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Recently, microorganisms have been
frequently detected in middle ear effusi-

ons of otitis media with effusion togeth-

er with the progress bacterial clture tec-
hnique. However, it must be paid attent-

ion to avoid the contamination of micro-

organisms in external auditory meatus
during the aspiration of middle ear effu-
sion.

External auditory meatus was deinfe-
cted with 1% Isodine solution followed
by three times washes with Hibitane
alcohol solution. Microorganisms detec-
ted in each sample of 282 patients were
distinguished by minimal inhibitory

concentration(MIC), and correlation be-

SHEPER

tween those bacterial findings were
discussed.

One hundred and twenty ears(32%)
of 375 ears had positive culture, and
the positive ratio of mucoid middle
ear effusions was almost same as
that of serous middle ear effusions.
However there were lower than that
of purulent middle ear effusions. The
conicidence of bacteria between midd-
le ear effusion and nasopharynx was
31.7%.

Eight smples(30.8%;) of Haemophilus
influenzae detected in middle ear effu-

sions prodused A—lactamase.
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BEAISOSE 9 A7 & BEHMIG14E 8 F 3 Tic LF}
THEYIR E 72, BHE L —>F2—T7H
EM & AT - 723755 (28268) 234 % & L 72,
FHI2H 2 H78F £ T, ) H302H(80.5%)
I3/NRBITH - 72,
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SHRER N E RS IRET 2#EL 3 [
COBRULABEXEEL 72, BRSEHICEL
TREARE CEIE R B & O EOME B
BEITh o 721%, SEUB L PEMEIE R 2
SR 72, F72, Bk ) REMEL
AL, BWEBEOKIE AL 72, Znb 35
oMK £2TCS K——(71) =H 4
77 A4 )z AT 43 B - 5 5 Ampicillin
Cefaclor Minocycline Erythromycin o)
MIC @z, p—lactamase BEE ) FES MET
L7,
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SHEED SRR S e bold, 49.1
%THY, FDELERIT Staphylococcus
epidermidis 69F Bacillus subtilis 375 St-
aphylococcus aureus 365 T - 72,

TR OB A G, SAEE
o B S NI E &P BT SR
SNTHMEOMIC #HEL, Zhbr—FKL
ZLORNEE, LDIRAEEZ TN
N3 5 &, 375EH1208(32.0%)Th - 72,

WA T3, Staphylococcus epidermidis

S H5E H1E —11-

Db % < 395 (10.4%) T
us Haemophilus

T, KRWTS. aure-
influenzae Streptococc-
us pneumoniae Bacillus subtilis Branha-
mella catarvhalis DONETH - 7> ,(Table 1)
INEAREBFANEICFTTRS E, NRT
Ih ZVDIES. epidermidis 34%51(9.1%) T,
H. influenzae, S. aureus, S. preumoniae,

B. subtilis, 7*Z nic>2%, BRATIES au-
reus 8H(2.1%) 5& b % <, K\ TS. epide-
rmidis B. subtilis DB T# - 72, (Table. 2)

Table | HHEFERFPOEME L ME B
FHTE M HIER L 120F /3758 =32%

(1984.9~1986.8)

BHE B % B‘itiE
S. epidermidis 39 10.4%
S. aureus 29 1.7%
H. influenzae 28 7.5%
S. pneumoniae 13 3.5%
B. subtilis 12 3.2%
B. catarrhalis 2 0.5%
EOfth 14 -
Table 2
AR ERNIC B 5 P E R R W T
(1984,9~1986,8)
MR (BH=E) mA (&%)
BHEE (N=100F) (N=203)
S. epidermidis 3 4 (9.1%) 5 (1.3%)
S. aureus 21 (5.6%) 8 (2.1%)
H. influenzae 27 (7.2%) 1 (0.3%)

S. pneumoniae 13 (3.5%) 0 (0 %)

B. subtilis 8 (2.1%) 4 (1.1%)
ZOft 12 (3.2%) 4 (1.1%)
it 115 22
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PHEY 5 &, RUEFERI KD SFET, K
WEMERF BRI D B bR Td - 7297, HEHE &
I EAEEERD LN LY -7z, (Table-3)

Table 3 PRI & MM HEE
(1984.9~1986.8)
wEE  mEE B &
N=238 N=120 N=17
BHE (F) 74 38 8
®wHE (%) 31.1% 31.7% 47.1%

NP E BN CRFRR T MR 1 M o R
Ha lbiKT 5 &, R TIZ/NR31.1%, K
N31.0% & ZZ38H 5T, HEMMET/NE35
4%, BiN24.4%, BRMET/NR50%, BGA33
3%k, MRICEWER»R LN EEE
1338 b e - 72, (Fig. 1)

Fig. | IR EBRNC BT S
FFRB W MR & M A
(1984.9~1986.8)

Mucoid

SRED 5132820 Fh218%1(77.3%) THET
AR & NS, aureus 68151 S. pneumoniae 5445
S. epidermidis 3319 H. influenzae 311S.pyoge-
nes 184 B. catarrhalis 135 T&H - 72 ,/NRT

1%S. pneumoniae508)5fcd %<, S. aureus

H. influenzae * 5 &, RN TIS. aureus 204
Hid %<, S epidermidis S. pneumoniae

DNETH - 72, (Table 4)

Table 4 /R EBAICEBITS
SRR e T (1984.9~1986.8)
IR (N=21361) KA (N=69%)
BB BHE (BEHE%) BHE (BRHEX)
S. aureus 48 (22.5%) 20 (29.0%)
S. pneumoniae 50 (23.4%) 4 (5.8%)
H. influenzae 28 (13.1%) 3 ( 4.3%)
S. epidermidis 22 (10.3%) 11 (15.9%)
S. pyogenes 15 (7.0%) 3 ( 4.3%)
B. catarrhalis 11 (5.0%) 2 (2.9%)
Z0fh 27 (12.7%) 18 (26.1%)
Hi 168 (79.7%) 50 (72.5%)

o E TR I O MR AR RS B 120H T, &
HiER 5 L MIC 2 E— O WfED R S iz
LDIE38H (31.7%) ThH - 12, BRI H. in-
Sfluenzae 18151 S. pneumoniae 6 1§) B. catarrha-
lis 2 .S. epidermidis 2 %) B. subtilis1 5 T,
— 2 (3 B. catarrhalis 100%, S. pneumoniae
69.2%, H. influenzae 64.3%, S. aureus 20.7
%S. epidermidis 5.1%DNETH - 72, (Fig. 2)

Fig. 2 HE TR R B A 5 A7z
BEERR B & — 2Bl
(1984.9~1986.8)
9 10 2 P _uE
H. nf luenzae 64.3%
S preumoniae
B. catarrhalis
S. aureus 120.7%
S. epidermidis 5.1% |
—HBl N=38F

T H el B i b DR ks —lactama-
sefE N % Table 525k 72, A—lac-
tamase JE AR IZ S, aureus 244k (88.9% ) itk
L EERT, S. epidermidis 28%k(73.7%),
B.catarrhalis 1 %1(50%), H. influenzae 8
(30.8% ) DAz EH - 72, S. pneumoniae |3
LB B IERRIZRED b e d > 72,
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Table 5 p—7 75 ~—LHEAR

BRns9E BBIN6OE B6IE i
H.influenzae 1/3(33.37) 6/17(35.3%) 1/6(16.77) 8/26(30.87)
S.pneumoniae 0/3( 07) 0/7(¢ 02) 0/3( 072) 0/13¢ 02)
B.catarrhalis 1/1(100%) 0/1( 02) 1/2(502)
S.aureus 2/2(1002%) 10/12(83.3%) 12/13(92.3%) 24/27(88.97)
S.epidermidis 0/1( 0%) 16/24(66.77) 12/13(92.3%7) 28/38(73.7%)
EOft 4/6(66.77) 1/4(257) 5/10(50%)
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w72, S. prewmoniae LJ§}13 Ampicillin
Cefaclor Minocycline Erythromycin ¢&»)M-
IC fEixEEE2RL 72,
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S.epidermidis

%
100

50

E B8R VRBA R I 51 & R & TRRATIRE,
FATHH %, WEOFELLET S L, MR
Bz B L RATERE O H 2 Bl & BEG#E OB
THEICHBERIEMEEZRL 72( XPREP
<0.05), HAIZBWTITHEEERD LU »
=72,
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A E TR T O M S BIRR AR & IEREIC
ET, mEBL TG 5 v, 5’1~
HEE AW Hcontamination Thb, #2 T
SEOFETHEEL ) BB E 72 S. epide-
rmidis % T, LRIOWFHREIC LS. epr-
dermidis SIERT B ich OEEE, HO
L OFEINEL o ek, 1%4 Y 9>
WHI, 0.05%t BT 0% / —)VE
M, WEGFHOEREERZ0M, 14, 249,

SO FAEHBERICB W THIZWT ogE
LIEERL Tz,

UL, BEMB(ZOHERIER)OFELET
THBENRZET T2 L) HES, 40D
S THLHNEED 5 S. epidermidis H25.3%

KR ENZ &, $728S. epidermidis (3

B fr B & EIEIE ToHO—BEEHS5 1% Lk

WZ EEp L, SEED b Ocontamination
DD A, NEEL ) MoOELEEO
A3, FEIEREED 5 S. epiderm-
wdis M EINEHL H 5728, 5%ELIC
BETT B LEPDH B,

E ﬂ?‘é’a’ﬁi@%ﬁﬂ%*ﬁﬁ$ I3, Senturla
YN 42/L1u 5 H%52%, ZF%“C&;*%“EB#GO
%, ?ﬂﬂ“ﬁ*wzp EHEL T35S, LRTIE
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32.006 & (3T - 72, 08 b 13 B ¢
DLW B HERE ROFBIEICHHEN D0 %
WERNRTW 3, LEFTORERIT, HEEY
BBy b H. influenzae H28%1(7.5%), S.-
pneumoniae H13%(3.5%), B. Catarrhalis
752 51(0.5% )12 58 b, LIHEED &5 DR
W & O—E# Y H. influenzae 64 .3%, S.pne-
z%noniae 69.2%, B. catarrhalis100% &, f2H
LoEEL AP E R T, FEHREE
SRR O —BEE LV IRIETiEH 50,
Zib 3DDHEICH L Tid KAy EERIC —3K
B B, BTE OB TR OBIEEE £ R0
T AR5 N,

)i, AFIC B W T HpB—lactamase #jE
4 5 H.influenzae 751 H S 11, LF0S
PR E RB) TI323.5% L 027 ) r%“%t:,ﬁ—la-
ctamase EAKZEDH 2 Z & R RIEIME L 72
A%, SGEIOFETIZ30.8% & —E &ML,
R EHRHEDABPCRCCLIc ¥ 2 MIC f&
PEEZRTOI S Ron, PiaER0RER
LINLNERRLFZ UTHILENGD S,

72, MRIZBWTREATRED b 2HE
% & BEVA I (BLAERI B 5 )R TlE, AREICH
BEOBHBEIMEC, ZUIHIETHER 2 #%
GE3ntwizizordbEzon, 2oz kit
WY 7 FLAERDGRRR S SN Th, EAD
#5727 TIRB R E R0BEIIRETH
5z rhEbn, f—lactamase BEAFRNHBE

REQEE HF5E H15
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g % L B
B EiCEE (R BE KAkfE (KaBERK)
No growth OEAL & Dfiid, REHES SE B S T, EHIELY
Fi2, FDLD RERDRREEEZETZE D HARH 2 EME, H,influenzae 3136 T,
Th -2, HREREL ) BRI SN d - 2IEF ) 5.1

%, VLT REEEICS.pneumoniae #3041, 11.8%,
B.catarrhalis»* 6 #l, 2.4% ¢H.influenzae,
S.pneumoniae, B.catarrhalis o HH ek H
W& BHBAER I & D—E#64.3%, 69.2%,
100% & i 5 L HBICEMEZ R L 72, (P<
0.01), L#* L S.aureus & S.epidermidis TIg,
FEHpE> SEABBINTIC, BRI LD B
HENDIE, N Zn43p16.9%, 16616.3
% T, REHERHE & LWHER W & n—EE
20.7%,5.1% LB L THEZEZRED LN %L
o7,

372, FEHE» LEPBRHEI T, RIEE
OB S NZEG &, WH 2 5 EAR
HWE Nk - 12 REFITo, BEERTRICIZZE
BRONLr 72,





