MRSABEED
REHA N IL v

MRSA BZIEDBBEHA RS /MERZER &




MRSA BEDBEA A K54 —tdEIhiR—2017

SEAFAAN BMMEFREFR - —IREEEAN BRRREZS
MRSA BRERED;BENA RS A4 MEREZER

%z H & ZAHBA
RIZRRE R

(HEAIIR 272 R 27 0 PRl 2 R PR S 2R )
(SRt BB} R 2 ik el 27 )

Z  BraH i BERBRAR ARG GYE A HE, BEANZEE ¥ 7 — i S B G )

HiCH ot
PR SC
Tl
ANFRE %
EiE
HE
PRI
i —
S IN
AT
R %
Wi
WFRIE
AT
=

(B PRk R 27 e e e il )

(LHUR S PRS2

(R R NSO 2 18 s B 200 B At )

(ALHLRZEIEAAET)

(FLIEEE Bk R 27 B 2 B I bl A - B R AR AL PR 27 12 )

(s S 2 R R S BRPE 2 BEBR PR A T i A2 = » )

ONITNE SRS S iR

(Je B PR R A IR Al 272

CRBXEERHR AR TV)

(L HOR ARG Ea 78 > & —)

(AL R SRR 2 FE 2 BRI R R - B )

(RS BRI B

Ol 32 2 BEgp e (FREF B « B~V 7 ¥ FERFRY) BIEIFL
AR R A 00 8, SRR R AR R & > & — RS R)
(BB R S R T iE )

FERHEARRE (5 REEB R EIRR PR > & — IR AGER} - R AR AL

BE BEH
L F
H1H 7]

(Bl KA e A )
(B2 HNEE R R 7 e T AR B/ el )
(BIHT7 SR BERTESVEL - FFHESVEL)

PR GRS AA R A R o e 22 428 PR IR Ao 5 =)

P —

(3 R AE R AR B )

FTH =N — RS GRZAT BOE N BESE h R AR AR A B )

WNRE AT

(MSD X84t XA F 4 AINVT 7 27— X)

FIFHERE (Meiji Seika 7 7 )V~ pkalat &gy - 0 - 5 aI)

TS 1A

T

MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>

(EBP R BB R B AT ANV T 7 27— X))
(77 A=At AT ANV - 77 27— XKRHEEED)



X

AL NE N B AL B X O etk Bk N B AR RGYE #2313, 2013 4EKIC [ MRSA %
YAEDEBRAA K54 V] OFE—EGFEETHER L TAK LAY, #2014 48 iz, H<
b MRSA BIGEZ D %< S F EF ARG L CSETM 2014 2R L AR L7z, ATRHSA
T, BHROFMEL LTOELD LT RIEIIEDOBHO B L 22 RENAL F T4 V13,
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W22z, TZTIRTOREDHAIIHD TEHOBEZR LIV, T2, AFVA FFA4
EBCH 72D, PUMRSA FEEZWTE L T 2 KR A I NIZRE L LTEIML Twiz72n
720 FIZEMLDOBLED S A ¥ 54 AEBIZ 2 Hb B BARBIEZE 3D > TW iz ko 7z
25, EEPEZOMAZATH Y, ZRZRoOEANET 2 B OHERPm L2 L v
72E&, NEEDRFITIE E DO TH W TH 5720 MHNERED T 4 O TIN5 EH L 72w,

SRDOHTA FFTAL b, RIOZET Y AZWREZBYIEL, ZhICESCRBROa v+
VHAR - I=TA VTR THICERTEREINTZDDTH LD, A4 K74 VOHERIIHET
b—OOHHIZT XY, EBEOHIKROWTIEZNZND T — A8 U THEY) 2B LA 7% &
NHEZREDLDTHDHILIEED) TTLR, 7272, Ji < MRSA JEYE D B Y A2 020
LHANCARTO2720T, —HTLBEIIL TV 2540, EREEED X Y N—D%HD
TR TH Do

BRI 2015 AEENIC THER SNz, ABRBEOLBO2ODEREROB—~ATLH - 72k
B EAD CHEEZ B T5H L LB, REETMATA T4V &ZEATIHRAED SERNCHET
72\,

DAL EE N H AR AL S - — BRI H ARG iE 2%
MRSA JEHIEDEHRT A K I 4 AMERER &
REE ZAFA

MRSA BEEDRRA A RS 1>



1 MRSA %

s & B il
ABK arbekacin TNXRA TV
DAP daptomycin A e VN
LZD linezolid ARV R
TEIC teicoplanin TAaATIT= v
VCM vancomycin NryavA4 v

MEZE

s 5t 2 il
AZT aztreonam TAMLET L
CEZ cefazolin 77V
CLDM clindamycin gAY
DOXY doxycycline FERIH L7
FA fusidic acid TV VMR
FOM fosfomycin RKARTA TV
FRPM faropenem 7 7 BRA AL
GM gentamicin royAL T
LVFX levofloxacin LRz7uadHo
MINO minocycline RV 740 IV
MUP mupirocin AN w BV
NDFX nadifloxacin FruxHT v
NFPC nafcillin T
QPR/DPR | quinupristin/dalfopristin FXTVAFV/FNVET) ATV
RFP rifampicin V77 ¥V
SBT/ABPC | sulbactam/ampicillin AWINT I L/ T ¥ ¥
ST sulfamethoxazole-trimethoprim ANVT 7 ARNEHFS—)=FY X T4
TC tetracycline ThEIHAL T ¥
TGC tigecycline FrydAL o)y
TOB tobramycin NTIRA TV

ZDfth
i B Al

ABU asymptomatic bacteriuria ERE A5 P R
AUC area under the blood concentration time curve Sy I H i TR B PR R T TR A
BAL bronchoalveolar lavage S Sl B i
CA-MRSA | community acquired MRSA TG E MRSA
CDC Centers for Disease Control and Prevention KERR PSR v 5 —
CLSI Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute BEIR - MR dE i o
CNS coagulase negative staphylococcus a7 77 —X¥EET Ny ERR
COPD Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease e B ZE PR Bl FR
CORE The Cubicin Outcomes Registry and Experience F 2 ¥ ¥ iyl o R
CPIS Clinical pulmonary infection score BRI &G 2 a7
¢SSTI complicated skin and soft tissue infection TUMET: Kz 8 T R i ke
ET exfoliative toxin FR FIMEM RS
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European Committee on Antimicrobial Susceptibil-

EUCAST ity Testing ER = IPPALIN B I B R g = B
HA-MRSA ?L(l)ssgiltra;;lz;cquired methicillin-resistant Staphylococ- I PRI MRS A
HCAP Healthcare Associated Pneumonia [P 5% it 5 P i 9
IDSA Infectious Diseases Society of America K EEYE 25
JANIS Japan Nosocomial Infection Surveillance JEL A G548 2 B N &Gt Sk — XA 5 v A
THAIS é?lﬁl)ﬂiréifl{aei‘;hcare Associated Infections
LA-MRSA |livestock-associated MRSA KL MRSA
MIC minimal (r.nin.irr.lum) inhibitory.concentration NSRS B
minimally inhibitory concentration
MRCNS Isrtlsélllll}cligér;—cr(331stant coagulase negative RF Y VEED T 75— PRl I R
MRSA methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus AF ) VPR T R IR
MRSE methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus epidermidis AF L) VIR T B B
MSSA methicillin-susceptible Staphylococcus aureus AF ) YRR T N IR
NHCAP Nursing and Healthcare Associated Pneumonia PEIB - A1 B 2%
NTED Neonatal TSS-like Exanthematous Disease A TSS kRFSBIE
PCR polymerase chain reaction R X T — g s
PSB protected specimen brush WARSRIUR 75 &
PVL Panton-Valentine leukocidin P ML R A 7 %
SIRS systemic inflammatory response syndrome 42 By P JE SOSIE T
SSI surgical site infections TG BT e
SSSS Staphylococcal Scalded Skin Syndrome 7" N 77 BRI 25 AR B i e {5 1
TSST-1 toxic shock syndrome toxin 1 wEMY 3 v rEEREEE-
VAP ventilator-associated pneumonia N LI 25 B S Al ¢
VISA vancomycin-intermediate resistant Staphylococcus | VO A Y S T R Bk

aureus
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Executive summary

T. MRSA (xF2 U ittt 7 KYEE, methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus)
¥, KRWEMMERD—DTH 3,

2. MRSA IEEFRIY S L OHEZNE S £ K10, BRABEE MRSA, HHELE MRSA
(CA-MRSA ; community-acquired MRSA), $ K UORZBFEER MRSA ICH 152 &
T&E 5,

3. BEARGRAE MRSA IREE, WAEAER®, BT RYEEICHH 2 MRSA O
FLEESOTHTE0%REE LY, FhUTOMBERORD SN B,

4. ABEEEICSVWTMRSAPHBES W BT akAEE LT, MIREERE HB0E K
& - SREBHEARRCRAE, FMAIRRIE, FREBREEL ENET SN B,

5. CAMRSA 3 EICEE - REFERBLENEE N SHBI P T, BRTHHARE
H & FDICH B HDIEIMERICH B,

6. CAMRSAM 5> 5, XETRHS ABI N T 5 USA300 D21 THERN TR Eh
ICLADEINTULEL,

7. CA-MRSA MIFEETF & LTEE4 PVL (Panton-Valentine leukocidin) EE4E#K I LI
FERNTIRIZEAEREINTVWEDL =D, SEEEIMERERL TV,

| Literature review
MRSA (ZEBB RS2 Z TREBNLHTH Y, BN THEES N AR & LTHd
SEEREE DS R BRI X o CEOBEIXR L 205, ARBELSHHEEIN TS
7 K7 ERW O 50~70% % MRSA 2550 TWw5b & SNT X772, mHEIZRAEIN AR
HHNLY, ENOBHEHRMGER E JANIS O F— % & W72 ET#E 2 X %5 &, MRSA J&
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xR 1. RARKRRES KUTHHRRE MRSA OLLE

FrARRRE! (HA-MRSA) TREZE! (CA-MRSA)
ERPREIE RS ABEBED SHEESND MRSA  HHORRAD SHEEE NS MRSA
HEFHER (SCCmec [CXD5H%)  EIC type Il (fl type |, 1) E(C type IV (fEIC type V)
FgoO—> NewYork/Japan USA300 CKREDHIDY)
EE3 BcDER PVL H¥5#EY (ERTIEAMEN)
TATDIZFR B FR, PHE, RE
BE (RE) BD FH# ECHRE F(CEFEE, IR
IRER AT HiEfEzs (TR, ERERHRE
SRR EZ:injk B2 < DHTEEE IC R
JAREE #a RINREF (fe12 URtiRIFEREL)

FOEDORAERIT 10 EMR 10 T ADD) L sns?,

JANIS (BA5 @A BENIEGR K — X4 7 0 ) OMAITMO 2014 FFHIC L 5 &,
MRSA O (MRSA 75-BE B E B/ AR I E T < 100) MR & ) Rk 553, ik
fEE L T69%Z/RL, MR TR FHVWHETH 72, EABRBERMY —X 1 F
VAT, EWEROFHBIGEEF O 9 B MRSA 1F 94.6% % DT 57,

MRSA 2357 S5 £ 4B E LT, VAP (NLIWREZRER%) 52 & dMid%k, Wi
hE, BER - REHRRRGSE, FAMEIRGE, REERGIE R &0 57, 7272 L MRSA 2%
M2 LCHEBICERIEDHNE ThH o772 EET 52 L IINEETH 5, BlzIE
MRSA iﬂ?w&%ﬂ”ﬁk#% LIFLIZDHES N D75, FEBRITHi OB E A &9 13 S 5 IZEF
fili 2 47 > TEEIZHKT§ 2 LES3H 5,

MRSA ZHEH D & Be NG & L CTHI S T b hospital-associated methicillin-resis-
tant S. aureus (HA-MRSA) & 512, HirpE&geRl & L C community-acquired methicillin-re-
sistant S. aureus (CA-MRSA) B X UOZKEMHE MRSA (LA-MRSA : livestock-associated
MRSA) HFAEL TV 5 (LA-MRSA 2DV IO IHS ) .

HA-MRSA & CA-MRSA OERNZOWTIE, RN ZBE2 51X ARBEISDEES
72 MRSA % HA-MRSA, WiH O A2 5508 S 1172 MRSA % CA-MRSA & ZNZENE
#FLTWD (£1),

—75, MWEMICIE SCCmec ODBIZ TR AT, II, IIA % HA-MRSA, IV#, V
% CA-MRSA &£ ZNZENEHRL TWDHo T X I IR 2 3% & M2 2 E e 2
%5720, ELELDOEFREL VLN X o THRA R 2 2B DH 5, WH & BB
T 57290121, SCCmec IZHEDWME A 2 ENEHR I NLH05, — RO T
BT LI LIEIRETH S, €2T, EBRICIEHKRNZENZSEZIC L2050, FHIEZE
SRR BAf 7 MRSA % CA-MRSA & i HE T 558 0% .

—#eIIC HA-MRSA 1, ABEERENT, 77— 7 VIRA, BEOMHZ SN EGC
BES 2027 26T AP0 INLYE0% v —7, CA-MRSA IFEIT/NERH
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FIBORREANDIEG L, PR ETIEA) R T WA H 5%, 7272 LiiETlE, ABEEHE
75 MR AIIC CAMRSA LI SNAREPTHESNLZ L D% LR, BEERD
AT HA-MRSA & CA-MRSA ZH#IZ3T 5 2 L IZHEETH 277,

CA-MRSA IZ X 2 EGHEE LT, KM - SEHMRERHEDS BT O L, ZOFPRIEIR
HCHhBA, FNUNMRZEZ § EBFERFE Y, KEZIZ LD E L THYTIE USA300
&V TRATHRAMEAE L, HIMEREM A% (Panton-Valentine leukocidin : PVL) # A9
HIENRL WY, —F, EINTIE USA300 D% £ 70 CA-MRSA ¥RIZEF N TH Y, PVL A
b D hnE SNTw52S, mEIZENEm»ZD S s" ",

REEPOGHEINLEBT FYIRED I H 10~30% % MRSA 255D TW5b, 41k
\ZB1F 5 MRSA X HA-MRSA & CA-MRSA 2SRIFEL TWA EEZ 6N 50, TOEE
BEAHTH 5,

5| 3k

1

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

JEA A BN I — A 5 v AMAE M AR (2014 4EH), 2015
http://www.nih-janis.jp/report/open_report/2014/3/1/ken_Open_Report_201400 (clsi2012).pdf
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[Epub ahead of print]
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E xecutive summary

MMRSAEDON>OXqA4 > (VCM), 47> => (TEIC), FIXNH >
(ABK*), YUY UK (LZD), #7 k<1 > > (DAP) | CLSI EEDMMEEIFIF &
AETFELEV, (xABK |3 CLSIEEN K WO T GM TRAL 7=0)

ABK & DAP 358V EN%EHF ¥, VCM & TEIC DFEH1E5E<, LZD 3 E#EIEA
ERTYo

B o | REENERO> 0D

MRSA (Z% 9 % TEIC & LZD O MICe & 2 ug/mL, ABK, VCM, DAP & 1 ug/mL
THZDP, ChE5DREMEIREETETOENIBOHS5N 2,

VCM @ MIC #* 2 ug/mL O#kIZ3t L T VCM DEEFRII R I EEFETE LWV EDREN S
¥BHdp, EEIZEIERICH B,

FIMRSAZE LI DAL T 7 A RXHJ—IL/ MU X NTUL (STEFE) £V T772E
> > (RFP) M MICy I3 0.125 £ =<0.06 ug/mL TH 3", ILERBIEHTIEH 2D

MEREIPBH 5N 5,

CA-MRSA X B-Z 7V Z LFEILBMERTZELV H DY, BEICEEMMEILT 2D TE
HALUAu,

CA-MRSA (i MRSA ZE IS4 12, 7)) > 4~<w414 > (CLDM), S /%1471 >
(MINO), ¥/ 0> %%, 73I /7)Y RRFBICEMEEFETHEAEI S,

MIMRSAE A4S (HEELZEIRT 31241F, HRICLIEZBRIM/IN2— P EL
BOTCEBBEDTLFINAFT S LEIRBTIVEN & 5,

MIC DBIFEHE (B IC&-T, IZVCM & DAP O MIC B ZEEIT 5D TRE
BT 3,

WFNOMBEZEICHMERPFET 2D TEICMIC ZBEETNETH S,

MRSA REIEDBEHA RS~ 5
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Literature revie

DAE TR TN TWABHL MRSA #ix, VCM, TEIC, ABK, LZD, DAP ® 5 ffi%fiC
& %, Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute (CLSI)” & European Committee on
Antimicrobial Susceptibility Testing (EUCAST)? k¥ D &M 703 % 3 2 1R L7z,

ABK OFEHEIZ DT GM OFE#EEZ R L7z, CLSI & EUCAST @ (S) ¥ % gy
%L VCM, LZD, DAPZF—TdH %%, TEICIZ4 50 E2H %, CLSIIE (1) DIH
H#%% %73 EUCAST 1237 \ve Mi# 2 (R) THKY % & VCM & 8%, TEIC & 16 fi
DN DH Y, EUCAST DT ) gk LWHEHEL GZIT T 5,

SHFERANMIMEEERZES —RA TV ADTF =73 "% BE I LK 3 05, CLSILH#ET
WETPERNIIAFAE L 2 \vaS, EUCAST Tid TEIC T3.0%, DAP T 08% DR A4
HZ LIl b, ABKIZFEH#EIZ 2123, 2 ug/mL % breakpoint & 94 & 2.1% DI H A
HFAET %o

6 IRF[EI A% E D JHIREIE] TR A ) % A 379t MRSA 31X, ABK & DAP D 2HIDOATH 5",
FIZDAP @NNA A 7 4 VATRIIED & ) GEEORECEICH L TORR TSI ZH L
TWA%¥, VCM & TEIC O MBREIIZIZE A LPFFTE RV, TS OHL MRSA 3
DI IINIAEAR 24 eI FRE DORERI AL EETH B, LZD ORMINFIT L A L% CHWM

WHERT 525, CHRZEEICEAGKRZILOZHRTH L, ZORBIILHARI LI ZTE
ZWARKETH DY, AEMEANOEEZE S HEI TP T VIREICZ > Twd &
E Y (W3

K ERAAFAPEERZET — 1 5 ¥ 2128V TIUE Sz MRSA #RIZHHE 5
HAEHUR B O VRS H 2 /R 37°79, TEIC & LZD @ MICy 1& 2 ug/mL, ABK, VCM
DAP 13 1 ug/mL, ST & 0125 ug/mL, RFP 13=<006 ug/mL T& %75, &k THAaD
MRSA 2FHET 5 728, Hiik M CE TR > -2 WA 6D H 5. Hitiak D49t MRSA
TR 2B H LR T 2 LEID 5,

VCM O#e/NMEFRHIEIERE (MIC) 2MEA I EDN->TETWABEISR, MIC creep 254 H

K2 BEH MRSAZE®D S. aureus [CXid % breakpoint
(CLSI & EUCAST DEER)

cLsI EUCAST
S [ R S R
VCM =2 4,8 216 =2 >2
TEIC =8 16 =32 =2 >2
LzD =4 — 28 =4 >4
DAP =<1 = — =1 >1
GM (ABK) =4 8 216 =<1 >1

S ; susceptible, | ; intermediate, R ; resistant
ABK @ breakpoint 52#IF%xWL\DT GM TRA LT,
ZEk 1, 2 KbSIHNE)

MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



£ 3. =EROANEERSEY —XA S YA ICHBVTRES Nz MRSA #%ICx o 2 ZENEZORE T
Antibacterial agent MIC (ug/mL)
strains =0.06 0.125 0.25 0.5 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 128 =256 MICso MICgo
ABK n 1,005 4 109 467 326 78 15 5 1 0.5 1
% 04 112 577 90.1 979 994 999 100.0
VCM n 1,005 1 117 797 90 1 1
% 0.1 11.7 91.0 100.0
TEIC n 1,005 3 29 387 432 121 23 10 1 2
% 0.3 32 41.7 847 96.7 99.0 100.0
LZD n 1,005 5 234 691 75 2 2
% 05 238 925 100.0
DAP n 241 64 144 34 2 0.5 1
% 26.2 852 99.2 100.0
RFP n 221 218 1 1 1 =0.06 =0.06
% 98.6 99.1 995 995 995 100.0
ST n 418 292 114 7 1 1 3* =0.06 0.125
% 699 97.1 988 99.0 990 99.0 99.3 993 100.0

B o | REENERO> 0D

FRREDH C5Hii. *=16 ug/mL : REATREE
(@R 3~ 9, 16 &D3IFHNE)

x4, =Z2EEANEERSEY—NASUICBVTRES N 1,005
#%d VCM MIC 2 ug/mL 05
SA (%) MRSA (#) VCM 2 ug/mL (#) vc;ﬂﬁe ‘(‘%m"

2006 RTI 205 130 13 10.0
2007 RTI 226 135 20 14.8
2008 RTI 189 113 13 115
2009 RTI 130 76 10 132
2010 RTI 206 104 B 5.8
2010 SSl 142 103 10 9.7
2011 UTI 55 3 55
2011ENT 112 29 0 0.0
2012 RTI 232 119 9 76
2013DMT 579 141 6 43

as 2,076 1,005 90 9.0
REEO T

(3@ 16 &D5IAHZE)

POHEINTWVAE T, Zd MIC creeping 25\ OGS H 502, BHIRERIC
FHE L72RIZIZ E A DML T 2 DT, [ E O 1Z 2o FHERO S RITE
HWs5EOHMEDH L2, 51T, FHRMO TEIC I2H FMEEOBR 3 HE SNTw b2,
X512, VCM @ MIC 78 2 ug/mL OFRIZH LT, ZOHEBERIENT L L v & o
LR NTWBEZ? . 20 MIC 282 ug/mL OMOMIIE, £4I1RT X ) IGEEIC R
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TOWAEAFRD b,

AR 10% FEAAEL TV 52, CLSI T) EUCAST TH I I NS, L
ML, AHFHEICIZERD R IIRFETE LR ELH 5 L ORELH 57, 2 512, Eii
PR R [ Hi AR T TR (area under the blood concentration time curve : AUC) % MIC
TH9 % AUC/MIC » b8 & b VCM ORI BB OB 2 5720, 3l
FEW BRI EETH 5%, 72721, VCM @ MIC I HiEIZ L - Tlx, ZOH%E LG
il X E T 525,

MIC creep 2 & % VCM @ MIC A2 pug/mL % A3 A ROBNE, ~7 1 VISA oXghne
FRICHE LTV EHME SN TWESY, ZoAT 1 VISA I, 2BREARTVCM @ MIC
A4 ug/mL YL EEATHABOMAL (vancomycin-intermediate resistant Staphylococcus
aureus : VISA #ifg) % & E MRSA ZEMK L, VISA flilg® population 738 2 1LidH 2 %
1ZEVISARRIZED s —FHT, -7 7 % LFIZL > T VCM iH 2555 E X 115 MRSA
(BIVR) diESINTnAE* ¥, ZoIEB-97 % 23EE VCM L DpHEHIZE - T VCM
DORFEPWIGENTLEIRTD 5, IR EE S 7z MRSA @ 65~185%A3~\7 1 VISA
THh, Mudbk&FBRIC, ZDAT 1 VISA @ 60.0~833%7% BIVR OHE b g d - T
Wan®, F7z, \_Z”Lf?)@ﬂw)i‘"u”fﬁf IMFEMTREL R R ->TBY, HiiRkOREIXH

HTIRT ARERD D, T2, L% > Tslow VISA 2GS TB Y, 2ok
72 B DL L3 C VCM @ MIC 28 8~24 ug/mL ML EZ/RL TWwW5Y,

72, LT MRSA SEUAMZ S ERARDSWF T E 20MHEDSDH 5, ST G4l & RFP
? MICy (% 0.125 & <0.06 ug/mL T %, RFP O HARfE XL L5 ST AHIE D
PRI & > T RNA A% 3R CTHET 2458 (K1), mEE LB S s &)
HENTWBY,

AL, E2rLDHIER D AIET 2 O THRARZHERBRIIVLETH S, RK3IT3ER
(AL BEF S - HAREAYEY S - HABRIRBEY 7)) SRR ERZMET — XA
TV ATRESINIRREZ R WTFhoOGiRED RIFRERZEEZ R LTS0S, &
JEa% [ TR O MRSA DFAET 5720, TNENTEL 72 MICHZ A 5E6H5 5 D
T, HEFXD &P MRSA 312609 2 Rz 2 88T 2 LD 5.

CA-MRSA (X B-F 7 % LI EZIRTGEDVH 505, -7 7 ¥ LI TESITEE
AL T DT P-F 7 & 2IIIHEH L W=, CA-MRSA & SCCmec type 11 UAH %\
T, ZHIEALIE type T IZEHEA TV RV, 20720, CLDM, MINO, ¥/ oy R#,
T3 ay FREICH SRR THRIAETET 5,

BN CEAE L T\ % MRSA OUFBUITKHiik CTR 2> TE Y, JuHSIcx 3 2 B2tk b =
o TWwb, Hiik® MRSA |28 LT, i MRSA #%& &L MW E Oz (7~ F
IAF T T L) #IPBLTHIDT B2LEDLRDH S, 72, Etest TVCM O MIC A3 15 ug/
mL DLk MRSA &Y B E OEFENFITET I 2 & OG22 %A%, Etest THD
% VCM @ MIC (2R WA REE (Agar dilution method) AR A (Broth
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Para-aminobenzoic acid (PABA) 2-amino-4-hydroxy-6-pyrophosphoryl-methylpteridine

) STEAIIF 2R CTribonucleotide DGR ZEE U,
Yk ROT7 01 VBARER o, ,0 M RFP(EI:ritic_‘JnucIeotide’EEﬁ“é’ﬁERNAﬁﬁ%’Eﬁ5
Dihydropteroate Synthase S N BRZEET 2. BEREUTRNASHIEIERMET
WEOH I ’L::f H JOvoENBIo, MEEHHICL <752,

JL T Sulfamethoxazoleh'fEE

H

oy AT

HaN"W Yk RO : dihydrofolic RNAAEJ?,
P!

FOL, A

Je ROERLIOI5—E /J\ o 2

(dihydrofolate reductase DHFR J e B GHO--T-"-\.
EIRSM DNAﬁKTli{RNAﬂ*UXT £ - o, ?1 J""“” L 1__.\H

w N
\ka Trlmethopnmb\llﬁi H - hilh g 7
0 f'] ; \ [s13] \._\_,.\.\_
)|\ | ribonucleotide Rifampicinb‘Bﬁ%

RN Tl\jt ROZERE : Tetrahydrofollc acid

1. ST &&l& RFP #AIC K2 RNA SHFEE#E

dilution method) & ¥ & & TMPEMNHE < EHTI23H 57, L7z2s-> T, dliFHWHNT
W B EEIEERS B D 7 BRI T & D v MIC & 2 B EREDH B 512
FALOWEHEERLWERHIC L 22D BOONL 2 00, HREZONEERE L Etest T
HoNnd MIC OMMEZERT L2 L EETH LY, LZD L, HOCBEETHO 23S
rRNA domain V ®Z5H (G2576T, T2500A £5) (THEEH L TW722%, 4R TIIEE e
%7 T AN EIZD 57z ofr 15T (23S rRNA adenine 2503 & X 7 WAL 5 FK) 12X
B D Wi S Tn5™Y,
DAP 3RO I vV 2R L CHllaiEz Bl L, WHRNO KA A+ 2% 2 FWARSHI IR
TRHEMEHT 7%, DAPIZ (+) KFvy—YLTwa oMo () &5
ZREET B IMERIE, mprF OZEFIZ X o THIKIE Eo (+) %< 5720, DAP ®
(+) ERFELD > TDAPIZBISHEETE %R % 57", DAP OB 135% s S
NTWB2, mprF OZERPDAP MR OL L 2 HOTwbH, TNODOERDSHERIN
%< ThH, DAP OMEHAHICHE NI T T 220G S Tnb2%, 2ok 28Rl
VCM TH FRICHER SN TS, £ O MBEITHRBRIIB & Wbl %2 & bE 7426 T
DAP T58% (7/120), VCM T 132% (7/53) ToH 72", F 7z, FARIZITHEIBA O A
DFMTIZ DAP %°316% (6/19), VCM 23444% (4/9) THholzMiEshTwab iz
B, WHEBDITHEHEPTHIEMED L M EMEo MBLICIZFEEILETH LY, 72
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1. AERERkaftE LTH MRSA

Executive summary

1. BF, #£%0DAHE MRSA & IEXRI& h 3 RE/MEMRSA (LA-MRSA) A H#HRZH
THh SSHEEICABEI N, AICHEEL TW A,

2. LA-MRSA MZE & MIRIE ST398/spa t011 or t034/SCCmec IVaor V T& 3,

3. b ETIE ST221, ST97, ST5 M MRSA #HEb 5 RBES W T3, RS TR

KTHITT S ST398 IFIMES L TL LY,

4. —F, RH»50OMRSA PEERIEL, TICEBRENERETH 3 MRSA LT 3

X F ) UED Staphylococcus pseudintermedius D BESI B,

O, HBEMRIRICEE T 5 REMCEMB RO MRSA REX IEBHEE L VS <,

DEES N 5 MRSA DEEFE X ADRFEEA THRITY 5 MRSA EEEIL T3,

Literature review

RZBEE MRSA DS EES

MRSA IZADBENEGORRE & L TEER SN TS, &4, Fbeiliko MRSA
(HA-MRSA : hospital-acquired MRSA) & PEIRASEE 7% 248 AN H 2 Wi R THA LI
% MRSA (CA-MRSA : community-acquired MRSA) SR & 72> TWw5b, MRSA IZA
ED TR, M, 4 MBIUOBEZEZIIE28WH S oM snTE7228, &
LWHTIEFER SN TB S THER O MM TR o720 ilt, + 7 ¥ ¥ OEKIEEL DKRIE
TH B ARDYLIHHR LT % HRKEMHE MRSA (LA-MRSA : livestock-associated
MRSA) 23558 St H 372" LA-MRSA OWfEZR BRI ENTWARWD, £HICH
L, HA-MRSA B XU CA-MRSA O#EZFRIEXFI S5 MRSA THAH (£5)

LA-MRSA 3AHIHIZ4a —a v NOERREDRYICHHL (X2), NIHEHEL
727, L72h55 T, LA-MRSA I35EKD MRSA & & b IZARA A EHEH T XEME &
Z 2z bbo LA-MRSA O BEF09MEIRIE MLST (multi locus sequence typing) 75 ST398
ThY, w7 F7KEOWERE T TH 5 protein A BIET (spa) DL EFIROIEIRS
% 21T L7z spa BNIZ 1011 & %\ 1% t034 T, MRSA O F#EF LOBEELZ—H—Thb
SCCmec B IVa#ld A\ VEITH ), AHE MRSA & BfEICX B S 7z, ST #l

MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



AL N G

SN

#=5. HA-MRSA/CA-MRSA/LA-MRSA OESHIRDLE

{E27N HA-MRSA CA-MRSA LA-MRSA
2P EEfRitEER TEA K&
FAIRZ S ZA %< OFIEZICREZM ZA|
SCCmec & [, 2y v, V& IVa, V&
spa B t002 t018, t019, t021 t011 or t0O34
MLST 24 ST5 ST30 ST398

@ (&) | BB (&)  um
12% (ST9)| (cooy  |32% (CCO)

>N Z O AC RS> H

Ry .
5~179% (CC97) 22| .
9~42% (CC398)()| ¢

FS504 B
28%(CC97.9) 2

10~23% (CC398)
11% (ST398) b

FXUA
21~49% (ST398)

IS5 Ry
MRSA 9.7%
(ST398 34%) is

Al

PEIP
3% (ST398)

LY (ST398)

&> _ e
— v/ 0.9~8% (&)
o L - (sT221,5T97.5T5) | I
40% (CC9)| 3% (ST9) 4~43% (CCY) Chenetal, 2014
Sande-Bruinsma et al., 2015

Smith et al., 2015
Pantosti et al.,, 2012

2. LA-MRSA OihiEr53

N TV MBS EAFAET B L clonal complex (CC) 2SR X, LA-MRSA CC398 75#: b
Jis S HEFUCIERL L, CCY 25KV TV D, MRSA ST398 ®F—t v /84t 7 A ) 7 THE
SNDEOREFEIZ, 249 95 857% L&, KOFEHTIIND 64%H»HMETH
D, REWIEL BEEBIRHE LTI EDBWPLNE R o727, S5, 5 V5D
MRSA ST398 124 L TV A KDL WO HIRIC BT, D MRSA 78R8 3 f%
ERHLZY, MEZHZE N, Y THEIR SN, BT Tca—u vy NIZBWTKIEE, A,
LA, MO LELVET GFREH) £%oTwb, X512 MRSA ST398 1370 i %,
¥ A4 OEER, 17> OKRE, HFTORK KERHEEDS b 5HEREDN R I TS,
BEALDGHERIET NI A7) VR, BT 75 2% 7uFf R, JYryayIF
K, AMLTMTT IR L TEANMTEEZ R,

HAETIZ 2005 SEIZHA A B SCCmec IV B> MRSA 25408 S 7z (045%)% D
%, A (1.3%), KA (15%) 55 MRSA 75558 £ 1L SCCmec IV DY 7 % £ 7 TH -
721 2010 4F KD B E X 7 7 H 5 MRSA (09%) 2355 2 7, SCCmec BUHNE T & 72

MRSA BEDREH A RSA Y 17



>N IZ O AC O R i U > E

18

Mo 7zAs, ST221 Tspa BIF t002 TH Y, 7Y¥Y Y Y, XFIY Y, AMLT <A
YRR LY EOBROFAETEEIN OWKOBIEZ T 75 MRSA (8%) 355
BT o Bl S 72 MRSA 12 ST97/spa t1236/SCCmec V & ST5/spa t002/3F 7 SCCrmec
ThY, 7YYL, FFXFH VY, TRIHAZ) VAR LTz, L2285 T,
BB ETI—a v % FEELTWwAD MRSA ST398 # il L7 & OME I WD, KH S
SHES NI AT ) VIR VEE AT B BRI O 40% Y ST398/spa 1034 Tdh 5", mec #in
T DK RED T — 1 v 3 SEA SN TV AR ZE % 2 1UE MRSA ST398 Db 7S
EANORAZERT 2 LE»D L. £72, FOIAE %L S MRSA 235508 S, ST5/spa
t002 or t375/SCCmec 11 & ST89/spa t5266/SCCmec 1la DR % 7% L A HI sk MRSA & 1
Lzt o#iEdbdh s,

LA-MRSA O#j & N\ & O TOERK, BRI 28I X %, £72, MRSA
MR L2 IKEEY ClE, MRSA WCTHER L7ZBERICEL ) SEHICEKET 5 L 0oMiEsd 5,
7272L, LA-MRSA D AN-ADE#FIZ & bOTENE SN b,

FHEEMRREICE T D MRSA DHEE]

MRSA ORRLHiH S D/FHEMRE IS A ENT WD, L L, HATOSEERIZRVw0
EMEL, K5 044% (1/225) 12§ o7z AL MESND 7 Ko ERRE ORI
HHMT N IRE TH B 00 L, BB Tl Staphylococcus intermedius group (SIG)
DRPA D, FRITEERE SN 7z S. pseudintermedius 2SEHE L T TWw %, SIG & MRSA
EHEALFER R BAZ AR BL L TH Y, 16STRNA EIZ T FET 5 Z &I
Thbo EFHIBTILSIG OGHEHREV DLV VRMEINTESY, HET N
Bl & RSP TV B 720 ICRAIE SN TWAE I DD b, Lo T, HEEW» S0
MRSA 73R 2 MR DG EIEE T KT 50 S. pseudintermedius (3R DNRBHE D 5 K H T
HYAF ) VidEERTEENS V. FANCBIT R RELOHRE N DD, M
FEIARN 22 208 S PR B BE (2 B 3 2 BRIEE R R B B BRI AR § 5 2 & 03D 5"

HAREN D BE L B30T B MRSA QX BREEHT R B & RERT O PR IR = ASEHIEFE DL b
ICRWZ ETH DY, HROPAETHEEMD 229%, BWFEEMD 10% 5 S Sz,
B, WD B 2 L AREEBYWERER 2> 5 13558 S e Do 720 MEREIRHEEC HIRT 5
MRSA 1%, SCCmec #I2STI 24, MLST 2% ST5, spa B23t002 % /R § A% < HA-MRSA
LRI Nz [ —OHARENY L O BREL BT R )W AR, SE KR, IRBEEREED 501 X
T A=V F P IVELIKBIE TR T & v MRSA RIS N TV 5 2 &5 5 B &G
BRBEINT WD, TRV ATHFITOWTIHNITLAZEZ A, BUROBEMPAERETH -
7270 L72hio T, S Hh0N— b TADREED SHEEIIREE I L, Bk T
DEENEGA L D IS R L 72 D L E 2 bz,
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V.

in MRSA EDEREFFE, EIROESE

Executive summary

1.

10.

HhHIETEAEELIH MRSAE(E, ) OXRTFRKHERE (VCM - TEIC), 73X/ 9
a3 RRE (ABK), #xHJ 1)/ RE (LZD), WIRRUKRXRTF KR (DAP)
DAZRKEERTH D, Zhh5DIEAHERE - ERABERXIIE<2DIMEETEL 3,

- bPEICH B MRSA IR L TIREVESEEH LTV 57, ABK OBISHE 3

BUMAE - FRICBREI N TH Y, DAP IR ISESIE B UL,

. VCM, TEIC OEEMNR EHEEDERD 5 Twa PK/PD /X X — %13 AUC/MIC,

ABK T3 Coea/MIC, LZD T AUC/MIC, DAP Tl AUC/MIC & U Cra/MIC &
EZZ56hhTW3,

. TDM OEHBHIVBEE Eh 35D, VCM, TEIC, ABK 7% 3,

- bHETRECIEEVD, MRSABRFEEICFERAI W TLWSIMEEICIE, RFP, STE

B, MINO R ELWH B, ThZhDMBEEDIERE EHET 5 PK/PD /XT 4 — % (3BH
5HTIEE UL,

- L MRSA EDHBEBZITIER, MERICLVEL S,

- VCM, TEIC, ABK, DAP ¥, BEALIREFATRH#EZZITESLVHREI NS,

LZD 3FFERMICAHEZ T, FFEERBDIB LV W S,

. VCM, TEIC, ABK, DAP Tid, BH#EEICICU -HiE - HERBIHEI N T3,

- {B% D MRSA ED4HIEIER - EMAEERICIIIR T IVEN H 3,

TANTOH MRSAET, MELH 5 WIBERZMELORMBEIFEL T3 (BFNDIE
W) OT, ZThZhEROREICIIEIET 5,

MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



HAENZ BT 5 ZNZhoft MRSA SO R F o IniE X3 6 12”3 X 9 I8 L CiE
JRADS, JREERIEGSRE (XD 2SE O IE I F EF N TV e\, L MRSA #D % IZEMARNT
R#EZTFH LR, RICE»LPEES NS, Me— LZD IZIEREEMICRH % 21, FIC
IEEHACHD D 2 HHRE S Y,

L7:255 T, RESRIESSEICSH LGl LZD IR S e v, 72, ABK I3KRE
i, HOOENIIE T 2P0 MRSA #EAe , BHREHABICTRRISRO O Tw 2 enb,
i 9% & BOMAE V2 BRE L 72 HGE 257 S 7D D BIIE DSBRER & 72 5 TV %, DAP I
i CORFAIE X BEDWIGA A SN D 72 0MiRICIT#EIGZH L ThWian, 72, Zh
DA ORI EOBEISIED, %3 L b ZNENROEFOEEICEIL B OTIIARL, K
IAKGEHGERE OIEFI O AR R R RED S F SF 2H1E, 4 O R A X
NTVLHEDHLOT, KIIIFKITHFRT 2080 H 5, $72, BUETIRETXTOHN
MRSA #T, MWELD 5 VIFMREZ AL OMEIFE L TV b (BFOHBH) OT, £
NENOHF) OBIROBIIEZ M R T 52 LEREET 5.

P3O PK/PD BEROBIRIGHIE, BAETIE—BWIITbN TV, ThEhoht
MRSA EDOEHEME LM T %5 PK/PD 787 A =7 W IN D BRERGFHBEREEZ D
n, VCM, TEIC Tix AUC/MIC, ABK Ti& Cps/MIC, LZD TiZ AUC/MIC, DAP T
13 AUC/MIC BEL U Coo/ MIC EZZ5NTWAE T, 5B, Cou (3G THEBZ O A
FETHY, Cour lZFGAET 30~60 532 DIMHHRE %2 FEK T %, T72, EIRT TDM »3%
B2 P MRSA 31X VCM, TEIC #1UZ ABK @ 3#ITH 5%, LZD TILEHERERE EE |2
%ﬁ%%“i$%kéhfﬁb[MPT@%E®%%%@%%@&%%#%%&éﬂ,ﬁ
DB O L TDM b FEhi SN \was, —FROEIWER TR BRI 2 B2 H
DT, WREPEEDRD 55 CWMERBEPANLE R BETOMHARICIERZET 5, £

RO BRI > IS E

BVE VCM TEIC  ABK LZD DAP
sk - iR - BRE O O O O
IEMEIRIRERRZR D R O
BImE O O O O O
R DR O O
REMERBRE 12 MEIRRZAE O O O
SHE - BMEB LUFIlTRID ZRES O O O O
USh - BED RS O
FBER - BIER O
FRRRSE @)
{ERRMEBERER @)
MRSA, Ffzld MRCNS BRHEEHND O
FEREIFHRERIRIAME
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NZEND TDM & % & PK/PD f##T o HEEE S £ O° TDM OFEERIZDO W TIEH-1 B X O
TDM OHHZSBOZ &, % B, RFP, ST &4#l, MINO % & OEFEMBETFHM O 7200
PK/PD /8T 2 —%, BLXUZOHBEEZR EIZH LTV,

ZFNZNOH MRSA HOMMBITEIZOWTRMERICE > TEEFEETH YO, I
EOPHEB O T — & LT LT TIERwv. M-112iZZFhZhodt MRSA #Eo
HREFEATIE BT 250k A% 5 2%, AR PRBOEIE 2 4 L T\ 2 IEGWE IS 7% 4 T 5 lgar
ANOBITHEL, HERZUGTAICELIOLHELTL v, LaL, &9 L HEE
ISHZD XD LFEAFITHESN TV ARWIEELH Y, BIL2 % TOBITHICENR, A%
PEDSHATE T & 2 IRGIE D D 5 o LB BATIEDSHIBR S 1 5 s #3 %0 g L, Bl 2 (TR -
Bt 2 WIdIE%k e T, BRI OBITEEIRE EAT 260 H 50T, HER
HHNRIRDRDO HN D, 7272, ENENORYGIEITHT % BIE 2 HHEIUL, L3 BE
R BARICE DV TITbNERET, BITHEOATWMLEONE bDOTIE RV, FlZIE,
FIR B ME 2 & PK/PD 785 2 — % O A TR0 3HMi T & 70 WHi MRSA 0451k B
N, TNODEIRIREE L TRANISGTHE I NS RETH S, PK/PD /8T XA —F (2HD <
BRI 7 A BIUC O W TR PHE D K 2 BIR X 2w, mMRSAﬁmmf IoWVWTiE
FAZIBR_ 7228, BHEEI D VCM, TEIC, ABK, DAP T, BHEEICIS U2 - HE

SR I N TV S, ZOFERNEH-1 15t L7z,

il 2 OHLMRSA FEOFEEIVER - WA EAEHIZDOWT B M-112588 L7225, MRSA
Y & FIET % EE%% X, SESFLEBRBERLEGIHEZH TSI EDVLVDT, ©4
W Y 5 72O B HEIRBOME L ILRSCHEEDNOEHEOFE L&D &
T+ \t;ﬁﬂr‘%ﬁ%@%& F7:, BEROZ CFHERAN (BHFEKA) (SMBL
R %5DT, TDM % Ex G L#IE 2855 - #5352 %1005, BG4«
EHMIET L EDNLEE L, B, TRENOH MRSA OERERN P58, 58
WZonWTlE, BE#ERSEOH, BXUOH-10FNENOEAOFFHICHIRINTVSLDT
SR E N2,

F 72, PLMRSA SO FRiHEG 2oV T, BIMFi % L2 B AR H TOMip x5
THIEETHDDLH LA, TEF Y RRIRZTH TRV W, BEBRBBE 52OV TIE,
REDIRWT, B XA HERRABE % & T, —HOBCKDO T A ¥ 74 VXKW
B oM %2 &2 CiERT2300H 57, L L, ToFHAECEH R EFT Y
AW BT TIE %R L, PUMRSA EORBML G P FHRISHELZVWETI2HEDL D
59, bHPETYH, SHZOLERRERMOGM, BIRFEH 2 ELERLTVIRETH
59e BT, WK TP MRSA 313 MRSA LSO 275 2 Bt IR SE L b #EIs S hv b
z <‘:7b§%’7b‘ LRAIHEISIERT S 2 EI1FEF L L 2Wwads, MRCNS J&HEZ &, $TL MRSA

LB LEL T AL H 5. 20RO EGHODVE TORFRED—>TH A9,

%3, VCM 2B L CTix [MRSA Xix MRCNS EHensit b 5 8B rh i AE | o

WHE - AR AEMAGE S N7z (2014 4E5 H)o
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&R 7. KERIF MRSA ZEDEIR (A - #18) -1

BEIME

RRZEDPIBRR

(b, Fil=ss, A=)

(RIEMRERAE, 18MIREIE)

(BM5 - BEB KOFIMRID ZRER)

(UBA - BEBDRER)

CHREEINZE T 0D

FEERE &R
LZD (A-) [ ABK (B-I) ]
VCM (A-)
TEIC (A-D

VCM (CHIN)
LZD (BN

[ DAP (A-]) | ABK (B-ID)

[ vVCM (AD | TEIC (B-II)

LZD (B-ID
TEIC (B-II)
ABK (B-III)
LZD (Bl

[ DAP (A) | [ TEIC (B-ID) ]

[ LZD (A-D) | ABK (B-II)
VCM (A-)
VCM (A [ TEIC (B-) |
LZD (A-]) ABK (Bl
DAP_(A-l)

TEIC (B-lI)
VCM (A-Il) ABK (B-lI)
LZD (Al

& 8. KERIF MRSA ZEDREIR (A - ##8) 2

S FERIRE
8 - BIENRRRIE
(LaiESeE - B8EY)  DAP (B
IR PIRRRIE
SRR AR R
(BBAERY) LZD (B-I)
FRESRAZUIE VCM (BN

YFRERRIAMERE D
RERREE

CMRIRERNZEY 20D

(A% =P
LzD (B-lI)
TEIC (B-Il)

TEIC (B-lI)
LzD (B-lI)
DAP (B-IIl)
ABK (B-Ill)

TEIC (C-l)
DAP (C-ll)

TEIC (B-lI)
DAP (B-lIl)
ABK (B-Ill)
LZD (B-lID

LZzD (C-li)
DAP (C-ll)

T72, DYETRZHIMNE Y F ABRERTHE L L TURR SN2 TGC &, EEN 7ML
BATIEZ 7R § 72O IZBOR Tid MRSA (2 X 2 BHEVENEIE N R ASRE R B2 - WAL AR & e
DHMGEREDO—DL LTHA FI4 Y THHRSI N TV L3 ENTOREMEZ
ORI % SNTWHRWOT, KA FF 4 2 Tld MRSA EGE T OB I3 EF

fliL TWizwy,

DEDSIEFIERERZWMRLT, AT FI A4 2 THIES N HARM % PR 44 12 HE
U725 A BRI GRAGIR) (I2oWTHT7, 8ICEFEOTURLAD, LM THE
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V. it MRSA EDO#H AL

Executive summary

1. BABRD A L MRSA BEfEICH LTIk, Hi MRSA Z3ER|E L CHBCEAT S
(A-) o

HEMBAROM> WIS H

2. VCM, TEIC, ABK, DAP & B-5 7 & L= & OBEERED in vitro, in vivo CHERE
hTWwapy, BRRMERMICEAL TS SEZBAPVDETHS (B,

3. VCM & B-5 7 2 LREOHAICEAL T, —EREA#>h2BIVREICEIEEET
3 (A,

4. VCM & RFP OB HIRBRINICAD N 3BAP 555, VCM BEREEE LA S5
IEFLAULANIVOBREEREVDOTEIREETS (B,

O, NAATAIVLBLAEICH L, VCM &E8E L-AEE T84 X RFP Ot &£
B33 (B-l),

6. RFP 3BEACHMEE LT WA A TERTS (A,

Literature review

[N D BRI T W BE 7 BT MRSA 31X, VCM, TEIC, ABK, LZD, DAP @ 53
AICRON L, 2 TH VEM IZIZRWHHREBRSH ), T AL EETHLI LD
O, SEIF MBI LTVCM A E—EIEE L LTSN TE 72, LA LIS, VCM
® MIC creeping” iZBEMLRIEE L THEEHEINTBY, REMLOHBRBITER N +
T ANV ABEGHENN R ORI 2 &b, B EIRIEERE L I N Twb, L7z2i- THEIC
VCM CTHHEHZ BT 2 O Tldk {, EYYEORREC IR IS UT, @MY mihg
A BRNT L ENEETDH D, 2721, #T FYEREIC X 2 M EEGE R LA 412
BT, HHBPLMRSA D VEM ICHT 5L EOZE 7TV 23RO LN D DO,
MEMFEMAEAEEZ D > TVCM & L 2 BN A2 R L7z LE e o8Bk TH 5.
INHOMRSABIIEDO FHIILT LI TR TE 20 TId% <, ERNIZIG L Tht
MRSA & ZDOMOPHEIE L O L ZEEITRETH %,

JLAE, PLMRSA L MMOMREE L OF LD VL6 TEHINTETWEY, £
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invitro, b L < X invivo DFEBFRERZRLZDBDOTHY, VYT ¥ X LX)VORKRR
ERLA i {F S il = a s VAR N

Dilworth &% 13 ML & GiE D J5 KB T 5 20 #D MRSA & 4 %o VISA #x14 & LT,
in vitro T VCM & TAZ/PIPC, & L <& oxacillin O AR Z AT L, HFEREHFELD
LN EWMELTWA, $72, Climo 52137 ¥ v b DL % & B IEE 0B 925 T VCM
& nafcillin ORISR ZRL TWwb, VCM & -5 7 ¥ L REOPHIZEE T % in vitro, in
vivo D FE & 7R L7253 LTI A BIF 2R R ST, 72720, BR
KD % 23— DO#IG T BIVR RSFEAET 2 Z LWL NIZI N TV B DT, KB
BCIEEEZET 5, —), WL 5% invivo T BIVR ¥4 5% TEIC & -5 7 ¥ 4
RO CTHIER RGO L HE L T b,

—7, Werth 5'1% DAP & ceftaroline ® hVISA, 3 X O DAP iifh: VISA 12xF3 %
MR R % invitro TEHII L, MG ICHFERIRDRD N2 L BT 5B, ZOMld DAP &
B-5 27 % LML ORI T % in vitro DMET O THMERZME L TWVDE LD
%\, [AIEIC Mehta 5713 invitro TDAP & -5 7 % 2 %3 & OB L U DAP Tif 1k
DR IEREAH B Z L ZR LTV 5,

72, ABK 2L Tidin vitro TVCM, TEIC, SBT/ABPC % & ®ff 7% h-VISA |2
U CHIER R EZ R L2 T 5m L 0D 5,

)5, REPIEERRIIY; T VCM R THWON G Z D% o 7228, invitro D
R TIEEPL, TREAELEFMINTVE LDONLE W, Lh LIE4E, Jorgensen 52 1%
< AHET FYRBEEHET T IV TNA F 7 4 VARG T 5 VCM, LZD, DAP,
TGC ¥, B LU RFP, VCM, LZD, DAP % & O TO®EE#MaT L, RFP 2 &
ATEOERIAMAHIF L O L D BRI R E R L2 L REL TV 5,

MRSA It EHEIC BT S VEM b L L IZ DAP & -5 7 ¥ 223 & O HRIR DR
Bt T AR R 2 AR SN TW 57,

Dilworth 5%'1& MRSA B Il ® B # T VCM B E VCM & -5 7 & 2RO
HCHEDEZ KL Cnb, A—lifTcogs & at— MIETHY, ol
EF Y RAEFE LRV, 50FOHHEETIEZ96% DBREREZ/)R L, VCM Hl#EED 80% &
WLTHEAZD > TENZEREITRENT WS, 72, B LN D AW 7T
TIEPEHRET 1L FId 11 B (100%) OBRE=E, HMBETIE 11 604 9Bl (81.8%) DERIA
RBCTHoleLhRXTWb, 72721, WiHEL D MRSA WIMAEIC X B2FETH 4 ATO8D 5
N, CORTIIAREZI P72 EN5, —J, Davis 5 3% ik TO T » ¥ ALK
AR A FEii L ¢, MRSA WIMAEICH 3% VCM & flucloxacillin §FH O #IEHE TORIE %
i L CTwb, VCM BE 29 6, PEFIH#E 31 B¢ MRSA 1 IfLAE o R 1 1 2 P U 72 3R
T, VCM #13F35 300 H, $HHEHZFES 194 HTHo72 L b, PRHIRET 65% MR
MAE D HA R 2 4845 L T2 B2 <, 28 H, 90 HEFM TOLEHRIZH Eid B h o7z
LENb,
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DAP & B-F 7 ¥ A RO T 5 T » ¥ 2LHERER L %, Dhand 5213 VCM
2 DAP OATIHRIBE TR R 2, BT 5 MRSA HIMLiE 7 B2 & & DAP & nafcillin
% oxacillin % EOP 7 Ry ERBEMEB-F 7 & 2 R E W THEBEE RA, B2 BRI R A
BHoNZERRTVS, 72, Moise LI Hiixk A 10 X BISIZE 2 Fhi L, 106 FlOHE
FED SRR E 2 A4 A W7 FYRERIMED BE 2R L LT, DAP DA
WNRE T LTV Do KD B-F 27 & LRI IR D ERIRR) AR IZ 87% & DAP Hplik
WD T8% & ) RAFTH > 720 MRSA FEBI DA TIZPEM 82%, DAP HAH 79% & #Hiis ST
WA, WTRHAEZEZED LN TV AR, T2, RN R G O NI 2 %05 B i
JEAHED & HIEFI T L D) E RO LN LA H - 72 L B TWBD, —7, Sakoulas 5%
1 14 Bl RGOSR %2 &8 26 Bl 7 F o BRE W IIE (MRSA 20 1, VISA 2 41,
MSSA 2 %1, MRSE 2 %) % DAP & ceftaroline D TH VR — DEEEIT - 72l %
W LT 5o WIIEE CHIMEASBEE L 72 B ok #EIE 10 HE (3~23 HR) THh-
72012t L, DAP & ceftaroline DB B4R 2 HIE (1~6 HIE) THRIAEATCE L7z &
BT3B,

B TIE VCM R DAP & -7 7 ¥ AREOIHEEO T 2 A L XVIE 4025
WEREAT, iS5 2 5 AREOKIMZENTHEMTE 2\ Tong 51
MRSA 2SR Tl SN BF 2 x5 & LT, VCM 7213 DAP &, flucloxacillin,
cloxacillin, 3 X" CEZ OB:HRIEZ MG 5 % tiik T ~ ¥ 2 LIEGRER (CAMERA 2)
M L, BAEMESTHTH B, VCM, BIX U DAP L #t7 Mo EREICHBEEEZ2 AT 5
B-5 7 % LRFEOPHOTE T ¥ AMETA IR L 72\

BRI Tk MRSA B IIE LK L CRERYIC VCM & RFP OB Th IS 2 &05d
% Levine 5213 MRSA 12 & % 0PIiE 4 42 B2 %) LT VCM Bk, 3 L < i1Z VCM & RFP
DB THBEZ AT, WILEOFHR IEPEHBETIO HBTH Y, VCM HAlED 7 HH
LY RBIMCHh o7zt L, RN RIGRARDELRETH o2 TV D, ik
IZ Riedel 5™, #Hh 7 N7 ERWIC X 2 47 DGk LN % 84 B2 BT RFP &
VCM DB WTH T HRICHET L, RFP B 25H MLE O EBEAL R TR D EA7 &
RLTWS EBRTWS, —F, Jung 5%1& MRSA BERMIRICK$ 2 T ¥ ¥ A fLHEG
BT, VCM & RFP OPFHBETIZ, 6 14 HH T41 Bid 22 51 (54%), VCM HAh#EET
(X 42 Bid 1361 (31%) DRI TH - 72BN TWE, ZOHETTIZ VCM & RFP
D OAMEI/RENTVE DD, VCM BRHEMEHETHY O TV EIEZ o
XL DM TH 5, VCM & RFP OO WTIE A L I BAF 2 R R S
NTE7bIFTIE RV, LAL, FICALHOBEIEE LN RIZFBCEIE LY, 0%
BAENAT T4 NVLBYIELRZ DL EDNDH LY, TFTHANLHFOEYM LN T
lZ REP DA+ 7 4 WANORRZ - 72T TE T 5,

—7J5, Lichterfeld 5* 13 #1#d VCM, KR\WTDAP 6 mg/kg ICRFEZRDLH o7z
MRSA 12 & % ZRFADLHIEREEIZ 12 mg/kg D EHE DAP & RFP O4F H TRERRI R
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MRS NTZERERZHE L TWvwb, $72, Rose 5L 5 HloEai%k, 160 ANTHROPR
K& at 12 BlOREYE MRSA E49iER] 2 DAP & RFP o fffH TiE#E L, 10 Bl CeE 231
bR LTnwb, 72, Fovh—KR— FETHERREIED SN2 IFTIETN
THBSRII L, BPUEM 2R L kid e dr o 72 B RT W 5, Stein 5% % MSSA 9 Fk &
MRSA 49 BRIZDWTF = v 1 —K— Fili T DAP & RFP OB Z MG L, 3XCTD
BRCHIIRI 2320 S, Kb, MR RO Lh o Ll L, WH OB H 2805 7%
TR 5 WEHARRILE 2w G L Tw b, BN T, RFPHFHICET 2 EW LNV
DIV T ¥ A3 7% \A%, Thwaites H5TIEBUE, #a 7 R BREMER ME O BFH I L, #
HIRIZ RFP 2 0FH 3 2 A AR S 3 5 S ik 7 ~ ¥ 2LHEGAER, ARREST study %
EWiFHTHY, TORBEIEND,

fli)5, Steed %1%, DAP JERZ MM % &G S & 7250 NS E PK/PD € 7 VICK
3% DAP & ST &#IBEH O Z /R L, &H&E DAP & ST &#lo 14 HEOBEHEE, B
L7 HEoE & DAP & ST GHIBHH 0%, Zh-Eho Bl 7 H I CiH#E L 725
i, Wb DAP B, ST SAIHMEE X D ENPIRRIREZRL w2 @B L Tw
%o F72, Claeys 5¥ 3L Midk THITHMIIC MRSA EYiEIC DAP & ST G#lZ B S
72 28 B AR LT bo 106 (35.7%) % - BIEIERYE CH - 72 & S b, 21 Bl
JA7T LT VCM THEIFT DTV 72A5, VCM @ MIC A°2 ug/mL Tdh - 727% L OHEH T
DAP IZEH &N T 7z, DAP BT MR BAEIE 5 HIE, 1 H AR &b
99 mg/kg/HTH o7z SN, 28 FlH 26 Blid MRSA B IAE % 72HTH Y, 20 HITik
ST A A BIRIE IS W IMAEASBIE L C\wW/ze LA L ST A#IBEAS, w25 H (1~6.75
H) CTHIGEDWENRD b/ LR TEB Y, DAP & ST AHIOPH O HEN: % /R L
TWwh,

FOM ®$T MRSA OB % #1347, Shi 5915 v b MRSA /N4 % 7 4
VLB TV F W29 T FOM & VCM OBFHIC X ) MHFERED S S iz & #
HLTWwW5b, 72, Linasmita™ g VCM @ MIC 15 ug/mL @ MRSA 2 & % Wi IfiLfiE 5E 5 T,
VCM OEHIZ D b 5910 H DLEBEE L 72 B e AS FOM BRI # 3 H <o L 72 E R
EHELTWb, —J, Lee 571Z VCM @ MIC 1.5 ug/mL @ MRSA 2 X %5 #i4 - &
JESEBIC, VCM, TEIC OE#HZEZE9, TEIC & FOM O T L 72ER % Hiis
LTWb, WINBIEFHRETH Y, MRSA BRGIEGHR ORI L % 500, 5D 1T57%
BRRMGET ALEETH B o

)5, Miré 521 3B/ LD T Ky RIS & % GO AR (MSSA A Tk
e 160, MRSA HAMIEG 2 61) OBHEICHEHE DAP & FOM O 2 kA, BRI 726G
BRI SNIZEHE LT b, AR MSSA 7 ¥k, MRSA 5%, GISA 2 ¥k% HWwT
in vitro DEF S FEML, 11 R THFERRIHER SN/ LTMETE D, SHROBRMET L
FN 5%, Shaw 5*1Z MRSA WIMEFNIZ xS % & DAP # &, ®H& DAP & FOM Bt
MOk 7 v 7 2MERERZ 5l L, b Tdh b,
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MRSA EHHENZ AT 5 0 H ORI R IIER S o0Hh 5, Bl HTIZ o T
YA TATIERVDS, T - BEHABIRREE NA T T AV ABRYIEL LTE B X B NE
NLFR IS OIS, LIEtE B2 LI B 2 E 8 %, 7272L, LZD & RFP ®
PEHCIELZD oMK T T 52 L BHONT WL D THEET LI LEXEH LY, 72
RFP (%, HACcofli i CRYIDOMMEALDFED SN B Z EBH SN TS O THIR T
RETIERWT®, i)y, VCM % nafcillin & & GM OBHRET, GM 2/ L & 22-
THEL DERREEENL VL LEOLNIETEHEDNRDH L. VCM & GM OIS
GREREZET LY,
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a. FEIRIERRALE

Executive summary

- R

B

- FREBEORE X IREE TR, MLIRE, RILG EDORFEMMADRRRDY H L,

FREEND—DELTMRSA &0 HEBT RIVHKEEEE D,

- CA-MRSA (& 2T RIERICHERPLETH %,

- BRAMEA E L TOMRSARA TR, MBXREELTOEET RUBEMAICER

BIFRRICZ LW,

- LIENCARRED & 5356, # 5\ IESH1E, REEVPEE D S5 MRSA O Bif5 14D

BIERD & 535 & (213 MRSA ZRDEREN—D2 & LTERT %,

- MEORVWERPTENRINEEA W I LEET, 7 RIVKEVHEERESHh, R

BYERH S5 NHEICIE MRSA 2 RERED—D & L TE Do

- BEAMR THREERAED 5 MRSA P ABEEE SN TH, DT LLERERE @RS &

kl\o

. REREEFAVTREXMIE%% (bronchoalveolar lavage ; BAL) & % W I3{RE S h

T-RAIRER 75 2 (protected specimen brush ; PSB) (C&->THE S5 hA-T5ER
RiGhETEIEEL, BECLIEFHRLULLSIE, MRODEREE L TORKE, 58
EraE< k3,

- MRZERE-SBEICIE, FREELRKFICOLECED 2y NULEOMBIEEETTD

2 &0,

 EEASEES N, HOMBEENBETHNIL, HBRAOERE L BHTE 5,
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MRSA B DEEICIF, F—FREEL L TLZD (A1) L <KIEVCM (Al), TEIC
(A-ll) ZBIRL, XAA R DHEST IREETHIAT 3.

ATIFRSEEER% (VAP) XRFFREE NS EEOREH T’, LZD DIE > A VCM
&Y BRERRIR 5 £ CEEENHESENS (A,

EEINE S LT ABK (Bl) H#EIREI N3,

DAP (&, BERICIEESH %5 W\,

HLMRSA E(Z & 578E IS, WEDLH P, BEANDORICZRT7 BEH 5 21 BFE
72 (AN

MRSA B & %58 W\ I MRSA B 2F1A L T H, BEIMDGEDRE WERPEFEEED
BEHD» S MRSA PEE SN IThIEI MRSAFEZ#RIELTH LW (C-I.

MEERSHOREDRVRE LT EANRIUE £ AW -IEEER T, MRSA »HBEd
hTdH, AREC, JI7LEBTEENDERGORD SN EWEEICIE, it MRSAZED
FitEEET S (C-),

RDENEBEDERD S5 MRSAPDBES N TH, BEAENTEBTHY), BHETE
BAED MR L ERFR L REB RV TRBEDEBICE 540 (C-,

SUERSE CHEICD & 5 FEF L, BETERREDZRBELEICHT 5 TEIC DA TH
2o
B &

MRSA &, BEMHi% @$%ﬁ%%ﬁ%#% THES N A RDBEORHVHETH 5",
MRSA 1, E# - A% (NHCAP) o5 #iw & LT EHETH 57, I4E,
CA-MRSA 12 & B il DB b & 57,

Wi DFBWIE, WEE X G ECTH - EMBEEIREOONLLETH Y, »OMliRICE
B RIEFER E L COSEL, Bk, RMEEOHBE X OMAENT L E L ToOAMIRBOHES,
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D) LHEBROFTR EIERBH IV, MigkLBHs 257, BT FYREICK 0% T,
HMRROMIEIC X 2 TR LR E, B2 EOBIIRELALND 2 LHBLEWVY, 25D
WWEDANIHENT-O—>2L LTPVLAEEG L TWwa & ENTWw5E"Y, HA-MRSA &
PVL OREAEMOBEREIZM LY, S SICHATIE, CA-MRSA T3 PVL OEAIIA LD >
77z, WA AT R BRI X A RIE E TS 5 MRSA i SN FEN, Tk
EDIhhrnwEEZONL, LAL, &ilt, HATH PVL 24T 5 MRSA A8
WZHbHETLHHMEDLALNY, FEREMEKIZBIT S MRSA OENICLEEFEITRETH %,
MRSA i D& F & L Tid, MRSA RN R EASE OBEA:, #0 &3 B EG9E, B &
CEIEMRDZBITOENLY A A BT 4 W CTHEER AR & ik gtk &
% BHEN T %P0 MRSA HEORBRIHHREAEIR I N TV B 72012, KEO CAP BFITH

LCT1%UTOGEERIZE 20D 5T, #$30%I12 VEM b L < 1& LZD 283 H DN H G- &
NTH Y, MRSA 5THEEE O FPHRIIMAEIRETEEEE L ) BN o0, HRIERRO@E
FALD 72 DI RE R BRI OFEILETH S L OHED H 57,

MRSA (Z B IERINTE 2 & D FAEIZER (colonize) T 2IEH ) Tlda <, &iE, &4F
TOTREIZHEETLMBETDH D, D720, HEHEZ 2B TR KEO
TEEBWIL T E WY, MRSA A58 S iz N TSI 4 (VAP) 122w T, B#&
ICPUMRSA 32 5. L 72 BE L 3% 5 U b o 72 BEO B I LR ER ©, Wi e 0 EAEFE % 3
i § 5 ERMi &G A 27 (Clinical pulmonary infection score : CPIS) ZZbH & %o 72
A, FRIEEEEZIT 52T PEP S 2L OREFHARLSH IR TWBEY,

MRSA IZH S %\ 2S, FREHKROEZF ROV IR TRINT 2 ke LTIE, &
HXH 272 BAL ®# PSB 2 W72 RIEFT DD 5o BEREZM B KT K74
YCHRMBIEET > TBHT, JEXTEEZHAVE, HLVITRELHEZ i BAL |
DEREEFRIC L 5 T10' CFU/mL LA EOMIR 255528 S 72353 R IR R Td 5w fetEdse
WV & B R ERYSE S S LI g S (ATS/IDSA) #A4 K54 0%, X512 BAL #iH
OMEZEELAMIRDOEEA 2% ~5% L ETH D &) b a2 INZ 5 & KE, FRpE
WEAT B LT LEEUFIFREFERZTA FIA4 V9% E8FE8ETHS, L2L, 72tz
BB RMAEZITV, MEEZEELLTH, BEANZEOWE, TOTFRICEEY 5 2%
Mol T HHMEYLH Y, BENLBRAEICE ZHEKNEZHIX L7 L BERNTFHOL
FNIHE SO0 v, NLIPREZRBLEN %8 (VAP) I2BWTid, BEBIIIZE TS % 73,
MRSA % PCR THAZW LT, HHELBIRT L&, £ ThWRHITIE, R#ED
Wi 247> 72K 12 9 2%, PHAYGEL, MREOBH O LL holzb v WiEaksh
TWh, 7272, ZOHEIX, 75 Y A50HET, 24 i 365 H PCR 30 fE 2 M4k
A ENTVD Z EA 5, PCR ORIROMRE B AIIIERILETH 5™,

MR8 7 S W g AR & W DA 2SR5 28 S NWSBIRE CTh 5 L 5% 2 b — M
TH 5D, MEREGBEDOATILT LOMEDOFEKRETIERVwET2HELH D™,
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SLy
= A

INFET, MRSAMIZIZH LTIET v ¥ 2R 27PN TV BHEA L LTI
VCM & LZD 5% 0, ZDMx & 7+ ) ¥ 2% P38l &, TEIC 1& MRSA i % &t
MRSA EEHEICKT T HEHFEB LI PR Y T F Y Y APHE SN TV E**, ABKIZB L Tid
PK/PD #2232 WC 1 H 1 [H#%Y, ¥— 271 15~20 ug/mL, b F 74l 2 ug/mL LLF
WL TG L, 0%DERFETH 7283 5DBBIOF —7 2 5~V IEGRER A5
ENTWBEYP

DLl o#h g 5, MRSA Mg o iE#ICiE, VCEM (AD) & L <X LZD (AI), TEIC
(A-ID), ABK (B-II) %IR35,

VCM @ MIC 751 ug/mL i & HBH L TwiiE, b F 7 10~15pug/mL 124>, VCM
D MIC 281 ug/mL VL ES LEAHOY A, M7 7% 156~20 ug/mL 123 5 Z & H3HfEdE
ENTEY, VCM @ MIC 728 2 ug/mL YL ETIE, MoiEREL ZE T 5%, —J), VCM
DT 7EELERMBIEELZ2VETIHEDLH LY, BESHLIE, BEENEELTO
ZWOREORBER I NS OFRRIITHE L TV LI RMETD 5.

LZD i VCM X 0 BElili %3 & O EHE 7 7 Bl £ D6H T 30 HE DO FHRITE DL S 7%
Molzdb DD, HRMBRMEB I CHEFANREPARIENLTVD DT v 7 21 LT
BERBORERDME SN TV ™, FRIHERF O EZ TIE I OBENSHETH D, BRI
DA D EHZTIZVCM & LZD OMRAR, BRNAHEICEREEZ I ro72 L 0l d b
%%, LZD & VCM O Ll lEGABRTld, BB ED VEM BICAE RIS o7 L i
HEINTWD, LZD IZMPED MRSA Oo#E> " b o 0, i & GhE T, #IERPIREE
RHLF L

MRSA i % DB, WL ZEF Y 2130w ODOFRIZE - TRZ 5, WIE
LD Y R 22 7 & O % £ ) B O Mi 2 D612 1d 2 AR DL E 0P 5 I A5 FE
THAHDS, I TR < AOWIME % b 2 RN O A 1R ML, ko
Wl D721 1 HERE OG- THHE T 2 2B % Il § 5.

REP 2Pt 5 & PHEVUET S5 L W) DRBIOA — 7 ¥ T NV REGRBRSHE S h
TW57,

DAP Z, MiflcBWTH—7 727 % ¥ MIAESHUAHFILEN Y 72Dl 513 A
72\,

BEZHERBRORR, F/70r%, 7 h8IH 4270 V%, CLDM % ENEZHEDOZ LD
B0, IO OBRZHIIREE V2GR OEREEIAHTH 5.

5 5t ik BE AT 2% (HCAP) OB E 2315 & LC, 8% T4GE Rk % 55k
7o B OINGH & BPE DO RE#2C MRSA 2 b o 72355121, WIIGHE CRERIYICH
HX¥NTw7 VCM % de-escalation L CTHIELTH T F TORRMZE L LKL, Fki
BbohholzbWHEINTWEY, 200, BEOWEE, L EBEIELNEW
WAIEINEE, BRSO RIE T MRSA 23552874 51, HTMRSA ksl
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PLMRSA D 7% 7 TR RE L RISHEIC &2 AT 5 3ANT 7 <, BT EG: 0 — K&
gel2xf LC TEIC 258 2 AT A5 DATH b, VCM RABEIEGIEDBEIGIE R L, OK
ENOBATHEIZE VL LZD A E NN DOBATIE RS, SREGEIG I 72 o I 5 5 MRSA

AoEEETh, WA, mfé«@mfg@%ﬁﬁ ILALETHY, HHOBILICIHR DR\,
— I, BMRETETIE, 4375 X<, AHEL SMMEIOREEET 5 D 0 R BV
T, HRBHEBEIN O 72 OBEOWIE & 72 572\, MRSA % & 4L AR I & 5 B
COPD (l2MEFIZEtEmibEd) S EREDO TR, AEY) 20 PuR s E N1
2o TWAHEDHE? DD Y, MRSA IZX 5 LSBT X 7218 A0E EYE O S vE B &
HHROBIEE 725, CLDM ¥ ) 1 v RED KM 2 M5 EIRTE %, RFP 3EMT
Ho THMEATFHEINL DT, HMTHTTRE TRV,

5 | 3R

Watanabe A, Yanagihara K, Kohno S, Matsushima T; HAP study group: Multicenter survey on hospital-acquired pneumonia
and the clinical efficacy of first-line antibiotics in Japan. Intern Med 2008; 47: 245-54

Bt - Al 56 (NHCAP) B A F 74 SMENER S - B - B¢ (NHCAP) ##7 A K94 ¥, HANR
e, W, 2012

WA, s, R, ST, RS —IR, AL, Ml RS A 7 ) VRS T N BRI & 53
P gEo 2 61, HIFRZEE 2008; 46: 395-403

H A 27 A S IR SR GIE IC B 2 4 BT A4 YEERS M AT SR A K94 >, HARNWE 2, W,
2007

H AN 8 XRG4 o4 AAENTRSZ M AR SR A F 74 >~ HARNRERY 2, H O,
2007

Nguyen E T, Kanne ] P, Hoang L M, Reynolds S, Dhingra V, Bryce E, et al: Community-acquired methicillin-resistant Staphy-
lococcus aureus pneumonia: radiographic and computed tomography findings. J] Thorac Imaging 2008; 23: 13-9

Gillet Y, Issartel B, Vanhems P, Fournet ] C, Lina G, Bes M, et al: Association between Staphylococcus aureus strains carrying
gene for Panton-Valentine leukocidin and highly lethal necrotising pneumonia in young immunocompetent patients. Lancet
2002; 359: 753-9

Prince A, Wang H, Kitur K, Parker D: Humanized mice exhibit increased susceptibility to Staphylococcus aureus pneumonia.
J Infect Dis 2016; DOI: 10.1093/infdis/jiw425 [Epub ahead of print]

Vandenesch F, Naimi T, Enright M C, Lina G, Nimmo G R, Heffernan H, et al: Community-acquired methicillin-resistant Staph-
ylococcus aureus carrying Panton-Valentine leukocidin genes: worldwide emergence. Emerg Infect Dis 2003; 9: 978-84

Naimi T S, LeDell K H, Como-Sabetti K, Borchardt S M, Boxrud D ], Etienne ], et al: Comparison of community-and health
care-associated methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus infection. JAMA 2003; 290: 2976-84

Yanagihara K, Araki N, Watanabe S, Kinebuchi T, Kaku M, Maesaki S, et al: Antimicrobial susceptibility and molecular char-
acteristics of 857 methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus isolates from 16 medical centers in Japan (2008-2009): nationwide
survey of community-acquired and nosocomial MRSA. Diagn Microbiol Infect Dis 2012; 72: 253-7

Yamaguchi T, Okamura S, Miura Y, Koyama S, Yanagisawa H, Matsumoto T: Molecular Characterization of Community-As-
sociated Methicillin-Resistant Staphylococcus aureus Isolated from Skin and Pus Samples of Outpatients in Japan. Microb Drug
Resist 2015; 21: 441-7

Aliberti S, Reyes L F, Faverio P, Sotgiu G, Dore S, Rodriguez A H, et al: Global initiative for meticillin-resistant Staphylococcus
aureus pneumonia (GLIMP): an international, observational cohort study. Lancet Infect Dis 2016; 16: 1364-76

Mandell L A, Wunderink R G, Anzueto A, Bartlett J G, Campbell G D, Dean N C, et al: Infectious Diseases Society of America/
American Thoracic Society consensus guidelines on the management of community-acquired pneumonia in adults. Clin Infect
Dis 2007; 44 (Suppl 2): S27-72

36 MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

31)

32)

33)

34)

35)

36)

=

Self W H, Wunderink R G, Williams D J, Zhu Y, Anderson E ], Balk R A, et al: Staphylococcus aureus Community-acquired
Pneumonia: Prevalence, Clinical Characteristics, and Outcomes. Clin Infect Dis 2016; 63: 300-9

Kawanami T, Yatera K, Yamasaki K, Noguchi S, Fukuda K, Akata K, et al: Clinical impact of methicillin-resistant staphylococ-
cus aureus on bacterial pneumonia: cultivation and 16S ribosomal RNA gene analysis of bronchoalveolar lavage fluid. BMC
Infect Dis 2016; 16: 155

Sakaguchi M, Shime N, Fujita N, Fujiki S, Hashimoto S: Current problems in the diagnosis and treatment of hospital-acquired
methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus pneumonia. J Anesth 2008; 22: 125-30

Kalil A C, Metersky M L, Klompas M, Muscedere J, Sweeney D A, Palmer L B, et al: Management of Adults With Hospital-ac-
quired and Ventilator-associated Pneumonia: 2016 Clinical Practice Guidelines by the Infectious Diseases Society of America
and the American Thoracic Society. Clin Infect Dis 2016; 63: e61-111

Masterton R G, Galloway A, French G, Street M, Armstrong J, Brown E, et al: Guidelines for the management of hospital-ac-
quired pneumonia in the UK: Report of the Working Party on Hospital-Acquired Pneumonia of the British Society for Antimi-
crobial Chemotherapy. ] Antimicrob Chemother 2008; 62: 5-34

Luna C M, Vujacich P, Niederman MS, Vay C, Gherardi C, Matera ], et al: Impact of BAL data on the therapy and outcome of
ventilator associated pneumonia. Chest 1997; 111: 676-85

Dureau A F, Duclos G, Antonini F, Boumaza D, Cassir N, Alingrin ], et al: Rapid diagnostic test and use of antibiotic against
methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus in adult intensive care unit. Eur J Clin Microbiol Infect Dis 2017; 36: 267-72

Luna C M, Videla A, Mattera ], Vay C, Famiglietti A, Vujacich P, et al: Blood cultures have limited value in predicting severity
of illness and as a diagnostic tool in ventilator-associated pneumonia. Chest 1999; 116: 1075-84

Rubinstein E, Cammarata S, Oliphant T, Wunderink R; Linezolid Nosocomial Pneumonia Study Group: Linezolid (PNU-100766)
versus vancomycin in the treatment of hospitalized patients with nosocomial pneumonia: a randomized, double-blind, multi-
center study. Clin Infect Dis 2001; 32: 402-12

Wunderink R G, Rello J, Cammarata SK, Croos-Dabrera R V, Kollef M H: Linezolid vs vancomycin: analysis of two double-blind
studies of patients with methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus nosocomial pneumonia. Chest 2003; 124: 1789-97
Wunderink R G, Cammarata S K, Oliphant T H, Kollef M H; Linezolid Nosocomial Pneumonia Study Group: Continuation of a
randomized, double-blind, multicenter study of linezolid versus vancomycin in the treatment of patients with nosocomial pneu-
monia. Clin Ther 2003; 25: 980-92

Wunderink R G, Niederman M S, Kollef M H, Shorr A F, Kunkel M ], Baruch A, et al: Linezolid in methicillin-resistant Staph-
ylococcus aureus nosocomial pneumonia: a randomized, controlled study. Clin Infect Dis 2012; 54: 621-9

Kollef M H, Rello J, Cammarata S K, Croos-Dabrera R V, Wunderink R G: Clinical cure and survival in Gram-positive ventila-
tor-associated pneumonia: retrospective analysis of two doubleblind studies comparing linezolid with vancomycin. Intensive
Care Med 2004; 30: 388-94

Cepeda ] A, Whitehouse T, Cooper B, Hails J, Jones K, Kwaku F, et al: Linezolid versus teicoplanin in the treatment of
gram-positive infections in the critically ill: A randomized, double-blind, multicenter study. J] Antimicrob Chemother 2004; 53:
345-55

Wilcox M, Nathwani D, Dryden M: Linezolid compared with teicoplanin for the treatment of suspected or proven gram-positive
infections. ] Antimicrob Chemother 2004; 53: 335-44

Kalil A C, Murthy M H, Hermsen E D, Neto F K, Sun J, Rupp M E: Linezolid versus vancomycin or teicoplanin for nosocomial
pneumonia: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Crit Care Med 2010; 38: 1802-8

Yamamoto Y, Izumikawa K, Hashiguchi K, Fukuda Y, Kobayashi T, Kondo A, et al: The efficacy and safety of high-dose
arbekacin sulfate therapy (once-daily treatment) in patients with MRSA infection. J Infect Chemother 2012; 18: 241-6
Matsumoto T, Hanaki H, Kimura T, Nemoto M, Higashihara M, Yokota H, et al: Clinical efficacy and safety of arbekacin sulfate
in patients with MRSA sepsis or pneumonia: a multi-institutional study. ] Infect Chemother 2013; 19: 128-37

HARAL AR LA S PR TDM 4 84 YERZE S, HAR TDM %44 TDM #' 4 F 74 Y fEZ B S—Pm s sEs— : fui
HTDM A4 BT A4 > 2016, HA L FAHF4, HA TDM #4, Hnt, 2016

Equils O, da Costa C, Wible M, Lipsky B A: The effect of diabetes mellitus on outcomes of patients with nosocomial pneumonia
caused by methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus: data from a prospective double-blind clinical trial comparing treatment
with linezolid versus vancomycin. BMC Infect Dis 2016; 16: 476

Sanchez Garcia M, De la Torre M A, Morales G, Pelaez B, Tolon M J, Domingo S, et al: Clinical outbreak of linezolid-resistant
Staphylococcus aureus in an intensive care unit. JAMA 2010; 303: 2260-4

Ikeda-Dantsuji Y, Hanaki H, Sakai F, Tomono K, Takesue Y, Honda ], et al: Linezolid-resistant Staphylococcus aureus isolated
from 2006 through 2008 at six hospitals in Japan. J Infect Chemother 2011; 17: 45-51

MRSA BEEDRRA A RS 1>

IBESE .o | BRICSHOM> 0 DTS E

e
2

37



NN\

EREMEERE o ‘ RO Sl O Hi > 0 DS ST el E

38

37)

38)

39)

40)
41)
42)

43)

44)

Jung Y J, Koh Y, Hong S B, Chung J] W, Ho Choi S, Kim N ], et al: Effect of vancomycin plus rifampicin in the treatment of
nosocomial methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus pneumonia. Crit Care Med 2010; 38: 175-80

Silverman J A, Mortin L I, Vanpraagh A D, Li T, Alder J: Inhibition of daptomycin by pulmonary surfactant: in vitro modeling
and clinical impact. J Infect Dis 2005; 191: 2149-52

Boyce ] M, Pop O F, Abreu-Lanfranco O, Hung W Y, Fisher A, Karjoo A, et al: A Trial of Discontinuation of Empiric Vanco-
mycin Therapy in Patients with Suspected Methicillin-Resistant Staphylococcus aureus Healthcare-Associated Pneumonia.
Antimicrob Agents Chemother 2013; 57: 1163-8

Tilahun B, Faust A C, McCorstin P, Ortegon A: Nasal colonization and lower respiratory tract infections with methicillin-re-
sistant Staphylococcus aureus. Am J Crit Care 2015; 24: 8-12

SR, BRI, AR, IWTEE], IR i, R - AREBEN 4212 51 B AR SLE MRSA B A O
%o HILEE  FLHAZHE In Press; 2016: AJRS-16-094

H MBI A ST 274 K4 AAERBER S BICET 5754 K94 Y820, HAMNRZF 2, 1L, 2012
Nseir S, Di Pompeo C, Cavestri B, Jozefowicz E, Nyunga M, Soubrier S, et al: Multiple-drug-resistant bacteria in patients with
severe acute exacerbation of chronic obstructive pulmonary disease: Prevalence, risk factors, and outcome. Crit Care Med
2006; 34: 2959-66

Sekiguchi J, Fujino T, Araake M, Toyota E, Kudo K, Saruta K, et al: Emergence of rifampicin resistance in methicillin-resistant
Staphylococcus aureus in tuberculosis wards. J Infect Chemother 2006; 12: 47-50

MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



b. EIMfE

Executive summary

- R

10.

11.

12.

B

- EYAEFRICE - TS WM& D 5 MRSA #P &t S W 2158 (ST 5,

- MEEEDPS T 7 LGBHIKEYV 2EES W, T RUVKEI EODNBEIE, BIMERERD

¥IBA¥ 5% T, MRSARMEE L Ta&ET %,

- BMERFEICH L TRAFIF & 4 3 BEBUDKRRIEETHS (A,

3
J¢§~

. FEEMEMORABMERZEICDWVWTIE, DAP 6 mg/kg 1 B 1@ (Al) %713 VCM

(A-ll) 2B —#REE L, KE2:BEKRST 3,

. ZOMTEIC, ABK, LZD #5_3#iREE 45 (B-ll),

- WT—FTIDOBEBRETE, RAKEE1T,

- ATHOHRIEDAKES T, EFEEAHERD I 2, BREDLIRBRBE EEER

_3—60

. {LEMREDORLF—Y, TTURTUHHET B,

. BREERETEAVELEICOVTE, 4~6BRNARERET 3,

CNSDEGTENIF T IVLDREEEER L ZAE LT 5,

BMEICH T DISERMIL AR T I EHLPEETHD (A,

BRERD 5 VI EEBEN R T SEM TR, REEOEECENS 5V IEHAE
BERFTT 5,

MRSA BEEDRRA A RS 1>

RIS o | BECSEOM> 00 ST E

39



MIEE o | BECERHOME> 00T STHH E

40

13, BwLBEF 2 SN TH 72 B ERSAHECRICE, SEMELES LT, W6
CRCE

14, wEMMENETDAP £ AV 5154, MMLEIEL, BMESHIHEE LTS
AERE*EET 5,

Literature revie

MRSA BIMFEIEEZRETH YD, LOBWNIRYTH 5o MBEHRIUZH 72 - TidE)
B R DN 2 £y MRE Vo AT Z EF§XE TH 5. MRSA HIMAEIXT
BENZ &2 EZRE L, MR GERAD 7T 2440 T 7 B IR A5 5 JiEf] T,
&SGR 5 £, MRSA WIiE & L CTHHRT 50 BEPIRORE & RO,
B L MMOEILROBRE R, LETHIUIT T F= VIOV THIRNEHE 2179 o

SL
/B8 A2

VCM i MRSA W MEDOPCRHEIRICB VT RIRF L U CHEE L EHE R LTE
7oo LL%HS, XF3) YEM#EEAT FYERE (MSSA) 12X 2 WIijETld VCM &
B-F 7 & ARFEL HANRTHEBERIEL S EHMESINTEY), ZOREIEHIEP-F 7 ¥ 1%
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NVIZHEFFT 5 X ICTRETH B,

&M EHE E D VCM @ MIC 25 2 ug/mL OFRIC & A W IAE Tld, MIC A1 ug/mL LA
TOMRICE ZIEFNCIIE L TPEPEL 2L EPMESNTWEY, 20720, WHEZRR
D MIC % FEhis RNETH b, HELBPICMICHIEL 252 dhb-0, Wil
i 25— [ DL R Fge 3 5 REBI R TR 565 S AEBI TlE, MIC OFFMIE 24TV, PIREOEHE D
ZET %o

DAP 6 mg/kg 1 H 1 NI ADOWIMSEIH LCTHERE T HIZET Y ADH 5. BAD
MRSA W IfiLfE & OHAIR K Z R GIZ L7 T v & 2R TIE, VEM O A #ITE2331.8% THh -
72023 LT, DAP B3 444%TH Y, FEHEHOMETH -7 VCM © MIC %1 pg/
mL Pl o MRSA B MJEREBNIZ BV TId, DAP G HOFEMELE - 722 &5 X
NTW3Y, 72, VCM O MIC %5>1 pg/mL OIEFITIE, VCM ZfkEi L7-61X v, DAP
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VCM (AD) %H—#PEEL L, w2 AMELS3 5, MMM L KT 27201213,
FERD W E TS 740 —7 v JOMEEEZ2FEwm L, BUHE2HERT2L%E03H 5, b
LD EMITEBL 2 W OB & R MR B O BIAL S EN 2 FEF T, B S-250%
T, BRYIEDOREEIS U CHBEINIE 4~6 1, &2 WidZn Dl EoEBmE b R s
N5, DAP & v 2454, b2 L, A8tz m0 2 ke LCEHE (8~10 mg/
kg) “Te 5MEENTWDEY, X512, B~-F 27 % 2R EIMT 5 2 & Tttt einkico
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ABK 3 TDM Z 17\, Cou/MIC % 8 LLEZ SN b T 71X 2 ug/mL Kifi2d 5 2 &
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WA INTVEHY, ZEWICOWTIISHRORTRETH 57,

LZD 22w Tid, 7 ¥ ¥ 2 LB S5 i B W T T = Vg 217w, LZD $7213 VCM %
PG L7807 R BRERE ST AEE IR L2 & 25, BIRARIMEZR S OISR
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WX BBIMAEZ L L72EBID S B, 5~22% 1 LNIERD SIS 50, Hith 7 K Bk
W/MRSA WIILE % 520 723561, BEORBIEDOHF I b 53, 2B (RMEE) L
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&, BAE O R A BE D BE RRICATIRONER) 1280 5§ s LT, IR
DYFEREIBHEOERITB W THHMEDRD ST by,
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OWEESHEMEET 2, HIEICIZEDLOTEZEOBIPHFIEL TV D720, EYE LI
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D, 8~10 mg/kg DEHER G TRWAREZ R LGN H 51, DAP 2 #IRT 24
. WBHRE B O BT 8~10 mg/kg* CHIIAT %0 T 72RUNT D722 BRI HIC,
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DAP JERRZ UM B L R T W A SN TH Y, \HERGIIEEZ RN %
MR BREMED H B, DAPIZ, B-F 7 ¥ ARFER, 73 /7)Y FRFE, RFP, KA 3
v v, ST AHIOUHAE M & 28880, BIRNHETS 20577, 7 27 2LABRIAT
bNTBET, —kHERICE ©F 5, B, DAP OENTOMEIG AR LNERTH
BH5, KEROHEETHHWSLNTW A, VCM 13 MRSA BEHHERRICBWT, #
bIEHRREE A TH S, VCM 2455584, TDM 2 EL BEL T 5100 b F
7, FAEEYE & LT 15~20 ug/mL A HESE X 5%, 43EE S L7z MRSA IHT %
VCM & MIC 25>1 ug/mL OE, RATIE % L0 ReMESH VY, MR 22 & BRRHRE
WIHED VR E R EEICIT ). b, HOMOWNEETIE, B TH - THERE
ED) A7 #FHD 572D VCM & GM OFIZAT L RSN ve AT OHEERIC
BWTIE, #%k05 VEM IZGM, & 512 RFP OB b ITbN T E 72285, 4o lRIFE
12D DO TRV, Zofl, fAEdEL LT TEIC*® ABK®, LZD*»% 5™, LZD
IEMRSA I LCEIRME SNTE D, RIKEG CMERROBAPEZ &7 LT Wl L,
WX LHERICEEZ A LTV RN b ) E—BIRE L L3RI
Vo LA L7ARAS VOM ARG R GRS 2 xf R & L72Ma T, ARk Z R Lz
L7, ARWEE LT, T EOENNRMIEREE £ 2 5 b, TEIC IX
7)) aR7F RRETHH05, MBI EDOTRVOPIFHT, VCM LKL T
bRV, M b T 7, SEREKYYE L LT 20 ug/mL PLEEEET 57,

A DN S DR ARFEICB VT, M EORELIILHETH ), JikEGHRMIG
BEBHUN BHEZHZ) QM@ eRm L, BT 2 THRYET,

H T Mo BRI IS & 2 RGO T, ERHY G & SV EH G 2 B TIT 5 13D
DRBOHRE I BIFTh 557, FRIZ MRSA 12 & 2 g U IR 25 o TR R 13 N RHY 15 90
DATRETHERER RV BHREDTERE & W) 2 CRiES 28R DY, T
MDA DOV THBW BT CIRHIi L TB S BEDD 50 FRICATRLHERIZOWTIE,
MR BENICERTRETH S OAZOFRB, NEIE %) 2k sm, 7k
IR R R KB R, B s o B, Fid 2 WIME X FHEARKNT-TH D,
BAMOBWTEMEIE TH S A X 10 mm DL EOWENE, ZEMIESIEDOEADL D 56
HHERLPIELF & 2 B 2 E DB,

AR O BT MRSA SR GHIHICOWT, BT o723 % L, PP B T4l
AR DR RE R HEE T 57,

R DR E DB BT, F— AEHE L U THERGNFIO A% & 30V
IERGHERE, MR NEE - AE8E, SR Z2 S LS HRO B MEIC L B A A — R A LT
ThY, ECRIRBEEICD 22355,

MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



=\

5 | F3Z#

1

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)
9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

Ohara T, Nakatani S, Kokubo Y, Yamamoto H, Mitsutake K, Hanai S; CADRE investigators: Clinical predictors of in-hospital
death and early surgery for infective endocarditis: Results of CArdiac Disease REgistration (CADRE), a nation-wide survey
in Japan. Int J Cardiol 2013; 167: 2688-94

Murdoch D R, Corey G R, Hoen B, Mir6 ] M, Fowler V G Jr, Bayer A S, et al; International Collaboration on Endocarditis-Pro-
spective Cohort Study (ICE-PCS) Investigators: Clinical presentation, etiology, and outcome of infective endocarditis in the 21st
century. The International Collaboration on Endocarditis-Prospective Cohort Study. Arch Intern Med 2009; 169: 463-73

Miro J] M, Anguera I, Cabell C H, Chen A Y, Stafford J A, Corey G R, et al; International Collaboration on Endocarditis Merged
Database Study Group: Staphylococcus aureus native valve infective endocarditis: report of 566 episodes from the International
Collaboration on Endocarditis Merged Database. Clin Infect Dis 2005; 41: 507-14

Takayama Y, Okamoto R, Sunakawa K: Definite infective endocarditis: clinical and microbiological features of 155 episodes in
one Japanese university hospital. ] Formosan Med Assoc 2010; 109: 788-99

Rasmussen R V, Host U, Arpi M, Hassager C, Johansen H K, Korup E, et al: Prevalence of infective endocarditis in patients
with Staphylococcus aureus bacteraemia: the value of screening with echocardiography. Eur J Echocardiogr 2011; 12: 414-20
Chang F Y, MacDonald B B, Peacock ] E Jr, Musher D M, Triplett P, Mylotte J M, et al: A prospective multicenter study of
Staphylococcus aureus bacteremia: incidence of endocarditis, risk factors for mortality, and clinical impact of methicillin resis-
tance. Medicine 2003; 82; 322-32

FRIE, A PR B AR PREEAR, AT, Ml HAIEERSR S S G IR B O IER T
Bli & EHRICAT 244 K54 >~ (2008 4-ELEThD

http://www j-circ.or.jp/guideline/pdf/JCS2008

Bruun N E, Habib G, Thuny F, Sogaard P: Cardiac imaging in infectious endocarditis. Eur Heart ] 2014; 35: 624-32

Fowler V G Jr, Boucher H W, Corey G R, Abrutyn E, Karchmer A W, Rupp M E, et al; S. aureus Endocarditis and Bacteremia
Study Group: Daptomycin versus standard therapy for bacteremia and endocarditis caused by Staphylococcus aureus. N Engl J
Med 2006; 355: 653-65

Sakoulas G, Brown J, Lamp K C, Friedrich L V, Lindfield K C: Clinical outcomes of patients receiving daptomycin for the
treatment of Staphylococcus aureus infections and assessment of clinical factors for daptomyecin failure: a retrospective cohort
study utilizing the Cubicin Outcomes Registry and Experience. Clin Ther 2009; 31: 1936-45

Kullar R, Casapao A M, Davis S L, Levine D P, Zhao J J, Crank C W, et al: A multicentre evaluation of the effectiveness and
safety of high-dose daptomycin for the treatment of infective endocarditis. ] Antimicrob Chemother 2013; 68: 2921-6

Lai C C, Sheng W H, Wang J T, Cheng A, Chuang Y C, Chen Y C, et al: Safety and efficacy of high-dose daptomycin as salvage
therapy for severe gram-positive bacterial sepsis in hospitalized adult patients. ] Microbiol Immunol Infect 2013; 13: 66
Nadrah K, Strle F: Antibiotic combinations with daptomycin for treatment of Staphylococcus aureus Infections. Chemother Res
Pract 2011; 2011: 619321

Dhand A, Bayer A S, Pogliano J, Yang S ], Bolaris M, Nizet V, et al: Use of antistaphylococcal beta-lactams to increase dapto-
mycin activity in eradicating persistent bacteremia due to methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus: role of enhanced dapto-
mycin binding. Clin Infect Dis 2011; 53: 158-63

Mehta S, Singh C, Plata K B, Chanda PK, Paul A, Riosa S, et al: f-Lactams increase the antibacterial activity of daptomycin
against clinical methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus strains and prevent selection of daptomycin-resistant derivatives.
Antimicrob Agents Chemother 2012; 56: 6192-200

LaPlante K L, Woodmansee S: Activities of daptomycin and vancomycin alone and in combination with rifampin and gentami-
cin against biofilm-forming methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus isolates in an experimental model of endocarditis. Antimi-
crob Agents Chemother 2009; 53: 3880-6

Mir6 J M, Entenza J M, Del Rio A, Velasco M, Castaneda X, Garcia de la Maria C, et al; Hospital Clinic Experimental Endocar-
ditis Study Group: High-dose daptomycin plus fosfomycin is safe and effective in treating methicillin-susceptible and methicil-
lin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus endocarditis. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 2012; 56: 4511-5

Carugati M, Bayer A S, Mir6 ] M, Park L P, Guimardaes A C, Skoutelis A, et al; International Collaboration on Endocarditis:
High-dose daptomycin therapy for left-sided infective endocarditis: a prospective study from the international collaboration on
endocarditis. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 2013; 57: 6213-22

Guleri A, Utili R, Dohmen P, Petrosillo N, Piper C, Pathan R, et al: Daptomycin for the Treatment of Infective Endocarditis:
Results from European Cubicin () Outcomes Registry and Experience (EU-CORE). Infect Dis Ther 2015; 4: 283-96

HAALZ % 2 HA TDM # 2 PUW3E TDM 74 F 74 AMERZER S A TDM A4 F 74 ¥, HAL#ESEE 2016, 64:
431-44

MRSA BEEDRRA A RS 1>

7/

L .o | BRSO M> 0 0 SHE E

~
-

RS

47



B o | BECHHOM> 00T STHH E

HE

~
v

RS

48

21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

31)

A

Bae I G, Federspiel J J, Miro ] M, Woods C W, Park L, Rybak M ], et al; International Collaboration on Endocarditis-Microbi-
ology Investigator: Heterogeneous vancomycin-intermediate susceptibility phenotype in bloodstream methicillin-resistant
Staphylococcus aureus isolates from an international cohort of patients with infective endocarditis: prevalence, genotype, and
clinical significance. J Infect Dis 2009; 200: 1355-66

Cosgrove S E, Vigliani G A, Fowler V G Jr, Abrutyn E, Corey G R, Levine D P, et al: Initial low-dose gentamicin for Staphylo-
coccus aureus bacteremia and endocarditis is nephrotoxic. Clin Infect Dis 2009; 48: 713-21

Baddour L M, Wilson W R, Bayer A S, Fowler V G Jr, Bolger A F, Levison M E, et al: Infective endocarditis: diagnosis, anti-
microbial therapy, and management of complications: a statement for healthcare professionals from the Committee on Rheu-
matic Fever, Endocarditis, and Kawasaki Disease, Council on Cardiovascular Disease in the Young, and the Councils on Clinical
Cardiology, Stroke, and Cardiovascular Surgery and Anesthesia, American Heart Association: endorsed by the Infectious
Diseases Society of America. Circulation 2005; 111: e394-434

Huang ] H, Hsu R B: Treatment of infective endocarditis caused by methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus: teicoplanin ver-
sus vancomycin in a retrospective study. Scand J Infect Dis 2008; 40: 462-7

Lee D G, Chun H'S, Yim D S, Choi S M, Choi J H, Yoo ] H, et al: Efficacies of vancomycin, arbekacin, and gentamicin alone or
in combination against methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus in an in vitro infective endocarditis model. Antimicrob Agents
Chemother 2003; 47: 3768-73

To K, Miyake N, Nagasaki Y, Shimono N: Successful combination therapy with vancomycin and arbekacin against infective
endocarditis caused by MRSA. Jpn J Antibiot 2011; 64: 389-94

Falagas M E, Manta K G, Ntziora F, Vardakas K Z: Linezolid for the treatment of patients with endocarditis: a systematic
review of the published evidence. ] Antimicrob Chemother 2006; 58: 273-80

Remadi J P, Habib G, Nadji G, Brahim A, Thuny F, Casalta J P, et al: Predictors of death and impact of surgery in Staphylococcus
aureus infective endocarditis. Ann Thorac Surg 2007; 83: 1295-302

Fernandez Guerrero M L, Gonzélez Lopez ] J, Goyenechea A, Fraile J, de Gorgolas M: Endocarditis caused by Staphylococcus
aureus: A reappraisal of the epidemiologic, clinical, and pathologic manifestations with analysis of factors determining outcome.
Medicine (Baltimore) 2009; 88: 1-22

Morris A J, Drinkovi¢ D, Pottumarthy S, MacCulloch D, Kerr AR, West T: Bacteriological outcome after valve surgery for
active infective endocarditis: implications for duration of treatment after surgery. Clin Infect Dis 2005; 15: 187-94

Chirillo F, Scotton P, Rocco F, Rigoli R, Polesel E, Olivari Z: Management of patients with infective endocarditis by a multidis-
ciplinary team approach: an operative protocol. ] Cardiovasc Med 2013; 14: 659-68

MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



d. FFE - REBHEERRE (1) REE WA

Executive summary

-

10.

B

- EEMEROMBRREE IR, —MICBATOER, Bk & BBEYHZLD, 2O

&0 BIERD H 5358 1SR EHREERBRRIEZ5E Do

- BT 7 2 LRICRIS U & VR ERAERIBAE 13 MRSA BERIEE5ED o

- MRSA G ABREE, BE1FLAICARLZZ &V H B EBE, @ 4 BELRICRE

EORE T ABENSABSNBZ ENBL,

. 7272 L MRSA BAIE & MSSA BEIE EDE T, HE5 T 3MEFEDEVLISIERK

ERICKELERASNEWI EF B,

- EEMTARESN S KEREEBBRRET, REEZERT 2HEI KOSV DI RIE

B TH B H, REMEMED?S MRSADP REESNE I ERIFEALETL,
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MAFBEORICES W MEY, RERELEEICHE L TOAMED DERIE, BRI
ERD SHET 5,

EBREEMBREETCHNE, BETINEREIEEL S H DD MRSA BREIE & MSSA
REEDBEAHIZBEAEED ) DL,

REEZFHE L TWBIHE, IREDCEBEICKSL TURP RLF—UDRLETH S (A,
7272 VEIE L EBRAEDBILE, & S VRERAEOENE, FNAIRREOERDLD, il
BENLEBRSIFEH 5N B,

EEMOEEHREHEBBREETIE, BE1EFELRICARLAEZEYHEBED S DRt
Eh7- MRSA E ABRED & WEE D 5155 h /- MRSA DEFIRKRZMEIE, BIERL T
H5o

BEET CiaBE e N3 HEREHEBREED SRS D MRSA 3, AR, HXREE%
BhHd, FEAEN CA-MRSA TH 3,

FETHVIRY, REREHEMBREICH MRSA RERS T SLBERS TN B L,

MRSA P TEE L TW35EIE, HEROLEESEITHhEV (Al),

R UEEBEYEEEE T3 B S h/=#E X critical colonization D 2 EHZ WD T,
NABT T R XHBEEREE T 2MEEE CAEDE#EEXS (B-),

BEERSMABBEEENEET, MRSAP DB S h-BEE, ARAKEMHLT
CA-MRSA DORIEEMAZ VDT, FEELT THNIE, STEH (Al), MINO (A
EHRET 5, £LAIVNARILRE, TryOXRL, ¥ /OCREPENLE EHD
BBV, 7272 L CLDM IEKE & ERNTMERIF L, BSUERBRTOERILETH
B

FRSHA T RFEFSHELUTONBIERTANZTIELE L (A,
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21. EpMEmBICIk, 2%4LE03 > (MUP) %& (A-l) PEDTHBH, BATIE
FEBBEHEI» EVWDOT, T 70xHL > (NDFX) #rEHL» 72T B (FA) #BrED4
Bzfr> (B-),

2. EfEG), £HEREMN D HEKGEMBAET, MRSA BRENEDLN B8, /-
ZBICHMMRSAEDEE 2175, ZDHEIE VCM DOEFE (Al) », LZD 600 mg %
1 A2EEOH B0 EE5E (A1), DAP 4mg/kg % 1 B 1 @&E (Al) PHEES
%, EZIRICIE TEIC (B-l) X ABK (B-Il) »HWS N B, AEEARIEEE 1~2
HETHZH, EL4OEZEICICU TEELTH L,
F) STAFIRHOPETE, BICEEE LTI RIKEIETh TWaE L, - EEHRERE
BBRE R BRI OBESEHIE L TV AE L,
) VCM I3 b A ETIE, EEREERTIE [4ME - ES S UOFMEIEDOZRELE] (CL
RERDEIS 13 % Lo

R FEERER A R EE D 5348

Bz kAL AR A\, RIS & B A, R IE IR IR S L 72 D
DT, {LRERWICL 2 b DOPBL W LD LIREE (pyoderma) IR L H S (R10),
BE A, B, WEL ET CTICEMIEE D o 7SR 2RI L72b DT
Do F 7RIV D KR BRI A & HLPEE R R BRI AWE, A T o B R
LR R 2 MEHEVE R RS AR R IYE L IR L H Do S O IR kSRR &Y 1
BHROBE D SHRIEOIH B 5 WV IZ IR THFE W BE % A & PUREE O RS % 2
ENLVIERMEIZT AT R TE B,

& 10. REREHEEBRIEDSE

A. BRI EERERMBERAYE (BREZE)
1) REMRERIYE
a) (IERRERME (BN, (LRETILRARRGEL)
b) HIERBIEERAE (GRIEBRMZEE)
2) RTEERIRERRAE
a) EREERAE (B FEE HEL)
b) FHIERBIEERE (BERX, A5, UVI\EX - UYV/ERELE)
B. fEMIERI EERER AR SE
1) BRI (RRRMEADTE, (EIRIETIRAE L)
2) BBTRRBRE (OMZ - BB - FMRIIEEDTRBRE)
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HUREE B R SRR S IE (3 2 DIRR G 5 R 1L O X ) I N TV B2, JWEDR
S LA 2B 5 LI X ) TORELHMTE L L9124 5,

Bl 23T & M R WA D B RRE TN X D RO TEIN S 225, KRISER 2NN
R EDbb0, KI12ZHEZIIT S S OITTRIIWEIR 20, REIZHMERE &
LREDWE - BEREHOD LW EDH Do MEPIZHHEE DIERLKIEPALNL L
DB 05, W - BRERTIIERAZNE) DI L, FHETIIEARTR L, KRPHESD
5 HENTTRETH 5o F7BIEMERIBEIITEY 202 LR ETITW2D Z LM
Z\nicH, ZOEPPEETH LD, ZO2DOF D 5 WVIZERIGERDDH ), KEoE
fbL., 2EIIER L7236, OWATRICESLEINCEIE S 0, SR ) e,
Y EEDNBYIREZ G L7202 20b 53, GG 48 K- T AR A
SN WEER, BT 52 &% CWAER 2 IRHPRICYIH L, B T HIROBIEEZL oA
W2 BET 5 N ITRERROD S h o 2618, BIEUHEREZHTE 2WnwaT,
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MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



2) HEEE

BRI RE 7 PR ZII Lo LT 504 OMBIEIEL TWb, S5 ITEEMS
EEPHNZL, 1T A LD THMRIREEZEIND, 22T, AP S NYE, €
NBEG AP EETNT L5 LDVPRUTH L, 8L LIXERETHNIE, IiHEOLY
BHGPLETH LD, EHETHNL, HHEOEZEGILELVILTH LD, HFHICIE
INETIRGSER, 2 F IR, IR, K, BEG EOBGYERYH L ENEETH
bo SHIRAHIIZL, 1 ZIFHRICHETSE, ROAZHMBEREEL T, MR DEES
X, TOMBERERE T L. TDIED, ROT T 240 THHEROFEGEOH IS A H
THHY, ABBORFELLIDY 25, HLVIIFEELLEZWEDIZWHIL LV T, &
BEEPETHET LI LD L, PIZITHETIZAHE SN G T FYKREAZ 1 cm®
720 10 cfu L& o 2B —2 DO BRI 55, HETIE RV,

31 critical colonization® &\ 9 BE&AHEIE S, T AUXERIRIYICIZAIERIC 25 L 724
WL, BISREAEIE L Tw A IREZIET, O hEGwieE ek - iRZ: Eo%k
FEFTR) 137V 2S, BEHIRBATLZ ) 2 RBZERT 5, T L THELZ EOBRERTIXL
WELITHIRE SR s, 2N OMIH 1L 2 O critical colonization TH % Z & 3%\,

BARRNZ A58 R 25 OB 5 N O M K B 2479 & ITITFEE IS A0 BES 15 25,
critical colonization 2* G2 DH Wi L\ Z L A% v, Bl zIX, B TIRIZHE
Bz LA TMEEREZRI LTwb0T, WHHHEZ L, MEEOEHHKY
DT H B o T 728l TIMBRCR O W2 A3 2 b o THRKE IR E e o TE 2D,
WEHDOEDEEAL AP S FTALZBITEALLZD, RHZRO) 2o TE2LEEE, MR
BGZFEDLRUTNE R SR\, & 25 WIZR MR U TIRMERHNEC 2 o 72856 M
MRS Z Bt o TGN e %0 5 LR MITIA LIRIMPESH M L 2528 —D2D
H& kb,

R OREITHERE R EAT) LHEFETH LD, BIHORNR T — B I 5T 2R
DETHLHAREREIIVNEETDH 5o BIZIERET FYEKROBG I —EIKAM, #
7 FYKROSE IRk L 20, RIRETIETN—E kiR s 20, HR-IEw
BWiT 52 L0% v, FBABRORGESH S L, KO RDEs72 Rl d52
EDZ W,

BAIHFEE > SMEEEZ T L, RKEIHEL TV AHERZIE) 2 EDBLVDT,
72 bR GER OB R IREB A S I3 DN R M A REM B L §5, FEVWIEETIE
W7 FYIRRRHRIBER 2 & e &I, KW, BEKR, ZREREZ EORGEGEZETT
Wb ZENL W,

oM, BEEETE, BESHANE, IR BINEOEZIT )N, @EOSE, &
WRETIRIBEDSA SNV DL VDT, Z OB IZ AR 25 BB 2 M5
B3 5. 7272 IR ORI RNV, E72IRE DA S N72356 TRl & & % - T
W5hHZ DB\, DO T O IR R B OMER O 72 O | M2 03 LIE LIdTT
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bBINTWDHY, MEHEOBICEBICESR L TWAMEZ 0L TWbAZ L2l hwn
DT, FEET b0 M S 58S N7 R AAR Y IR R 72 o 7295650, BUlihe 235014
gL 75TV D 2 ED%L V. ZDDIMER OB O N/ME DS, IR R A
A LT 22 R A 0 HE 1L, BIRER? St 5, 2 F 1) MEEETHEI S ST T
b, EELEHIERD R (, BB L2 & OB % % 5 2 ERAT
WAL, MEHECHEONZMBEIEBICES LT fllFHE R Lz 8 knwa
ENL N F TR ITERSE & A ) R ETEALBE 72 & O IR G MER AT LIE LIk 2%
EMZEINTWAEDT, BWNICHED BA IR ERFEMEICHR L 72129 AL v,

3) RRE

T 8 R ARG RE D JE K B X b 72 B 25, R 287 Y EREHD 5,
ZFLTEDOHEMT F7ERE D 20~40% 725 MRSA TH 5o D HE TR BERHLIR K SE
MO EES NS MRSA 13, BEPITHMES D MRSA & 3ERIEZ D B2 5 2 & 5 < A
LASNTWA, it CA-MRSA & W) BE&2SH T & 725, & L T4 MR EFHEIE T
WD TOZFEEARPEBIRZ Y — XL 5 Y A0rb Y, bOEO CA-MRSA O FEE
LN ENT,

ZORER, B HIBHAR R AE A 5 B X b MRSA 1387 N7 3R 0 244% % 5
¥, MRSA W ABEEE, #METEDNICAR LA L2 5 8%, @ 4 A DPNICHR
OB % Z BB POTHEINDL DS o7z L LlE TEMDMICABELZS
ENH B BED O EESNT: MRSA & ABEEED 20\ JBH 2> 545 5 72 MRSA O3RN &
P, ZIZFE LT, WIND LA TIE 220720 2O &5 B RIS O B2 i kiR
HLRRGIE D & 0 HE S D MRSA 1, ABE, JBkEZEZMDT, (3L A LD CA-MRSA
ThhHIZ LIRINT,

L DF =L 5 2 A05, bAETH CA-MRSA 1213 ST A#]% MINO VAR TH %
Bbho7zh, BPETIECLDMIE ) ThF 7 u vy RER VAL LRI, FRPM
WA EATREENT, L2 LIDSA 74 K54 YOTIEF 7 a v RERH LN A
LRHEOFRLEDS VDT, DAED CA-MRSA ZPUHEEETR ALY, KEE WL DD
EWDH DL ERDbNS,
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1. RTEMER EERER R EYE

1) B R AR RE

— A A VB WAL SE O TR 1, LR OSMED L CIRAIRT a0 2 &
BH o BHCRBICHUR LT 2 B AR SR A X TR S & ) 2 B0 7072 L{RYtE
WIS DL BT, RS A RIED L, RIS L 7 (RGeS <18, HUiist
HHETHHIEAWRETH 5o MRSA 12 X BIRGMENRIE TIE, 2% MUP & (A-IID) #°
HRTH 2D, AATRBOMBINA %O T, NDFX 8P 5 FA KFE Q5 %479
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—7J7, IRMPAICAEAE T B EEMEIEAIE R, 7 b ¥ — R E %7 S APE L AR G PR i
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E*%ﬁméﬁ%#%f%é FRICODETIE, Mb: R RRE S OB L, 7

—PER R RIZAEL T RRERAIZE 1S WO T, EEREET 5,

hmﬁ%m DFEKHE DL L IZ#EBT FT7ERE T, MRSADY A X ZD% P
CA-MRSA TH A DT, ST &#l (AID) 7 MINO (AID) #4535, 7272L ST &##lid
DS TUE R RS HLRR S A AL R OB 5% Vo F 72 MINO 1 8 iR 12 13l T
ERV, X0 RENENLIERDH LD, 16 EARTHICITHEHLOH W, Tl
CLDM 25K E TIZHERE SN TV B A%, Mg X D I LR OBEN B2 5 Z LM s h
TV FEEHHIE T O R RIS C o B S b MRSA o3& % H% & CLDM
K E & PR DS 5 2 L 03H 512, & LA bAETIE CLDM & ) FRPM %
CA-MRSA IZH R 7 2 L A%\ LZD #5045 (A-I) 1& CA-MRSA, HA-MRSA
WZhDDbOTHEMTD 505, AHOKEZ ZT 7280 AR 8 &g, 1R VE R %
Th Y, RACNERH BB EGE (L PRBR TR ST e,

2) B, FEROTRBRE: (EMMUEEEEREE) OBE

95, BEM O RIEGAA L TIDSA O F A4 K54 »OTiE MUP OSMNH R ST
Wb, L2 LOAETIE, MRSA % BIEICRFT 2 bl L, MUP#KE % 3 H R
52 LR TRD SN TV 2755, BIYEIT T 2R TIZZZD 5N Tn vy,
7% 51 MUP O%5 =i HE, MUPMEOME 2 FHE ST 505 Th b,

— IR B R EOBEMECIEEE T FYRRZIEI LD LT 54 OMEIES L TV
72, MIREEZTI LIFEAEHEE 2D, T LTHMRERZET L EwbNE AT
04 FOSHZITH &, BBVPRL LD, FIITESE LT ME IR ERICEET Y, ¥
ICIBBIRE IO ZAT) &, MEERINLR L 2505, BEREZL LAEL
T 5o TOMFEN) XY RIS STt L, e oM@ L, JVHPRSECRYED
HMEPEET D LI Hh D, Lz TRBREME 2 SMESEZINTY, PiRED
MHIIAT) RE TRV ZRIESRD D 5 LHET 5 01%, B RLBEMUAINIISR, IR,
P, BURE Vo ZBYYERD D LB T TH B, 72 LI DL RIEGIERD D 55
HRTIHEREERBR L 5o TVA I ENL VDT, MHEEONHTIELRL, HKEDL
WHPETH B 2OYERGT 5 3HE, MRSA 239508 S 7284, Lt CA-MRSA
WCHR RO TH S,

. MR S ERET R SYAE
1)%@%&%&%@%@%&
WA H B A1E, BIECEUTUR - L, FLF— Y49, BB RE 2%k
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b

FEPEAS I CIIYIB - FLF =D ETH S H5 T2, BETHT LD
CA-MRSA IZH R AFITHETH LS, SEERE ML) BEC, WADIRH I LSS
X, B GSNETH Do MEEEOYAEX, VCM 15~20 mg/kg 1 H 2 IEHE (A-D,
LZD 600 mg O 72137#44% 1 H 2 (A-I), DAP 4 mg/kg/dose ¥ 1 H 1 [0l (A-I)
EINT %o 55 TRINGEICIE ABK (BII), TEIC (BII) 253 %%%, ABK 13578k ERALKR
JEGHE IR DB 37 vy CA-MRSA 12K LTIk CLDM & #EIRWEETH 5%° (A-IID),
DABETIX, ANVNARKLREPLMINOR=Z2—F /B VOIHTD LW DD 5,

BIEMRE R, W ABYEOEE, 722 BICF 7Y R v 2170, BOROPEEOR
GLEBRCWESEHZIT) . TV AHOLEIBIEREREVGRTH S I EHUR
ENTVD, SHITHFHERRHICHEREZATH & &b IS, BIEHIEKD — 5 2 R B A A
BHIBE L, B OMEREZ1T ) o 2O G-I 2 PR IEIZ[JAID/JSC BEAE A A K 20111
XBEIZLT, HEHELZRET 5725, MRSA X2 Z &3k wv,

2) BliS - BB EDTRZRG: (B EEETEERAE) DBE

P2 R EBE 2 5 DA A OME A B S, $FIC MRSA 2558 S L5 2 EH% w2,
MRSA IZEAE L TWABHZ LD\, D725 0 MRSA 3R EEEAHEEHERIC
HETZZ A%, LeLdED ERITOEEREAERCBMEZED D 506, K
JEES I e EE LWL, MRSA OEENH L L, EEOHED BELT S, 5
12, ABEBRETIEMNAE LTV 5 MRSA 2B BENDEYIR & 72 5 DT, MRSA ZkK#%
THLEDND D FICAIHATHERL STV WA 72 E OS50 Tl IZHEFRISHE 2
FRINDLOT, SR D 55V X A8l OREELE XD 2 & ARBOIEAR & 7
%o

MRSA #5935 hEE LT, ARIT 70 K< U258 —RIRE 2 275, IERD %D
HOWTWAEAIE, BIHEOILFNT 7Y K< Th v, LT 7Y Fvr e L
T, EA 7520 Rl G/ LBV ARTHL ZEPHESNTWEY, €42 %
S VRBREDEENY TR, ALFN BT T VRN H L0 5 TH Do 7272 LigkE
BEVWE, KDBEWEBEIICASZEIERLRITNER S v,

M FEEh, HIMERBIIR CRP O A S8, &5 REZEZE LT, #Eyit
HORERNIX G2 BT HRETH Do T 72HECEBLBLO TR Z ORI IHR,
WEHE, P, BUEZ EORGIERDS A SNGED, MEEOEERGPLETH L, &
iE D 35 A (3 HLAEPE B BB R G TR 3 2 BRI PURSE T HEHBES MR TH 525, =
FED B \VIIIHEDIEIRIC K EGA, H 5V ESFERE D BHa1E, Bl oA E ik
TR R (T 2 A 2 55 %,

EHPBME (=) FMBEENE - BR .o | BECEHOM> DT HEmN E

5 | F3ZEk

D) s —, KREETE, KEEFE, P @ AKHEE: 7Y a 7Y =24 (FAPG HE#]) OWMEINYS - B SB35 4 H
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d. S - REBEERRE (2) 5T - BT - FWRIOZRBREE

<

Executive summary

&ﬁ

. EMEM R EEER AR (complicated skin and soft tissue infection : ¢SSTI) (35
THEBREBICIA D 2 BE, BB, IMBICFED Beg, BSERREE, FERRME B,
VBRI D FEMBBAIRL S (surgical site infection : SSI) P&EFhd, At7 3> Tk
SS| #FZEEEH T 5.

-

2. BIRFREDP SBMIERSE Th 3, BEEHEE L TEshE - HMERE, 8K (E0E
& EDLHERP, MAREREDHERD SFHAT 5, PRI RS 5 hh I ARTINEZ T
Do

RIONBEANE - a0 | FRESHOMD> 0 DS mH

3. YIRIAI SSI MWL i% 5 B BLIED RS, ®MEMIKHM, CRP LEL EFHN
ERIEBDERE % 1TV, PIRISDORF, BRI HhIE SSI #5E 5,

2

s

# A, EBrEshhiET S L, S BSUHREETS (A,

%

5 D, Tk A8 BREILIN T ILIBERMRIEA R S IBHHEE D,

o

2 B OB

x

% 6. BEICHLTIE, 98, RLF—U%TI, 55, AISBOMH, BRI A >N BRI
5 FHEABIEEIM L, HEARDBREET, KLF—SET-£547T, KLyd>od

DXETS (A,

. RLF—SPENICTOMNMEREZRIRBEDZ £ SV, (FE=38C, BMmikE
=12,000/uL 7% E DREFR XL, MBXEEDOLY VW PARIL Y =5 cm, KB DIEFE
DIFELEEBEEREE*SEICLT, RLF=JIMAnEERE#FERT S B-),

E. UREAISSI Tit RLF— U EHICITh N BSOS, HEEIE 1~2 BRKRST
3, L, BEEEEH SOLAEEDTETHSE B,
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9. MRSA 23 LTIk VCM 15~20 mg/kg 1 B 2 @& : (A1), LZD 600 mg DIEO %
xSt % 1 B 2EE%E8%E (A1), DAP 4mg/kg/BH S@sx1 818 (A) #
BIRT B, ABK* (B-Il), TEIC (B-I) I3X&HELT 3,

10. DAP, LZD UD€ TV X, @MIEEHEIBIRIRT 3 (B)o ZDEEDAP I3 6~
8mg/kg/mmEFE1 H1BOEHE.2EET 5" (BIl), BIME, {bIERMEHRZF
5 cSSTITHZINSDEBIC LN > TABEFTI.

11, cSSTHCH U T HEIc L 3B P BRI TH 2, LZD BBOBAOTELAEET
H), ABREBEOEMR, X MERHESEH SN TWS (B,

1) cSSTIDEE
HOHENE B2 )i AL AR SE  (cSSTI) (ZIEHIBAL AT IR E T4 U A 15T, B2 Ml
WIS IR 5 Iy, B ke, HMBITPE D &S, BRI, BRI &S,

PNBEENE - BE o | FREHHOMD> 0 DZHZmH E

FAFRGLEA (SSD) AL 20, i
2) cSSTI [k D MRSA Dt %

cSSTI THMl SN2 BRI @7 FYIRE AT 446% % 50 % & S pY, BN TIE g
CSSTI ? 1/3 13 ¥ 7 Ny BREARE E 2 ), 205 HPHA MRSA & #E s s’ % :
7o, BRI LS T E 7 R SRE OB 384%, MRSA 12 59% IS s hz & L i
TWaY HARIZBIFSSSIORERNEE LT, EAEFBEBENEEN RS —XL 52 D
(JANIS) 0 2012~2014 44 — <4 5 > A DFERTIZ, Ml £ 12 2B E O % 7T MRSA %
13 54~73%TH Y, EWET FIEREDOLDD 57.0~657% % 5D TW5Y, AR ;13
B 5 SSIOFAM R OEEGE LT, YIRS OERFD 9 b OEM T N8R ok, &

2010 FECIIEWFED H H D 142%, 2014~2015F1X 11.0% TH A DI LT, HLT K
ERE 12815 MRSA D 5D 5 EE13654% 25 488% 12 L Twah L it SN Tw 57,
3) MRSA [C&K5 cSSTIOURXIAF

MRSA 12X % ¢SSTI #4 U %1 A 713, MRSA OFR®, PREH & O, w512 4 H
DNOBIHBEDMEH, #2127 AN ABE, MRSA BEOBE, 777 AUH, T
TV, KT T TAOFEN, RIPEERE~O AP, R R L ok, Hi
HEEANO AR, S, BRI, 12EOREE, SRR, JOEIRAY T — T,
BPEEAA, MBENT % EBT o5,
4) MRSA D541~

KEITIE SCCmec type 1V, PVL @fnT % A3 45Nt CA-MRSA 2SHE K7 HE L
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o TWAD, HATIE 2008~2009 4FTd MRSA D Wk Tld SCCmec type IV O 1
MR EBE T 333%, ABEEET178%, BENTITH S SCCmec 1T (HA-MRSA) (1Z44 K
BT 598%, ABEEHETIZT58% EMESIND, —H, 41T type IV g hoodh
%75, PVL BT ORE#1E SCCmec 1T ¥ 4 7 TliE 0%, SCCmec IV # £ 7T 23%Tdh
BEMEINTWEY, £/, BREPHTZH0E L7z, 2010~2013 fF D/ EH D
I, MEd H4% 6 7z 625 ¥k MRSA f##TCTld, SCCmec ¥ 4 ¥~ 71 type II 352%,
type IV 426%, type V 182% CTdhH -7z L TW5b, PVL #@InF 2 AT % Ktk type 11
T 188%, type IV X 188%, type V1Z44%THo72L L Tn5h"Y,
5) EEEDFHE

cSSTI Z W3 B K5, WPt R olZ2, FEEE 7213 gkiE, #k (>100/47), AKifE
(<90 mmHg F 7213 EFEH & U 20 mmHg ML EIKT) % S bElka A3 2 88120, 1
W2, R MERER, RN, MEA b a s, g7 L7 F=> 03, 73 F—
¥ X, CK (creatinine phosphokinase) &ifi (IEHHD 2~3K%) OFEEZHRAEL, b
WZHT R3S TUZABEIR 21T\, R & ORG24 & 2RI E 75 A geta,
Reaghpdy, BBz L, FLr—2 - 77 Py obBZ k2 iz 3o b
FTRETHLH, BIEEDOIREEL LTIDSA 714 FI4 Y1IZOQWH, FLF—TUTlddEL
e\, @>38CoFE, <36TC DRI, B>90/7 DMk, @>24/5 OHFFIL, G L
KB oOEE (>12,000/ul, <400/ul), ©REHRBKTHZEELEE LTWE", 7z,
CA-MRSA 12 & 2R D ME SN TV D, T IUTHERT RIZHREIL R A, )
fataKig, BTN, 2R BWEOERLEAONL 20, BANGARHEREPLETH B
AHARTIEHE I %00
6) 2R

YIBAAI O SSL i3l 5 HHLABRICAE L 5 2 225, #ifg 5 H B LAREOZEE,, KA H Bk
¥, CRP LA7% EDHITEFBOBIE 217\, VI OFEIR, 233 1 SSI 23%Eb L
bo 727201, itk 48 KERILANIZ D CA-MRSA I X BB RSEL L 2 3D 57,
FLF—=UR7 7Y P OB, JHEOR# LR ERZEREIAHTH L, 72
A kiAs, CT, MRI Z& EOBRZENIIEITALOIRA) RS2 A5 9 2 THHATH
%o
7) B
a. SSIICBIFBaESE

YIBAI D SSI Tid, JE#, BIAROALEE, RS A DN HBHICIIREGRIOMK L, #E5%
DL ZEITV, FLF—T%1T5729 2T, FLy Yy 7oL E ). UL FL+—
VERATO Lo T2 BEIX5T%, 1T BB 29% A HEICKML/-L LTBY, WE, F
LF—UDEDLOTEETH LY, 72720, MREHBEFEFNHEILE 25D TIE% L,
i =38C, HIMERE=12,000/ul % EDORIEFT LR, ABERLMROILA ) 2H L Y =
5cm, BEEDHIDMFAELZ EBBREELZZEICLT, FLF—YICMAVMREDORH 2%
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BT 5. FLF—IUNEYIATONE, @ CIEPIREGRRIZENE ~2HH) %
197, 72720, HEEZEAR, SIOLLRZERLTHETH D, MRSA 2 S 72354,
PUR#E1E VCM, LZD, DAP Z:#RL, UL L Tid TEIC, ABK 2MEHWHETH %
b. LZD [CKDAE

cSSTIIZX 3% VCM & LZD OF#MEZ A L 727 v ¥ AMEHBGAER T, F#I2X D
MRSA HHERE S M- Wewgfide, B, 5% &8 cSSTIC, Wit RS EREZH T 5
bOEWNGEE LTS, VCM &5-#12 15 mg/kgx2 [Ml/H &2 RKHEL LTRSS LR 2 M
U720 WEERRIZFA TR O per-protocol TIX LZD 92%, VCM 88% TH & R & I1XFE
Do 7275, modified intent-to-treat (MITT) Tix LZD 84%, VCM 80% T LZD 2%
WEHEAE DTz, iR T v ¥ MM H D 90D T v ¥ AMEHEGRER Z R L
72 A ZRATIZBWT S, MRSA 2L % ¢SSTI T LZD 12 VCM & ke L, LZD IZAEIZ
ERRRD A, MR R IR, 2 (RR 1.09, 95% CI 1.03~1.17), (RR 1.17, 95%
CI 1.04~132) ThHo7zl LTwb, TNODOWERNRIIIEmNE, KBRS, T, T
BRI G & A, 7 A1) 1A% E Food and Drug Administration (FDA) @ acute bacterial
skin and skin structure infections (ABSSTI) (2320723 D TlEZ2\WAs, LZD & ¢SSTI
R L VCM & &ML EofAsiEE2 R L TWwW5bHY,

A O T, MRSA 23K TH 546 LZD 7.1 HEIWZx L, VCM 102 H
&S L TWwWabiEdy, LZD 2 Lz ARekix, VCM offif & gL 35 Ho
BME, 3 A MELZD 4510 FVIZH L VCM 1E 6478 FIVTLZD ICAE % I A b O
ANz LTw5EY,

MR RTOREINE 72 5 LZD ORIAFE~ND A 4 v FTl&, LZD ® bioavailability 1%
100%THh 1, RS THREIIRES & FEORRPHRFTE %, #FI1LZD & VCM f##
Ik$%5- O MRSAZ X % cSSTHAEBE D ERIRA R Z ik L 725 T, LZD A TH %+ v
A3 40, MBEFIRIFIE 27 T, VEM IZHE L LZD TREZEE GOz LTw
55,

7 ¥ MMLHBGRERD X EFTICB VT, JBREEHETO I R M VCM O#flk$5-23
LZD D% X VS TH o728, ABEATOLZIDICLAEBEIIVEM I 1 HH72D
DAAMIFEETH o720 LL, ABRRMHOPYEZ 3 HEEM S, &R0 ARI A
MILZD 234 7% < b LTW5BEY,

c. DAP[C&K%iaE

T v 7 MMUIEGRER O A O 2 5 @ Cld, DAP#EE VCM B0 Tl NI A & 7%
2137 <, DAP OfEHIEA v X 119, 95% CI 0.77~183 TH ), 10 mg/kg/H DEH
wmrx VT U7 2GR 2 BT b 4 v A 1.39, 95% CI 088~2.19 TH N, DAP
& VCM L REORIREZIRT E L TWb,

cSSTI T DAP %84 mg/kg/H D352 F55 5 7 ¥ 2 fbIiigadbie LT, VCM %
T PERAR= D) YR L72EZ A, HRFIEDAP 2°834%, MNRHEIL842%TH
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D DAP @ 4 mg/kg/ HDIELEAIRENT WA, LA L, ZOWSE T I EEEG, I
hE, ERES, RYLPEBIETA, DN, DUCEERT % & OB RS LEE L D DRI LT
W5,

BER I R Ge TUE, #8212 MRSA &G D > 72, MEFIENICMRSA D a0 =¥ —
Va vy OMELND S EH, HIRICBIT S MRSA O\5) 2 E405 { MRSA D&% Z 8
T2 RZYEND B ER, MRSA Z BRI IZIREE L 2 I IUXFFA C & Wik O KM asE
U 26121350 MRSA O 5.2 ZETXETH 5™ BIRIKETIZ VCM OB R~ O
TZREFTR L, BREEZED 2 WEEO VCM IR I MIE L 2% 37.6 ug/mL, KR
119 ug/mL T3 % DI L, BEIR % £F 9 BEO MIE R EAY 365 ng/mL, BRI CTIlX 3.7 ug/
mL CThHho7zemEIN TS, —F, DAP O ~OBITHIE 4 mg/kg/H %5
L72B312, AUCo. Tl3fEH A23335%81 ug - h/mL 2% LHEREEFETH 451 +406 ug -
h/mL THEZRZEIZ WY,

DAP DBEFHAHRICOWT PK/PD X ) #ET L72#k T, 58619 1 DAP oithi %
<6 mg/kg/H% 2%, 6 mg/kg/H% 18 %1, 7 mg/kg/H% 13 %1, 8 mg/kg/H % 15 1,
8 mg/kg/H<% 10BI2H5- L& 2T A, AUC/MIC 23Kad S 7z 41 BIClE, B OrER
9 AUC/MIC>400 TH - 72 Dix 92.7%, HWIIEH % /R3 AUC/MIC>800 TH -
72 DIE756% THo728 LTW5BEY, 2, HRANIIEIFS cSSTLIZH L, DAP % 4 mg/
kg/H % #5- L PK/PD % f#hr L 72315 T, AUCo/MIC 5345 @ U537 & B 24 19 2
1%, AUCo2/MIC 28 147~484 FKiwilL 76.9%, 484~625 AKiwilk 78.6% & FWAEH I Jm A7\
HTH 7212 Db O TEVAMMEATR SN T Wz, ZHUd eSSTT IRk, IR,
MG, FEIEE, Bl EE, BEEINTWAIEe, Ao KRE SIET by — ki
CANLGN TRV EDHERTH S EHE SN 2D LHHY, FDA 252013 4
WA Y ATRLIZE DI, B, NS EREL LU, BermEEs, HRmE
&G, B4, BrEoORIGIRG, ST, BUHEIRE, B A X B REB IR L 72
I ZC, R, MEE, A OMFEA 75 cm® DL L oA %2 b DR K, FraE, REES, Al
J&Ge & L7z acute bacterial skin and skin structure infections (ABSSTI)* % HUH #E DA )
P2 dii koL M) —Jk#E L 5 2 L 2R L TV 5,

Doz &2t FLh—U29ibhTwa4 Tk, DAP O 5 #13 4 mg/kg/HT
DIHHIITRTH L EEZONLD, HikD 4 mg/kg/HDEG % LFT 507 TS
NHERTlX 6~8 mg/kg/ HOEHEDFEHBLETH 5%,

DAP I X 2 EFLOME & LT, CPK @ LHIE, RO CPK 2SIEH M ORI 2 1]
Hife L CIEEMEO 3L I EA L72b 0%, BB S IEEHE X D SiEOBIZ 2 o)
TIEHMEO 5 U LD CPK O FA L-b 0L wE®k L, ZORAEFIL12%TH-o72L LT
WY, FAEMICT 6 mg/kg/H 2L L72MES TIE556% TH Y, ~T 7EH24.3 mg/
mL £ ) REWEIZIZCPK D LA LM 5 LMt L TWwW5b, £72, DAP O 5-& & CPK
FADYI 2 V=33 Y EATSTHEE, 8 mg/keg/H DG Tl 357%, 10 mg/kg/H Tl
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ABK, TEIC 12X % c¢SSTIIZH T 5 T ¥ ¥ 2b#aEid v 72, TGC b H MRSA
EHEEAT 55, HARTIZ A VA ATPER NIRRT, ZHWET 2 A sy 5 —
NI EFHT HDAT, MRSA IZIFEH L2\,
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DAERDPE L DIEN &> TWD,

HETHE SN KPMRSA EOFHIMIGRELREZ DL —I12X5E, B
MRSA DS RMFRELIIHFICL D IES5 D XK E WY, VCM OF ol EE i,
5807 55 6 BEH T 0.05~067 LIEH 20X HRE LY, FRAFTIEGH LIS T
KEf]C 027 TH %o TEIC*OEXFIME R IE, #5505 25 3.2 KT 0.15~0.85"""7,
4705 16 BT 05~064 TH 550y 7Y aXTF KOS RMERELIZR 02 TH
%Y, LZD* g3t Mg, 02~05 CE¥M#IZH 04Y) TH D™, VCM & gL
T, = DESDEDPLHRVONIFTH %o DAP*OFFHILFHREIZH 5% 2 55
16 BERNIZERIRE T 01 Hif Th 5%, ABK*OE 3 MG HEEHIZE L TOMBE IRV,

L MRSA DA OPLHEE TI1Z, REP*O-EX MIEREELIE, #5542 25 14 R T 0.08
~056%% CEEIZR 025°) TH A5, ST*O8 0 MRz L O#H L X %o MINO OF
MG REIICE L CoMmED 20, |UT M I3 4 270 Y R¥ETH 2 DOXY OF il
THIREEIE, B354 3T 002~072 L5 SNTW AT, 2O X512, BRI E
HIZIES2&KE L, INHDTF—F DA TEDH MRSA EOEBBEAEN TV S )
HWrd 52 EIEWEETH 5,

MRSA IZ X 2 BHEDEHR TR D — WA I N LD VEM TH 5%, VCM 3k d
JEH AT WP MRSA #C, HRHTREINICHOZ20) £ oBEIHH SN TE 2N rav
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4T VifHES 7 R ERE (VRSA) EEIEDOHFE IR 5N TWwb, MIC creep DFEIX
H5HLODO B % 53R { b MRSA FH%GH TIX, 708 % MR
ORI TREVREL S X 5. L2LEDYES, VCM OFBATHICE T 53
WIZIESDEKRELYY, TR KW ERERIGHICB T 2 HERIE, -7 7 7 2 RFITH
SR A2 25 (11~57) EABIIE o727 N, ZORERNA % ST %
HIHEED L5, F72, MIC>2 ug/mL OJFEKE Tld AUC/MIC>400 D 7ERLAYHE L <
BIFREBNRPZIIL T ERD, TOMOP MRSA HEOFH 2 i3 X& L 3h
%%, 2010 4E O Z A ERPLH R — XA 7 ¥ A TIX, RIFTO PR IR K
B (MRSA) ®97%%SMIC 2 ug/mL TH-o-72 LTBVY, ENTH D MRSA 123}
L CTiE VCM DA ol MRSA 5 % #at 3 2 LEFHTE T b,

AR, BRI T DAP* O A HMEICE§ % fivd 2 BI5GRD 5 . MRSA i B i & G4
(B4 82%, i 18%) Zh5 & L7212 nested case-control study T, fH[m) 2 2
TRy F U ITEOBNTHETIE RV OD, 65 AT DAP* DR AMM: (K
AR OUGE, o RIEY — 7 — DI, 2ORBEREFM G L, »oBEHIGHER
8HLINDOF ARBEZR L) 1X70% & VCM @ 58% & 0 o 72" F 7z, AT PAHIE PG
VR U C I THE AN A 4T ) B 2 RIS DAP*OR Wi 2 FE T Ak Lz
RCT Ti&, ZIIREHRM LT o SIRESR (2 BELIAN) X VCM Z il & L 7o 1
MG E T 723 v ba— VERIZHA (801 381%), DAP*REOIZ ) RIFTH Y (B
% 0 6 mg/kg/ H¥ 58 58.3%, 8 mg/kg/H¥ 58 609%), A %A ERHLLGHFG
HBOFERRFEEEGIL6~8 mg/kg/ HIKGHEL I M u— VO3 HTHEEIT L,
72", KEZ s L7z Cubicin Outcomes Registry and Experience (CORE) Registry
LW % i & L7z EU-CORE O RBIS 2 ity Tld, ALWBEEGOMIRNARE G
B, HHVIILE) E759%TH D, FHiEK N=994) O 777%& & HIZHIEMY BT
Hotz¥ SHIT, NG % & O 78 REHICB1T 2 DAP*ORBIKRWA M (b
B, HHVITHFE) X, <6 mg/kg/HTH 75%REE, >6 mg/kg/H T 60~96% & Hid S
NTEY, HEERAEISHEEDENE L 2 A2 WREESRE SN TW S, 72721, 10 mg/
kg/ HEG-OAMAMEZ TR INTESTY, BHEHRGIZCK LAY A7 BEL kb7
D7 X DHEEICKEREBETLLEN DL, T2, KL TR M) —IIEHENEREE T
7zaryba—VEHOTF—4 %<, MRSAUAOFEREIC L 2BG9ED T Tnwb il
BESFRVIT—Tarhdh), TOMPBICIET A REBEPLETH L. L2LEDD,
HEBHRE 7= IZEMNTONHETH D, BHEERNER IR LW EH R
72 5 W RSB O TREN TS Z L2560, MRSA B &G IZB VT DAP*
BEELBREO—2E %) 2 5,

—7, LZD*IZEE 2P0 MRSA 3D 2 CTHE— R G RE2HEATH ), mORLEEE
LS FIEF LN 2MATBY, MRSA BHZEHICBIT 2 HELERFO—DL
25 TOFEHAEICOVTYH, HEIZ/NSIWIEHMEGERICB T 2EHEOMENDH

MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



B8, L L, #5-FIEH BN RN /MOE A % EORIVER 2 T 7,
BHIEGH»ITwId wa L s, BEIERG 2Rt L 3 2 5 KGR Tl OERNA R 1%
KT ETFT 22 BE LIS WA D 5. TD720, FHREEFETIEIVCEM 2 LD
PR REE K L BE 2T — 2 ICZ Lk w) fE H 5, E512, VEM EF L
7)) a7 FREITHPES NS TEIC*D, TOHAMEZ RET 2 EEOMEN D 5™,
342 AH, BHETTREC & o 72 220 ADERRMARITES 2T #E2E 90% (81/90), 1@k i
4886% (70/79), ALIEVERIRI% 824% (42/51) THh o7z & T HHENDH VY, FoOME
BoOfE T BMRMANMEL 84~92% & —H L THEHW, 20728, TEIC*H MRSA &
BEREFRICBVTHEHELRBIREO—D2LF2 5. LELENS, VCM R Z Dot MRSA
WERRL-BE LT =222 LW EOREDLND b,

KEEGSESE (IDSA) O A4 K54 22 Tld, MRSA BH#i%ICHE R 7P MRSA &
LT VCM, DAP*, LZD*25F UHEdEE - ¥ 57 AL NV TRRBEINTE Y, ABKF,
TEICHIZKE T TN TV W 2RI STV R\, Ji MRSA SO BB OEH 12
L CRERMBRIARLTBY, §B35ICMHPLETH S,

TLIRPE S RESRIC B 2 PUEIE OB 5 HIE, HWEIBOPHEIERE 2 ED b 720, TAR
M R MR 2 13 T WEHIRNPE G FITRIRE N TV 5, — NI, FRIRNES-
DIZ ) DEHFEANOBATHIEE TH Y, OB IIEIRABG1C X 5 S O MRS
HWHhb ZEN% v, P TDM 74 K94~ 2016% Tld, HRROERICBVWTH
R R 257200 HEE N 9 7fE1E, VCM Tl 15~20 ug/mL ZHEFE L T 5,
TEIC*Tix M 7 7 20 ug/mL LLF I BT 2 RMPIBHE SN Twb720, HEME
20 ug/mL L EICREE L TWwWb, M7 730 ug/mL DLET, SHICAHAEMENESTL LD
Wi d e <, EBICET 2 HAB N2 ZE L T20~30 ug/mL @O b7 7R L T2,
Pe 5413 VCM Tl T EE 15 mg/kg 1 H 2], TEIC* Tl i &HE 191400 mg (6.7 mg/
kg), TH2M -2 HM, g1 H 1 ES—FIATDONTWE2S, EH45HHETORN
3 HE oG %F (118 10~12 mg/kg, 1 H 21\ - 1~2 HiE, 3HH 10) S EESNIT
Who HEEN T 7MEZ2 RINGER L, 2o 5700 EMRICHKR LT -7 ¥ 7
B G-RMEFR G 2 LRT 2UENDH L, W e d TDM THEL, HHETORBILE
EENG, LZDMIE M EHT 1 81600 mg 1 H 2 [, DAP*IE i E#HT: 1 0l 6~8 mg/kg 1 H
1 55 %,

W, FROFE, BRREHEICE) RS, KAOYE, WHEREH O N7
DH B TEDNLE DI A~6HAMEZETLEEZ 6N L X0, SERLBED 5
VIR HARIE: 4~6 A OFIRNIEX 5L E SNTELY, Lo L, Mokt esy 2l
72\ MRSA BHEROLGE OB G WIS Tld vy, Tl ) B oS 25 0L% L
ENDZENRL VWY,

REP*IZx}3 % MRSA O EZ MG EH BAFE SNTW5, N4 % 7 4 )V 2@ MRSA 12
L CHIR 3 % 24 BERIVEI S 272805 T, VCM R LZD*IC8h R d i b o 72
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2%, MINO, DAP*, RFP*I3/NA4 F 7 4 VAHOERBEZ WL S8 LTwWh, Ll
LZD*OigE% FRA XD LN F 7 4 VW AThOEREBIRD Lz OHED L B 5, PN
AF 74 VARRICEH L TR E SR 5MEPLETH L, —J), BB TR, A
L BE B AR AR DA 2 IR G D 1R T REP*OF R & IEPRHREZ LI L, REP*BEHREDIZ S
DHE BN REIE D - 72 8 T 280D 5%, T2, MERERL L IEOBM XY,
DAP*IZBWTIRE RFP*H A WIEB-F 7 ¥ A REZHHL721FZ )N L VETH2HEND
570% 0 LZD*ICB L CIE, RFP*2 P9 % & LZD*OIHEEIME T34 2 &b Nn T

BHY, 39610 PITHEHIC BT 5 EfEZRIE, LZD*HMEE 82%, LZD*& RFP* O ff i #
64% E HREAE WD, HTHHBECTKRS 25 L0WEVBH L, LrL, N A 74V
L H D MRSA (233 230413 LZD* & RFP* % B L7213 9 Y RFP*Hiflt & b #5k 3 % &
DFEFARERDRE SN TVEY, 2D X HIZ, LZD*E RFPFOPHICE L TidiEmbsd v,
RFP*CTlE % K ZDMOIEH E DFEH DT ) L VO EEDOSHOBERETDH b,
REPHIEHAI TR T % LML T 2 fEltEdd 2 O C, HAITIIER L w2 & 253K T
5o

INFET, HET FYHREIIFREEICEE L TN T T4 VLA ERKT AL, HED
MINEAL O A CTHIGEC & MBS AR & SNTEZ™, LaL, # 7 Mok idiiigm
THHHTEHMBANFERTHH 2 L OMEDHA SN, FHFMLANICDRA LM
YA ZEDPFERINTVBEONP, CEZ R &D B-F 7 & 252 HEDOmEEMBN~OBIT
FEARE SN, MNFARICSHT 2EEEES S LS Tw5, —F, b ME3F
FaPN D MSSA 1239 A PRI E 2 72512 X 5 &, VCM, DAP* CTIHEREUIIA B
A9, TEIC*, LZD* RFP*CIIAEIIA L, RFP*DUR D HEFEITHA L Tn5™,
REP*IEMa Ao CHagilE 3 % MR N 25 A TR C b 2 RN OEHEE TH 0, i BN~

OBATEDNRIFEE Z 5N Twh, B TIER WA, & M MERN~DOPUR S
DB E A 72 E T, ST*ORGTH S MY X b7 ) ZAOMBEANNOBITEARIFT
HotzlTHMELH AL, LHL, TNSOMBABITIEICE L COMEIE, $XTin
vitro TOFRERTH 5o MBABITEZ ZE L 2REEOMHEIIOVT, 5% S HITHE
PLETH Do

FRHARCIRNAE U7~ A BTS2 Z L IIHEECTH D, WhIZsEEEZ 3~ b
O— Vg D0 HRA b eebd, BNVIRELZRBEIE L7202, FORMRSLAE L7258
HEOPIHEIRIEZ RO L EVEETH D, TD720, Fimbisti:, EESGHEL 2~
FE=ZXRERX Y FAR—H =2 EOHLREHED delivery system D3E R E N7z,

FRBEEE AL, B EOFNEICHRAM T 2 — 7 LT 2 —7 2B L, A
A TAPLZRGEE — 2O MEEALMG 260513228 L0, RITCEIREOIA
EEEHSE2D, RIS T2 HETHE7,

MEFEEHEELA Y PE—XBI LAY P AR—F—1ZH L A ¥} (polymethylmeth-
acrylate : PMMA) 2, BRHEEIIH L TEZEOH 2R ELZRAE LT, € — XKD 50 IE
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ANTHFSOBIRICE DI AR =2 ER L, HEFN - REHROLEICTE S, il
WHZ RN S5 HETH 5. HHSNAPREITRAER A ¥ N ORED RiH
SR L DI ERAGRINE NS Z DL WE v F F TITE B R A L B & PRI 03
LIHESHE LA Y MIET 2HOEWIEITRIE W25, BRREGEDB & O 781
X0, BIAEEEELA Y PE=XRE AV AR —DOFHEREEZ RENTW DS,
T x v MIHH L BHZRAG L, ARSI & D EAVE CREPER S LT 5, &
A Y MEZ ORI X ) HEORBONRAIZALS 555, PUASEOHHE - =™, £ X
v N O, S X U POREY, kXY FOESBVICHIKET 5. VCMHIX
M EPEICENR, 60T - WIIRIET 6 A7 A BIRAE T 2 WG sBRIZ B W\ T b FRAF Il 854 %
ThHholl oY, XY MOESENOCL Tz ONTVAEEA Y FNOfiH
BEFELWVWEFE R D, TEAILENE LR Y ME, VIHEORRZMEE 55, Hh
WSO T 2B X5, MHOF X 2 v M55 OH KRG, FICEmD» SO
HTHY, ZOBRIIWHBIZTEL DY, HEICEET 54 27 >~ MEFHO MRSA &3
WXL Tid, SREFTVCM*EHEEA Y 2 HWzk XY PE—XRE A Y F AR—
=% 7 I FHEN OGS HRE SN TE22Y, 2oL 88% %5 98% &
W SN TV A iR 9 2 200 E LA O BRI 66% 20 S 79% &K < il
ENTW Y, RBEEHEOERE QTR Th L, HleRERENFE I NL
EbdHY, HEGEe BEREROTREELZZ LN TV,

F 7-PUREE AR I & OFLEE W], FRHK Ll 2 Ao TiE, & £ >~ 40 gl TOB*
12~48 g & VCM* 1~2 g DY A GH S AR—H —%2FABE L7249 AOBEICE
WC, P 118 H A I PR E AT IR 1S 450 2 BISTE O DU HE i B2 13 &5 B2 (TOB : 1.98
~6.88 ug/mL, VCM : 097~228 ug/mL) TH - 725", €A 40 gl VCM* 4 g
EAZT* 4 g DR THHIEZ G I/ AR—Y —ZFE L7246 A\OBFIIBWT, F
39107 H 0O "W E SRR 12 B0 2 BETR O VCMIRELIZ#E G 7 F 7 KK o MIC i %
R DIEETH o 72 WG D H 5% T 0D ANR—Y—LFE 1 24 B[ o ML HU R S 13 IR

WA, RS EREOIRESMHIZIIRITE T, E2FI52 2B EIcvwERESN
TWaY, T VCM*&EH X ¥ h AXR—% =ik 6 HARIZB VT, AR—4—JFPHH
fkD VCM* i1 MIC (RHE) D ETH-o e MEP SN TBY, RFFTREE+5cm
EThHhsbLEZLNL,

— L N TR FAR % MRSA JEHAE (250Hd 2 I FHEBRAT 2B W T, PLRSEE A & A
YIFAR—H =R - RSN PR IEDOEITPMMA £ X~ M40 g 23 L T
VCM *2 g5 4 g Th b 4, DAP* 25 SE728 X ¥ b AR—H —DERIKRIN =A%)
PEDPHE SN TV L8 5% BHGEDSLETH 5%,

PHEEEAHEA Y NI BHEICOVWTIRIFE A LHE SN TRV, HREEH L

AV MEEIC L BB AEOREFRES OV D L. L L, Wi d A TR &g
THEL TV, EROFK LM ETE R\, Bt X v MIBI 2 PR R %kE
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R 2 HH o, aSkG EHBRLE L0, AR THEA SN LSS
IR W E b s,

[ERRTERIERR]

A RRILRTIIIEDE . IV OfRADEN, REOBRY:, BIGEAW OFE R
EORERDA LN, BRH2EHH» ST, —EOLRFEZWY, BEHOXMTOAPRER F I
DTPNERZR EZ2ET LI DD, KT L E, REMMOME, 2U& JR HiW,
B R 2 EO R R UIHI AR S ERIE, BEEANRZ E2B0OLI VDL K
NTIIBIETEROBNE, IR, 2U& ek, Btk WENEHIRZ E o R R E2 0, JE
B, BT, BELEOEHERZROLI LD D, FWE, TNOOMKTR, Mk
B TORIEF A, BEAT I X 5o MHIZIE X BEOZLIZED 5§, #1732 & B
WA ORI & 5 FERBOPME, BE THOEMEIEOONDL L)%Y, AT
BN E W72 % MRIIGBIETE O R A LIRS B2 O & 0F 2 LW RO /LD R PZH
WCHEMNTH %o MR 2 THE TRERAER A SR L 738 R IEBWNICHETH 5, FFI1C
BB IR TH Y, BT A S MR 2SREN] S MAUSZITIIEE T %,

8 &

AR O A 14 > %0d 5 FEO BB B £ BT B & SITH D, HRED
B AT OIS & ¢ C L RRIETH 2 BUIHSER, T2 5T RMICT
Pt ™ o BIAISEATT 2 H0 T L LI BIBERL T\ BB S 51 AT L7235
EIIR G B % 5.

A DU BN OBATHES, SR OHIEET b By AU 2 ST
VBT GO - BB RO FIT T B

BRSO BT NE, B E AL E UL LB 0P L 2o ) R B
BiJ F CHEEE L 7o 72 BRI 3~ IO H 52, B BIJEATHR56 L 725 Ar 2 LI Bt ¢
DEHL, ) EMOEGHLETH D

[ - BEEOD ¥ TS Y NER]
2 B

201441 H £ 0 KEEWR PR L ~ % — (CDC) 3 Musculoskeletal Infection Society
(MSIS) @ PIIZWik#EZRMLTHY, HRMICHFABHEELZT—-VFXY Y5 —F
LY AHNDDH B, MSIS @ PJI Widk#ix, DWTFo3HEHD) L 1HHA %32 eT
bbHo ONTHEHED? SR 72 2 o0R55E Rk, b L I3 CTH— O EARA
SEEIhG L, @QANTRE L 3ET HEILEK, QLU TOS5HED) 6 3212HTEE
5L Thb, 5HHLEIE, a) MMiF CRP @ LA, 2 ORIMIRILEEEDITHE, b) BIEIR
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#& 13. CDC/NHSN Y—~A SV RCHIFTDALEERERRE (PJ) OEE

PJI - A\TRIEIEERZR [HPRO (AR, KPRO (A\TIRRESED) DA TEN]
BE, B UL BBREDBRDLUTONEL ED 1 DZEEICT !

1. ATEHEREE, SEBM U 2 DDIEE (B, ©ULIERE) CR—DREFEDDBHEND,

2. BEEREY DEAT M.

3. UTO/NEEDSE 3 DICHTIFES :
a. MECRP O LEF (CRP>10 mg/dL), HhDIRMIKALFFEREDTTE (ESR>30 mm/hr)
b. BSEIRHPOBMERE LR (WBC>10,000 cells/ul), UL IEBEEIRD BRI AT S—EHERT (++) ML
c. BEERRAPDIFHIK % (PMN%) £F (PMN%>90%)
d. AILFSEHiEEHEBOREFHNREESE (400 & 1 REFHcDIFHIKD >5 EfEE CES)
e. ATRHEHEDEE (il ©UIERE) O 1 DE%

dXV bk
- FA—DFRELEE, BPEOUNILVETEA—CHRIIEZSE S EFRZMEDNE—CTHDIUNEIEL,

- EALEE, REDINESER, BULLIEREDTZESMLERT, REBEEOLELZLEDHBICTELNDIENTE, 3
ECIRBEZET MY SuEMNHDEDEEERT Do

- NHSN @ PJI E#l&, Musculoskeletal infection Society (MSIS) @ PJl &% (Proceedings of the Interna-
tional Consensus Meeting on Periprosthetic Joint Infection.2013) Z5IHUfz. LH'L, 3a & 3d DAY b7
JfElE, HPRO & KPRO @ SSI B—A~XA SV X THERT BIHEIFIC NHSN TER UTco NHSN TESTcHY b4 T
B, ERFRDIRSTERIFICEME, BULIKIEMED PJl Z2H AR d 2IcHICERT 2 EZBELTLRL., ERICERR
DIV THEAT 2BEF, MSIS TIVEYHRADESNIEERZFERITNETH D,

HoOAMERE LA, b L IZBERO MERT R 7 7 — iR IR R AR % v
HRAE) T (++) Db, o BIEREPOIRER% (PMN%) b, d) ATB5E PHALRR
DIFEAII b, o) NLBAEAEPOREE (R, b L I3d) 251 2kt o/
#TH2", CDCTIHINARKIZDLBYEELTHEHALTWEY,

B2 W EETH Y, ANLTEEFEPICHAESIEE LT a5613, RN Tk z R
e B ENVEETH D, FREOMAREFERDKE (50~93%), FFHRE (82~97%) 13HKk
BICXDIEAL D 2", PRS2 D7 L b 2 MRS L TR % 3RS 5 &Ml o R =R
PEATLEOEMROBRDLH 2", F72, aDefensin (EINKAKRE, PHXXTF FO
—ff) A% MSIS ZHE T L7z PJT CTIREJE 96~100%, FFHEEE 95~99% THh - 72 & i
NTW5, Rz GbE s LKEIBY%, HRERB%THY, MimmiFy bdd Y IFHIC
AHTHHHMED D 555, ENTIIZEHRAE L LToORMEMHITRTH L, —7,
MG Z WA 60 5™,
| &

DAIR (debridement, antibiotics, and implant retention), 3 7Z%&bH771) K<, Vi
HOBLGIZED, BADLVANTHEIZEATE 2 LOWMEPHAINE ™, 51,
AT oA, R) ZF L ¥ A U — N2 L v & R 1 O 12 IR 5T %
PEA LR T WD, KYZFL Yy £ = 2HELTT 7Y Fxr2frwv, N1 %
TANADPAELIZR)ZF LY £ %= MNEF %A % — MK (polyethylene
exchange : PE) 952 & TlAFEPARICE TS L SN TWEMY, N TEEHC AL
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BIHTYH, Ay 7 RFHE ORI G ET 2T — - TV FE—F ¥ NI L21TH A8
BERPEECETILEENTVEY, ZDX) %R DAIR, £EVa2F— - ayKE—% |
DR ET->TH, NTEMORAEIZ 30%~100% & EAH 5", MRSA 12X % PJI
IZBRZ & iRAFHRIE 0% ~54% " KT 3 54, FIIZH, PIEEOPEREEICLD,
AE 0% LT H2MEDDH 5,

PR SR 0@IN - $ 53003 LIS B e D IHIC#E$ %5, MRSAICX B PJITA > 75~ b
R L 725 A OPESE ORGSR LT, MR 22 v 2~6 HOPTR S OBk
W2 5-& REP*OPEH, ZD%EZEDH 58 EIIPIREE & REFP*OPEH 2 N LIBT3 7
A, NTHBHT6» A3 5L OHEMROBRLH 2", TN DOHEHFICL D EY
MEEEL L 2 WaE, ATz RETLI L2 EET 5,

N LB 2 1 00 P A (U I P AN & — I PRI 2 5 o IR P 4
Wik, ANTEE 232 U CORGEDSEL T 5 O % o T UM ICHEIR T 2 HiETH 5,
ANTHEOW 2 &%) BEREF ORE T, ZHRWHERGSITTONDL 2 NS
W0 ke 7e N TR A v b oRE, BXOATEEHRBAEO T 7Y K<~
ATV, ELIEICE — ZROMBEEEFE L X Y P E—=ZXH 5 WIEALHEHORIRICE
bzt X v AR =% AT 5o R EFL L7, WIS BN %2179 28
Z OB VRSB D 5 bR REZ2E AR L TV T, &K 2 BoFihz21) % 5
BdHY, TLEHRENMA ) ZELE L INTWD, BL2H 0, FEEA MRSA 2 &0
WYEEOHE L BEIETH b, MEEGHE LAY PE—X » AXR—Y—{FA%, HEHRT
% CORFERBIBICE L CTid, 4~6 M OB ER -4, 2~8 B ORIEWIH 2452 & B
DI & T 25 03dH 51 121017

— AR B & AT 23E L TF 7Y P~ v Liztk, —McHi 727 N LR
ICHIERT 2 HETH L. L HOFMTT LMD 55, —WINFHERFO#INE, B
BT, 150 %5 RWEARDIEAE L T 205G, R ASHPER Cld 2 E
D WEEITBRS L5,

IR BIE T AN (2 L 72 N LRIEI O3 &2 47T ) AR EIRA IZIT D 2 WiHH i Th
215 N TR E Ui O 5%, EE O EFEH L E 720 B I EM E1T) 2 & D
BB, BEIEEMIL, ZOEIHEORAEEIBIIM L7z B, A TR E Rk
BOFEY) 27 HIEHICECEE, HEHVITEMERESRIBL T BEL ETERE
Ehap",

YIWI 21T S DRI SN TV 5285, o N TRk Z %D &g a >~ bo—
VR EE RIS E B S b, T2, AT ORI 5 i3 BETE e X
D LYW DI ) BEMICATIVEEZZ SNAZBITAREBEOLER LD, YKiT)S
ZEEND, ZDEN, BT T B0 OB W EFCLERGIE g, B g i
AW RE R FAS 2 K4, B OB A T4, RAMIMAT A, kb8, BRs
11 1468 R0 U B B BT AR L BB R L C W 2 B e ETHEE S N7,
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h. FKEERERAE

E xecutive summary

MRSA (C & B2 EEMRIERLEAE X, R 5 MRSA 7 10° CFU/mL LI E (BEEH)
NEEIh, X512, HRB, TIESE REBICERT2HEMAEEDERE, #BRFE
IZREEDTEBICL ZBROEFEICL)EZH I N 3,

MRSA (&, FRESICIRAIEHESIZRI T IO LRBYHEEL LY, REHT—T LD
BEINATWENTEEOE, Whid, BHMREBREEDNDRERFTELY 23D,
HIMREBREENDERE L 422 3 EHHTENTH S (B,

RONBEES o | BECSEOM> 00 ST

MRSA FREEBIE (CXF T 2 1 MRSA EEBEDBEBARMNRICEAT 5 +0 hiHiidiThh
TuwiEu (B-ID o

BIEEMMEERICIE, RRAIE LU THMMRSAEICLZEBERETHS (B

MRSA OEEFEMMER TH, RBHT—TILVEER, L, KREBCEHESR
BRERET SAEMEIG H S (B-Il),

REHT—TIVEE, LW, REICEASHIPOERBEEITFELTEY, BEDHE
T MRSA PR HD S DI N BI5E, BEIDEHLED», BATIVLEI HD
(B-1I) o

BEIHELR MRSA FRESBERE IS T 2 55— RIRFE L, VCM 1 g (15~20 mg/kg),
1H2RE\FEP#HEEINRSDD (BI), ZDDI MRSA % (TEIC, ABK, LZD,

DAP) H WS NS (B-ll),

MRSA [RESBERIEA DEHAM MRSA IC & 3 AMMKIC, BRMN H2ROMEE
CEE L CARERITZ2BE055 (B,
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9. RisHF— 7V EERED MRSA RIEBUAE CARP LELHE, REHT—F %
ST LT S HMERIC S SERERD B (B,

ZDfth
10. Rr»o98ans MRSA X, EEEERLOBERELY 55 (A,

11, MRSA RBBAECRAEEN 558, HMEANEERT 88753 (B-),

Literature revie

[FU&HIC

BRIRE9ICIE, MRSA ZJNH &3 2 5% ) IREBRAE 2 BT 2 2 L i 5 & 1D
NB7%, 0L RRPFHIE L 1ZIFFRLE b EZ SN L. LIzh o> T, BHESLEL
W L% a12iE, PLMRSA 2559 2 RED°, Wi noBt MRSA 3 b € ORISR
Lo TEISE | CRBERISEIEEN TRV L2l TBLLEDD b,

52 Wh

PREBIEGSE DO FBWNE, BIRITHE, MEROAE, REEGGE IR EROG B &
MOHHWE NS, LAL, MRSA DSR2 O 5HES NS X9 36 Tld, 3 TIMBOPIESE
WX BHBEDRHATL TUTON TV B Z EDE W, L7255 T, —M% 7% IRIGIEYLE O 58 3%
WIS TLINSTEES VWAL L0 T H b, — NI, JEBEEIREREGE L,
R S EER A 10° CFU/mL L E (FEWE) s#Esh, 2612, JR%E, T, R
RN T 238847 etk s, S E 73R H BT REE C X A IRIROFEI LD Bl
SN bV, MRSA ZHR R &3 ZIEBEMEREIEGGE D, COBRIL VARSI NS,
72720, BRBIY T, sl L7912, TOL)LHMELRERICHTEITESL VWS
%<, FRERIEPLEL 25,

MRSA 1Z, REIIRERZI SR L) RBEBAFIELY, REED T — T VA
BEINTWEXI)%, wWbhWwd, BHMERIBEISEDENE E %0 2 505, HHPERERK
PIEDFNW L 52 LT EDLDOTENTDH LY, F72, HMMEIREEIEGYEIC BT 2 R
%95 MRSA OFEEETIEH S I o T Ww, ©oF 1), 2V L 2L
BFEORPSFERE E LT, b L<IE, BEREDO—>& LTMRSA 2355 S 723612
i, IV IA—Ta v EEZTCHRT 5%, REOEBHREEZBET L2LEND %,

SERE PR IR MG 1L, FHTE L CThi MRSA 381 X 2B IIAETH 5o BIE R IR B
Y, EREEMEME IR (asymptomatic bacteriuria ; ABU) & IZIZMFHE EZ SN LA,
PREGEGE DIERDTFE 5 72 W IZd b S TR ORI SN2 KEEZ S5 o MIER
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PERI R R &, MR OFEEAY 10° cfu/mL PL & &, 1 [0 A ORI TILEEE AT 80 % FEE
THoHrIeho, FHIE LT2REETHRINI N6 L LTwaYs BRI R R 0
§AEHROMIE, MG L IREEOWE L T2 MitT T 5 FPEDEFDOATH 5. #HiwToH
UL, MR TR 2 W2HE, 16~45% DR TR RANCH#EITL, 612, B
RITREORERIEZ ED L & ENTWDY, Tz, WREFHIRTIE, WHTOMEIR, FFiZ
T D EER A MRSA Tdh o 7255 1 PINAURISE OSSR LA < 2= 5 L7 S h
TWho L7ah o T, Ml & IREFLE - FIHEATHIOREBIAIA 7)) —= > T O#IE & 7 5o

SLy
/A A2

MRSA JR B EGHE A3 %t MRSA 3EHE O BRI R 3 5 T % 3HiliiE AT b €
W\ ZHTMRSA O R EEASE N 5 T ¥ 5 MU D R SR S irbhTw
AR

MRSA @ MHE GRS (BEFEIEMRK) T, R 7—7 01 (L, AT
b)) HiER, L, HERICATEESREIET 2 WREND LY, Ld->T,
WSO FRiteh2EZERTRXETH L, THICEHE S N2 PRt G-I S Tw i
Vo

WA T =70 (AL, A7) Al b LIE, RERIS S 20 J5E5R BT
ELTBY, HEOWETMRSA SRFP» S 58S NG, 0 X9 RIFEEICK LT
MRSA 2 X 2 ERPLEDNEPZ, MEt T 2LEPH 5, 2F D, MRSA Z KK & §
% FEBEPEIR B IERGE 7 O A, BREMEVER &G (BIEEYERIRIR) o, Hkdar sy
IA—Ya v hOPEEEICHANTNE TH L, BIEEVEREES EEEREMEMER) 1
LTI, ZOHEFEEID 2 R ICHRI L, 251290 MRSA $6885-%2 LTl 5 2w,

MRSA JR ¥ IEYE R $ 5 588 2 Pt MRSA #ERDO Y 7 v 23 Wb I 725, itk
05 OFEEERY, 20, BRI S OELIZL Y, HEILEE L MRSA JREEIEGSE 25
T AN L LTid, VEM 1 g (15~20 mg/kg). 1 H 2 H#Fx5-HHE3E S5, MRSA
RS IEGE LSS % 45 RINIE 1L, VCM DAL OPIMRSA $TH %0 B R AIC, £P0MRSA
SEORPHEIEIE, VCM @ 1 g 5 24 Ff#%12 85%, TEIC @ 2~8 mg/kg $5- 96 I [
12 46~54%, 200 mg @ ABK #%5- 24 K [E1#£ T 80%, 600 mg @ LZD #¢5- 24 KER 412
REALKR L LT 30~40% (fC#f%1x50%), DAP ® 12 mg/kg &5 48 B & TI2 734%
b (BN SGESE), VCM & ABK OB BEEICIIFEEL2 BT 5,

MRSA SRR IEYSE D IGHE BIIA R (TS P MRSA 382 $65- L, ISR A S 20
275 ETHRGEHT, T0%, EZUND HREOPHEICEE L CERE BT 256
5o PN, MRS BAE X3 A BHEN 2GRN CEE T 5 &, AN
MRSA 3P 5-Bla 2 & EZ O B 5B IPIRNIEIE T L7200 14 HIFRELSZ
BTH D,

PREE T 7 — 7 VR IR O MRSA JR B EGHE THBSLE 2 Y6, PIRSEHEO AR
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D 5720, MORMERE REH T —F VELZRL THh OIEERG 24772 &8
HREND, REH T —TF V2B LT ODHEBE, iz LawnEa s ) SMERD
WA, REE COMB O/, FHREFRT EEET S,

MRSA JREEEYAETH 7 — 7 VHE L SO R ERT D 1L, KB, LK
REDOKREL 2%, TLT, BENEOZW % 520 & MR IRASE IR % £ &N
IBRAL, BIENEERT DD 5D, 20X 9 IRIREEZR M) 2Pk R K EYSE T
1, HTUMRSA P55 L M, Bl RO FLF— Y S BEELZMUEIETH 5 REH
FENREE SNV E T TOHMRSA HEiBHIT, REHESBRECHONIHERTH 256
s, EOREICL > Tid, HMRSA EHEO AL b D W HEED T H V.

MRSA 12 & % e P R B e (BEREPEMRIR) (3 2% & LTid, Mz shik
eGP v BEEVER IR (BEEME I IR) 1SR LT, PUmSE o Hn¥ 5136 %)
AN L INTBY, @ L FARDOIRLAFREI R L L EZ N5,

MRSA JREEAETIZ, WD A 7 — T, REEOIEMERE, RN 25, Z0%
FEWCBIG 950 L72AoC, TNHLORFERYERS 2 &25, ROMBU LIS TH S, R
& O FMEZIIR 2 H MRSA 2555 B S 7= EBITld, R TORBBIZ T ICHEEHETD
MRSA 2SHEL TV L T EARENTWEY, 2F ), JREE EFEOIEHILE & 12 MRSA
BT 2EEZOND, B8NP OEZ DL, REED T — T VR RO IR
BEBRF VIR T, N7 V2085285, Ji MRSA P52 L > TH s
BRI 2 2 L IIHEETH D EEZ HND,

EONBEEE o | BECSSHEOM> 0 0T ST E

ZDfth

PR2> 6 50 HE S B MRSA X, RBEEGDIRR & %2 % L7z T, SEBtE A M et A
ZMDT, HEETPHEE—ICE L b, BHICELHMERPIRICETNATVWEI L%
Rz, MROPYINEET S & ERBBICFRNE T 5 L) IIRET 5, EEiEHESE
&, REEA T =T VO R\, IROBEFE, 7% KWERICERET A2 L, 72, MRSA ¢
GEESN TV LEZHML TV RETDH D, bBAHA, WEREEYEHO N F—T NV
P L BReEME TS, ZLT, ARAT v 7ADOH LY, HERALE D 7250 OB 5%
o LB LIS BT bo

72, ERPHIEE S DAP, VCM, TEIC, LZD k& di2, Bzl shiig
ST % MINO & OB b EET 5.
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(% 100 HAB#EESRE 2009; 57: 511-25

2) AT, BWR—, RINE, @ 0 M G SRt RIS YE RN O SRR ST 2 R . AL
£33k 2010; 58: 466-82
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i MRAREERRE

E xecutive summary

WRELDERDIE, RATHASLNBIEEDEZHEICOWVWTIE, ADZEEDE
HICET B,

4R TSS (toxic shock syndrome) #%FEZE (Neonatal TSS-like Exanthematous
Disease ; NTED), 7 RUEM4EEIREBAERE (Staphylococcal Scalded Skin
Syndrome : SSSS) F, /NERICEHENEGEFEEB T RIKEICLZ2EETH 3,

NTED (&, #TER T, RE#, £BICRAEZL (@BFR2~3mm THEYREEROD
»HB4I8E), M/\RiEd, CRP LR %%, K - ARIPSEEBT RIKEHIF DBES
h, MRSA DS HZ L,

SSSS it, OFEDEFI ERAS, KB - VS AZMED EVVEDEBEAT, —JILXF—
BHe a4y, 2 WE RELEHLSEET FUKENIEH I, MRSA DS H
Z\4\,

NESLUHERICHESI NS5 MRSAEDORE - HERKR 14 IR 7,

VCM, TEIC, ABK T3+ 4HBMEERLM 2R T 2/-0C, &7 TDM %X
L, BE - -BHE%AE T3 EPEETHD (A,

EESREEBBREETIE, T 72 LREPENDIHZEICIE MRSA DEES % 5E 5
(B-1I) o

ZRMERIZ & & OXRTEMER EEREHEBBREEICKH L TIE, CA-MRSAPRERALE %%
ZENZVWDT ST, MINO (B-ll) %#3iR$ 34, MINO IE 8 EARMD/NEICILER
LTIEES%EV, &5 ST DEBEHTMBBRLES LT RUEKER ICX T 2#EIC1E
ERFRAZRTH 3

MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



ABRBEDINR & & 2 REEREBAEBGBAE IICKH L Tk, VCM 2353 3 (A-ll), VCM
DRBEE LTI, LZD ##IR$ 3 (B-l),

BIMIE - B OARKICH L TIE, VCM £ 1 B 15~20 mg/kg & 1 H 4 [0 (6 iF
BZE) THRETS (All), KBFEELLTDAP 1@ 6~10mg/kg 1 B 1@ (C-ll)
bt I h s, REHRRBRLER NEABRELROFE GBURBREEOFEFOR
REICIC U T 2~6 8,

LZD ¥, MEAREREN & CEPPICEIHERT S ENFRSNBHEDHICEA
FIRETCH V), BEMDABRRICIE, MOH MRSAENEXTH B IPERATE L WIGEE
&, RAIE LTEATAINETEREWL (B,

RICH T BiEaEIE, VCM (A-ll) 2AV, KBZEEELZD B-I) £HV 3,

BHEFE->TVWBEEE, BT RLF—J 21T,

B - BEIBAEICK T 578%IE, VCM (A-l) & L < X CLDM (CLDM B4NDIBE ;
Al %, {LIEMREETATIED A &H 3~4 80, BERATRIELLED 4~6 1B
BE5T5, ABEELTDAP H L IFLZD PRI NS (C-lI), FBICL V) EID
REIREVAE D S5 CLDM (B4EDIZE), STAHE LZD ORARICL 2BEICTIVEZ
B2ZENTES (C-o

SRR - (LIRMREER TRABNET T FY 2, RLF—J 2&/EHNICTI (A,

AR AR RAAE (CX LTI, VCM # 1 [@15~20mg/kg # 1 H4 @ (6T &)
THRE5ET2 B-l)o KBEELTLZD HEETS (C-),

SSSS, NTED (Cxf L Tld, VCM 1 [E 15~20 mg/kg # 1 H4 B THEET 3 (A-ll),
KEFE L LTDAP (B-ll), LZD (B-lll) H#EI 3B,

/NI BT MRSA JEAE OGRS & 7 Z 5L, BRAER & [k, WIE, &3
YOS, BEPIAlige, Tiilige, & - BIETEAYE, PIARRIESYE, BOW - BRI
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JRAE R EDD B0 F7/NBHIR TR 25 L LT, #r4 TSS #5629 (Neonatal
TSS-like Exanthematous Disease ; NTED) ™% 7" K v7 ER i 14 Bl A B2 ) i i85 (Staphylo-
coccal Scalded Skin Syndrome : SSSS)Y72%% %, NTED I3FAERTALNLEET, 5
B, RIS GEEE2~3mm THE ) EEEROH 5F5E), /MGE4d, CRP
LR, B - kD5 MRSA DS N b, #t T N7 ERE O PEA§ % Toxic shock
syndrome toxin-1 (TSST-1) 2VEK & o TR X AT, HRFEDIZE A EIE MRSA
T bo SSSSIZ, HPHOEAL L HRIE, Kid - 'O AZHE) L OO LT, =3
AF =L a2, R W, IEZR &5 MRSA Bl g s, "’“L?”ﬁ@’] K
BRI D PEAE§ 5 KL FIHEMERE S (exfoliative toxin @ ET) 28T % 4 L“C/\E‘O)ﬁ}% .3
L, K#iGBEROERZOHEMEZEZTHDTH b, EaEgSE (L 00) FEUEL®E
BT FORKOBEAT S ETICEVEZZEETH LD, 6 OIIEMIRITIIEG: L 728
BT FYIRWEAT S ETICLD, ZOEBMVIKIEIELSHDTH S, EINTIE SSSS
DFERE % 80T FYERFD 9 H MRSA 2O 2 HEIEE LY, F180% LVt dd
5 ARGVERRIE 12 B W T, EINTO MRSA D5 EERIZ 20~30% & HiE SN TWwW5B™9,

==

HUAEEIPN /B RS 2 @I5 A% S5 T w AT MRSA 31X, VCM, TEIC, ABK,
LZD @ 4 FI"*C, DAPIZ/MNBIZOWTIZENARKZ TH S, MRIZBWTDH, EAL
[k, VCM, TEIC, ABK Tld T aAaxt s Laziiry 572012, 479 TDM %
EigL, M- HEzifids I EPEETH L7, EBEO TDM OFEHiJ 122w T
1%, PTMRSA D TDM DI Z S S N7z w8, /ANB T4 588 L 32 o B4R 2
5, XOEEICHE - HEOMRE 2T LENH L7,

NREA~OE - FE, BEEL 35 VCM, TEIC, ABK O hJ 7MH, ¥— 7z 1412
RL7ZEBYTHBTT,

VCM O - FIEIZoWTE, 1Ek»HHERIN TS 15 mg/kg 1 H4MZHS L7z
Vit 16 EO/NETIIHEL Z 7@"’(&)6 10~15 ug/mL % Z W T E 2 W E %
M FAERE~FHENTIRSICHERGIC%R ) A7 03B 5 720"%, Pk TDM
HA KR4 2016 (ﬁ%ﬁﬁ‘&}&ﬂzﬁqlﬁ%ﬁﬂi &/t HE N HA TDM 443) Tl
ANROME - & 2 AEETER R 0T THESE L T B,

DAP O/NEEISIZENFRAGETH 0, AT B WTDH 2016 4F 125 JH R EBAHR IR G 12
X35 WIS RN TRED LNz b DD, /hNRL ﬂﬁ_%ﬁ l% BHREE T3 S h
TWHRWY, I TO/RNRIZ B 2 RNEIREDIET IS X, NRBEZFIIBWTAAIOHR
B 513ZETH Y, AEMEIRFTHo 72 éhf\z\%s‘“‘”o 7o IPARAEW O (2~6 %)
TlE, BEE (Co BIWAUC) BLUtI/2 HEMRLHA L LKL TR T 50T,
AR D/NE (2~67%) (2395 DAP o 5-&1E, MATO 116 mg/kg £V bEHE
® 118 8~10 mg/kg A HEFE X570, DAP /N MRSA JESRE A $ B AR BIF &
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B3] B5&8 TDM BiZ{E

VCM IR ~rS7fE 10 ~ 20 ug/mL
1hHB~124H8 1E15mg/ke 1H4E (BRESE) (EERRECTIE 15 ~ 20 ug/mL)
1%~ 6% 1E20mg/ke 1H4ME (6BRETE)
7@E~12% 18 15mg/ke 1TH4E (BREETE) BRE5E2ICDVT, S%DIRKRMIRE
13 %~ 17 % 1E15mg/keg 1 H3ME (8BBECE) HHE
18 MLk 18 15~20mg/kg 1H2E (12ECE)
R -

H% 1 BETCOHER: 1E 10~ 15mg/keg 1H2E (12 BESE)
4% 1 BLUEROFER 18 10~ 15me/ke 1 H3E (BBEETE)

TEIC INE:1E10mg/ke 12BRECEIC3E, g 1H1E rS71{E 10 ~ 20 ug/mL
HER  ¥IB 16 mg/kg, L8 mg/kg 1TH1[E

ABK /NE:1E4~6megke THI1E WMECKHLUTIE2~3mg 1H2ME) NS 7fE 2 ug/mL IR
HER NEERE (TDM K DRSS/ ) EF—2o1fE 9 ~ 20 ug/mL

LZD 12@EAK&: 1B 10meg/keg 1H3ME (BEETE)
12mE: 18 10meg/ke 1H2E(12EECE) (&AB600meg 1 H2ME)

DAP /NE:1E6~10megke 1H1E

— | BREEOM> O DT ST E

TR ELDEBIEHA S A 'IJEI\
VCM, TEIC, ABK TlEt+HMaMte 22U ARIET BIhIC, #F TDMEEEL, B - AEEAGT 2 &P EETH D, T
DAP [ZEMFER (IR). f‘%
B
%
fiE

Z2oN5h, HHEERIZV R, SROENOFERPLETH S (CID,

ANV D BRI % RF ) B R Bk BB AR R GSE L B R E H 0 P 5120w TiE, ST A
a5 v 7 MMEERBR A ER SN TV B, WO iEEOFHEIREIhT
B5T, UIBHHROEEMAIBRSNTWEY, F72 CA-MRSA 12 X % )% J§ Bk PRk &g
FEIZ BT AMEICBVTE, BRORKHERGOFHEELT LIRS T RWnY, L
LIATIE, STAERIRT 7342 Y REDPAMTH 72 THHE"DH Y, #EI
PHEOBG LT LI BESNT WL DI Tld v, R SRR ASE 1R L
T, BMATHEH SN TW5D VCM, LZD % #IR§ 57,

BGE DN R DA, /N TIRERMEGERBICED S OFMEE 2 2550% Vv 5o
7oA LT I — AR FRICAT VBT 5 LB D o /NED MRSA 12 X % gl
PN 9%/ TR ILRE L2503 2 LI SE O IUL, BRI A L FBk L 2 T X v ARIZH LT
D HHBEROZ W VCM 2 56— R L LTHAT 5. /NEFHIBTO DAP DA %)%,
REWDT =7 3IAT5TIEDH A2, VCM OREHEE LT, DAP DAL ME SN T
WA, LZD I, MAEPURGHE D 7 < R NI DTHET 5 2 Pl SN D E DM
W TH Y, BIMOHESIE LT, Mlodt MRSA 803X TH 2 2 TE 2w
LBAERE, B LTHEMNTA2RETIE 2V,

INEMRSA MigiE, £ ¥ 7NV U FED Y IV AEYTH R T A6, N LIP3 Bk
DOfig e UTRIET 256, MBEGEL L CRIET 2B R EDVEZON L, —iNIC
EBENIEROENE E L CEETH S705, Bo7aE, KEMKRORE, HEUN IR
BB MEFIZFEMmL TH S, PLMRSA EZFMGT 5. VCM 255 —ERE % %, LZD 2%
B L Bh, MEO VAP IZBWTIE, LZD & VCM ORI FE i STV wv,
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2> COBEAIERLF— V20T E_T LI EDPEETDH S,

/N MRSA 12 & %54 - LRI RIS B 2 PRI OEIND A L FETH 5.
HWHE VCM 23 %, TEICIZ 1 H 1 HO#ESTIwoT, RO SLEL K
LEMKER EOLGEIIEZEDO QOL OWHEIIO LN 5 LEZ b b %S, TEIC DE#% - 1k
IEVERI T 22§ 2 I X E N R KR TH %o MofLE#E L LTk, CLDM (CLDM &k
DYpE), LZD, DAP 23T 65, MBITOR W LZD 1, PEBITOME TH %25,
INEDBRIZBT HEMEDSHERENTWSE?, DAP I LTH/NEDFRELICH LT
ARITHo72L T HHEDDH 5%, £l X ) W OREEIRIE# S S CLDM (CLDM
BYEDYE), ST &4, LZD OPIIRIC L 2IRBICU D BRA B 2 LW TE 5,

MRSA (2 & 2 iR EGE 1, A/ R L E, iAEER O < DEGEHED 5
DEFEE, G OB R W ME I ) A=A 2 EARH TR X 5, MENT v
YN a—=T R EORYHPPREARERITHA SN T 25513 RY OBRZ:, IREIEE %
VG R L F =V A7) LA S NG, RIFRIGERENRL720120, PR
RCOTH LIRSS 2R T 2 LENH P, H—BPIEE LTRSS VEM O
HHKARERNORBATIZE C, b5 5 B~ OBATEIL 15%, BEPEEIL 2~6 ug/
mL FETH 5", —F LZD OHFIRARERNOBITIZ BRIF T, BIT31E66%, HhHi
BEIZE— 27T 7~10 ug/mL, b F 7fHT 25~6.0 pg/mL & Wb TV 5E* ¥,

5 v & MEILEERERIE v AhS, 2 E T MRSA O AR RIEGSE (23 LT VCM 23l
MENTE7ZH0D, VCM OHMAERIZ L 2L T LHBWH DT R L®?, RFP
EOBHBIER I N TV DY, LZDY, DAPYOHREICOWTHIIFETE 578, 5%
FEB] %2 BAE L THGT 3 2 L ED D %,

HK AR R EYYE OB A O VCM O 581k + 5 7% 15~20 pug/mL (22 & 9 1
3 P
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j. WEBRRTFHIRS

E xecutive summary

fiial MRSA REEE (T L TH MRSA EIC X 3 FRi5 2175 (Ao

METMRSAREF v VI TiLDEZEICEREEET S (C-Il) o MRSA B/IRED
BEfE, &R -idmiEICs T3 RBEAD AR, REBESIREAED L < 1IN ERKRIC
AFR, SEICH T2 HERE WREREE,

WA FAHRIEDO R R H S MRSAPRBRHEEINTWVWBIEE (EE RLF— JBEENDAE
7, BERl, FRIEAE) &, #t MRSA EZOFHE5 %2175 (B,

MRSA B/ 1 ) X 7 Fifi (ODEEFM, ATEEERM, FHEA I bbb 77—
2 a Fig &) [CHWVT, FA—HIRTMRSA (C & 2 Flisb i BREDERMFEEHER
5N7=35E. il MRSA ED TS PHlial MRSAREF = v 7 £ BRERNKF — L E
FIRRBREEDEMRE EBHICHEET TS (C-Io

—MRAICFRA S (CIE VEM* A REWS W1 BEMED T TRET 2720, BED 18
B &V BERCETIAT 2 BERILIAICHR SRR T %,

BRMEASh TVWEVWSEBHREREEEICSVW TR TEIC*HERTS (B,

JVARTF RREEZFERT5E, -7 72LREOHAETI (Al), FUax
TFRREGEAL S 2EHFRSICEDBZY, -7 72 LREBEIZFMH THEI LT
ZHREHEICEDS (A,

MRSA REZE (ZX L T8, i MRSA E2F[hig5ICINA, #fidlic&F 5 MRSA RRE H
EZET3 (Bll), BKEEE LTI, FEADLEDY Y (MUP) REZE/R® 4% 70
INFLT L TIVACBIBRERAWNEY v T —/ABPTTHhh %,
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Bull 5130 S 282 T4, A TRIEIEBRMICB T, -7 7 & 2R3 L L VCM
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(MSSA) 12X % SSIHEFEL LD, SSIEKRTH VCM PRG-I L7z A 7 HT-12
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o7 & & L7z Pham HYIELAREMNT T, VCM EAIZMAL L7 BRI & 2
Mg - HERET SSIF64: Y A 7 HFTdh o7 LTW5b,

KE D 4 5423 TER L7z [ BB 2 HEE TP OBIREER A K74 >~ T
1, MSSA &8 7 NOERFEICE 5 SSI FRiziEEZ HIE L VCM 12 CEZ & Bt
AT 2L, LT LBEMEREAD SSI OBEKROWFEMEASH LE, VCM & CEZ
REDHHEZEZBTHE LTS, —RNIZL-F 7 & 2RI X B FRPURE S IIM# 24
R DN, DT Tl 48 I DI IS D 5 T L AR I N TV 5 %%, VCM IZ
BWTIE, HEHEESHERI ATV,

T 7KREDQWERAF P RDFER L 724 BT 4 VTR, GOIETAMNIC BT 5 3 7% SSTE
WNRIE7 FYERRTHSH720, 7 FHKREEGEOE) A7 BHIZBWTEET7 72 AR
YRIITMZ VCM OFFBIMEH S ZU20b LN wEkRTWw5, BlEED L 25 VCM
DYt GOMIsIE, Q-5 2 & LRET LLF—BEICBVT, 77 2R IZIEED
HAHPESE (7377 ay FRE, 7t uxsu R AZT) SMAMHT 254
&, @ MRSA MRIPREAREH SN2 B L e b0 7204 ) A7 FAliT MRSA 12 & % &
SRR D EBIND DS, EYRR T — 2 R BYE S MR &A% LI PR ¢ FE i
THIEDVEIOOLNS,

SRPEN MRSA fREH TIE, LIZLIZEE R BHE P OBEE A 5 MRSA 25t S h'?,
Wit &G DR & 2 57 BETH G T EHE O MRSA 12 & 2 WRPEEGDJEK & 7%
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VIl. ;1 MRSA %0 TDM

TDM 25875t MRSA # & LT VCM, TEIC, ABK %% 5%, A TIZ TDM IZH L,
DI EYTE - #%% (PK/PD), @ TDM D JiE, @ TDM @ HEEfl (£ 15) #it#kd %
AP ZE TDM 74 K94 » 201672 B3 52 &, HEIMAPREZERT 57200
R HE (£16) Zitikd 5,

Executive summary

VCM
PK/PD

1. BFEs LOMEPHNDES FHET 281EE LT, Area under the plasma concentra-
tion time curve (AUC) /&/NEBERRIEERE (MIC) =400 &S h TWwW3 05, ERFK
Tl hZ 71E% AUC DIREIRIZEE T3 (B-Il)o

2. BIfERDIEE LT RS 7@ H 3 (B,

TDM D%

3. BHEEET1 A2ERS50ES, TERECELTVWSEELDNS 4~5ERS
Efl (3HAE) ([CEO TDM 2175 (B-l),

4. NS TERIEICEL TIERERET 30 HLIRICHKT 5 EfET 3,

TDM OBHEE (R 15)
O. MEBE S 7EIE 10~15 ug/mL ICBEFT S (B-l),

6. DEREFICEMM B Tld, TOM SHEZICHR®H T 15~20 ug/mL # BIEE U 1=
WESHHTS B,

(. FS57E20 ug/mL LILEDBE, BEMORBEIERELS B-),
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PK/PD
BRRS L HEFMRICEET 3 PK/PD /XT X — 2 3R L TW G WY, EERK
TR EZ7ETFHOZTT D0

TDM DO F5E
BE, MFEEEERRETCHMINETH S, TEIC EFBBIrFEBICRL, &
BREZZCREBEEET S, ZOLOKBARTCRIEEREEF O A<, 4HE
O TDM (ZTHE - BEDOEE 255 (B-I),

bZ ZERITEICER U TIE#%581 30 HLIAICHRM 2 KT 5,
TDM OERE (% 15)
VCM &8 U TEIC B BHEERED ) X7/ D 5 <, LUEW MT TEDKE N FIAE

TH5, JEIBIE LT 7{EIF 15~30 ug/mL (ZXET S (B-Il)o

EEGICEHMEBLETIE, LWRFLENREBZ/-0HIC T 71 20 ug/mL Kl EH
L Luv (B,

#EOTDM TS 7{E%# 15 ug/mL LI E#ZRT 320121, ERDO—MAY L HA
HBE5%Et WHDA#400mg # 1 H2E) TRA+TSTH D,

N2 71& 40~60 ug/mL K E TCoMm/Mrigd, BEEDRBEEDIEMIHESI N T
W3,

PK/PD
BRIV R S S UHBEZNNR 2B 3 20— 7E/&/IEEHLEE (MIC)=8
PREEINTVS (CI)o

BEMEI T 7ECHEET S (C-I),

MRSA BEEDRRA A RS 1>

SO-HO P> VIZE

119



SO- P> VIZE

120

TDM DFE
VCM® TEIC & & & V) b REICERREICSET 2 720, FEIKRS H S 18~20 BELL
LB h(E TOM RiErJRETH S (C-I)o

E— 7EAIE ICBR U TId ~UiERtA 1 IR (30 9 THRE L1355, T 30 ##%) |
Rl % ERT 5. b7 7EAEICEEL TIESHT 30 2 LIAICHRM 2 EET 5 (C-III)O

TDM OERE (% 15)
E—7{E/MICz8 :EK T 27:0(C, BIRE— 7B 15~20 ug/mL »iER S h 3
(C-

BEHEESRANMGIOE S, SBIEN I 7@EIE 1~2ug/mLKiEET S (C-I,

* 15. SHMERICH(IZHIE TDMIEE L BIEE

HIE TDM IBE EB1EE (ug/mL)
BRPRHY, HEZHIHR BEERZH<EN

VCM rS7fE 10~20 #EEZEHER 10 ~ 15, MRFRHIPCEMMERLIETIE TDM S5 7E<20
SHIiICHHT 15 ~ 20 ZBAZEE LR E5HRE Z1T 5,

TEIC FSTME 15~30 #EHS5 15~30ZB R EMERIETIFZ20 NEXLL. FS5TE<40~60
ABK E—J{E 156 ~20 RFRMNBREE—IE/MICZ8 BEMMEEERET 2, rS57fE<T ~2
MIC : &/I\FEBFELLREE

NEE

R 16. WA, BRELERFICHITIIHERSE

A Br58

VCM eGFR>120 mL/%/1.73 m?2
BE%S #@E0FH) : 30 meg/ke, 1 BIRS5E 1 20 mg/kgXx 2 [@
eGFR 90 ~ 120 mL/%/1.73 m2
Bf%s5 WEnd) - 25 me/ke, 1 BRSE : 16 mg/keX2 A

TEIC  #IHA&5EET (1B~ 3 BE)
SHE0  YJH~2HB 10 mg/kgx2E, 3HEB 10 mg/kegX 1 [EH
SHE® : ¥18 12 mg/kex2E, 2 HE~ 3 HE 12 mg/kegx 1 @
HEFIRSERET (A HBER) 6.7 mg/kex 1 [

ABK 55 ~6.0 mg/kegX 1 [
LZD 600 mgx2[m

DAP HIMfE (EEHD 6 (8~ 10%) mg/kgX 1 [E
D AIBRR 8~ 10%* mg/kgx 1 [
B RS EREB AR R 4 mg/kgX 1 [
B - BAERRE 6 ~8mg/kgx 1@

HAETIE, PLMRSA #HPx 5o TDM ofEi#e b2 Hiy & LT, TDM D FEREM ALY
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2T 2012 A ICHUHEE TDM 74 R T4 VAR EINZY, 2Dk, E57% 5 TDM D%

Atz HiE LT, 2016 4EICKETIOPURAZE TDM 74 K54 > 2016 BSAFKS 7Y, AR Vi
A RITA Y ORBHEZZOMEHETDM A A FF 4 > 2016 £ ORICHEEEZHEOZ & ﬁ
RIFEHIE U7z /NER, BEEREIRT, RIBRAGILLENT, FRbe i i B a2 & 45 ks g g
TIZHIT5 TDM I L TiE, PUEZHE TDM 4 K54 > 2016 2B EI12§5H2 &, g

()]

T
VCM ﬂ

— 2 TDM 3B HAIRECERT 2 2 LR FE L, EWRBIET 2RMIEB L2
WD 4~5 5L SNTWB, VCM ORI ERESE TIL 6~12 KM <THY, 1 H
2 %G U728y, A8 BRI ICIZEWIRMEIET 5, KRB & S # 1R F %2 Tl %
FBEEL LT, FERKRTIE M7 7% AUC DRBBEEE 375, 72721, 1 H 3MmPLEsr#E#
5., EREEEKTHE, ABICBWTIE N T 7E2 AUC/MIC=400 3E R OFREEIZ 2 5 v 2
EOHHBLIHMEZ 1T ) LEND S,

KEEASEFAD TDM I v v AL ¥ 2 —5 X IMRSA ESSEGR T A K54 07
TlE MRSA I X 2 WIME, (LAY, GRidk, SB%, Mgk, iR iRk s
J% HEE N 7 7M#iE 15~20 ug/mL 23R I T b, VCM D 5-REFHI DWW T, 12 1
MZ 215 mg/kg 2% 5- L7236, SHED I 7MoYl 123 ug/mL TH5H 2 &
AHESINTEYY, N2 + T 7 15~20 ug/mL 2 5T & v, HADPUHZE TDM
HA KRS A 22016 TIIAEHEE NS 7% 10~15ug/mL & L, BHEEEIEICBWT
&, TDM #fflifkicerd CHEMEZ 15~20 ug/mL SRR ET 5 2 & 2R L T HY, Bk
RERE E OB ME b7 7O EAICHB LT L, 10 ug/mL K Tl 5%, 10~
15 ug/mL Tl 21%, 15~20 ug/mL Tt 20%, 20 ug/mL ML ETIE33% TH 5 Z & H#k
HENTWDEY, T2, HRAICBWTD b 7l >20 ug/mL TEHEBERED ) 2 7 75 1
ATHIEPHESNTWDY, —F, HEtkoiEfie LTo TDM ofF HHEICE L T,
IVEVFANELN TR,

TEIC

W, TDMIZEHIRETHET A2 EAEFE L s ST 5, TEIC & 259k
WIZRWD, @RREBEZICREN 22327, 20720, EHKRTIEHRELIFO 2
%<, AHHDO TDM #R% b > Talili§ %, HE M7 7HIZOWT, BRERTOH
% MRSA B BE 2w G & LM TlE, 4HHDO M 7H=15 ug/mL 3G T
DHENYRZEO LM LK THo72" bT 71l 20~30 ug/mL % %€ L7 B oK
BRhRB L ORI HmESINTB DY, M7 730 ug/mL LT, SIS
FrLVIMEIEREV LS, HE NS 7tid 15~30 pg/mL AER ST 5Y,
7o, BREG?, LWNEREY, BREEIRYSEY TiE, M 7l 20 ug/mL DT IZB W TEHEE
BB HE I N TS, —F, BIEHE LT, b J 71l 40 ug/mL PL LTI/ MGEA 7%
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EORERICOBESHEML, 60 ug/mL PLETEEEZZEOZLHE SN TNDEY,

ABK

ABK O35 1%, BHEEIER# (CL.=80 mL/min) T3 ¥y 35 WeRY, B pE kR
#H#F (CL, 50~80 mL/min) TIX 4K TH D LAHMEENTEYY, b D
WaEHOCTEFRERERE 2 H5B 52 L 18~200ME % b, TDD 7)) axTF Fi
XY RO 5-BHH TO TDM ERiAWEETH 5,

Y — 7 MR D A 558 T U, ML P B 2SR & 7 o 72 IR RIS BT A i
HIREEE L, B5-BA 1 RERIfE (30 /0TG- L7256y, #7305 1%) I TDM O 79D
FRIMZATH o LRI 58 T B ORI REAIE S, £ X 2 BRAHR & O
MYEOBGE AR SNTE s 20720, DRilE SNz 55 & TEZORESMPERE XD
Y= 7 i3l A R 2 L AR L A LETH L, 7I /7)) 3y FREOY -~
i/ MIC=8 CTERRZN R TE 5 Z LA s TEB Y, ¥— 2714l 15~20 pug/mL 5%
S, BERWIC MIC 2 ug/mL BRICHD BEMEIIIFRFCEH 28l b, ¥ — 7 fi 15~
20 ug/mL % 3ER T 5 7200 DOFe 55T E L T55~6.0 mg/kg X 1 MIAMER I NTWE D, &
ST AR IR ST v B,

BITEHZBINLEOW» S, o7 I 2 7Y ay FRE (Fry~fvy, v 75<4 Y
V) d 1 HHEEERSGTIZHE NS 7flie LT 1 ug/mL Rk E SN TwW5HA, ABK X
RIVERIFILE b T 7B 2 BRGS0 ShTB 56T, EkroEshTn
5 1~2ug/mL Kiiz HEfEE L7ze 73770 3y FRFEZBIT B EHE M EE X
D KA G L BIMRT 5 70 G AR 2 2 A3 F O ERSICEET 5%, 77,
H#HMIZ1ZI ba >y KUY 70 12S ribosomal RNA @ A1555G ZRABRT 5 &\ o 72385
ER G SN T2,

5 | 3R

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)
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PrRDFA, ORI, AR B BOMEST, mERT, SEMHT, M N TDM 74 P4 v HALESEE 2012 60
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PrARDFAE, RIER, AFE B B WA, ST, Ml BURZE TDM A4 K4 ¥ 2016, HALHESEE 2016; 64:
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a. VCMOE#

) AT F FROFEHT, PUMRSA #& LT FIICHE S, EHRBRIEET
»oH HE - HEBIUCHEL T 7MHEIZOWTEHESE TDM 71 F7 4 >~ 2016"2H),

1ERtR
1. ANRRE &% BT 57

AAERE - $HISRT

2. BEEBEDSSIEF 2 A (eGFR=90 mL/min/1.73 m®) (Zid#%H 1 10 15~20 mg/kg (5
WAE) %2 1288185 L, 2 H¥5-% 3 HE (4~5 mP5HE) & TDM %
1790

3. TDM ol 0L LTId 5 7fliz AUC ORESRE L 57,

A, WEREEVEOT DS T 71X 10 ug/mL LTFAFF L& SRTE 725, HuE#%
TDM A4 K54 > 2016"Cid, M5 ROHE 5 73 10~15 pg/mL IZ#%E L
TWwh, 4B, &2 MRSA IR 2 7 28T, EEDEZ 505720 10 ug/mL
Db MR 5 EiE, SO BRYGSETIE, BEISSL M T 7l 15~20 ug/mL %
HAE R G- R OHELITI -

5. BEBEBETOHRASE, KE5EORE, H5WI3HR5 M2 A8 K 2 FRRICER LTH
e D, B, EHIRER ICHEYIMPREZWNE LS, av¥a—F Y7 by
T EOFHGiEEET A ANROYA, 11815 mg/kg, 6 RS & &G 0EATH
B, NRIZBIT LRI —ETEVWI L2 ZB L CHG&HZ21T), b5 7
x4 MBS ER (I ThHUZ2HE) ISWET 5,

6. MIEEAHERIT343+£36%TH 72" —75, RGBT, IR - 58im” -
OB - e B O BEISES 1M AP E DR 20~50%, WY - B HRET 45 213
BEOX10~15% D BATT 5 L OIHEDDH 2" BAHORBIZVCM 1 g% 1 H 2/
P55, ROEAE T A BB ORI L 127 pg/mL TdH - 72",

7. iR (60 2 AE) R, T2 BRR E T2 90% M EASRHNITRZA LR & L CTHEFS R
7275

B

8. Mi%k# &t MRSA YA BT M L 7O LT v 5129,
9. VCM 135 b % L DBEISFED D 5o
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10. 15 71 20 pg/mL PLECHHEE IS W05 5, 73/ 7YV3Y PR, T4
&7V ¥ B (AMPHB), #&##l, 70t 3 F, JEAF04 FHHLERE (NSAIDs)
FOMHICL2EHEMHRB) A7 0B WEBHIIBVWTRERSLETH S L OHwEH
HbHY,

1. a3cS5dsL e 2y 3 Vil & 5 red neck (red man) JEFERE, MEK TS0
BITERDBT 2 2 03B D DT, 60 55 Lh L2 ClliliEE 352 &7,

I —
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3)
4)

5)
6)

7)
8)
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10)

11)

12)
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Perkins H R: Vancomycin and related antibiotics. Pharmacol Ther 1982; 16: 181-97

Matzke G R, Zhanel G G, Guay D R: Clinical Pharmacokinetics of Vancomycin. Clin Pharmacokinet 1986; 11: 257-82

Kullar R, Davis S L, Taylor T N, Kaye K S, Rybak M J: Effects of targeting higher vancomycin trough levels on clinical out-
comes and costs in a matched patient cohort. Pharmacotherapy 2012; 32: 195-201

PESGEE, i Bk FERERER ¢ RN Y T < 4 Y v R EHERE O RRR S TAHEER. Chemotherapy 1992; 40: 210-24

Cruciani M, Gatti G, Lazzarini L, Furlan G, Broccali G, Malena M, et al: Penetration of vancomycin into human lung tissue. J
Antimicrob Chemother 1996; 38: 865-9

B RSB Y 3~ A ¥ omilEk, AR, BEERRREATICO W T (L0 1993; 9: 13844

R OME MRS, B OB, AMRERER, JBAEKES  BHEN Y a4 Y L ORI — DT IIMLEF B A kE. B
DWW A 1993; 164: 915-6

W, ATEFEAIT  VCM W AHEE VCM ORNE)EE & BRRHGET . (b#o s 1996; 12: 123-35

Ricard J D, Wolff M, Lacherade ] C, Mourvillier B, Hidri N, Barnaud G, et al: Levels of vancomycin in cerebrospinal fluid of
adult patients receiving adjunctive corticosteroids to treat pneumococcal meningitis: a prospective multicenter observational
study. Clin Infect Dis 2007; 44: 250-5

Reyes M P, Ostrea E M Jr, Cabinian A E, Schmitt C, Rintelmann W: Vancomycin during pregnancy: does it cause hearing loss
or nephrotoxicity in the infant? Am J Obstet Gynecol 1989; 161: 977-81

Liu C, Bayer A, Cosgrove S E, Daum R S, Fridkin S K, Gorwitz R ], et al: Clinical practice guidelines by the Infectious Diseases
Society of America for the treatment of methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus infection in adults and children. Clin Infect
Dis 2011; 52: €18-55

Segarra-Newnham M, Church T J: Pharmacotherapy for methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus nosocominal pneumonia.
Ann Pharmacother 2012; 46: 1678-87

Wong-Beringer A, Joo ], Tse E, Beringer P: Vancomycin-associated nephrotoxicity: a critical appraisal of risk with high-dose
therapy. Int J Antimicrob Agents 2011; 37: 95-101

Rybak M, Lomaestro B, Rotschafer J C, Moellering R Jr, Craig W, Billeter M, et al: Therapeutic monitoring of vancomycin in
adult patients: a consensus review of the American Society of Health System Pharmacists, the Infectious Diseases Society of
America, and the Society of Infectious Diseases Pharmacists. Am J Health Syst Pharm 2009; 66: 82-98

b. TEICO%#H

7)) AT F RRDOHL MRSA #HTH %,

TERER
1. iR M E BES 57
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Somma S, Gastaldo L, Corti A: Teicoplanin, a new antibiotic from Actinoplanes teichomyceticus nov. sp. Antimicrob Agents

1)

2)
3)

4)

5)

(FAEDEE - 1HEEFR1T

2. THRBEREREXEL720101E, BEOMOT—F 4 ¥ Z 0 ETH B,

3. A R ASR 2 7205 OTDM 2 EMi L, S5 mAHiAsLETH LY,

4. VCM & RTERERED Y 27 030 % L2, X ) @E» b I 7O El T TH
b

5. HEE N 7413 15~30 ug/mL 324 212, FAEGI LB EGYE TIX AR N 5
Tti% 20 ug/mL LLEICFRGE T 08 1B

6. VCM & HRTHREMEAE Y, SARREIKRE WD 720, BIF 2T 230 #f
TE20, HERNOBITIIARTH BT,

7oA SHERHE S LT 1 H 1 Fo%S THo 2 G AT X 557,

BEhE

8. BEOBKRRBD X 57 F1) Y ADKEE, VCM & A% OERMEEZET H 2 LA
HHENTWAEY,

9. BIVRIZH L, B-F % % 23 offHIZ VCM & 274 ) EVUEM 2R 23, MFErEm
RN B

10, EEL 7 T LBIERBYIEZ R L L72LZD & OlBRRBICHE VT, HKRE IR
TEIC & LZD T TdH - 727

ZEi%

. BEBOWERBO X 77 F1) ¥ Z0%E, VCM & ) AEICEEEDFRB RV
L EhTnsY,

12, e 25 3 MR VEM & ) 7000 2 LA 8 TH Y, red neck (red man)
FEBERED Y A7 HRnE ENTWn BP9,

13, b5 74l ESCHE D IFFSRERE B9, 5 74 40~60 ug/mL PL L TOIM/MGRY, &
FEE DB MARE S Tnw b,

T4 B & LT, BFREsE, B, DR (45 S i) REL &P #EshTwa,

Chemother 1984; 26: 917-23
JII5AS— ¢ Teicoplanin O ERIRFINC BT 2 M E OGS, HAL#ESEE 1993; 41 (Suppl 2): 1104
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Pea F, Brollo L, Viale P, Pavan F, Furlanut M: Teicoplanin therapeutic drug monitoring in critically ill patients: a retrospective

study emphasizing the importance of a loading dose. ] Antimicrob Chemother 2003; 51: 971-5

Traina G L, Bonati M: Pharmacokinetics of teicoplanin in man after intravenous administration. ] Pharmacokinet Biopharm

1984; 12: 119-28
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