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Table 1. Antimicrobial %@eptibﬂiﬁes of 5. aureus, E. faecalis and E. coli strains carrying a cloned copy of the poxtA gene
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& RN4220 RN&220 JHZ-2 g7 Mach1™ T1% Mach1™ T1% ) \53’
Antibigfic (pMU-poxtA) (PMU-E) (pMU-poxtA) {EMU-E) (PMU-poxtA) (pMU-E) Q,,,i“
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Lpézolid 2 1 4 L x@ 1024 256 &
xSedizolid 05 X2 o35 05 & 0.25 — a &
5 Chloramphenicol 8 A 8 & 4 12 8 oo
o X8 % 8 x1 >
@~ Florfenicol 16 «2° 2 16 & 1S 2 128 <« 2=2- 8 X
,‘9'\' Tigecycline 0.25 0.25 0.8 0.25 1 05 @O
d; Tetracycline 025 _ X: 24{ 0.125 \)6?25 <« X2 015 2 <« X4 o5 &K
Q Doxycycline 025 0125 0125 <0.06 8 2
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Susceptibilities of the same strains carrying the empty plasmi@féctor are also reported for comparison. The MIC measurements were pqﬂ’med in
triplicate and results were fully reproducible, with no discrepd&ies. b:"e
“The MICs were evaluated in medium supplermented withg® mg/L erythromycin for plasmid maintenance. .,é,*
"The MICs were evaluated in medium supplemented 5 mg/L erythromycin for plasmid maintenance. ,\0\
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