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ratio) > A& ¥ £ B (p > 0.05) o A - s #F 4% % - Fluoroquinolone #g -

Ethionamide 2 — % % PZA~EMB #3& b 5> MDR B %% ¥+ RR 3 (p<
0.05) - MDR Ftk %447 %7 (Second-line injectable agents)s< = % &
Kanamycin % ¢ » 75 19.44% ¥+ Amikacin &g ; Amikacin #1# ¢ > 5 34.48%
4 Capreomycin &t - Capreomycin ## ¢ > 3 17.39%% Amikacin %
Kanamycin 5z - MDR fFt& = Fluoroquinolone g % = $i& & om > Mk R
0.5 pg/mL Moxifloxacin #1% ¢ > 3 19.05% Levofloxacin st ; % k& 2.0
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Abstract

Aim: Collect MDR and RR strains of this nationality, analyze the
anti-tuberculosis second-line injections, Fluoroquinolones, and the trend of drug
resistance ratio distribution; compare the performance of traditional solid-state
and liquid drug susceptibility test to evaluate qualitative and quantitative drug
sensitivity methods.

Materials and Methods: In this study, 626 MDR and 333 RR MTBC strains
were tested using the agar proportion method, a liquid-based MYCOTBI plate

(Sensititre® ) minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) testing and/or the MGIT

drug susceptibility testing. The SAS 9.4 software was used for statistic analysis.

Results and Discussion: The distribution of MDR strains in the proportion of

drug resistance distribution did not reach a significant difference from 2013 to
2017 (p > 0.05); the ratio of drug resistance in the old case to the new case
(Odds ratio) did not reach significant difference ( p > 0.05). The MDR cases
were significantly higher than RR in the second-line drug injections,
Fluoroquinolone, Ethionamide, and first-line drugs PZA, EMB (p < 0.05).
Cross-resistance of MDR strains in Second-line injectable agents showed that
19.44% of Kanamycin drugs were sensitive to Amikacin; among Amikacin
drugs, 34.48% were sensitive to Capreomycin, and Capreomycin was 17.39%.
Sensitive to Amikacin and Kanamycin. Cross-resistance of MDR strains in
Fluoroquinolone showed that 19.05% of Levofloxacin was sensitive to low
concentration of 0.5 pg/mL Moxifloxacin; 8.33% of Levofloxacin was sensitive
to high concentration of 2.0 pg/mL Moxifloxacin; Moxifloxacin was low
resistant Among them, 33.33% are sensitive to high concentrations. Compared
with the results of gene sequencing, the genetic method is more consistent with
the solid agar drug sensitivity in the injection. In the Fluoroquinolones class, the

genetic method was more consistent with the liquid MGIT method when

\Y



comparing the critical concentrations after the WHO reduction in 2018.

Conclusion and Suggestions: There was no significant change in the proportion

of MDR strains from 2013 to 2017. The proportion of cross-drug resistance of
similar drugs shows that other effective drugs in the same class of drugs can be
considered during treatment. The evaluation of the susceptibility test method
method provides an accurate evaluation result for the positive (drug resistant)
predictive value when the number of resistant strains is comparable to that of the

sensitive strain.

Key Words: drug susceptibility testing, MGIT 960 drug susceptibility testing,

Drug resistance surveillance
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THE-RR~FLP R

5 iiﬁ%l}iﬁ;ﬁﬁ:pfa (multidrug-resistant tuberculosis, MDR TB) & 45 A
B AP B sand - AR E P Isoniazid 2 Rifampin B E 5 do
M2 BP AR RERELER Vg (extensively drug-resistant TB,
XDR-TB) &4y MDR TB 5 * #>% Fluoroquinolones RehERILE > TP
$iz - 1 5% Amikacin ~ Kanamycin 2 Capreomycin £ 5 1% {22 2%
th o d 3 MDR TB sk Gi& £ 4e » @ & 0| 2R B P0m 4] o ke
B w2 kg (World Health Organization, WHO)45 1 > 2013 # #e iz 2 3k &)
A48 MDRTB i 5% > & t e Pp R blend% » 29 95 20.5%4 4
R R I }ﬁsmllﬁ ;@3 9% MDRTB % & XDR TBe & (771 & 40
93 56%nTBAT( ¢ il 2 d =T ¥s % o FIMDR TB /5% %]
HABEFEF S22 2013 £ 2 ¢4 21 Fp L= 0 2011 & st
7 MDRTB jn 4 5 & 48% > XDR TB in /g 5 i 22% [1])-

B 252000 kR EFFERGPRAALREN 7 fRBEH
g &S PRE e { A FIEE o Fl 5 3F Frwa* kin%k MDR TB 0
SREY > ApaLE 2 £ fEig U pliEF L8 § RBEE > BT

F17 R R RBER R PORIS R TE B 4> 347 MDRTB
PREE AL E g B > U R P8 X S MDRTB G £ 3|4 2
IR P T GFERAL S § kR BT KenBE S HE I TB 2 &
BiETB dhipfh s g2 ’i%\/t#zw [2])-
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FARE 2 TRA BN L Bl AR F Rip R R o B 2013-2014 £ =
2T EHEF Y MDRTB 4 Foc i ¥ - B#ESHFE2 4% * & MDRTB 2k
sk o EEG mEF (M) B4 RS Bob Bl B2 B

FrMFRENETET AL [2]

[

ik BREAFIGEHRLE T THENREERE S RRES S
FREAFR R B L Tk R SR AT Rk [3) AT LR R
b (44 )k & 72 (minimum inhibitory concentration, MIC)Rlz# i +5— 2 =
SE R R E Y SR RN S SRR ERE B E

i
Kk Tl

—A=

YR § 5 EFETES > §d 5k (Moxifloxaxin) 2 % > fr it

T

F e REF > TR ERS SFH F 2L (Food And Drug Administration,
FDA)F: 7 + 3 » 3R L % e2big P W feik § o isf > 2 BT

o B TR FAER RS T R ARRERR - LM Ak
@@&@%@ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%%@i?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ TESHFE BT
E R EPTERER W MIC P2 %4k MR Z N TRR kR - B 2 &
Mk R P2 L intermediate (4] F1ot > MIC & & fesk &% 1 > ¥ ki
ok MDRTB ch& 4w £ 2 B EAFER - Ra RARRFHEELEEL B

P m?%f'ﬁ Bl anfef oo™ i 2 MR ATE 2 L LR EF R

TR g el B(ECOFF) b & &2 3 iRl R % =88 % » #F
T MDR & ek (F7) Fre%k [6]e MIC & ek Y ¢ o
¥ ﬁlj‘;},& 'F*ﬁ#ft"“'ﬁ%ﬁ‘ /p)%‘ MDR TB mzs&,fn k= L‘ % ﬁfl]f&l_ @i_g'}jigi‘ o

P k& fis(Isoniazid, INH)

INH = sv¢ F @21 F% 2 pia s & > 23 pyridine ring %



hydrazide group 4 > ¥ B f o v RS jeivtn 2 = > >
%%@%ﬁﬁ%f R L AR
F 2 E S B FES R F PR A

el

B ol
By ek A B F e (

I
Bl $4 245 L3 %
Rihins P& H o ¥ 5
catalase/peroxidase activity )7 M. bovis 2 M. tuberculosis #f INH et < Jk &
B J ’
2% 48
B

¢ *5 11 [6, 7] INH 7% 147 katG, ahpC, inhA, kasA 2 ndh % 3 B [8]
;ﬁ d + 3 inhA % 3+ #r4] NADH-dependent enoyl-ACP reductase -

mycolic acids 2 = [9]

-

A

= ~# % (Rifampicin, RMP)
B 2T FRFLE T o T ] S

RMP J *t ansamycin > £ 5 % »
RNA-polymerase ¢ 12 [10] > & B FlL > # 1 45 1 RMP 7 § st
ARSI St ER ABHR R E)wmE [11) 2 4 rlfamycins Xp %

B H B mie B AFen

BER

¥ € & 4 2 3 $ui(cross-resistance) it * [12] -
£ 4 57 M ”?P\m‘l"f"ff]"RMP ﬁ‘;?ﬁ;‘*g‘f’_“%«f @E'J#EP&%
RO PR F AR Y R R W e D L ¢ R R e 12-25% o

4o # £ INH [13]-

o« M. tuberculosis ¥t H v 4 § L Fuik > £

e ek

-

i

e
g 3

By ,}

v e4 % 332(Pyrazinamide, PZA)
VRS L S 5o+
& pyrazinoic acid [14,15]) > :&

PZA % nicotinamide #g

pyrazinamidase/nicotinamidase #& i* % =
2 Frd e g ms\%]ﬂ i [16]- 4 » 45 pyrazinoic acid

i=a %Egi? =

% H n-propyl ester 1 ¢ ] im 747 W18 42 4 3 fatty acid synthase type |

% PNCA R ¥ PF > i &2 A& 4 pyrazinamidase #& i* PZA 3
% W e B

[16]- 7 % 4
% POA [17)° PZA #E sz p fik{%(pH5.5) %
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EHFF o BRTE S i B R A (sterilizing activity) 0 g B B
=

¥ d & B2 - > e ¥ M. bovis % 2%

 #27 fig (Ethambutol, EMB)

EMB ¥ 34| %% =¥ T ehs & fopti mFehi 3t & F 3 n v B en
&= [18) Fla fedrimpFaug s - EMB 1 & ST 3R T 7 #HY Kl §
GE2 FHA L EMBAG VHALRPFHALRELZ BN L P R
P ¢ Bk ¥ e EA] o © 40 EMB efed] (7% 2 4+ embCAB 1
BO[19) A2 B A F2 & 5 embB; ¥ § 7 3 45 1§ & B cluster %
% {5 » M. tuberculosis ™ & 3 & k& it (MIC >40 mg/L) [20] -

4&1% % (Streptomycin, SM)

SM & - F83 A#H 47 % (aminocyclitol glycoside antibiotic) » % * *m
AN PR Pl R R0 T = [21) T AU e e B B o
SM 4} mrz ¢t z’v’vﬁée'rirfgﬂit‘ 2 M. tuberculosis & #Fld o if * 3 EEI
Fproo LRETHEY 7 5 AR o UiRiE » LR

A P s Tk S R e P A o
Fluoroquinolone # % 1~

Fluoroquinolone ¥ #r+41] M. tuberculosis =7 type Il topoisomerase (DNA
gyrase) [22]) > s 2 % ¥ ¢ 7 Ofloxacin ~ Ciprofloxacin -~ Moxifloxacin -
Gatifloxacin ~ Levofloxacin % - Ciprofloxacin % Ofloxacin % nalidixic acid
FpTA Fo0 B % 3 1965 & 3 IR 0 H_% iU FuR B 2 chloroquine #8 % 4 P chg]
A4 [23)-# 7% ip & gyrB i Asn-533-Thr X % ¢ i@ 7 & ¥ Moxifloxacin
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% Gatifloxacin # # =l > 2% Ofloxacin & 2 st 1+ [24) =% 4 /) &
(Levofloxacin) &t #7 fluoroquinolone #f - it A E g fm?e p ,}géfﬁ » ] S
7157 DNA gyrase » 22 RMP 2 INH 3 $2F % > B MM o 22 H & g%
3 R EH R LR RER LR ERER S PR > {o aminoglycoside
LFEOER o LR S BE B FUEE A N E FEBR Y AR
PR RO g SRR o R Sk B A TR A den gyrA K R R
Ofloxacin #|3& » Rl R F 3|7 o MIC [25] - 2+ Fh MIpA(E
pentapeptide repeat family) ¢ ==+ % & & DNA gyrase » FJpL 4830 5 7 4 413
= Ciprofloxacin % Sparfloxacin <% 4 sk ¥] [26]) - Moxifloxaxin 7 1962

TFR o H LR E A ERSRE R % [42] - fluorine moiety
%&E%”ﬁg R Y e Ii‘gd % f8 pl4a(side chains)ermkzt » & =2 113F 5 7
¢1 fluoroquinolones #g # 4+ - Moxifloxaxin A iZhm AL 5 FfE » Tk k
ARG OEREP X 2o Y PR BRAAE Y R REM PR
[43) x> F %397 2 MICs -

Kanamycin/ Amikacin/ Capreomycin

Kanamycin 2 Amikacin & aminoglycoside #g 2 #» » Capreomycin /4 cyclic

peptide % TRt MER* - 7 4p 11 Kanamycin £ Amikacin
g §_Capreomycin £ 3 = 3 & [27,28]) > @ % Kanamycin £2 Amikacin

kBB rrs b eh AL401G R 4E 4 € 3 4c[29]- Capreomycin 22 Viomycin
Flg A ies B3 % [30] > tlyA 7 #:F rRNA methyltransferase » ¢
A TR % ¢ BB F ¥ Capreomycin gt [31] -

¢ fn B % »=(Ethionamide)

Ethionamide ¥ ¢ ethA-encoded mono-oxygenase /% it = & 5 NAD %
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el > ¥ ¥ NADH-dependent enoyl-ACP reductase InhA & {7 3]
MshA » #3052 £.7 i eniT* s i3 A 7] ¥ 3% glycosyltransferase
% £2 mycothiol biosynthesis [32] -

% 1% (Rifabutin)

Rifabutin #_rifamycin so- #4724 £ > & RBT &7 2 2+ 41 i (RNA)
2 F0 e S AT a8 SRk~ 1w F 03§ PO ik (DNA)
PR e e RMP 2 2 24pk - M 2 F%EF Y 0 M
tuberculosis *M. kansasii *M. marinum M. xenopi *M.haemophilum % M. avium
complex 1* RMP { # i& 1% > » it % 3t - L F RMP etk o © JR RBT %
P W IRER 6o W ik R Y DR R 510 1 o

==

BT AOTHRN F L NHIEY o R R A i A AR RY 0 7 g 4
£ INH #5753 |2 - Rifabutin 1 & &7 2 A~ FrA 4 » 31-OH RBT &
25-deacetyl Rifabutin » ¥ ¥+ M. tuberculosis £ 7 =4 - £ %8 % 12 3 18 /|
PFo i E RN E -

¥ 3 AL -k 45 pa 4 (Para-aminosalicylate, PAS)

2 INH 2 SM & @ * » B3 frdlgbiFit® - @ydpd PAS ¢ &1
para-amino benzoic acid #% dihydropteroate synthase 22 % # fi& (folate) & =
[33]- v PRexfeied = 20 Mol B 7 e e ? E3lie kR °PAS
e 8L M. tuberculosis #u@ 4F 4 Sopis > e H fpie * focd o e d

BILETES E Y o A T A FRE P o
Tk 3k vefk (Cycloserine)

¢ 4o¥ Frd M. tuberculosis # £ o 22 H @ B P E S T FE (T



* oo w0 FU# M. tuberculosis o R fTpEEr H 8 AR M ES L 0

T H g ERITRL B4

S

% ;2 & P (Clofazimine)

Clofazimine (/i &% B663) i riminophenazines #f % 4~ » & >+ 1954
£ LA ER [34)] AT 5 ad sk a Fooa 4ag § [35,36]
BRAET HE L T o] £ % £4% o Riminophenazines s & 45 1+
Gl P B e im e LR LB 2 SRS ATRCR B 2 E e
B ful X E M [36])° 24 @ riminophenazine #Li 55 fehE & HH > & AP
FEz P [35, 36)c Far et i s 4L 1 4 L me ph HuEF td 5 R
DNA 5 e bk AL 5% & o Frdl i Fdf W [36-39] - £ & ¢H8_clofazamine i
Tih ¢ A4 fE M [36)]0  # € 2 riminophenazines X H i fibr F
¥ & 4 % 3 F#(cross-resistance) [40]; ¢t #F » ¢ Z @ clofazamine ¥ Fr|
INH 2 2 chfe 22 in vitro § %P & INH 3 § e (5% & (synergistic
activity) [41]) - 7 4&:78_clofazamine f=# & riminophenazines s & £ 7 &
Frgimie i ﬁiﬂiﬁ?#ﬂ&:ﬁmsb 4 [36])- 4 # B f2 clofazamine ¥ * > /5%

MDR [34]) -
Bedaquiline (TMC-207)

W & & Sirturo > #73 % fy 5 Janssen Pharmaceutica @ # & FDA % 2012
£ 12 7 ya b3 g diarylquinolines 3 > 5 AR S o TTF 4 E &
Frl R o Frdlle i It 02 B S (Adenosine triphosphate; ATP) »
£ % 25% MDR-TB » fi2k 2% Phase b & % &7 % > #+{c 7 »zi+ > Phase
I e ik iE 7 ¢ [44] -



L

7. £ & % (Clarithromycin)

Clarithromycin 1£% £a fg4rd|mpFde Feha 2 > @ wmFr i & ¥ 2
BT Fla g S mFEDs S o RS 5 R U R i S
2.5 9 [45-46]- 3 # 3 4p 41 Clarithromycin ¥t 22547 4 i 7= 5 (8%
FlM gk R F 3 Ia K 4o M. kansasii 2 M. avium complex ~ M. fortuitum ~
M. chelonae % % = 2_ gt & [47-50) e p %0 iy & ~ zguﬂ 41 Clarithromycin %t

M. tuberculosis 3 &% o

Delamanid (Deltyba™)

#_d Otsuka Pharmaceutical Co., Ltd B % ddit 2 & 5 > & 2006 & & F
e p F 4 Sy FHE G REF 0 2014 5T EMA, the Korean Ministry of
Health and Welfare ; 2 T the Japanese Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare |

=@ =7
[0S F ’

LEHT A KRS 2 K= o et MDR-TB g & i
K = % o Delamanid €_d nitro-dihydro-imidazooxazole #g enit & 3 74 & = >
B#LE? § 5 (methoxy- )% fiv 2k (keto-) ik % (mycolic acids) <4 4 &

o WA 5 M. tuberculosis w7z BEca 4 0 3% B4 RR Y A W ehis

P EE L # ot < [51]

d BRI g A 2 RE R W E S - P B 2
BASRAE L RS AT - FoRiR o 7 A R & (mixed) s
B BRREPRR2 > 28 D3 BRETFF o blde D BRFIR
X 4t 2t conventional FAZE M A FI R B2k Fli R 2 IREH I P Er o @S

vge.&ra‘v;;z%ﬁém # [52]-

\"‘

12 Ars| E g 4 M. tuberculosis £ § E M enI®ihs A A R % 2 TRk



WA TN FRARGFR Y - MEFR L - HIFHEE EF 4 MDR
%2 XDR M. tuberculosis sk o 3h 3 & 0 BRE S oy o BT B

IEREMNEFLSARBERST TR I EFRRS MDR 2 XDR M.
tuberculosis Atk o iEiT- k- MBS 2 L T R EFRRE TEE Ak
B o 573 &_population-based T 3 o #ril g b ARM A v B2 A A
FEOR O EFAAT e bt MR R - MEPRELE R R RE
Pt Agg 2 £33 TDR Bhupm A ha 4 o

BRI LR B R

> MDR % XDR ¥ ¢77% (]38 & 3 40 2 TDR 3475 % b endp -

= %’@J&iﬁﬁéﬁrfgﬁﬁvﬁ;#' o MDRTB &% RISt % 2225% 7 i » & ¥;
WHO 4t » % 2013 & @ g & 21 o &7~ » 2 o 5 @it 48% [1]-
XDR 1% 7 3 # ity B { £ PURE U] > sr L EEUE R o
e e B o F S E R Y A5k MDRTB the % d > 5 4 &t
BlE® % ~ B R0 §F Bheat ] o Flt o 2 R P g X F Boehi
EPBPRADRLII A F nip o NATES Y R ETIL
BBARSE N o e BN ITE G RAr AL R H i dho T AT F ok
e ALE S PORE Y > 3@ MRk sk 2§ 7L MDRTB 4.5 732 & -
AR R LB R RBER R PR R OEH (1) RALR TSP ES
BN B Rz F ok R 0 0 fRIREME R MIC £.F 1 1 ¢ 2 o d
EREAD = 2iem A2 W (2) B %4 ] (phenotypic) i 14 22 4p B
AFIRFOME - KRR 2 R, Qv UAEEITETRE 2 F
NP EE >  EMDRBRERMG LY b * #2245 2% 5 MDR 2
XDRTB il 5 £ & 3 (47 11 4eip £ 40 TB e 1L E R /A3
7 TDRTB > r23®f DOT-Plus is MDR % 5 £ i vg & o o
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Tz 4p M

FERILG Bk Y Z BH B PR R Z T P AT 0 R G T
% MDR 2 XDR 3% 4 » 320 Tk i * 1 B 4eisfrck o & 4)#
FEEERTH - =+ MDR ~ XDR 2 TDR S 2@ it E 7l o #& i &K 4v
BAREPITENEE

B AT Rl Bk o

A4 2 s

$- £I1 FZFF T KL - ~ &7 Resazurin Microtiter Assay
(REMA) ~ Sensititre® MYCOTB MIC Plate ~ BACTEC™MGIT™960 % ¢ |
2% g T AR EACGRIE S 2 o 2~ E R MDR~XDR 2 TDR {2517 i 14
BT s ERERRFRTERGE = 0 22 LB REHRA 2
BRI 22 RER R B R ES MIC THRE -

AN R
v B

(- ) fc & 75_2013/1/1 & 2018/9/15 % p P T ¥ » 5% ~ ¥ 5 € % MDR
2 RMP ¥ - 38 5 Htk -

AVEERARAEB R > k#2013 £3 2018 E2 kLS 0 &
E3Z R FERDE LB LA 4o EA4F 0 EF EDES R
SR dotp e B> L2 £ FPFF MDR 2 RR shiFtk > Bl 5 i MDR
Atk o MDR 2 RR 2] % > kdp R % % A F %P > 2 GenoType
MTBDRplus » 454 3 B 5 INH & RMP &g » Bliz A 2% 3 3 (T2 @
LI Pt Gk FACRE R L BB N AR .
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lZ%-‘—%—I—}%\:‘i@%L)?}_\EW J< i““g'ﬁ‘%l\’ ,fl}i‘gk ?Aj-féﬁ"f
Htkfc# ¢ 32 MDR~RR %2 #7p 2 F#(#7%)> * MDR-RR £ B % (%)
2~ Htk -

(=) &% Ftk © H37Rv (ATCC® 27294™) % i 4k o

o TRk A BRI 2 B Atk 0 &8 % 3t Lowenstein-Jensen -
Middlebrook 7H11 / 7H11 Selective Agar 2 BBL™ MGIT™ Mycobacteria
Growth Indicator Tube 3 & A& {73 7 » £ =< 3% & > p-nitrobenzoic acid in
7H10 agar 2 BBL™ Columbia Agar with 5% Sheep Blood » & * f#3| &g ficés
wFEeL e FE - A

(-) FfEE

b4 P % 2% = % % (Biosafety level 3, BSL-3)% % % 04 % > %
#0105 pl 2 AT D L RO 0 Y K5 500 uL Tris-EDTA i 7%
R B P o A B 95T C A A T AT 20 A b B (S B ER

i %

B ER o I IS6110 A pt B FHE h B - I~ B
(insertion sequence, I1S)4#F 1+ » w2 gk 2 8 K & feif 40 F Jg(real-time PCR) =
BT L0 X E G HE PR IS6110 & - (il F o ¥ 444 1S6110 2 4~
H3tEF B -t Tagman® $rpedR 4t 2 TR A PR G S B ¥ ik

FRif 4 e L F o MER L SPES AP R

GenoType MTBDRplus # ] : (1)PCR ¥ Ji& : e Wl {2 fa B & =i 28 {8 -
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4 » 5ul % GenolLyse 2 & #4827 PCR F & - (232 F J& T a.#- 20
uL 2. DEN(Denaturation Solution)+r » & Jig45 @ 2. % * F 4 > £ 4r » 20 pL
2. PCR¥:pa At Rfr323 » F 5 ~ 48 ° 4r » 1 mL 2 HYB (Hybridization
Buffer) o boax » RS 4F 4 F wfe R M P {8 > 3R F B F R 45C >
30 45> 3 I F BH P B IR o Che » ImL STR (Stringent WMTBCh Solution)
45°C » 15 ~ 48 > w4} STR - d.4x » ImL RIN (Rinse Solution) » i#i% 1 4 4 >
% 1 RIN - e.#t » 1 mL CON (Conjugate Buffer) » 8 5 J& 30 4 45 > =% )
CON-frz RIN it 1 248 2 = > 4o » @ F ke 1 A4l o g4 >
SUB(substrate Buffer) » ¥k # % T e AP 5 d 2 o QeI AT 2L E

d EBEFRE L > BB RBEEESE o

( )%*’”HT e

Middlebrook 7H11 % Middlebrook 7H10 3 77 - 4=+t & ;% (Agar proportion
method, APM)

(1) &+ &4

. E R e SR R B P& L 38 4o T 1 |soniazid ~ Rifampin ~
Amikacin ~ Cycloserine ~ Ethionamide ~ Kanamycin ~ Moxifloxacin ~ PAS -~
Rifabutin ~ Capreomycin - Clofazimine 2 Levofloxacin » i#|3& MDR % 7tk

R S PR
() Frn - B2 HH

a. R LR AR R N2 ATE A (primary) B 1 F RS R R 0
BSL-3 7 % % ¥ ## ® McFarland 1.0 B3 ik o &M E F F 2> LR 5B
% o fedl 11100 (102) = 1:10000 (107) #-f Fjie « %462 f (4 0.1
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mL) 2 102 Fr 24 A BB F (H01mL) 2 104FRIS4 4
S R EETE S G
3~ CO, ¥ i B

).

FRII AR 2ARE R AR o BB R KB Y
i¥ 5 1% 37 C 5% COEiB s % ¢ o

L)

N7
7

A BE LA e A3 £ ehE jedkdhoT 1500 FiE 4 +5200 - 500 FiE 3+
100 - 200 /% 2+:50-100 #i& 1+: <50 7% > =87 B A%

b. ¥R e? I > - B R¥ F#hEE#(L " 50 B) > F RIS F R Aok
HRE: L3+ 4+ > a g Faqw ARLF LR FTUFLLEIRL M

BEAR S B1A GO R B R RO RO RS IR -
23F e M PVIEFLIREM c RSN B OFERF AR LS T 3

Sensititre® MYCOTB MIC Plate :

B:7 % 3= 3 Amikacin ~ Cycloserine ~ Ethionamide ~ Ethambutol ~ Isoniazid ~
Kanamycin ~ Moxifloxacin ~ Ofloxacin ~ PAS ~ Rifampin - Rifabutin -
Streptomycin - 3 % McFarland 1.0 % > #48 100 uL /i 1 96 3“ M & if <
FAURIFRE N IICEERA B #FEEE 10X » 2 H R A2 5 Mdr
Ak R
BACTEC™MGIT™960 -

(1) &5 538

13



Ry R A B aE TR B iR & 4 538 4o 0 Amikacin ~ Cycloserine -
Ethionamide ~ Kanamycin ~ Moxifloxacin ~ PAS ~ Rifabutin ~ Capreomycin -
Clofazimine ~ Levofloxacin ~ PZA ~ Prothionamide ~ Linezolid 2 Delamanid

B3 MDR 2 RMP ¥ - RE L AR EH R £ 128 % - [55]
3) A i~ &

B~ 2 % PZA 1 & ¢ & 4 08 mL BACTEC™MGIT™960 PZA
Supplement » ¥ ¥ 7 B LHL 0 4o » PZABFARREAFCEFER
5 100ug/mL > 2 4 K3 dlieskd A TP B o 52 F MGIT 2 % 4 & 4
0.8 mL BACTEC™MGIT™960 OADC Supplement » #-z # &7 &4 &4
hor AEPBR RS ERER R R L BRRE > 2 Kl

? FAriE R EL o
(4) MGIT 960 % ® e ¥ EpiCenter TB eXiST # A8 (7 /& % 23§ o
(Z2) BT RIZ 3047

B E A1F § 2007 &4 > peds MDR s 4 45 ikt h o A3t o
BPRY A BREPE R IAZ FRITPEFEHETH  FEAWE
# MDR % RR %o A @ 2485 > 12 Excel i& 7 T 42 B4 1%
Bt gEy @ % SAS9.4 #A o

0

3

— ~ 2013-2018 & MDR 2 RR i+ - M B EEagish A % A6 °

(-) &3 F i &> MDR B R#ic & A% TRl % 52 7 U bl dicvt (]

14



1) :

£ 217 626 B % #-MDR %3 ¢p 8§ F 5 2012/12/30 % 2018/09/15-
AELR G R ET R cRR Fe it 2017 # 1 7 ¢ g5 > 2017
ERRF 776] BapE > s i@ BEBE N » & &2:%% RR A 4587

icBihL B oo

mh.
-n L

44
,LA

hihd et Bk £ 25 0 2013 & 3 2017 & A 452 MDR 1 % %k 567
Lo NF LR B EE AT A 572 LR Ak EAF L -
o B @ 4 R (p=0.8399, p>0.05); 4 » 2018 & 4 452 MDR i %
BBIOL AT KA F e R 94 d - A2t o B 2018 E Bl A - K (p=
0.0247 > p < 0.05) » &3+ % #4172 MDR B % it 1= REFEH LS > &
2013 # 1 2017 & L2 § > P E B PpiEARR 2 & 14 o fa 2018 &
WA AEFFER? > R AATHR P E% 0 7 w15 (2019)# 4
oo b o - & 3t 2 MDR Fjtki M o

SRS EMEBEMLE R AR S
A8 Rt Evs. HHEH

112113 116112 112108 103112

1294,

94

59
33 49 49
39

15 22

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
ABAMDRE T 7S] w3 EMDR w3t FRR
Bll2R3ERFLESPRARBI I EEAVTIRNGFRR
MDR# 39 c2p # 45 3 2012/12/30 & 2018/09/15° j sk 3 #cih i g ps £ 3-8 » 3+ 4
B R E S o AT KR

15



https://nidss.cdc.gov.tw/ch/SingleDisease.aspx?dc=1&dt=2&disease=010m - 12018 & > % 4z
Rl A F L F el BF AL E(p<0.05) 2013 & 1 2017 &3 ficd kAL e iR
ANFZLR(P>005)-

(=) MDR % # 5 285 2 % A 47

7 P T ARt b2 p]eE 2013 & 1 2018 £ MDR 4% Fth 2 #4750 {2

& B BI(%) 5 % e

21 BHF LI R ENARBLGAFTE M AZ AT EEFHLIE(P>
0.05) o e 1 (| (%) 4 F o RA4c[E 20 Bl Y Ao 2013 # % 2017 &£ 4 &
B MR E R EM > |2 Rifabutin § B2 AR S W e F T E ik g o

Py B s mgior 2014 £ 12 0 L At #2 Bk Tk [56]0 A%
“r3- & o £ B % 45" Previously treated patients or Patients with unknown
previous TB treatment history. ;- #7% | 7 &.45 " New patients have never been
treated for TB or have taken anti-TB drugs for less than 1 month.MDR - % % &
7 MDR Atk € B k48t bIFFATR FB 0t bt B (0dds ratio) » & £ &
FAE(P>005)c & Epf gt ) (%) 4ok 20

4+ 57 (Second-line injectable agents) 2 & & 4rd 3> & 3 - akg T %

MDR Eﬁ%%ﬁ% Amikacin # % = > ¥ Kanamycin = & — & b e fr 5 b i

» 4o ¥ Kanamycin #1% ch e > # ¢ 2ri 5 19.44% (7/36) Atk

% Amikacin 5t o % 3 - b& ;s MDR F#a it Amikacin 322 pF > 5 34.48%

(10/29) A tx ¥+ Capreomycin st - % 3 - c& v MDR fF#e ¥ Capreomycin
FLER > 3 17.39% (4/23) 0t ¥ Amikacin 2 Kanamycin 7 e

Fluoroquinolone #g472 % 2 = i 4rk 4 - § MDR Ftiit i<k & (0.5

16



ng/mL) Moxifloxacin #v# pF » 5 19.05% (12/63) 7tk ¥+ Levofloxacin 5z
} ¥+% )k A (2.0 pug/mL) Moxifloxacin i pF > B3 8.33% (1/12):hiF k4t
Levofloxacin sz - %+ Moxifloxacin ik & #% shjftk » § 33.33% (6/18):

Fth 4t & & Moxifloxacin sz g e

% 12013-2018 & MDR %1% fjthz % 4~ 3814 5)(%)

" O:fe&rDR) 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018  p-value
Drug N=122 N=113 N=112 N=108 N=112 N=59 ofy2
Amikacin 4.10 6.19 3.57 7.41 4.46 0.00 0.3320

Capreomycin 3.28 2.65 3.57 6.48 3.57 1.69 0.7211*
Kanamycin 4.10 7.96 3.57 11.11 4.46 1.69 0.0628

Levofloxacin 9.02 9.73 11.61 4.63 5.36 8.47 0.3856

MOX';";X""C'” 1393 1062  13.39 7.41 5.36 847  0.2078
PAS 8.20 3.54 7.14 4.63 8.04 6.78  0.6404

Ethionamide 27.87 27.43 28.57 31.48 25.89 23.73  0.9176

Rifabutin 89.34 85.84 89.29 87.04 79.46 77.97 0.1116

PZA 32.79 27.43 30.36 37.04 28.57 32.20  0.6969

Rt

TRIH e R

17



4t # #2(Second-line injectable agents) » MDR#L & bk 47

Fluoroquinolone#a 4 & & » MDR#L & bk 45 (%)

(%)
1111 13.93 1339
16l
7.96
7.41 8.47
6.19 5438
446
419 3.57 57
265
X 1.69
\p_oo
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
year year
=o=—Amikacin Capreomycin Kanamycin =o—Levofloxacin Moxifloxacin 0.5
Hab — 4 B4 > MDRE ht5)(%) PZA# MDR#) 37 % th{51(%)
______________________________ 37.04
I 8934 85.84 89.29

32.79
3036 2557 32.20
27.43 :

27.87 2743 28.57 3148 25.89 2373
820 354 7.14 463 8.04 6.78
———— —— e
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
year year
==PAS Ethionamide =e=Rifabutin —o—=PZA

2 % & % (Multidrug-resistant TB, MDR) .+ Ftk > #2251 (%) 7 F
EirxsHd &

FLE W G)(%)F & st R F 2T EEF LR (p>0.05) %@ o Rifabutin(:2
2 d B EHRT )Y AT BRI W e T AR o

18



% 2 £ MDR % Z 37 MDR % %} & 5§ chbilf 1 p 1l i

Drug % % p-value Odds Ratio = 95% ClI tER%x %
Resistant, = Resistant, = ofy2 (n) (n)
ERE FRP
Rifabutin 83.33 88.89 0.16  0.63 032 122 84 333
Ethionamide  30.95 28.83 070 111 066 186 84 333
PAS 4.76 7.21 042  0.64 022 191 &4 333
Moxifloxacin  13.1 12.91 0.96 1.02 050 207 84 333
0.5
Levofloxacin  11.9 9.91 0.59 1.23 058 261 84 333
Kanamycin 7.14 7.81 084 091 036 228 84 333
Capreomycin® 4.76 511 0.50 0.93 030 284 84 333
Amikacin 5.95 6.01 099 0.99 036 272 84 333
PZA 35.71 32.13 053 1.17 071 194 84 333
EMB10 14.49 17.48 055 0.80 0.38 167 69 286
EMB5 63.27 57.59 036  1.27 076 211 79 323
& & B % ! Previously treated patients or Patients with unknown previous TB treatment
history.

b %7% : New patients have never been treated for TB or have taken anti-TB drugs for less
than 1 month.
¢ P EeT
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% 3 4-#4g (Second-line injectable agents) % +» < & F% & 47

% 3-a Kanamycin vs. Amikacin

Amikacin
Kanamycin Total
Resistant (row %o) Susceptible (row %)
Resistant 29 (80.56) 7 (19.44) 36
Susceptible 0 590 (100) 590
Total 29 597 626

Capreomycin

Amikacin Resistant (row %, column %) = Susceptible (row %, column %o) Total

Resistant 19 (65.52, 82.61) 10 (34.48, 1.66) 29
Susceptible 4(0.67,17.39) 593 (99.33, 98.34) 597
Total 23 603 626
# 3-b Amikaacin vs. Capreomycin
% 3-c¢ Capreomycin vs. Amikacin & Kanamycin
Amikacin Kanamycin
Resistant Susceptible Resistant Susceptible
Capreomycin  (Row %) (Row %) (Row %) (Row %)
Resistant 19 4 19 4
(82.61) (17.39) (82.61) (17.39)
Susceptible 10 593 17 586
b (1.66) (98.34) (2.82) (97.18)
Total 29 597 36 590

*.% ¥4 %> p<0.0001

20



% 4 Fluoroquinolone #ff4 % 2 * i A 47

Moxifloxacin Levofloxacin Total
0.5 Resistant (row %) Susceptible (row %)
Resistant 51 (80.95) 12 (19.05) 63
Susceptible 0 563 (100) 563
Total 51 575 626
Moxifloxacin Levofloxacin Total
2.0 Resistant (row %0) Susceptible (row %)
Resistant 11 (91.67) 1(8.33) 12
Susceptible 5 (1.96) 250 (98.04) 255
Total 16 251 267
Moxifloxacin Moxifloxacin 2.0 Total
0.5 Resistant (row %o) Susceptible (row %)
Resistant 12 (66.67) 6 (33.33) 18
Susceptible 0 249 (100) 249
Total 12 255 267

*% T %4 %0 p <0.0001

(Z) RR E s ok i % A 47

£ 47 227 B R o MR %5 7o T 45 % (Agar proportion method, APM)
i ATR M5k 0 Rl 2013 &£ 3 2018 £ > Rifampin ¥ - $# S 4% fikL
Zracp it L EFRENG|(%)~F 0 i MDR 2 RR Rtk it &40

FEWLGZ B BE5 404 52 B 3o

e EMBE g ies kA Rrf s 7 FAREERE %

Ft 0 EMB 0k A& (5 ug/mL)4 45 204 % % > EMB 3 ik & (10 pg/mL)4 5
21



188 & % -

d Odds Ratio ¢35 %% - ¥+ MDR B % tv- 5% 4 & &8
Fluoroquinolone #g w4 % #1# §_RR # %1096 1 17.58 & > 95% 7 if &
TRETIR FREVHEMT R AR B FE 1758 B FHEFHT
B o #4348 - Fluoroquinolone #g4i# % - Ethionamide % — % % PZA ~
EMB st &) - MDR B %35 RR 3 » ¥ 3 ez d s g ¥ A 8 »p <

0.05 -

Rype L B M A 2018 £ A 0 R ¥ N LRAER R PR B R DE
AUiRBR Py 512 2 [55] PZA 2 EMB & * »* D #f " Add-on agents ;> #
Py, PZA~ )R EMB 2 3 )& EMB £% & MDR B % ey
#x#A_RR B & iy b % #1e 9.90 ~ 3453 2 3350 & > 95%73 #f W A
TRBEAB Y om F kAR EMB gt ME R EMB 3 K il )
BT 4o % H 4 EMB en# 4 kR - 85 84.81%< MDR ikt EMB § #

AR o

A4
av
E

# MDR %2 RR F 7 Rifampin #<%2 = > & 7+ Rifamycin $g & 1~ 2
xR

w

ST > 13 <20%:h Rifabutin 257385 % % 5 R ©

MDR % % % inhA & promoter region % # R » ¥ & £ XK
Ethionamide £2 INH 7% = 2% > ~87 7 R 3 7 T 45 ;2 (Agar proportion
method, APM) 2 1 5T b 14335 iR 2 R %1t b 5 27.80% o

RREP AR AATR2 EF R 2B b4 22 B 2of it di > V3
Rifabutin i % % % £ (p = 0.0017, p < 0.05) » % #7% ehpi@ L 5] 5 93.07% >
mE B Eant 5] L 64.71% 0 7% ¥ Rifabutin e B Gl E R E R % o
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¥ LB (p>0.05)-
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e
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%

2013-2018 FMDR ARR & # 4 & 2 4 69 47 8 to 5 (a)

10.06

3.08

Moxifloxacin 0.3

% Resistant of MDR

220

Levofloxacin

ANA)

%

4.63
378

639
176 .
195 132

000

Kanamycin Capreomycin Amikacin PAS

% Resistant of RR

27.80

088

Ethionamide

% Resistant of MDR

20132018 £ MDR A RR & #4 £ & 5 4 &1 41 5 115 (b)

35.09

3131

1519

441 343

EMBS

053

PZA EMBI0

% Resistant of RR

[ 3 1t # MDR % RR Fjtk f & # 4 chapdf 1 )

% Resistant % Resistant p-value of Odds

Number of Number of

Drug of MDR of RR ) Ratio 270 Cl MDR RR
Rifabutin 85.46 86.34 07425 093 060 144 626 227
Ethionamide 27.80 0.88  <.0001 4331 10.65176.15 626 227
PAS 6.39 000 <0001 - ; 626 227
g"S"X'f'OX&C'” 10.06 308 <0001 352 159 7.80 626 227
Levofloxacin 8.15 220 <0001 394 155 10.00 626 227
Kanamycin 575 176 00018 3.40 120 967 626 227
Capreomycin 3.78 095 00392 411 096 1758 626 227
Amikacin 4.63 132 00034 363 109 12.02 626 227
PZA .21 441 <0001 990 513 19.06 626 227
EMB 10 15.19 053 <0001 3350 4.63 24256 520 188
EMB 5 55.09 343 <0001 3453 1596 7468 579 204

# 5 v # MDR 2 RR Rtk & & B4 gt )
- RGFATRHR BTG
(- ) BACTEC™MGIT™O60 -3 ;7 fi & = s M 285 °
Je B 2. 626 tk MDR % 227 = RR B % ?ﬁ%ﬁ » H ¢ 75 BT
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BACTEC™MGIT™960 P-:i# ;% ik &~ sv g 38 % 2. £ %> & % Amikacin
FEF EEE

T1E % AL 2 AT AT R M (sensitivity) ~ 3 B 4 (specificity) ~ P 14 77 B i (positive

206 ¥ > £ > Levofloxacin 67 & o r/4E 28 3§ 7o T 4 /2 ZERT S

predictive value) ~ [£ 1+ %7 /7| & (negative predictive value) 2 & 7z 3 (accuravy) »
RIFFRHEEE S5 40k 60 RIFRAERE =t ug/mL) & £ 7 F2 e
*+ 2018 # { Arz $Likrdp 51 [55] g o

= 6% AT 0 FLEIRE AR TR AT A E4H5E 2 Fluoroquinolone #g
it F S A B 5 B 95.83% B 99.03% - & Ethionamid & fE 5 ¥ 3
48.81% - prothionamide £2 ethionamide % F #g % - +* #& prothionamide
ethionamide e— x> © ”ﬁ 52.04% - prothionamide + * 7 3§ "5 T 3% % A&
EREPRERZR > 7 EREE S B M nE TR 1 2 > 12 ethionamide

;}%"n -l’tﬁi‘“‘ ‘;—L%TET#%:Q_%/ o

» Z% 62 M5 M 3F B iE (positive predictive value, PPV) & & ¥ 7
Capreomycin =183.33% - # 4 7 Ethionamide 1 30.65% - [£ |4 3¢ jp] i fix4F >
B 97.18% ° # % 5 100% -

(Z) - RBEBGEF - RenBE 40T (B 4)

Capreomycin = B3 186 t& » & s ZaT5 % 7 6 $h4% ~ 180 thp -
YUERE I g A AR B (L) TRl E 83.33% 0 AT (FE L) R RIE
99.44%-° % — K% % MGIT § 1 ki B Ete & F1 25 % % wild type;
LG FR AFIEA RP 85 msALA01G - i ik 2 B i FAd&
oA aR e 179 kY 0 A S kS % F 1tha MTBDRsl § % % gk 24
178 $k35 % wildtype o % ik 2 B Bavds b 5 B b5 k? » L FI A
4 frFL¥ > 2w AT A rrs AL401G 3 & ~ C1402T 1 k% GenoType

25



MTBDRsI 1 (& 4 a) -

Kanamycin % i#l3# 205 $x > it fs #ac 5 % 3 12 $hinds ~ 193 tRATR -
PE RGO PR B AR > FLEE (15 1) TR R 8 58.33% 0 AT R (14 14)7E B & 100% o
- RenSE OMGIT § SHEBEAK 2P 4R aAFTHRP LS
rrs C1402T 1 $k > eisg-10c 2 tk ~c-12t 1 $x % g-10al k> H ¢ 4 fkeis 7 %

\

B L L SAER FLE 0 1tk g-10C R % 8 MIC 3 1.2 pgiml o B 4
MIC APl - AR 2 B BaridskF 2 ap 193 k7P » 2 3 k2%
T 2 kA TR AR R FLE > A W Aoeis c-12t 2 g-10c 0 H 44 191 $RI5 G
wildtype e /% fk 2 FlfL Facidsk e 5 BN THRY > A TSRS 5T 2114
FBREFLE > AW AT E A eis g-10a 1 $82 MTBDRsl 1tk > H 4 4 . rrs

Al1401G 2 MTBDRsI 1 tx([& 4 b) -

Amikacin  pl3E 206 tk > R B FRE ST T BRILE 199 HRATE o A
- X% % CMGITF F 23 GEH K AT 2R %% 5 wildtype e 12 7
RETE P2 HHRIE S BB (FE MR R B 71.43% > acpt (KA 1)35 ] @ 100% o &
iR B EAES R L AR h 199 ¢ o A F B2 %55 wild type -
AL R B EAREGF A REMLIRY > A3 % ES A MTBDRsI 1 &
% ~ 4 $Rrrs A1401G R g = 2-(@) 4¢) -
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Capreomycin (pg/mL)
APM (10) / MGIT 960 (2.5)

=

wt rrs eis MTBDRsI
Os/s mR/R @R/S BS/R

pa

b
s

4 a Capreomycin

Kanamycin (pug/mL)
APM (6)/ MGIT 960 (2.5)

-

SEEE
N

S

o

1

S
-

=
i
o
g
o
oo
o

"\‘\‘;\':3
S

2

N

wt rrs eis MTBDRsl
Os/s mR/R ES/R

4 b Kanamycin

Amikacin (pg/mL)
APM (6) / MGIT 960 (1)

% ‘
wt rrs eis MTBDRsI
ER/R AS/R
B] 4 ¢ Amikacin

Bl 4 - S0 £ R F 2 7 (APM) 2% 1 7% (MGIT 960) & 57 2 4 7] 4 45
A R
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(=) Fluoroquinolone #g % — 3k ek % 4o

Levofloxacin *+ 2018 & iz J fF2 = 84p 51 [55] % MGIT 2 co7eh
BB d R 12012 & % 4% 1.5 ug/ml [57) > 2 5 2018 # Ff ® 4% 0 1.0
ug/mL [55]) -

Levofloxacin #74%k & 1.0 pg/mL % BI3E 67 3o fe #ac % % 57 5 Hhin
B\ 62 HRATR o ML T Fhid S RIE o FUBE(HE H)ERIE 80.0% ¢ AT (12
M)FERIE 100% « 7 — Rens % > MGIT 5 Lk B Fih > - RE TR/ 2
%* gyrA A 7] GAC/GGC D94A % % =2k > gyrB A %] % wild type » 382 5 42

X

L

B T RERLIZENE SE > BRI i 5 ACR o Sensititer® 7 * E A

B AERMIC)ARIF LB ESF - AR ZEREZ %R 5 QR 5162
WP 3 LA SR 0 L gyrA A ] DA 3 & BE o 1 kA gyrA
WP L B4

&x

A F] TCG/CCG S76P » % % & /% X T_o f it 2 T it Az
e o L FHEHRES AR gyrADIG % = 2L([E] 5a) o

O LB 164 FRATR > 22 FAL I f ik % 100%- ko9 HRILE 2 BB %
9 k35 % gyrA £ F] GAC/GGC D94G % % =2k > gyrB & 7] 5 wild type » 3F
LARE R FRBEAGRERR AR D164 Y 0 AT R%RF 3 HRT
B % L4 6] 5 1tk gyrB £ %] GGG/AGG G551R % % =2 MIC = 0.12
Hg/mL(# = 7 * MIC :##]); 2 & gyrA 2 %] D94A % % =2k % B3# MIC -
145 %5 gyrA £ %] TCG/CCG S76P » & % s j 2| % ([& 5b) -

Levofloxacin #75%/% i Jk & 1.0 ug/mL 22 5% i )k B 1.5 ug/mL +* g%
66 tho 12 Rk ik 1.5 pg/mL 5 453 pRE AT B 1.0 ug/mL § 5 fR4E
6L fhATR o — KeniE % LR T4 2 % gyrA & 7] DY4A % % =2k
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gyrB A ¥ & wild type » 44 & 4% > TAE B ATRIER 1.0 pg/mL 4p e 5 4o

o BRI L5 pg/mL SRR 0 AR GATEE SRR AR h6l R

LR TA SR FE > 5 gyrA A FI DO4A R % =8k ot fi & T Far
e a4tk o 2SS S 4t gyrADY4G %= 8(Bl 5¢C) -

Moxifloxacin £ Levofloxacin 4p = 3 #7f5< & A 48 » * 2018 & &2+ J
frd madnsl [55]) > # MGIT ;# «h§e% & & (Critical concentractions, CCs)
d eriR o v12012 F ¥ % 4% 0.5 ug/mL[57) :x 5 2018 # Fx 73 ¢ 0.25 ug/mL
[55): ¥ *F » £ % Jk & (Clinical breakpoint, CBs) | & # % 412.0 ug/mL < 3

Frocen 1.0 ug/mL -

Moxifloxacin #75% ik & 0.25 ug/mL & jpl3& 73 tk > & 5 Zav s % 7
Byl 67 BRATR o 3 - Ren % F 2BGBHMEK - B LA L0
= gyrA 7 5] GAC/GCC D94A % % =% » gyrB & F] & wild type » 3 £ 5 42

193

ZoXRAREZPREZIRE AR 2 I RE 2P 1 RiEny
Levofloxacin 1.0 )k & 2. 7 - .5 % 5 40 e Ftk o Sensititer® 7 * 274 » &
FrEk R (MIC) A RIRE o M F G P & R8> R ik & 0.25 ug/mL 2 42%

(1% 14)3E 8] & 66.67% > szt (A 12)FF 8] & 100% o Bk ik 2 B ik B acidsk
LATR 67 RV > &3 R TR 2 ) %0 H A 5 wild type -

L Z L EAGERR R S RE AR > AT RS 4tk gyrA DYAG

=2

Ao
£33

% 5 = 8:(8 5d) -

Moxifloxacin ;% f& &%= <k & 0.5 ug/mL £ jBl3& 204 +k > % fi Bacs %
4O BB - 195 AR 0 & I P E 0t B MGIT & — 5 s
BIEMHEAKR o - AETREE L wild type > B2 FRE 0 TR ERLEZA

iR > A2 5 E o A2 AL ERERRP AR 0 194 4
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Pos ekt 3HREAEEFE L WL 1k gyrB & F] GGG/AGG G551R
R % 2> MIC =0.12 ug/mL; 2 & gyrA L %] D94A % % =8k 4 Rl:E MICe

14k 2 5 gyrA &£ F] TCG/ICCG S76P » ‘&% & 2 ¥ 2 - Ak it 3 F i Bad
Sl R BT FRY > o F k2S5 gyrADYG 7 % = 2L(B] 5e) -

Moxifloxacin 375 % ik & 1.0 ug/mL % Rl 72tk > R s #Facid %3 1

~

PRALE TLRATR c 2 FEH 2 0 3 - Rehlg %3 LHRGEBEFRK
S RMETR % gyrA A7) GAC/GGC D94G % % 2 » gyrB £ F % wild
type 3£ S B T A B R E R 2 B

A MIC=8Ug/mL-2 R Z IS Atk - ME TR S 555 gyrA A 7]

"o & ATR o Sensititer®

GAC/GGC D94A % % =2k > gyrB & F] 5 wild type » 38 2 5 % » T 5 & F
AET P2 ARl 24 o U LTS P2 SR R Ak A 1.0 pg/mL 2 AR (&
M)FERIE 97.18% o AR ik 2 AL BRI SRR P69 Y 0 A S K%
7 3HROYrA T A SR FiE > £ un DIAA R 22 A~ D94G R % gk 1
t > D94G 1 MIC = 8 pg/mL > D94A & plzE MIC - 1 2 B gyrA £ 7
TCG/CCG S76P » & % & i+ | % ([& 5f) -

Moxifloxacin ;% £t %% & )k & 2.0 pg/mL p|z& 205 &k » B %355 a7 ©
DHEIEM T/ 2555 gyrA £ 71 DIAG % % =2k gyrB & ] % wild type
VAR S IE S TR BRI P AP IR G FLE o Sensititer® [ * A Pl
He 34k A5 24 MIC<0.06 pg/mL > 1+ MIC =8 pug/mL » % i 2
PR LR AR n200 47 0 F THREA S R4 A ulh 1k gyrB
# F] GGG/AGG G551R % % =2 > MIC = 0.12 pg/mL ; 6 & gyrA & F]¢ - 4
1k D94G~2 kK D94A 2 % =8> MIC & %] 5 24k MIC =4 ug/mL ~ 2 tx MIC
=8ug/mL - 1tk 2 5 gyrA & %] TCG/CCG S76P » % % & ;2 | 7 (B 59) °
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Levofloxacin 1 pg/mL
APM / MGIT 960

wt gyrA gyrA gyrB  MTBDRsI
D94A D94G G551R

Oos/s mR/R EHS/R

5 a Levofloxacin (APM/MGIT, 1/1 pg/mL)

Levofloxacin (ug/mL)
APM (1) / MGIT 960 (1.5)

H ™

wt gyrA gyra gyrB MTBDRsl
D94A D94G G551R

Os/s mR/R

5 b Levofloxacin (APM/MGIT, 1/1.5 pg/mL)

MGIT 960
LVX1.5/LvX1

Y

wt gyra gyrA gyrB  MTBDRsl
D94A D94G G551R

Os/s mR/R BS/R

@ 5 c Levofloxacin (MGIT 1.5/MGIT 1 pg/mL)
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Moxifloxacin (ug/mL)
APM 0.5 / MGIT 960 0.25

-
S

,—/2;

o

o
i
7

N

wt gyra gyra gyrB MTBDRsl
D94A D94G G551R

EmR/R EBS/R

5 d Moxifloxacin (APM/MGIT, 0.5/0.25 pg/mL)

Moxifloxacin (ug/mL)
APM 0.5 / MGIT 960 0.5

wt gyrA gyrA gyrB MTBDRsI
D94A D94G G551R

Os/s mR/R OR/S

& 5 e Moxifloxacin (MGIT 0.5/MGIT 0.5 pg/mL)
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Moxifloxacin
APM 2 / MGIT960 1

2
o
1
wt gyrA gyrA gyrB MTBDRs|

D94A D24G G551R

Os/s @RrR/s ES/R

5 f Moxifloxacin (APM/MGIT, 2/1 ug/mL)

Moxifloxacin
APM 2 / MGIT 960 2

L e

wt gyra gyrA gyrB  MTBDRsI
D94A D94G G551R

as/s @R/S

@& 5 g Moxifloxacin (APM/MGIT, 2/2 pg/mL)

A,

B 5 Fluoroquinolone & ik 3§ 752 (APM)£7 % it i (MGIT 960) # 57 2 £ 7] 4
17 5%

33



6 MGIT i i fis & 3 S 1283 2 AR 5 7 vt b2 ARV

Agar proportion (pg/mL
gar prop (ug/mL) Total Sensitivity?%  Specificity” % PPV % NPV'% Accruacy” % p-value

MGIT™ 960 system (ug/mL) Resistant  Susceptible
Levofloxacin 1

Levofloxacin 1 gj:(';tsgéle g 612 67 100.00% 98.41%  80.00% 100.00%  9851%  <.001
Moxifloxacin 0.5

Moxifloxacin 0.25 Ej:é?gg;le g 627 73 100.00% 97.10%  66.67% 100.00%  97.26%  <.001
Moxifloxacin 2

Moxifloxacin 1 gj:itst':t)le (2) 619 72 0.00% 98.57% 0.00% 97.18%  95.83% 0.865
Capreomycin 10

Capreomycin 2.5 zj:fetstr::ﬂe i 1%9 186 83.33% 99.44%  83.33% 99.44%  98.92% <.001
Kanamycin 6

Kanamycin 2.5 Sj:f;;{:gle Z) 123 205  100.00% 97.47%  58.33% 100.00%  97.56%  <.001
Amikacin 6°

Amikacin 1 Ejssitsggle g 159 206 100.00% 99.00%  71.43% 100.00%  99.03%  <.001
p -aminosalicylic acid 8°

p-aminosalicylic acid 4° Ejsslitag:ﬂe ; 1:7 171 77.78% 96.91%  5833% 98.74%  9591%  <.001

P Ethionamide 10

Ethionamide 5 gj;jgg;le 1: ‘213 84  100.00% 3385%  30.650% 10000%  48.81%  0.003
Ethionamide 10

Prothionamide 2.5 Ej;f;g{:;le 307 2‘5‘ 196 100.00% 40.88%  2824% 100.00%  52.04%  <.001

2 Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute, USA.

® National Jewish Health, USA

¢ WHO, interim critical concentrations (May 2012).

d Sensitivity = true positive / (true positive + false negative). Specificity = true negative / (false positive + true negative). Positive predictive value
(PPV) = true positive / (true positive + false positive). Negative predictive value (NPV) = true negative / (false negative + true negative). Accuracy =
(true positive + true negative) / total samples.
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2 it

MDR & +% B $& & = & & # 3¢ -~ Fluoroquinolone #g 4w 2 % -~
p-aminosalicylic acid ~ Rifabutin ~ Ethionamide - PZA~ 4k & 2 % )k & EMB
Fp i 0 AR EGOA T MAT AT ETLR o d & & enw
ot AR AT o Rifabutin 5 BEARE M o AT E OARE o JEd A7
2013 I 2018 # chydrt (AR > 1 f2 7 MDR BIAr 3 F ¢+ 22 &
THlREREPpay 4 T o DREFRTY -

Wi MDR 2 RR Fth e B e b2 B e > &5 LR L

& Rifampin #1%pF > 75 5 13%<7MDR %2 RR @tk #t Rifabutin 57 o &

Moxifloxacin #+ % px » 75 21.67%:7 MDR 1k Levofloxacin st g » PZA

2 EMB i * v it mimaEikz D% " Add-on agents > F 68.75%¢"

MDR pﬂﬁ*ﬁ PZA 57t » EMB 3t i» » 155 43.91%:7 MDR ;?]%%ﬁ“%fﬁj}é}i

EMB(5 pg/mL)#c g » 4-% # % 51 % %% EMB - 814 84.74%: MDR itk $
% k& EMB(10 pg/mL)#c g o

LRI RAEBEES LR FBEF A Borrs AFPRE o Q,I;J(gg:r
[53) k2 &d 2 & B ehfFa; 02— %> &> - &a = > % Amikacin
FLE OF TR 0 # Kanamycin » ¢ #% > (e 8 44 Capreomycin R| 7 - % 2
Z o k2 > ¥ Kanamycin #i# stk 0 i ¥ H Amikacin 4% o i g
Capreomycin R & % ¥ iy 2% - ¥ Capreomycin & hFtk » 7 - &4
Kanamycin 2= Amikacin 3% o A3+ 3 - A FFE S IR LB A &2
? /]? “TaTit AR # o ¥ ¢ 5 3 Streptomycin FiE hE A %2 Lo W F A
ZRMEBEES > Pl Y TR EP L AR o Amikacin % 3t EAE o i
F A BB E S 0y — 3 0 > Capreomycin B i 5 4+ Amikacin $1% -
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% XDR-TB ~ JAL Hise 2 1% 7 MDR 7 4 < [53]

Ethionamide (ETH) # prothionamide (PTH) /& ** thioamides #f > ¢ 7 ##
BT HTRA T g 0y 2atd > & 8 A n MDR~ = & 2 523 7 M he L
L B L EH 2 — o 4 inhA & promoter region B 4 R8P > ¥ o EK
Ethionamide & INH 7% R Fu# [54)) 257 7 Bt < R Fo# bt 6] & 27.8% »

f’:’;'ﬁ J\%Kf)‘,\g‘f‘)};ﬁ ]ﬁi?f’\tb %;}'po

R EAGRGRT R BRSO R 2 LR ARAEARRES BT
ol R-aid g aE R B 2 R a2 8(WHO) & 2018 # 3 4 ch#Far sk #
#edp il 2@ [B5]) R Nk Y MGIT 3 51 53 & Ak - R¥
A7 e MGIT e fi 130 (7 R0 A 9 P — fR > R4 IR 28 - FH TR kR

(critical concentractions, CCs)® ¢4 £ 27 F » -2 5 LB R ATR & 5 ’T

“—xﬂ

=5 Jk & (CCs)*t » % moxifloxacin % ik A& (clinical breakpoints, CBs)
e W Al LA

B 2018 & gl 2 [55]) : # levofloxacin =97 Jk & (CCs) %
moxifloxacin g7 (CCs) ~ Tk k& (CBs)#Rit 177 A% > F % % Fl-j &
B9 Rk k2012 & Rk B G (7 B ACR R hT 7t £ 2§ MGIT 7
Ziplr e 25302018 & & 5 WHO v — 2=k (proposed) i * 3% - s &
P iR B ik & 2 (reference method) -

MGIT ¢t &8 B o iz v o pF > B 72 - Reagliiz o - Mé
HFE S % > R 3 Capreomycin 1 & ~ Kanamycin 5 t 2 Amikacin 2 & -
HRAFZ AR ZBEHH 25 wild type » &£ Flz_ A 2 % & Capreomycin %
Amikacin 7 B fE 3 Fq i T2 T2 AR B % - X 5 RIA4 4 Capreomycin 1
B e A A TR B S EM I R R B - R o280

36



~ R R L AR I B A F R B R R - K o MGIT iF 5 WHO =+

F_‘~

ZRZ RBEREHOST 2 E S T TR

7
BRI o AR AT R R i - R

MGIT A &8 B & g2 @ 22 - R &
Fluoroquinolones #g » Levofloxacin )k & 1.0 ug/mL 23 5 3o = 54k > & 2
BE2¥ims -2 1 HRAEBERLE "L+ 2 5 5tk - Levofloxacin 7] &
d L 2012 # WHO ¥ %222 )k & 1.5ug/mL>>t 2018 # ' 1 JE & 1.0
ug/mbL » i & 5 523 LB F L 0 L EFBRET T A H MGIT kA
15ug/mL > 2 MGIT % 2 EFHEE gl 28R vk 2 ¥ 2B+ - K
FitR e FI 2R gyrA D94A % % i-ghz % sz > x WHO % 2018 & #-
Levofloxacin &% ik & (CCs)3h " » » Tyt i@ 8 Atk i A L & A F] o 49

FERL - Ko

A 7 Bt Levofloxacin jk & 1.0 ug/mL MGIT j% fi 22 3§ *3 B i e
= AR RB2FR R0 F LR o gyrA 25 1 D94A R % i Bk 4% &_Levofloxacin
R L5 ug/mL MGIT it f& 225 %0 A fi b 5 A s 164 A 0 § 3 HhA &

& 1tk gyrB # %] GGG/AGG G551R % % =8 » = £ MIC % 0.12 pg/mL
g kRS 2tk gyrA A T DO4A R % =2k B A RIE MIC o & T4 4
Wik s MGIT £ 3312 2 » { 5 SRRk I 5§

Vv

e
o

8

FRENEE TR R (X EL A AEHE > LT FINEE ko
e F o R d IREY L e i BE R 3= o A Fluoroquinolones
SENEACRIE Y > AT 2 LT 8 MGIT Rl fs - R Fli 4
s 1o FIP 3 & A PERGER NWERS DREREFA

j -



& Moxifloxacin § & jk & (CCs) % fsk )k & (CBs)» fosk k& & B IR
R 0 % Tl Ok B (CCS)iplia % % 5 Fi# » 1k )k B (CBs) & AT FF » Tk
PERFURELRELRS RRBATLBER Y EHEF S - MCIT
Moxifloxacin £ 3§ »5 7 i5 ;% ot 2 AL F) 42 4755 % > & Levofloxacin 5 #g i
A5 MGIT % 27 A FIA 45 8 % s — R bt BT g2 B 2 R 2
SFLE o @ AT A7E 0 2t MGIT 2 B 5 PR 25 o ko
7 2018 # WHO 4551~ 2 [55]): F PF#- Moxifloxacin 9/ Jk & % T4k k
BARE s FI ARMPBELERT > 5 RS DRE R -

AT R MGIT % 2 2 8% B fof a2 v pr > I fr
(accuracy)“,f 7 ethionamide 48.81%% prothionamide 52.04% ¢t » =% 95% 12
b E s ABMERE)FEMEGRRE)ERIERN T LR BEPRERETF &
M 97.18% ~ % 100%:hiE 2 £ > TR T s TR FEALE I R

PAS ~ Ethionamide # Prothionamide » ~ 5 98.74% - 100%:Fr& {4+ 35 iR B o

@ oo @ %2 MDR 2 RR s 4 ehE & éh& 3+ > Fluoroquinolones 47 %
E-H g F B IR R E & MGIT R &2 > 5.8 © 7 Capreomycin
88.33% » Kanamycin # % 5 58.33% - g P &5

—’r
Wbk che R hF I HNTRA SR R LY 1 A

SR REFEn 3 3 6OFWMESGET > MGIT & it #5000 £
B EA M ITi%*?awmﬁmﬁJa;ﬁ%ﬁ»ﬁﬁéi&
B S R R A i BT 2 R AR R il enis e - 3
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i
=g
=
_l%
i
=

S EEERMHLSWHO & £ =d &

\\\?{r

% SRS T
R ERRE R R R Fo - 2 - AERARAE TR
FREEELRIDLP L G CITDR L HO iR

£ 2

“f T TP T FF b o SRR s B E ﬁiaa] i
P I AR S ¥ R OLE FF 0 By MGIT 2328 m%aﬁ“
Avp PRSI L RO Ba > WHO 4551~ 27 [55] #
Moxifloxacin & & # £ 5 0.25 ug/mL % 1.0 uyg/mL- 477 3t g+ 3 6 BD
BACTEC™ MGIT™ 960 = st % 25 24| £ % Moxifloxacin J& & 0.5 pg/mL
2 2.0 pg/mL - £ 2% 5 Ofloxacin 2.0 pg/mL ~ Kanamycin 2.5 pg/mL -
Capreomycin 2.5 pg/mL % Amikacin 1.0ug/mL - MGIT /% i # # i WHO &
H2 - REFPIEEES 2 A WHO R AN 2 BEEHFY > 2ap
w 4 £ Levofloxacin> m Moxifloxacin 5k B » F 2 &+ - & % 4% & 1 0floxacin
dp sl e %"'J",lf T ERFREBERI P DG iR dp il il

Fluoroquinolones #g 4= Levofloxacin ~ Moxifloxacin % Gatifloxacin o

A MGIT B o en2|zf b > - ¥ ZAes BD EpiCenter™ TB
eXiST $ic %8 » eXiST 2> % = " Extended individual susceptibility testing ;> & p
hE FlER T R RS Ko MBI VR TE R FRIL S
PEF  BEAET REPATELELERAUL > RREFEAZER
g REFEAEE  AF GNP UTRT AV R FAT R
ook PR B R p W AR T A REEE S .
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CANECEETT |

- ~ Ay A~ 17 2013 &£ 3 2017 & 2. MDR i % #ice? & ¥ kA% e deend

PALNIHFY ) Bt 8 S RET A

FEd 417 2013 3 2018 & s blAEF > 7 2 & MDR Ftk i & 87

FARA D AR ERE P ROY 4 T T EERYY -

R REES R RF DA Amikacin R R 0 #H

Kanamycin » ¢ % > e £ % Capreomycin B 7 — Z_» Fi# o

w ~ Ethionamide £z INH 02 = Fid it 5 & 27.8% 5 ~ {00 ey 4 (74

F AN LSRR o

T~ b REEREDBEIGRREY 0 ATFA 5 2 BB TG i R
% — 3 o f Fluoroquinolones # » £ |4 4707 ;2 227% & MGIT ;23 2018
ERAFfRh ERPIEESERE - R o

ME

)I}ﬂilﬁmm‘i%&;“r ’ ,'5@;,;1%? MGIT ;= il @’J"‘!‘"ﬂ*‘*#” 4+
| #g % $ 2 Fluoroquinolones #§ # 4~ p¥ > 4% Pl % 50 » 7 G 13
SV RERATR R > B AR RS ZIRER S A EETERT

% o

=

$ERGES S B AT o F B {5 i R AR kR Ap
F O P () TR R R S ARG Bk

AN R Y RN Rt 28 T }«j—'s[%&m,r,}%}a B2 b gt 2

SEEFTE TS E AR R
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M ERFE AR B E
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1. &A% 4152013 # 3 2017 # 2. MDR B % #icr A & & s 2o fiecni B

KA EN . FRAR AR B R A

N

Fiod A7 2013 3 2018 & et bl4% 0 T 2 & MDR FbhE & A F
A A @ﬁ#.ﬁg;@.ﬁg«%ﬁ%my’J T AR

3. M7 - MEHEES LA FF A Amikacin #E SE R 0 #
Kanamycin » & ## - v § %t Capreomycin | % — %4 i » & 1 i

Bkl i o e 5

4. Amikacin #LE pF > 54 %4 Capreomycin st » H Tkt k& i & - 4
Py 6B AT A R R o - R2100% o

5. Ethionamide £ INH 5% = fa@t 6] & 27.8% > 95 * FRix g 4 193

AT RE RS o
6. B RELBGNBEIRFEY AT FH BT R G

- 3k o % Fluoroquinolones #g » # F]4 47407 % 22% &2 MGIT ;£ >+ 2018
£ WHO AR mlﬁ%ﬂ/&&/? PEERLE - Ko

1. FEEF I RERENE T F SR B 0 R R EH TR Y -

2. WY MGIT 2 Bl b= REH 2 & 35 5 b 2

Fluoroquinolones #f % 4+ p¥ » 4o % pl3E % % 5 AT » ¥ MG 3w engd
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