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Abstract; With the extensive and unreasonable use of fluoroquinolones in the treatment of Myco-
plasma gallisepticum disease, the drug resistance of Mycoplasma on fluoroquinolone becoming
more and more serious. In order to regulate the application of fluoroquinolones in the treatment
of Mycoplasma disease and to reduce the occurrence of drug resistance to a certain extent, it is
necessary to develop the standard of resistance to Mycoplasma gallisepticum on fluoroquinolo-
nes. The author introduces the definition and formulation process centered on the criteria for drug
resistance, and summarized the related studies on the determination of resistance to fluoroquino-
lones in Mycoplasma at home and abroad, including wild type Cutoff, PK-PD Cutoff and clinical

Cutoff. Finally, the shortcomings of the current researches were reviewed and put forward our
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own ideas, in order to provide a reference to slow down the resistance of Mycoplasma galliseptic-

um to fluoroquinolones.

Key words: Mycoplasma gallisepticum ; fluoroquinolones; resistance; criteria for drug resistance
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Table 1 The distribution of MIC of some Mycoplasma to fluoroquinolones

21 R A MIC 4377/ (pg = mL™") 22 3k
Drug Mycoplasma MIC distribution Reference
R A =SSN 0.1~12.8 [39]
Bkt & ES53/7Y/N 0.125~0.5 [40]
Bk 2 LR 0.1~25 [33]
B 2 PEB LRI 0.002~0. 095 [41]
HE R B 437 Ak 0.312~8 [42]
B2 4 R K 0.12~32 [42]
v A 437 R AR 0.625~32 [42]
A v 2 N R AE 0.03~2 [43]
HAKUE N JE AR 0.001~0. 25 [44]
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WA 28 25 YT 25 R Gt TAE AR &5, ARYE
SCHR AR AT AR 2598 S R4 X T 9 s 1 T 2 24
W10 T 7K L W TR 2 32 B 02 PR kg s i T S e 2 e
X (QRDR) Yy GyrA Hl ParC [ ) 28 25 5] 52 1 &
FERR R . XA e M S DA T S v A B 2 245 )
(R TiRS 2 B3 T R %, s A T LA R % SR AR A B M
i T o LT 2 1

3 BXREXEIEEEZY PK/PD i &
ETEN
EUCAST X JL A BT T i PR F) 0 vy 5 € 25 4)



2 1 T I 0 S TR AR X A A 2K 255 1 T 2 ) S A v 5 IR 235
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Table 2 The PK/PD cut off of fluoroquinolones

4 i b 4 AR R o DA T B T O 4 42 25 ) Y
RUCS o 1) A0 [R] % 2 A A o 9 R R 26 24 W) i
T AR A 25 1 G B0 T R S AR AR T
W J5E . > T T PP A e R O 24 ) R AR
PK/PD 5 FEH AUC, . /MIC Ml C .. /MIC,

TR 2K 25 ) MIC . /(mg « L71) PK/PD #t S B 5 F LA T F i (580 & I8 e i)

Fluoroguinolones S<C R> PK/PD fold point based on the following dose (unrelated to the species)

ARVE 0.5 U FAUEE T ARG B 500 mg X 2 55 TR 5 7k 1 JR e I g 19 ) it
250 mg X 2~750 mgX 2,3 Il T # BkiE 45 (97 4y 400 mg X 2~400 mg X3

LA ED A 1 2 PGS T 1R 500 mg X 1~500 mg X 2,38 I i kg 4 1 7 3
>k 500 mg X 1~500 mgX 2

RURD 2 0.5 U HRAE T ARG A 200 mg X 2~ 400 mg X 2.3 I T I B 44 10 it
g 200 mgX 2~400 mgX 2

PR 0.5 1 Y7 A IS T E B R S R bk I 5 ) A 400 mg X1

W R 0.5 1 3 S S F O R 400 mg X 2
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R T T 2 245 ) e T A R R B T TR 24 X
B0 TR 00 A TR AR FH B T U Rk B L T 5 4R HH B TR) G
FEAK . AL T 4R 5 Co K 38 557 2% (B 25 1 F)
LI U A0 - e B 1922 B R 31 7 R i
Y A EIEH PK/PD (S8 £ 2H AUC/MIC
N C o/ MIC . 258 %0 95 A (3697 RO F e E 3
Y2 A AR KA 56 & L A ) 19 3l W % A [6] 245 4 19
RN R B 22 5k
SRS N TR & A B AN
TR (RIR YT o R S s 5 T 25 245 ) 1) i A 79 o 1 2
N AE 251X 8 J1 2% (PKO il 24 3024 (PD) 1 L Atk 1, IF
ZIEZIW . D. J. Dimitrova ZPI a5y 7 A
WU RAE KGR AR 2582 R BIR Con/MIC
FYFEFE Ry (12. 90£0. 500 h & (161. 23+5. 90) h,
AUC, ., /MIC W5 [l & (137. 82 £ 4. 27) h &
(2 153.44£66.60) h, HF2EHFMWIE TX T =4
[Fi] il R T 10 IR B V0 B AE R XS AR I i) PK-PD L%
W58, 45 B B oR Con/MIC W18 43 51y 16. 67,
15.17,10.5 h", A, M. Haritova ZU" . &
P Vb B KA S 45 25 i AUC, ., /MIC {8 94. 32 h,
FIR 25 251 AUC, 5, /MIC F1 C ./ MIC BYAE 53 51
(73.69+25.54) h,(5.35+2.31) h, S. Ivanova

GOV HGE ARV B AR R XSRS 28 =
Bl AUC, » B9ME R (11.34+1.11) pg e h e mL*,
Crax BIME J9 (2. 84140, 280) pg » mL !5 3F 3 25 A 51
t AUC,, B {E H (11, 974+0. 62) pg « h » mL™',
Con B K (2. 638720, 460) pg » mL ™", KT #4507
EERIE VP R (5 mg » kg ) TEAEXG K YA 245 %05 Ry
HEERERE AUC, o (BN 3.287 2 pg » h» mL ', RS
2 AUC, o, Fll Cu FME S350 3.052 3 pg « he mL !,
0.548 8 pg » mL ',

AUC/MIC X Il K6 @R A IR s py $ k. >4
AUC/MIC<125 I, 4B % B % R AT 26 %0, 5 2Z A
e, AUC/MIC>> 125 B i) 40 B8 35 B %ok 8200, IIfe
K E L AUC/MIC<<125 B Ja 8RN 42% , 1 AUC/
MIC>125 W, I PRIA A3 80 %65 o fir LA R AR 48
ELR 251 BAR S i AUC, . A8 » 45 & BAR 254 %
HAR R MIC {8, 8 & H AUC/MIC By{E , B
25 )% A0 TR R YT RUR
3.2 SRR WENYENKNZEE (PK)HR

T VA TR S 2 N TE B S IR N I 25 3 2 oY
SR R bR P s R 25 25, LT T A
LT3 . R B A O AS TR 4 2 07 K E AT
T B ZBhE FE SR 50 W BR
TEI] R K 24 U B R K 0 BN R AT L s S R H
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il PK/PD #r S fH L7 1. H Xt T 2520 M2y
EIEINE AN ek e N R N DO
BN S T AR B 9 L 3 D o X S TR AR ) 24 50 o TN 2
Bl 0B L Ry =

— S ff 5 35 X RN A B 24 W AE B DR N R 25 8
AT T A ERFSE (3£ 3) . D. J. Dimitrova 250U g
S8 T IR SR SR A 2 R A AR 4E 2 AR B XS (B ER XS
IR Bl ). B SA 2RTE BRE E
SR (6. 8241, 87) ,(3.3140. 13) F1 (3. 84+0.89) h,
S AT B %43 5 R (0. 45420, 16) L (1. 23420, 07)
(1. 6140.34) L(kg » h) ', 11 ARET & A I 25 v
FE43 5] R (0. 5440, 26), (0. 5140, 12) 1 (0. 78+
0.11) pg » mL ", KW E]) 435 R (2. 04 £0. 23) .
(10.40=+£5. 64) f1(5.35+£0.47) h, S. S. Devada
SRR BT IR Vb L Ao e K ORI IR 4 25 TE LA
AR B 25 3h 0y %, e fR H 10 mg - kg I
B 245 ) 43 A1 14 2F % ) Ry (0. 330420, 008) h, JHERF
FEWI R (3. 62£0. 03) h, B A M3 bR Z R (0. 480 £
0.002) L(h « kg) ', #AH Ok 10 mg « kg 'Hf £
W43 A7 25 FE BT R 335 B3 238 R SF- 24 90 B () 43 1) R
(3.61£0.04) L+ kg™',(0.66+£0.01) L+ (hekg)™'
F(7.1640.08) h, P. Lees™ W5y T AL Vb & @
b FVRR 4 2 TR RN A Y B 245 B 2 L AR R A £

R3 FABEMELMENWEABITSH3ZE (PK) R

VWETEL 2 3 h J5 35 B B K2 Wk B2 L 25 W0 3 B
IR 5~10 h, Ifil 25 ¥k BE BE 0% 35 3 25 9 KR FE 1
63%~71%., D. Sriranjani 2" #E5Y T wWH VS A
TE R XS R 9 B 2540 30 o 2% 45 R B 1R 4 24 i 3L
FWL 53 A 25 B RTE B EORT I BR 2 = 0 0 R
2.41 L +kg '.4+ 55 mL(min « kg) 'l 5. 94 h,
Fb 55 BRCORD A 4 24 I IR N VD B A N AR N 1) 24 )
2 PR 25 o3 A 2 R O (0. 2240, 23) h. i3
THERE W N (4.5320.74) hy mE Z W H R4S 24
B I 8 > 52 1 A (0. 23 420. 22) h, I 24 3 0 (] Ky
(1.30£0. 67) ">, AS[a] 1Y 4 s 145 i 2 245 9 76 K
[ S A N 1 25 Bl 2 B 22 S 1k AN T I 45 24 7 5K
XF 25 Bl 2 — E B SR

EUCAST X #7335 i 2 25 Wy il %€t T PK/
PD 7 58 B J2 20 3% A il € I A T8 A s 3 W 1)
PK/PD ¥y fifi. B HH B —~EMS% 5L, IF
ANHREAE IR E S EIG KRR FHE T . R 23
2243 BRI 5 B 2 25 90 % s M HLAR B0 VR T RITL A X 25
YR AL Bt R A A . — T T 2 XA S
AT 24 ) 7 bs 1 0 2 VD75 5K — 5 i & PK/PD 47
AR 2 BT A A e D . 3 ol A5 X TN S R A
PK/PD [ WF 5 AR A W2, I H X 38 32 S5 A it 245 1)
JE bR fE B B HEShE .

Table 3 Some pharmacokinetic (PK) indices of fluoroquinolones in animals

o 5 2K 2 ) EIL] 2 X Co /(g » L) KU R] /B Z:7% ik
Fluoroquinolones Animal Administration methods Time to peak Reference
Bigvh 2 1 (m);[+ 3.8640.36 2.14+1.10 [66]
PR 5 AR 2.1140. 36 1.8340.16 [67]
NNy e E 2.38740.43 1.4740. 26 [67]
Ly & i W 2.04740. 32 0.3340.16 [68]
U A 7 e i 1.64=+0.15 0.50+0.18 [68]
B R 4 ALE 0.594=£0. 120 1.14240.03 [69]
AR A X mpilid 3.65 1.25 [70]
TRV E X% (i 2.3440.50 1.340 240. 030 2 [71]
L AR A Xt R 0.9340.02 2.0 [72]

4 I AR 2K 25 W 3 X8 3 R A I R I SR 1B
B 3%

i PR 5 5 24 90 W PR30 7 B0 B T 55 5 26
o995 DA 1 METCA(F 3K B 52 159 FE T 905 J52 18O K 96297

ATl . HH T 00 % O 3h W) 45 25 )5 19 1 L
Ao Tl S A T R B IS o R A S A S
Pl RECHE o EER T AR TR A 191 L 03 1 EL
JEURRT A 20 2 R ARAIG B AR AT A S 1 I PR 38 (L
ZXFR AR MIC K, S ZOBEA 4 i /Y s R AF 5T
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HE o 58 BRI TR I 18 1 8 . SCHk R , o mT LA
R ECOFFs il COpp, 3K i 2 I FAH 15 75 5 W #f
i A I 5 % o 2y i

FH F X8 S TR AR PR YA T 04 8 v 15 T 25 24 ) 32 2L
AU RV R AN R A E R A B Rk
D BLAE L WETEE W AE T ER 43 G T IR 2K 24 ) ) X
TR B R IGIT A T (4D o 78 K FF B M 32
JEAR TR A IR e S R rp S RO 45 24 5 dL ST
BRI vs B (25,50 F1 100 mg « L) AN A
(50 mg « L) BV AR (50 mg « LD FIZRARHE R
(500 mg « L™ MR A 50 51 A 86. 790,96, 7% .
96. 7% .96. 7% .96. 7% .80% , 3 B & M vb B 1R
YR BT B YT RO Y L O B T R AR
FU YR NG B SRR R o A TR IR A R Y
X B ARV A (25.50.100 mg » L™  Big W &

F4 BoEBEMELYNBXEEHIERETLS

(50 mg + L™ MZERE & (500 mg « L™ IRKS d,
PG - YR 258 T Ry 4 S T R W
i REAR e IR VD B N NG i S A ] R Y 9 s A
BUF BRI ROR AT A R R R AE T % . FiA s
BT ERNATT 22 Rk T IRAT B R 2 A TR A sk
Gy, o3 38 5T ROK 45 T B G 38 100,50,25 mg ¢ LY
(50 mg « L' Bk BAE X BRZ5W)) , E2 45 2)
485 d AR S HIRSER O PR, T.
Deguchi 217 %} P At 70 EVGIF HLER N TP B R AR TR A
SRR GHEAT T % 52 oR P A B A B
Y7 &L, H. Ding %07 B 5T 1 P 70 B X 38 S J5 R A
KIG AT 2 GG 3G 9720, LA 5 mg « kg ' HIR
W2 ARG A [A) BG R 24 b Eh v B ET LI A
TG B S AR R

Table 4 Some clinical prescription for the treatment of Mycoplasma with fluoroquinolones

25y HHER 45 24 7 45 25 0] b Z: 2% Sk

Fluoroquinolone Administration methods Administration dosage Interval of administration Reference

BH A B R PR R ROK TRAK 0.05% ~0. 1%k s 3 d, [78]
[E] b 2 JR ARG 1K

Binib & R R LT IR 50~75 mg « L7'K; BH1~2 K [79]

WLTE 2.5~5 mg «» kg™
E2NSRUY RAREILE RIK 25~50 mg « L 'K, BH2WK [79]
L 5 mg « kg !
kE WA TRAR L RIK 25~50 mg « LMK, BH1IRX [79]
WL 1.25~2.5 mg » kg™ (LIKRET)

RET B JiIRES 0.4 mL HH2W.EM3d [80]

TR iR TR/ 0.05%~0.1% #H 3~5d. [81]
[E] & 10 d #2511k

B 2 TRIK 50 mL « kg 'k H#53d [81]

W R Bin T A RIK 50 mg « L1k 255 d, [81]

[lf 3~4 J& )5 B2 125

FE P A1 RIS VAT AH DG A 960 s 45 T 2K 24 4 X 3
SRR FHAE A RIS i PR i A 1Y ] 2 7 25 R
3 BRI Y MIC 43 A5 1% 3, A 4R & 90 J5 16 H 259 1)
PK/PD 25 i IKI7 2> LB R 90 %0 LA b By 24 R
VE R Z G FAE W FI B R . T E N S HHA R L, —
P T o0 R R S AL B Al . AR S DR A O Sk
U e PR I S8 A o i (IR 1) 3 M s ) 2 24
WYIRE T3 S JEAA B I DR VA 7 N R A R Y

ETE 7L PN AR D A ESE 7/ RO ik R LY
Lo N W PR L fe A 25 o Rl i 25 2507 X 2 T 24
Ml PRI I T A9 ROR LR i PR ATF 5 B B4 ok 7 98
R IS 245 0T T X0 SRR 1 4 ) s s L (R
Tl PR B 25 2540 22 /0 e A (R Sh AN 2 7 Az it
250k SCRE A A BNG T B OR) BRI A AT
8 » Fir LA 12 B FH 2% 258 2 1y el 2 HL g 24 44 1
B 5 5 O A R R A
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Fig. 1 The flowing chart of clinical cutoff of danofloxacin on
Mycoplasma gallisepticum
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