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Streptococcus pneumoniae( fifi K % Bk &
X% pneumococcus) EMEIRIE ~ fafRlE A _EER{L
REE RRRERBESERREHIZE
Disease Center, CDC) #t5t’ pneumococcus {E&&
PP sS4 LB BITE 65 L EEE AR 55U
THERS B EEMKEIKEEETEERR]

H & B E ¥ Erythromycin 3§ Penicillin BT
MY S.pneumoniae LARKRE KR ZE EE IS\
A% DTREEME A K SRR R T B EERAH
2001 FRIBIRENCEM X BIKE R EHRE AR
BHREMBR 19A Bk > A LL¥ Ceftriaxone

2 (Control

RZ R 19A BRRIRZEGZFEA > NF
Z ~ ZHIEKREREN - BRIE=REEF
4= Ceftriaxone, Cefotaxime EaE( &M
ik (Community Acquired Pneumonia, MR
f378 CAP) BN E 71> HRXZ M4 (susceptibility)
KAEBERES AEREW (R—) ; Z4—E
AT @ MR AYEES Fluoroquinolone( IR
fE#8 FLQ) 7 TIST study R8T~ FLQ IR
MEREERRE ° » SRR B PP At ot E LR RN
£ 5% B S.pneumoniae ¥ Ceftriaxone #1 FLQ
R MED B R B 74% 1 87% » LT
EIZEBIER AR S ER PR E ERAYHTEE 4 I RE

Sensitive(S)  Intermediate(l) Resistant(R)
Meningitis
Penicillin < 0.06 0.1-1.0 =20
Ceftriaxone <05 =20
Pneumonia
Penicillin <1 2 =4
Ceftriaxone <1 =4

&— .S.pneumoniae BHNEZNRZTHIZTE

EEE  BAE B
EEE : 02-8966-7000
ik : 220 FIbTHARIEE TR RE —FR 21 5%
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Z6—Z 68 mR M UIRME R AR E
=X f# Ceftriaxone WM ENZ > MRKIZER
S.pneumoniae & 2k A Vancomycin+FLQ 7
iR B B —EBA R OVERBIERER 60 5%
58 1% > [A 22 ¥& ™ B 32 Augmentin(Amoxicillin
trihydrate + Clavulanate potassium), =
X 18 A M IR = 48 1M 6 & 6 o A Piperacillin/
Tazobactam’ B X EMAE LLHEANE
fE1EE 2 S.pneumoniae 15C> BE4) &R HI R
78 7 Ceftriaxone & /NI E & E (Minimum
inhibitory concentration, f§ #& MIC) B
Intermediate~Penicillin MIC=2> B A 7 ¥
THEZBEEZEYARE X ETRRESC ALLE
Al B B 89 CAP & & ff A Cefotriaxone+FLQ
AEAREZEE M E Vancomycine

&+ Ceftaroline B Bg K B X4
e

BEEZ Ceftaroline W LM IEKMEBE 7TH#E
EM#FHE FAA Ceftaroline ¥ B-lactam
B s MR Bh K 8% 3k B PRSP(Penicillin-
resistant Streptococcus pneumoniae) &
Mo PRSP HIEM RE N AR EEY) F
FA B9 4Z 89 PBP(Penicillin binding protein)-
i Ceftaroline ¥t 71X X # K PBP B B & 4%

E MM BB ER (In vitro) B8 81 # 1
&M AR ERBBEW S.pneumoniae
Klebsiella.pneumoniae Ceftaroline 7£ /&
ERENBERTITRER ERRARZERN
ESBL(Extended-spectrum B-lactamases) iz
WE T4 R I2E (Pseudomonas aeruginosa)
HERIMEER K 02019 EHEH IR
DARMENLENEMMKBIKELLG A2

k&5 Ceftriaxone W= 2 HE 68% M

Ceftaroline BAIA 98.7%

BRT RS SN B E £ B 3 Ceftaroline 3%
o EAAREDRMFZE R RFZH 2010
FOCUS study ° 7 MafE IE 55 14 B9 B PR &t B2 »
ERHEGHRHBRKARE GREWNGEER
[ Ceftaroline #HA B 4FEX > (BERER M5t
FREAEEE N 2015 FHHTENREHE M
Fii % i B 58 = HRER PR 58 BR Asia-CAP(&RZ)"»
TESEMNAY A K SEIK R I 22 M R RELE BN E R m B
A &= I Ceftaroline FER KB R B EE R
Ceftriaxone » RIGBF DHTHREL = 65 pRAEM T
AIRBEBATNEZNREABBERSNEKRE
AR  ixa U LR EE TR Ceftaroline 1§58 E
ARt E M IR NIRRT AT S EEIE
1. ERIERAE—GEMERRK
2. EHESRIBE B MRS —GINEREN
S RZEEthE R E KRR X
& ff MRSA X % & E B Vancomycin & &
EH?EBEBE—RERMMAE DM I8 U
THEFRERAREEBEE - FETHILA
i 8 A X B F Vancomycin® 77 5& 42 18 A
f}# Ceftaroline 2%
Clindamycin » &l LE#f 3558 % B8 FH Vancomycin
AERE B MRSA RUAEIER A #4F o BiE
R Z R R A B 3Ff5ﬂr!%ﬁ5)ﬁ’ HitE
ETFEBRFNERRENRER &R
= EZ!K%%E%&T\—EEEL%TS?%’ an
Clindamycin & & 24 5 8% BT /A BN
3% FLERR T B IEINE R A T BRI RE K DR
R o

14 A\ Z Vancomycin &
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Design

Countries

Intervention

Asia CAP, 2015
Double blind RCT, 10% non-inferiority design
China(39%), India(26%), South Korea(19%), Taiwan(7%), Vietnam(9%)
Experiment group Control group
Ceftaroline 600 mg Q12H Ceftriaxone 2 g Q24H
+ Age = 18 years

+ Radiographically confirmed pneumonia

Inclusion ) ) ) o )
+ Acuteillness (duration 7 days) with = 3 clinical symptoms of pneumonia
+ PORT risk class Ill/IV requiring hospitalization and IV antibotics
Clinical cure rate at test of cure (8-15 days after and of treatment)
Endpoints -
Clinical cure rate at late follow-up (21-35 days after and of treatment)
Results Ceftaroline 600 mg Q12 h was superior to ceftriaxone 2 g Q24H in the clinical evaluable

population

Patients clinically cured

Ceftaroline fosamil Ceftriaxone ; Difference(95% Cl)
|
Analysis population I
Clinically evaluable 217/258(84.1%)  178/240(74.2%) ! —e— 9.9%(2.8 to 17.1)
Modified intenion-to-treat ~ 305/381(80.1%)  256/382(67.0%) : —e— 13.0%(6.8 t0 19.2)
Microbiologically evaluable 50/57(87.7%) 47/62(75.8%) I } L | 11.9%(-2.2 to 25.8)
Microbiological modified 68/80(85.0%) 67/96(69.8%) | I A g | 15.2% (2.7 to 27.1)
intention-to-treat |
| : 1
-20 -10 0 10 20 30 40

Difference(%)

Favours ceftriaxone ~€————————p Favours ceftaroline fosamil

Safety No significant difference

&R .Ceftaroline 7E35 M Bk 5 A BUER B3 B 7



2 NG
BB EIRTTE | AN m R O E R thfE
BRI TR > X KRR B =NE
fAFHIAERMN FLQ RUTTEE M EL BB 2R B = > T
BrRIERARF S 4E REERE A Ceftaroline RILL¥
MELENK HHEBREHEM MR ERIRERT
# A Ceftriaxone +FLQ £Vancomycin 9+ — 1@
FRVEEIE LB B —Em R B R Em
REER NiBZEae AR MRSA k3R
BRMFBBEXT BREFAREMAKMLE

NMEXEMBEEBMNERRS > FIbES
EMMERFENE R EEEMER - #¥H
g~ BEEAEAREATFEEENEIRE
LUF# RS/ Ceftaroline REFEFMINKERANE
B R85 ZEM) (real world evidence) ©

B2 K RYIE TR

B 5T W — 1 B K 22 5l 7S 2 &R BR A & A
RKNEBEEMM BF—UMBEUEBERE
EERREEE JEAIKERLREEMS
BE-EBE THEZRAEER MBMEXR
ERE E IR =R 8l 89 E AR B B AR
o HMEXAEIEARK BREEEAS
Streptococcus pneumoniae( fifi K $EIKE , X
£ penumococcus) > 52 BT 2 il K BUME & &
MfE 75 R BRSMITIREIEEEE (acute
respiratory distress syndrome, ARDS) & k£
Bl BRAxRBNAE-HILEFEBYLS.
pneumoniae ZfEfE GG MLEEEXZ
FEMthE &M AR (Community-acquired
pneumonia, 5% CAP) WX EBRE > BFE
EHN—EBANMES > BELER N5
MBI S 0 > g0 T{ERT R A BIBHK FE

%o

AT

FI52 ~ B

B (1B O ~ B
BT ~ B - HERRSS ~ TER
BEEE - EBRE) B

A REREMER > - BH
EASEERluEE el el

AF

ELZIN

Postma et al, 2015

- B B-lactam

+ B-lactam+macrolide

Fluoroquinolones

IDSA, 2007

+ Macrolides

+ Doxycycline

+ Fluoroquinolones(Moxifloxacin,
Levofloxacin),

* B-lactam(1 g Amoxicillin TID)

+ Amoxicillin/clavulanate (2 g BID)

- Ceftriaxone, Cefuroxime (500
mg BID) +macrolide/doxycycline

* B-lactam(Ceftraxone/
Cefotaxime) +macrolide/

Fluoroquinolones

®"= . JEESE CAP BB MERIGEISS
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R ¥#% 2015 5 Postma 5 ATE #T o 48 B B8
B AT RAVAE AT B IR B4 R
T ERIEEEM CAP B A BB MERESR
(empirical therapy) B8 % f A B-lactam 8 5¢
2 B-lactam #f A macrolides: s} 2 B &£
Fluoroquinolone( f§#% FLQ)» —AHLE B E MR
EEASN MERZEXERRERESS
(Infectious Disease Society of America,IDSA)
RERARIES— R (R ) BEREEER
FLQ iZ 24 B-lactam & macrolides A2k
fRBY5ERT > 7E 2011 £ Caballero EAMBRZE
FET FLQ BEEB A BRI AR A EFIUES—O
iR’ B FLQ BsFZ S AEENEIER B0 AN B
FH - BEMLCSE - EENENS LHEE
RBEFAF/NZRER-

{h-Ceftaroline £ Lt & &
fii % (CAP) BY B PR 7% 3% 51l

Ceftaroline @ —fEF 5B 5 HALERTE
FinER BRBlactam REHFHW—8 >
HEZNMHAEMARESEK  MEEES T
BERNEEKEEEMNERMER (RM) 25 »
¥ B-lactam & 1 £ % B9 PRSP(Penicillin-
resistant Streptococcus pneumoniae) 5
o REMZEERENERNEEYER
B9AZ# PBP(Penicillin binding protein) »
Ceftaroline # M ¥ 7 PBP S45 & RN MmN
HIAAMREES AL > FEHEEE (half maximal
inhibitory concentration, ICs) 0.17pg/ml
FEEEEIM R o F b > Ceftaroline TERRIMNE
E% (In vitro) 28 7~ 11 8E ¥ 1 MRSA (Methicil-
lin-resistant staphylococcus aureus) &tk

G(+) G(-)

+ Escherichia coli

+ Haemophilus
+ Streptococcus
‘ influenzae
pneumoniae )
+ Haemophilus
« Staphylococcus )
parainfluenzae

+ Klebsiella

aureus

pneumoniae

&RM .Ceftaroline }iE

MRSA #t B-lactam B9 #71 Z& 1% 5 72 4fl &5 PBP,
ZE & B, PBP,, > 1B Ceftaroline ¥f i PBP,, t
BEESHRMM Y uIUB BUNH] MRSA

7£ In vitro EE& R Ceftaroline ¥ S.pneu-
moniae X4 R Lt Ceftriaxone #F **; 3 4> Ceftaro-
line B EFR K #E M (Time-dependent) By 1
SR BENEYMFRERS 40-50% REH
BEXRR/NIERZE (Minimum inhibito-
ry concentration, f&§ #& MIC) 7 8t B X ¥ 1
S.pneumoniaec 1 S.aureus > BB E Y F)
7722 5 35 & Ceftaroline 7£ 600 mg Q12H
FSB R £ T2 /88 S.pneumoniae & 100%
HEBEEEAMR MICHRESEZGEHHRE
B 67% B & B H R E K5 MIC> B Ceftaro-
line AT EPAR A 2R 15 11 15> BE B MUR R4
NI SIEVER '

PR T BB SN BB UE M BR PR A B FOCUS
study 6 FEIZ T Ceftaroline JA B+t & 14 Fifi 3K 575
ABYHEAL FOCUS A M1E % =Hi~ ZEZ A0
B B8 1% & 5 B PR 5% B FOCUS1&FOCUS2 M &
HOM HURA 1,240 it @M K BA &



5 12 & PORT(Pneumonia Patient Outcomes
Research Team) risk class Ill, IV 7 A& i A =
B BFRRMERERMZORNERRE A
LA MRSAR MR E N SWHER, B
48 % Ceftaroline 600 mg Q12H> ¥} B8 42 %A
Ceftriazxone 1 g Q24H> 1% 10% FEH IR ZEER
51 B AR RE A ERPRAAZ (Clinical cure rate)e
ItERBTMABRAEREERALLES
M &5, B 9% A 18 # 5% 7 clinical evaluable 32
modified intention to treat evaluable(mITTE)
978 #E = Ceftaroline #B AR 45 12 Ceftriaxone»
TWERFAER Z AHMRE  IRREDE D
HEFAL BN REFA DT BRI ERAES
Ceftaroline BY& M =R B {5+ = 7% Ceftriaxone
Bl RERABENE MEETFTRREELE
RXIUREER BEXEENFIREHAE
B (BEXK3.1% )%°Zhong % A 72015 F £
Lancet infectious disease £ & 7 — & 2 M
CAP 5 A& Ceftaroline AYSRER S H 4L
e Nt @ T K A2 Ceftaroline B PR
ARERENEHIRAE Ceftraixone 2 g Q24Ho

BEeR= R ERSIIRGEERRENEE
BUEARNRREIETE %ZE Bt CAPTURE
registry & 3 B #t ¥ £ ™ & & B Ceftaroline
HEHEERERE BN EHEBMHRA
B RARRE I ER K B BEBRAY R
APIERERNRE 20112013 F U &
T 398 fiImA AMAERIEHAERBER
2 BAHF(ABMMR ORI PR )F
JiE 7% A 1 R Ceftaroline B A it 80-90% 34 7
R BRI FIZE) 79% 1 o HIE » HH ER PR ES
fms BEENEHERA BSOS A
4 89 S.pneumoniae ¢ 2 MRSA M #E & & A

Ceftaroline fE&E & » RAFAYI A IMEMEK
89 & B Al 7 =Y LA FB 2R E B 1) Efr » Vanderkooi &
ARG FEA FLQ AELMEEREG
BREENSEMER -

Risk factors

- 42 >65 Bk

- iBE 3-6 BRASAR
Bidind = (B-lactam,
Macrolide or FLQ)

- B

- SEHR

c REAEERAES
T NHIEE

- BIZETT B R ERE
BN E

+ REAE® (ESRD)

- EEIRIEES

- ERESESR

- BEEREEY

- BHEBEMEMTS
&

- THAR B R E
- BEA=ER BEZE
nEE (LHFLQ)

- BIEM , IRIEMEATR

* Penicillin-resistant

S. pneumoniae

* MRSA

®E . EENSEEEHNGREEF

B ERARERG D E

22651 1

— I 39 B U EBERBBEZE —BAI
HERERERRBERE ZHEER F—(E
BARRESEXFERIB Levofloxacin: B ¥ 4 5
MEREEEAS KT GHEHALRERBINE
ENBBTBEERET REFEA Ceftaroline
#5188 M % H Pneumonia panel* 1% | 45 8
# S.pneumoniae’ fttl ¥t Ceftaroline & F& 1R
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4F > 3 K $5 8K (C-reactive protein, CRP) 1 H I
Bk (white blood cell, WBC) F B> 5 IO X i &2
# 2 O AR Augmentin(Amoxicillin trihydrate +
Clavulanate potassium)> BEEER HIR

£ 3P

—BBRXH ERERRE S E %
"R & Pt 35 i AKX — 8 18 XA M LUE M A B
WBC 12K 2 B8 5% LB A Bk =8> B Al
1% 5% & pneumococcus 3 & S.aureus BN E &
X 22> (&l 1L B 2 Ceftaroline 85 B RHBEA B
Pneumonia panel 4 & Z S.pneumoniae #l
Klebsiella pneumoniae’ FHE&IETIR 7 W &
R e

*Pneumonia panel: @ —1f@F B PCR &%
BT TR BRENRER EREE S 27 &
HRERAN 75 » (Rl AE SR B G L T 2t B o

7. =+
2R

WERRA B EE AR BIET Ceftaroline
EABEMEMMXCAPERBENZEZ
HREFKGUERE BREEURRENED
S.pneumoniae &B ¥FHIERRERL Ceftaroline
B LA 26 i K 5 A B9 F 28 0 (B REsE 1B T
BABREE - HF BRIMEL R E LA R
EEBNMAR TEEHERERENRER
TREEBABREFNTER - &% FBHKERBR
AR BERBAKREMRRUKREHERERRE
B X EXEEEN B R E SRR ST
& 4 ik B B o

Zinforo® Panel Discussion in CAP session:

Q1: Zinforo B & °J X B £ MRSA 5| € 2z
R % 1 89 & I %E (Primary bacteremia) £1
Vancomycin & ;8% ?

Dr.Asok: B Al R B R MAE #1E SSTIs 5| E£RY
HEERBREMSH > FEMEMENERER
B BHEIREERRHBEEEE Ceftaroline A&
2 o

Q2: EEEMRMNTERE CAP IR AER
Ceftaroline vs. Ceftriaxone+Macrolides {A]

BRAEEZIFYEE R ?

Dr.Asok: B Al #1103 & & 5 15 i 488 R A 2
MESTHEERGE - BRREREAEBERITUEE
Ceftaroline #AfE ATEEURMBEBER = AR

» ZAEAHIREE > UAEKEEILE L
IEI’MZ“o

Q3: & 32 & Ceftaroline 7£ &% = CAP & &
14 58 % (Empirical therapy) #1 $5 1B 14 5 5%
(Salvage therapy) HAGBEMHE ?

Dr.Asok: FE8 AR B AR E EREMIFE A
ARATN—ERRGIERE A BARE
AUREETEE B RE CAP BB ARKFIE
EERMEERR (BFRE AN EY L RERIENE S
EZME 7 AR TR A BRI TN ER

Q4: IR AHEH COPD BTl KRB H R B
B> FESEE Ceftaroline 1§ ?

DrAsok: R A REBNEREERTEHA
Hm s REBNIRIET > AISERRAEERN



KESREEER o GIRFEDEE SRR
ANEEZH(EA Ceftaroline ERBIME LK EN
MEX o

Q5:Ceftaroline fER{TRFHAH TEETERE
A (S BRI E RV ?

BEREERN  RTBATEECAPRAZERE
1 RABRITEEERES gAZ Ceftriaxone
+ Flouroquinolone> % 1% % MRSA & & H
Vancomycin/Teicoplanin 8 Linezolid » 58
ELEY)NTEE L AL E R Ceftaroline &
MEZEEYA ZERRX EERREIER > ALt
EFER—ENERNE AR B SEmEE
BB AROEE
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