4 & 7> VCM i enterococci
D2ODTN—T7NDHIZ GPs it ENEERTFEB
JORBICEL TAVICEL > TwdDrb L
niew,

6) Staphylococcus

Staphylococcus 13 77 LGB ERAMER CH
WICEFHIL 723REThH 5. EEVEL {, FHER
Lo, 77 —FIEBHETH LY, X T
I TH 5.

S.aureus 13 B N &L 7c & UFIZ comunity - ac-
quired infection DEELJEEHE & 7% > T\ 5,
252 > (DMPPC) AL L3y 7a7a X
v (CPF) 28 UL#EEOTEWEICHMETH
% S.aureus BRITHERIC B W CEFBICEML
TWBZ EIIMBRIICERTBREZFFD, T X
5 HRIMA FICRCK Tld VCEM 8 & 1F TCP i
FSEEE BN L 72, S.aureus |2-DTi321 » Eh
5872 DMPPC B & LA RR1068k521z,
ZL T NY b b & 721698k D £ FErE I,
WY VCM B L O TCP sk Rob b %
otz &g,

PENEREEUNE R L BEY T— T, LESH
BN L ) e Bt ) BRPEOERE L FEE TH
5 coagulase-negative staphylococcus (CNS)»*
HEHE N T 5495988 ONS (3 3 72 BIEER L <
T TWaBBCHEERXE2BZTERICZZED
F 590 S aureus DA L M EEIC CNSIZ Y
DMPPC iiif =t > HUEE F i< 343 5 i HE#R A7 1
mML22d 5%, Ei i, VCM 0 HESH
W2 TCEDDHY, ZNiTfE- T GPsiifiE CNS
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% 4. Pediococcus spp. B & FErysipelothrix spp. EaFR5BERE & VCMBSE 1
B O BRI 7 I = VCM-Ees 4 wE & ()
P.acidilactici 6 b B R(>1,024) Riebel et al. (68)
Pediococcus spp. 3 t FEE R® Rouff et al. (72)
Pediococeus spp. 3 b gt R Colman Efstratiou®
Pediococcus spp. 26 t bR R Facklam et al. (18)
Pediococcus spp. 12 t PSR R Riebel et al. (68)
Ewysipelothrix spp. 5 97 g3 R(>25) Gorby Peacock 27

aR: VCM-fif 4, #* - Z PHZMIC (ug/ml)
®Colman and Efstratiou (1987). editorial. J Hosp Infect 10,1-3.
*x5. BERM#E L D 282 N/ GPs-ifienterococci

B f& BRI P2 = VCM®  TCP® w5 & ()
E faecalis 15 & 2 BRIRAR =512 >64  Uttley et al. (89)
E.faecalis 3 2 FRAR AR 128 8~64 Alonso et al®
E.faecalis 1 8l & =128 - Reguera et al®
E.faecalis 3 g, B 32~64 =0.5 Sahm et al (73)
E.faecalis 1 7 256 16 Shlaes et al. (78)
E.faecalis 1 0 ¥ 1,024 - Bingen et al. 5)
E faecium 27 &2 DERRM =512 >64 Uttley et al. (89)
E. faecium 4 * OE =512 =64  Leclerq et al. (48,49)
E faecium 1 m & 1,000 =264 Shlaes et al. (76)
E faecium 1 R 32 0.5 Williamson et al. (93)
E faecium 1 BB 32 0.5 Lutticken et al. (51)
E faecium 1 B 1B =128 - Reguera et al.9
E. faecium 1 2 >256 32  Handwerger et al. (33)
E.avium 3 &2 DERIRFR =64 =64 Uttley et al. (89)
E.gallinarum 1 m & 16 1 Kaplan et al. (44)
Enterococcus spp. 5 INREEE R - Green et al. (24)

AMIC (xg/ml)

D Alonso et al.(1989) Abstr. 4th Eur Congr Clin Microbiol. p.175.
“Reguera et al.(1989) Abstr. 4th Eur Congr Clin Microbiol. p.275.

ROBMEDTENMEIC H 5, 19814 Cherubin &
12K & 4 BE U 72308k & S.epidermidis &
VCM iz 33 25 MICi 2 2 516<ug/mlTH -
T2 EEL 2, Tuazon BL U Millerick 3 &
BRI, ORELD B WIZEHRICE-728 AD
BE»LOHL 72 S, epidermidis @ VCM 259
5 MIC #710-20ug/mlTH - 72 & v» 5 88, 19874F,
S. haemolyticus i2 & > THERI I N EELE

% VCM DA THEBTE % - 0 - I2EFI»HE
AN, 1 ADBED»L3HMICE > THELN
72 S.haemolyticus @ 8 ¥Rz VCM i »* MIC 2
25 8 ug/mliciERICEALIZEVS, BLERE
H LA BES L2 Bkiz TCP Iz & L T MIC
DIL6ug/mlTHh - 7255, BlEHWTHBEI N T
BRiz TCP o s$ aMEic B (b s e o 72, L7z
o, CNSiZF TCPicxTaMELNLEVAE
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6. Staphylococcus spp.FRpR5BERE & GPs-REZ

W O fE 7 e 2 VCM®  TCP® w H & )

S.aureus 106 B RAA So S Maple et al. (52)
S.aureus 169 RE R AR S S Gorzynski et al. (28)
S.aureus 147 IERLENT B S - Leme et al. (50)
S.epidermidis 30 & = DERRI R 2~16 - Cherubin et al. (12)
S.epidermidis 8 BrindE, LR 10~20 - Tuazon & Miller (88)

K. BB

S.epidermidis 1 pacing-wiredci® 2 16  Wilson et al. (94)
S.epidermidis 1 B K % 1.6 12.8 Grant et al. (29)
S.epidermidis 1 Br M 5E - 16 Espinouse & Chomarat (17)
S. haemolyticus 8 B B % 2~8° 16  Schwalbe et al. (75)
S. haemolyticus 2 Br M 5E - 16 Espinouse & Chomarat (17)
CNS® 12 35 YN 0.8~1.6 12.8~25 Grant et al. (29)
CNS 2 B M fE - 10  Calain et al. 9)

AMIC(ug/ml), "DMPPC, PC% & 72 3EHIC ZHImHER
oS I B, YLBEBHRBRBEFME. TCPFR#RE
oAk #M, "Coagulase-negative staphylococci

Sz VCM 2 8 L T < 2 THelES S 540 &
W2 BEHD,

5, NrawA4 L (VEM)BLUFMa75=
v (TCP) mittk#ig

77 LEHEW O GPs 123 5 MR D RT3
BHFNEA T, WERTFH»EDL I ICHE
BHLTGPs »7F k7Y &> AL EMER
ZRAIET 2D, WERETFE D DNA ICHFE
T 50 FBEHINIEYL L T WRIEN S W,
GPs iR F oM Ic B 228 £ &
L T enterococci # fiWTHFRINTE 2, BE
DEZHMEBEBETH 772 FICHEET L & W
IEZE, BEDNA D LICH D &) HEDs
KL T 5,

1) 777 2 3 FHEmEEET

Leclercq & 13 VCM i 1 E. faecium B JK 4~ B
B2 MOMMEBEFH»7 TR FLRichbZ b %
D THE L 71249, E.faecium FaR 5 BRD 7 F
R I F3EEAIC L) Efaecium \ZARE S N7 A5,
E faecalis JH2-23 £ U BM4110I2i3EZZE I e
Do, INL2HPLT7T 23 FDNA 23
LThFI>oR 74 —5634%5 L, Staphylococcus
sanguis Challis 12 VCM B L Of TCP W EH 5E

ENfe )™, FURIN—TIE3 612 28
D VCM itk E. faecium %578, VCM B L
TCP W41 & Y E faecium (BM4107) i24%
EEINEHEL D, Tho—25 VERIKE
12 & - C transconjugant [ZIGEEI N2 7T A 3
FOFELEEH X 2. & 512, mating EBIC &
D2BDI B 1IFRIZ7TIRA I Fica— FEnkm
WBEFEMn 7T LEHE (Streptococcus san-
guis, Streptococcus lactis, Streptococcus
Dyogenes, Listeria monocytogenes) \ZAGETE 2
Ewg, L Lkd s, Saureus 5t Bacil-
lus subtilis \IZEL & 5 & T 2 RA T RBUT K
b o724 7T X3 FONIET B E faecium {5E
% VCM I PEE Fic D v» Tid Reguera 512 kL -
THHEREINT % (RTHH).

iit, Handwerger i3 7z w22 Be2HL b
iz L7z, Blb, Efaecium OEE GPsiiftE%d a2 —
FLTWw3B 7923 Fid recipient strain T %
E.faecalis =2 Streptococcus sanguis 12 & » TREEHE
BN 720 CRIGLIZEWD®®, 503
L Efaecalis DAIBZEINRICT EL D -
72,
2) B AkMEnEEET

LR EDTEEETF EEZ LNIHREDRS
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5. Shlaes 513 E faecium D399%4° VCM B X
U TCP i % E.faecalis JH2-212{R3E L 7277,

donor iZ & transconjugant 2 d 777 X 3 Fii#k
WTELL-720T, JBKEDRERIZT 2%
2 b 7> ARV > transposon D FEFE & HEE L
7270 Uttley & 13 E.faecium 2 ¥ @ GPs it »
ZZEIZDWTHRE L T b, GPs iR F % #
D2HRIFVTND 3L VIADNT TR I FEFE
H, #F095H 1o VCMF, TCP, EM", CP'?»
24MD 72 2 2 FTH Y, resipient @ E.faecalis
JH2-2i12f5 T &7z &9, LA L, donor strain
L85 N7 cured variant 32 s 4 FITRT
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BIHER L > Twizdy, 7723 FIzTNTH-
Twiz kv, Uttley 513 72, GPsiitiE»%in
vitro T E.faecalis DI TIEEE N2 L HE
L7289, Donor #kIi240MD 7’2 23 F& b »Tw
725%, GPs(VCM B L TCP)ET, & 512 EM
12 L transconjugants 1213777 A 3 FAE
TELed -7k, Shlaes 513 E.faecalis 256
O VCM M HENBE % A~z 42K, donor #RiT 4
DNT T A I FEEFS TWizh, 208k transcon-
jugants D9 B 7T A 3 FEEFL LWL DHFITH
Hold\ni™ Nz kb, Efaecalis O
VCM 8 & v* TCP W BB Fld ik Eic o —

#* 7. GPs-MMERF DRI & BES %

(1) WMEEETFI7 7RI FICHFEYT S EELbNLHE

Donors {ZER T DNA®DFREE Recipients e lRE B
E. faecium VCM -4 plasmid E faecalis JTH2-2 X 48
E.faecalis BM4110 X
E faecium % 4 48
E. faecium VCM&TCP-it:  $E#plasmid Strep.sanguis Challis TEH R 48
E faecium VCM&TCP-it plasmid E faecium BM4107 ¥4 49
E. faecium VCM&TCP-Tit:  plasmid Strep.sanguis B A 49
Strep.lactis B A
Strep.pyogenes A
Listeria monocytogenes ¥ &
E. faecium VCM-iif i plasmid Staphylo.aureus X
Bacillus subtilis X
E. faecalis VCM -~ 40kbp plasmid E faecalis Reguera®
ML TE LD -T2
MReguera et.al. (1989). Abstr. 4th Eur Congr Clin Microbiol. p.275.
(2) MEEGEFIr77 A2 FLUAMCHEET B L) #E
Donors {EZRF Plasmids Recipients Transconjugants SCER
E. faecium D399 VCM&TCP-i{E - E.faecalis JH2-2 VCM", TCPr 76
plasmid (-)
E. faecium VCM&TCP-iitt:  24MD-plasmid ~ E.faecalis JH2-2  24MD plasmid 89
(VCM", TCPr EM",CP")
L# L, cured variantiz VCMs, TCPs,EMs,CPs?plasmid(+)
E.faecalis VCM&TCP-fit:  40MD-plasmid ~ E.faecalis plasmid (-) 89
(VCMr, TCPr,EM")
E.faecalis 256  VCM-fifE: 4 plasmids E faecalis 17/20iz plasmid (-) 78
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FEN TR EW) ZENBLREENS,
Ewnterococcus D+ 7 > ARV iz DTl
FEL(REENTWEY,
3) Van A #&F
E. faecium > VCM B & ¥ TCP & it %
I—FLTWBEBEFI 7 a—{b3 N7z (vanA
gene) &9 (Dutka-Malen 5, £FEEK). 7o
— AR N7 BIRFISE RS 2 g5E & 11, vanA
WZHRRAY e 2900bp DT O — Tk e o T2, DT T
— 7 % dot blot hybridization assay iZ T,
vanA BZFid VCM B8 L« TCP iz B Em 4 %
KT Efaecium B & F E faecalis ICHEFEL T b
Z b oz BN, Zo7e—713 VEM
KB 72 & e TCP BZ M %2 /R ¥ Efaecalis
B & O E.gallinarum & hybridize L %72, %
72, 270 — 73 BB GPs ICIHMETH B &
# 2 515 leuconostocs, lactobacilli, peptococ-
ci 7 ¥ & hybridize L % 2 » 72 L, TCP @i ¥
CNS iz § hybridize L %% - 72 &> 9 (Leclercq
5, RFEFEK). VCM 7% & iz TCP i iE#EE TR %
DIGEBEOBT L Z 212 L - ¢, GPslfE
DEBRPHELPIZHBENDL ) ENFRTIEZ W
77AH9,
4) GPsititEoeE
VCM £ REb T USSR L IBIET 5725
JEwHIEZNDTFIZ, VCM % VCM fif8 & A
X aN—| L2k, BREUEIEMEIEs v
9 HETARIECEESE D RE L »F E faecalis™®, E.
Jaecium ™4V 8 Leuconostoc spp. UV THA
N d, PEIGERDOEEIRHTE L2 -
7z, WA GPs it E CER I N2 &
i3 enterococci @ VCM MiHEDZFHEMETH 5 & »
)& TdH o 72490597089 F 7 bk, MBI
HEREUHBELTOBRED VCM FAET TH
#+ 5 &, lag phase 8Bl 72 1RIcBATE L
LY, HEH L2 VCM [cEf 3218
FARLCEREELBED VCM FET THEET
% &, lag phase B oNTh ol kv,
5) GPsiitticB85 4 5 EH
SDS-FK )T 7 )T 3 FNVERKE (SDS-
PAGE) iz & 241tF i3 VCM 7 & Uic o) GPs
M FEIIMEBEICB T 2H L WERADESKY
5l&#£27, VCM & TCPicEEmMMHETH % E.
Jaectum =R E faecalis 12135 FEk DEBAHNR
DI 5 728N078 B X s 7, Williamson & i3

#H oA

VCM {REm M, TCP BZMo E faecium D366
ICHEIN-EQAYD TRk THDEZ 2]
L7229, oozt > TELALTEEN T
F Foegy—> % B L, immunoblotting Iz & %
RERIGEFNIAER, 39kD &39.5kD DERIZ
&R Y, BENICI R L > TWBE I 0L
Iz &8 72 (Al-Obeid 6, £HEFEK)., —F T,
WMEELLTF F 7Y >Ry F27F K
IZFEA L CTEERIICEMm L, %R & L TGPs ™%
TFRT) A DEMEMHERET A2 & 2Rk
LTWdEWn)FIVLRREINT NS,
6 ) Enterococci i ¥ % ZEHIH o 32 2 itk

E faecalis B & U E faecium % VCM % & 155
W 83T 5 &, VEM N & 7% & F TCP <At
7 GPs (62208, 62211, 62476) I L WHENFHE I
LT 5. e, i) GPs THEL 2z 5
F5HTH B9 Shlaes & i3 E.faecalis A256%
AWT, TCP 2B T XTHGPs 5, 2 &F 7%
TR O self-resistance # FE T 5 L HEF L 127
%, —F T, Williamson & 13 E.faecium D366%
v, GP62208 2 BB L VEM IZHL
THHEEFEL 7228, GP622114 5\ ix TCP iz
BEDL ) WEEFRLN TP EHBEL Ty
%% Nicas iz & 5 &, TCP i E.faecium B L
U E.faecalis 1= VCM it # 5 REGICHE L 72 &
W) TN DIFRD—FL v EASER
NDEWIZ L B LD, enterococci @ GPs i ER
FHEIHTEBRERDEICL IO EHRDBIC
R SICEMLE»BETHA .
7) FDMOME D GPs it A

R E#EN VEMBETH 5 EBbh s
leuconostocs, lactobacilli, pediococci % & 13,
MR RBENLIDICHFEL LEL L 4\,
GPs i1 E.faecium \ZFFET 5 FHEME3KD £H
PHUE L3 B HARIE L.omesenteroides, L.citreum,
L.lactis, L.confusus, Pediococcus acidilactici
5\ % Ppentosaceus 7 HIFBE N E E REL
LAhotz, TNLDEIFTNTVCMMIC ; >1,
000ug/ml) B & * TCP(MIC ; 2256ug/ml) iz #&
EFEEMETH 2%, ZNL5nEEF 70—
AL & N7z vanA B F 7 u — 7 NEREIC g
MBI & 13 hybridize L %4 » 72 (RjH) £ w5 &
Er kLo, MHEEEIZNLDE & enterococ-
AETREL>TWBEIELE2RETLLNTH
5,
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6. GPs iftEEOKRE

BEEBICEETH 5 EDEHL —F D Sta-
Phylococcus #4:< &, ERIRBIICER D H % GPs
A IZEAED & 2 A CNS & enterococci i BB
LNLTwW3, FEichd~N7 & 92 in vitro I W
T, enterococci ¢ GPs itk B T i3 Bi#k Al 15
BNDBZEHRENTZDT, BERFTL GPsTiE
RFAEZ N LTRSS S D, R E L Tl
HOWLBOBRIEITIEEN TS, Lr-T,
Wb BEZ Tl VM i E L F o v 7 &
NTEEILEENCERT LILENH BN
59,

Enterococci @ VCM $ & vf TCP it i x5
LA == T LT 30ug DERNEEGAI
TAATEPREIN TS, EEMERIZMELE
AR LN D THRENE S TH 555, {KER
MHOHEIHL WV &FZ LN Tz, Barry 5
1330ug D VCM 2887 4 R 7 % v TRLIEH
A10mm LLF ¢ & AL (MIC ; >8.0ug/mliz 48
%), 15mmLl B Th udResE (MIC ; <8.0ug/ml
ICHEY) TH D &) FBEELRFEL 29, R[ERIC,
30ug &H TCP 74 2 7 2B, REikM10mmkL
Tl e (MIC 5 >8.0ug iFEY), 1dmmbl kTR
S (MIC ; £ 4 ug/mlcAHS) & LTwa, 2
BZNLBIOWMEELETEBEL L LDTH 577,
L HEE L THRTELTHS ).

Lo LZehts, VCM @ MIC #%8-16ug/mlTHh
5 enterococci (374 R 7 T17-18mm D 1L [
PENBZES ) ERLNEZ EH 272D,
Swenson 537 4 A 7 ILEkiE E BRET L 7289,
19874 IC %3 & 17> National Committee for
Clinical Laboratory Standard Criteria Tid,
MIC #8-32ug/mlDBEN T 4 A 7 B TI3ERZEH
FRIIHREREMREE L THEE-> TREE NS Z L
W o 7z, 53R enterococci AV TIE S ML
RRREAL L, KELBRY (MIC 232ug/mlT
HDERDT 4 R 7ETIIRESEMEE 3N) LN
REIFENFNLIBLIUILS S » 72 & v
9% Barry b BEHIC L 2R TIF13.5% D/ &
ZBROPBHoleh, RELBRVEI L o72Ewn
94, Swenson b DFER T, 15mm Ll EARLIEM %
RS, 14mmPL T 20 & $ 5 &, MIC #%32ug/
mlTH BHRICxT L TRSEMED D & EE-> THEET
bEwv) ERidRETcE s, LrL, MICH' S

ug/mlThH ¥ E DT 512K L L CHED
BEINTWE, ZNL0B%kTIE, MICA4 pg/ml
LUFTh 5 ek & B3 5 7281z MIC % #l
ETHZENWEEINLS, ZnkHicLTESL
17z enterococci DFEFRDY, WD 7 F LAHEEEE

(P 24X, IREMYED S. haemolyticus) D EZ D
EHlilc AT A2 I RIEIBENE ZAFBET
b, A7 & enterococci V72541213,
T4 A7ikE EHIT 4 ug/mld VCM 2 2L REE
5 2 FEEA~ spot isolation ZHfHET 5 =
EHEE L, BRI, Folihar)—
=Y TR7TV-MCRBLTCE LKL MICKT
FANBRETH B, & 51T, enterococci B & UM
7 streptococci & pediococci, lactobacilli,
leuconostocs 7 ¥ DBEBHIICTETH 2H & #*
-2 WEHT LD, BOREKL-2N L
TWeT S 5 2019,

HAEWERZEOREIE I AV 5 b AMS
Vitek BEY> A T L% E faecalis > VCM & it
WAR 3 EZRHET 52 EHREL -2, TR
X Z DT A+ DREERERAE T E T ESHE R
Nk - 72 ENFERI;E R D - 2D TH
B9 Ao xaN—g YEEPEWEWG D
Eix, RERED E faecium 0B ERTED enter-
ococci # T B L EHICHEI » T 2HET
H5.

Felmingham &1z & % &, S.epidermidis 3 L U°
S.haemolyticus 1= 33 5 VCM o MIC i3 B2
T A b EEoE -, WEOFE BEEEL S
&> THEBZZIT W b o2y, FHL
BHRICNT 2 TCP O MICICIZ I NS D&V DT
FERELTRELELL>TWH EWH,

Z DMDOMEIZ DV TR D v, Swen-
son b 12 & 5 &, VCM i ¥ @ Leuconostoc,
Pediococcus 3 £ UF Lactobacillus DY E S
WET 4 R7FEEMICETHELEZ A, K
ELBRNIE LS, MAELBNIT.3% TH-72
V8O R 5T, BRI EBEAORFE A E T N 5.

7. GPs T Ic & 2 B iEE

GPs B A RO o e BREDTFHEPELAT
%M LT, ORKNER, QORENHEIW
BRI THBI NP BABO—IE L THE
Il vy s, QEIEEL TWEIZTA,
Bz BRI L TwareHlits2 L, @EDH
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BRICRSHETH 2L 2EER(ANDLZ L, &
EHBITF LN G, 40 F TRYEED L MEEIREE
THEEI N, BLHEFEL 2 GPs it H 12 Enter-
ococcus Th B, Feloh~7z £ B Y enterococci 13
L FNBENEERETH ), BMRREEEZ D
ATHLNT, BERE2OERICEEHETH D
enterococci 1347 L HEWEIC & B1EHE 2 L
FEre7, BOBSIRHEALLAT—TNARED
HEELBREL CERBEEZTIUIRY. GPs it
enterococci 12 & B D EEBNIR LN T B
DT, WEBLTA FTA > 2/EHT 512135
DEMHPBETH S ).
1) E. faecalis

GPs BERMED E faecalis DB BT BED b5
BEX Nds, 1I5HRTNTChR= ) v (PC) B
CHETHo7Y, 2Dk ) % PCREMARTAPHE
b T WIRBR B DRI, PCT LAY
—cEZLZ 27U, TrEY) Y (ABPO®
TEXIVYELETH S, VCM [t enter-
ococcl IZEBICLR LN B L I % { DEANC
FEMMEEL FRTH, CPFICi3RBRZHEETH- 2. E
faecalis 7 GPs TMERRIC & » THI &I I NS H
mMEN L ) A EREBREEAICKL TIEPCE
AGs DB F L W,

L2L, BErEEr LoMENZIHkDI B
13D 7> 2 3 2> (GM) it (MIC ; 1,000ug/
ml) T, AL T =4y (SM) i3 158§

==

5 i

THrE (MIC ; >1,000ug/ml) TH-72%, Z
DES T Er b, AGS IZENTEEFICIIBEHEATE
ey L, Efaecalis D SM B & UG+
<4 v (KM) SEmMERIZ1970FE LIRS < D#
EHRLNRFICELS > TWE I EEbLN
1070808090 [ fnocalis o) GM i HEREIZ 1979412
750 ATHREENDY, TOBMREMWTR
LD & I T 5 2NesnsNen - GM B L X GM
&, GPs oW H I @EMMENRKRIC L » T &R
ENEERPEDARFIC L2 »> T ABPC &
CPF o % 2 b T U & 20 v, TiZEA]
DONBIIHERIER 2R E L vh™, VCM BZH®
Efaecalis iI2 & » TBZ - 12.L0ABEELBRE 2 AD
BRICEMTH 72 &),

2) E. faecium

E. faecium 1= L b BIERYGUE DWREICHL T,

BN L ZAHEEEMADDH 5 PC & GM DHFH
WHEIEREEZLNTWS, LA, GM R
F-2¢ E. faecalis 7 & E.faecium ~MBIEIND T &
B in vitro TIRENIZ &b b0, 4BFET
AGs B L U'GPs i 5 ic & E T4 % D E.
Jaecium ZBEZIN T W PCTLAX—BE
EHE enterococci B PCiHE#RIC L 5 Bk
DIEFEE LT, VEM (H % iz TCP)-GM ##H
gEsE 2 LN s, PCRHERATELWRETH
= o GPs fit 1t enterococci (2 &% L 72 35-A 1213
CPF ¥ /u v I ERH L L 5.

# 8. VCMfienterococcilc 349 2 5& & ) AR D

FREGLHEANC I ETH 28 (RFMIC | pg/ml)?

B OfE BB
ABPC CP CPF CLDM EM FA RFP TC TMP GM(HL)
08 08 04 1 O 04 02 020 02 (1,000)
E. faecalis 15 0 13 1 15 15 12 3 15 15 13
E faecium 27 27 25 6 27 26 21 23 25 25 0
E.avium 3 2 0 0 1 1 3 1 2 1 0
Total 45 29 38 7 43 42 36 27 42 41 13
(%) (100) (64) (84) (16) (96) (93) (80) (60) (93) (9D) (29)

HABPC : ampicillin ; CP: chloramphenicol ; CPF : ciprofloxacin
CLDM : clindamycin; EM : erythromycin, FA ! fusidic acid ; RFP : rifampin
TC : tetracycline ; TMP : trimethoprim ; GM(HL) : high-level gentamicin



7 axTF FREWE 289

VCM EEfmHE (MIC ; 16ug/ml) @ E.gallinar-

um 13 in vitro TGM & O TEIE A H - 7259,

3) aT 75—t Staphylococcus (CNS)
VCM & 5\ g TCP W Ic & 3 &G0 iEH
2Bl GPs # T 2 D3R EMELZHET 2
Zrize s, VCMiZ &k 3B ESI W T VCM
BT 7 - 72 S, haemolyticus %, TCPIZ
it (MIC ; 16ug/ml) TH 725 2 & (3H
WHLZETHDH, ZORRIC L BEGZIZ VCM

BLO T T4 o HRBEERRIC G L 2.

INZ L b, GPsIREM D CNS 2 L T
VCM & AGs " HHEERZRT LEZ L1 5.
4) ZoowERE

Leuconostocs, lactobacilli 8 & UF pediococci
I3 compromised hosts % & & &2 H I RS H
L THBEENnS, PC, CM, EMBXUGM %
EDEI K FHENIMERIDPER TS 519,

VCM i 13 BB IC T T 5 Erysipelothrix

rhusiopathiae i3 PC %2 CEPs Ic BeSH i Td 52089,

ODHBERIC L 2EMEDBEICIIRBEIC
VCM+AGs ftBEBESTH S, £z, PCT
LXK —DBEICIEIOHEEESESTH B,

8. BhYIc

VCM 2 TCPIZHATRE »ENFHINLTW
v, BRTRMOTEWE L SEHREI NS
IV EBNDTHSSH, PIHAT PNLORE D
JFE» S Litiev, Lo L, RBEFOERTA
PHEEAEETH ), S FEIHEIAE TWE
THENDT, FHRONFEE L TUTHEKEN D DA
H5bH., XTF FEDOHIEWE & LT, daptomycin
(LY146032) % ramoplanin (MDL62198) »siEH &
N Tv» 5, Daptomycin 35BN EWE T, FD
& (2 lipophilic IR Z ORI 7F FTH
5. VCM % TCP & 33& - 72 ER0r CHEE Mg EE o)
HEARFIET 29, In vitro TlZ enterococci,
leuconostoc, lactobacilli, pediococci, sta-

phylococci 7% & IS B 7= BB R 7R §71910072)7989),

Ramoplanin {3 lipoglycopeptide $iE=ME T, 7
7 LB EEMERTF P 7Y oAk ER
£ 4 %% Enterococci %t & 12 H % T MICs
daptomycin I2FHLL T 58, Z s DPiEY
BHERROZICEA S, FEMEY & DIz
RN AT NBZ L 2HA T2,

I35 3 EIL R F B e KRR S (1991, 3.
2) TOMBEICMEL2LNTH D, XBEICHN
Wiz 72 vz RIRER & KK AR I w2 L 2 3,
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