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1 MRSA %

s & B il
ABK arbekacin TNXA TV
DAP daptomycin A e VAV
LZD linezolid ARV R
TEIC teicoplanin TAATIT=Y
TZD tedizolid TYVYFR
VCM vancomycin NrvavAf v

M

s & s il
AZT aztreonam TANLFF A
CEZ cefazolin 77V
CLDM clindamycin TN UERA T
DOXY doxycycline FERIHAL 7
FA fusidic acid A4
FOM fosfomycin RAKRYA TV
FRPM faropenem 77 aNRE L
GM gentamicin T T
LVFX levofloxacin LR7uaxH v
MINO minocycline NV 740 IV
MUP mupirocin AN BV
NDFX nadifloxacin VANAVA"E S AV
NFPC nafcillin F7v)
QPR/DPR | quinupristin/dalfopristin FXTVAFV/FTIWVET) ATV
RFP rifampicin V77TV
SBT/ABPC | sulbactam/ampicillin AWINT ZB N/ T oY) v
ST sulfamethoxazole-trimethoprim ANT 7 APNFH ==Y X T A
TC tetracycline TrNIHAL 7Y
TGC tigecycline FryAL o)y
TOB tobramycin NTI<AL TV

Z DAt

[ Y il
ABU asymptomatic bacteriuria MR i A TR R
AUC area under the blood concentration time curve Sy I H g TR P TR T TR
BAL bronchoalveolar lavage S KES Ak e
CA-MRSA | community acquired MRSA T P Ge sl MRSA
CDC Centers for Disease Control and Prevention KEFIR TR E Y~ 5 —
CLSI Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute BRI - AT HE T 2%
CNS coagulase negative staphylococcus a7 7o —EBEMET o R
COPD Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease e A P S Ml A
CORE The Cubicin Outcomes Registry and Experience ¥ 2 ¥ vhhh g
CPIS Clinical pulmonary infection score RN G 2 a7
¢SSTI complicated skin and soft tissue infection BHEE: Kz 7 TR i e
ET exfoliative toxin Pz FIHEME A FR
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EUCAST E;r’?iizi gCommittee on Antimicrobial Susceptibil- T o SRRV R RS A

HA-MRSA ?L(l)ssgiltrael;lascquired methicillin-resistant Staphylococ- B PRI MRS A

HCAP Healthcare Associated Pneumonia [P 5% it 5 P i 9

IDSA Infectious Diseases Society of America KENEYIE -5

JANIS Japan Nosocomial Infection Surveillance JEL A G548 2 e N &Gt Sk — XA 5 v A

THAIS é?ﬁj;réi?aerizhcare Associated Infections

LA-MRSA |livestock-associated MRSA K% BH MRSA

MIC mm@m(mmmmﬁmMmewmmHMm NS B
minimally inhibitory concentration

MRCNS mﬁMdMﬂﬁﬁmeQM%n%aM3 RF Y VEHET T 75— RS R Y R
staphylococci

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 R IR

NHCAP Nursing and Healthcare Associated Pneumonia PR - i BE il ¢

NTED Neonatal TSS-like Exanthematous Disease BrA R TSS BRFSBAE

PCR polymerase chain reaction R A5 — BHHE G

PSB protected specimen brush WARSRIUR 75 &

PVL Panton-Valentine leukocidin P I3 s A

SIRS systemic inflammatory response syndrome A B PR JEE SUBIE Bt

SSI surgical site infections FATIRAL &G

SSSS Staphylococcal Scalded Skin Syndrome 7" N o7 BRI 25 AR B R fes 1

TSST-1 toxic shock syndrome toxin 1 EBENY 9 v 7 REEREEE-

VAP ventilator-associated pneumonia N LI 25 B S Al ¢

VISA Zs;izmycin-intermediate resistant Staphylococcus | ¢ Va4 S S T R R

HEEEIET D ALANILDRERLE

il

53 IEF VA LX)V

A | ECHERT D I L UL D@ IEZR 7 ¥ & MMLLEBGERER A S15 572 2 € F ¥ ZADFAE

7 ¥ 7 2MEATb N TR WA R G S N2 HIRREBRDFE, a8 — ME
B | kLR IT | ATWFZE 3 72 BN BT 78 (B R Y & L), ZERERYI, B 7%
fRZ R L7 R, owd b/ oz F ¥ ADMHE

€ FEREDERE III

IUYT VAL

MeRE ORI, R, FCRmFsE, T3 MREREOHEIZHED L

BERE, BIERREIIONT
P M HESE S % 367 % AR
F— BHIF R EOBINC LY 55— RIVEOMAABIRS 0256, &5\ I —BIE

DR DI 12 HESE S N B FEH & ALk

T7z, F—ERNTOEH ORI, DAEOEKRBIL THEMIZ X VHEH I T 2139 28 L TRy

A EE L7,
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l. MRSA O ERZHE

E xecutive summary

1.

MRSA (X F 1) UittEEE 7 K IEKE, methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus)
¥, ARWEMMERD—DTH 3,

2. MRSA FEEFRE S L OMESNS S 210, BERBRRE MRSA, AidEE MRSA
(CA-MRSA ; community-acquired MRSA), $ X UORZBFEEER MRSA ICH T2 2 &D
T&3,

3. BRREGREE MRSA IEE, WA ER %3RS, &E T KYKEICEH 5 MRSA D4
FLEEHDOTHTE0%IEEE LY, ZhUTOMBELHRD 5h 3,

4. A\BREEICSVWTMRSAPHBEIN 3T AKEE LT, WREELE, BE &
& - SREBHEARRCAAE, FMAIREIE, REEBREEL ENFET SN B,

5. CAMRSA HFICHE - HSERBRAENEREN S NI NPT, EBRTHIEER
H & FDICH BB HDIEINMERICH B,

6. CAMRSAM > 5, ¥ETRHEZ L HBESNTLS USA300 D21 7RERTIHE L
CLAREEIh TV,

7. CA-MRSA MIFEETF & LTEEL PVL (Panton-Valentine leukocidin) EEAE#K 4 LU
MEARNTIRIEEACREBIhTWEDL S D, REENBERERL TV 3,

MRSA (ZEH R H &G R TR LRHTH Y, BN TOEESNSIMERE LTRD
SEEREE DS R BRI X o CEOBEIXR L 205, ARBELSHHEEIN TS
7 K7 ERW O 50~70% % MRSA 2550 TWw5b & SNT X725, TR EIN 2558
DHNDY, ENOBERIGE K & JANIS O F— % & W72 RIC X 5 &, MRSA &
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R 1. RARRESD JUTHHRRE MRSA DL

FEARE! (HA-MRSA) THERES (CA-MRSA)
ERPREIE RS ABEBED SHEESND MRSA  MHORERAD SHEEE NS MRSA
HEFHER (SCCmec [CXD5H%)  ZEIC type Il (flc type |, 1) F(C type IV (fEIC type V)
FgroO—> NewYork/Japan USA300 CREHHILY)
EE3 BLDER PVL H¥5#EY (ERTIEAMEW)
TATDIZFR FEA R, PHE RE
BE (RE) EOD Fih ECHRE F(CEEFEE, IR
TREERAL HiEfEzs (TR, ERERHEE
SRR E2-injk HEEHZ < DHTEEE ICRE
JAREE =]k RISRYF (fefe URtiRIFEREL)

FOEDORAERIZ 10 EMR 10 TADD) L sns?,

JANIS (A5 @A BENIEGR Sk — X4 7 0 X)) OMAIRM O 2017 FFHIC KL 5 &,
MRSA O (MRSA 75-BE B E B/ MR I EE T < 100) MR & ) R 553, ik
flEE L T648% 2L, MERDOLITRSHVHEHETH 572, EABBERMY — XA
7 VAT, EEEOHBUERGHERZ D9 H MRSA 13 9388% % HHTw57,

MRSA 23575 £ 4B E LT, VAP (NLIWRZRER%) 52 &M%k, Wi
hE, BER - RIS GSE, FAMEIRGE, REERGE R &0 57, 7272 L MRSA 2%
N2 LTHEBICEGEDHEKNE CThH o772 L EET 5 2 L IIWEETH 5, B2 IE
MRSA FM IR D 5 LIZ LIS L5 28, EERICHROERRE 2 E ) IS HIZEF
fifi % 47 > THEBEIZHW$ 2 LUz H 547,

MRSA ZHEH D & Be NG & L CTHI 5 T b hospital-associated  methicillin-resis-
tant S. aureus (HA-MRSA) & B2, Hid &g & L T community-acquired methicillin-re-
sistant S. aureus (CA-MRSA) B X OKFHHHE MRSA (LA-MRSA : livestock-associated
MRSA) 2L T3 (LA-MRSA IZ2oW I IHER) .

HA-MRSA & CA-MRSA ORI DOWTIE, IR ZEE» S IZABRBE2 O S
72 MRSA % HA-MRSA, Wit A2 5508 S 1172 MRSA % CA-MRSA & ZNZENE
FLTWD (F1),

—77, MW SCCmec DBIA TR AT, I, II#A%Z HA-MRSA, IV#, V
Al% CA-MRSA L ZNZFNEHRL TWb, DX ) IZHREN 2 3% & ME S 72 g )i
hhlzd, EHELOERE DX o THW2R 2 20 58D D 50 WH % BB I8
9 B720121F, SCCmec 2D WIZHIW AN R ENEHR I N5 25, —KOMA=R THE
BT HZELIINETH L, €T, FEBITIERNOZENZ2BZ 2L a0, RSN
ASHLIRIY LA 2 MRSA % CA-MRSA &S MIHET 235G 5%

— MM HA-MRSA 1, ABERERENT, 77— T VIRA, PRSEOMAZ SN EGAC
BES 50 A7 2455 A0 50MSNLYE0% e —75, CA-MRSA IZEIZ/NERH
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EREOREEADIERG L, PR ETIAD) R T WD D 57, 7272 LI TlE, ABEBRHE
75 M AIIC CAMRSA LI SNAEPGHESNLZ L D% LR, BEERD
AT HA-MRSA & CA-MRSA ZH#IZ5T 5 2 L IZHEETH 277,

CA-MRSA 2L 2 ERHEBE LT, B - WEMMBIYEDN BT 5N D, TOFRIIE
HCTh B, TR ZEZ T LEBIERIE W, KEZIZLO L L TifEFh ik USA300
E0 ) PATHRAAAE L, B IEREf## 3 (Panton-Valentine leukocidin : PVL) % A
BIEDL N, —TJ5, EINTIZ USA300 ® % £ 70 CA-MRSA #idFTH Y, PVL A
DD E SNTVDEA, RAIFEME252D 515",

HREBEDPOGHESNLEET FYERE D) B 10~30% % MRSA 255 T 5, F1K
\2B1F %5 MRSA X HA-MRSA & CA-MRSA 2SRIEELTWwA EEZ 6N L0, ToHEE
EAHTH %,

5| F 3k

1

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)
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(MRSA) strains and ACME-positive CC5 (ST5/ST764) MRSA strains in Northern Japan. ] Med Microbiol 2013; 62: 1852-63
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E xecutive summary

1.

10.

MMRSAEDO N> > (VCM), 427> => (TEIC), FIXNH >
(ABK*), UxY UK (LZD), 7 hva4>> (DAP), =V K (TzZD) (Z CLSI
EEDOMMEIZIZEAEFEELE WV, (*xABK |2 CLSIZEEA K VDT GM TRAL 7=,)

« ABK & DAP 358V E %28 §. VCM & TEIC O#EAH1E85<, LZD & TZD I3&

BWIERERT,

MRSA (Z% 9 % TEIC & LZD O MICe & 2 ug/mL, ABK, VCM, DAP & 1 ug/mL
THZP, IhE5DREZMEIREFETETOENIBOHS5N 2,

« VCM O MIC #* 2 ug/mL D#kICxE L T VCM DEERIIR IFEIFTE H VW EDRED S

BH50, mEZHMERICSH B,

. FUIMRSAZELIHDZAILT 7 A RXHJ—IL/ MU XA RNTYL (STEF) £V T72E

2> (RFP) M MICw 1& 0.125 £=0.06 ug/mL TH 3, \EFERBIHTIEH 3 H
MERHBH 5N 5,

« CAMRSAEB-Z V2 LEICBREERTZENFH DY, BEICSEMMEILT 5D TE

ALUAu,

CA-MRSA (i MRSA ZE IS4 12, 7)) > 4~<w414 > (CLDM), S /%1401 >
(MINO), ¥/ 0> %%, 73I /7)Y RRFBICEMEEFETHEAEI S,

FIMRSAE 450 (IEELRIRT 31528 1F, HRICLIERBRIM/IN2—EL
BDOTCEBBEDTLFINAFT S LEIMBTIVEN & 5,

. MIC DBIEAE EB) IC&-T, ICVCM & DAP O MIC P ZEEIT 5D CTEE

BY 2,

WFNOMBEZEICHMERIFET 2D TETICMIC ZBRETNETH S,

MRSA BEEDRRA A RS 1>

FEE o | REENERO> 0D H



RE o | SR> 0D

6

Literature review

DAE TR TN TWwWBHL MRSA #1x, VCM, TEIC, ABK, LZD, DAP, TZD ® 6
fi¥iCTd %, Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute (CLSI)" & European Committee
on Antimicrobial Susceptibility Testing (EUCAST)?Zk#D &3 % ] 2 IR L 72,

ABK OFEHEIZ DT GM O FEH#ELZ R L7z, CLSI & EUCAST @ (S) 7% I3
%L VCM, LZD, DAPZF—TdH %%, TEIC 245D E2H %, CLSIIEZ (I) DI
H#%% %73 EUCAST 121372 W2 (R) THEKT % & VCM & 8%, TEIC & 16 f&
D7D DH Y, EUCAST DI ) ik LWEHEZFRIT TV 5,

SFREFPHBEZEY — XA TV ADTFT =57 "%BEZIZ L 1=EK3H 5, CLSIELH#ET
WEIPERNIIAFAE L 2 \vwahs, EUCAST Tid TEIC T 3.0%, DAP T 08% DR 243
HZ LIl b, ABKIZFEH#EIZ 212, 2 ug/mL % breakpoint & 94 & 2.1% DI H A3
HFAET %o

6 IRF[EI A% 2 D JHIRE ] TR 1A ) % A 379t MRSA 31X, ABK & DAP D 2HIOATH 5",
FIZDAP @3NNA A 7 4 VATEIIED & ) GEGEDORENEICH L TORR T SN ZH L
TW529, VCM & TEIC R HAR LT E A LTI v, 2D 0P MRSA 3
DI IR 24 W FRE DORER DBSUEETH 5, LZD & TZD OKWIIZIZE A L%
CHRMIIERT 525, ThEEEICEAAGHRZIED R TH L, ZORBIILHLT &
SRATELRVWAIRIRETH DY, AEMENOBWIMELZE S - ES R T WIREICZ -
TWbEEZLNL,

I EZFREFPIHERZET — XA T 2 2ITB W TPEE S L7z MRSA #RISHT %
BRI D EZ R R Z 2R3, TEIC & LZD ® MICy & 2 ug/mL, ABK, VCM,
DAP X 1 ug/mL, ST %0.125 ug/mL, RFP 12=<0.06 ug/mL T®H %45, #htiik THHA D
MRSA PHEAET % 728, HiskW CH TR - 7l E2 A 540 5 5. BHiiiO &P MRSA
I 2B LR T 2 LD 5,

xK2. BiEH MRSAZE®D S. aureus |CXi9 % breakpoint
(CLSI & EUCAST DEER)

CLSI EUCAST
S | R S R
VCM =2 4,8 =16 =2 >2
TEIC =8 16 =32 =2 >2
LZD =4 — =8 =4 >4
DAP =1 = = =) >1
GM (ABK) =4 8 =16 =1 >1
TZD =05 — — =0.5 >0.5

S ; susceptible, | ; intermediate, R ; resistant
ABK @ breakpoint sE2&(3 &L YD T GM TRA LTz,
Z@k 1, 2 KbSIHNE)

MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



=3

—ALO.O
=F=nO

Antibacterial agent
strains =0.06 0.125 0.25 0.5

ABK

VCM

TEIC

LzD

DAP

RFP

ST

n
%
n
%
n
%
n
%
n
%
n
%
n
%

1,005

1,005

1,005

1,005

241

221

418

a4
04
3
0.3
218 1
98.6 99.1
292 114
69.9 97.1

109 467
11.2 57.7
1 117
0.1 11.7
29 387
32 41.7
5
0.5
64 144
26.2 85.2
1
995 995
7 1
98.8 99.0

FRREDOH C5Hli. *=16 ug/mL : REATEE
k3~ 9,

18 KD 5IHNZE)

1
326
90.1
797
91.0
432
84.7
234
23.8

34
99.2

99.5

99.0

16

1

3*

EREEFRZSMY —R1 S URCBVTREE N MRSA HKICH T 2 FENEFEDOESZ

32 64

MIC (ug/mL)
2 4 8
78 15 5
97.9 99.4 99.9 100.0
90
100.0
121 23 10
96.7 99.0 100.0
691 75
92.5 100.0
2
100.0
1
100.0
1
99.0 99.3 99.3 100.0

x4 =255
#£®D VCM MIC 2 ug/mL D53t
SA (/) MRSA (%)

2006 RTI 205 130 13
2007 RTI 226 135 20
2008 RTI 189 113 13
2009 RTI 130 76 10
2010 RTI 206 104 6
2010 SSI 142 103 10
2011 UTI 55 3
2011 ENT 112 29 0
2012 RTI 232 119 g
2013 DMT 579 141 6

=F 2,076 1,005 90
REE D T,

(2t 16 KD5IANE)

VCM 2 pg/mL (#)

BEREERZMY — A SR CBVTPRES N 1,005

VCM 2 ug/mL
EE (%)

10.0
14.8
11.5
13.2
5.8
9.7
5.5
0.0
7.6
4.3
9.0

128 =256 MICso MICsgo

0.5 1

0.5 1

=0.06 =0.06

=0.06 0.125

VCM O f/NEERIEREE (MIC) 28412 EASo TETWAHL, MIC creep 23%&
PHMEINTWE ™, Zd MIC creeping 257\ & D#HED H 52, EHHRAEHIC
FRIE L72RIZIZ E A EDRMALT 2 DT, [ & O | 1E 2o TRl ER ORI
W32 LoMEddr2Y, 3512, FHRHO TEIC IZ FEEOHE I HE ST 5B,

X512, VCM @ MIC 78 2 ug/mL OFRIZH LT, ZDHEBERIENT L L v & s
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HHKNTVE*™, 20 MIC 252 ug/mL OHOBHIE, FKA4ITRT LI ITEEICER-
TOWPEHAFED 5N 5o,

PFIIE 10% FEAAE L T A%, CLSI Td EUCAST TH B IN D, L
ML, AR R IIMRETE L2 WEELH 5 L OREDH 57, S 512, Eii
s EE-IRE A B AR M RIS (area under the blood concentration time curve : AUC) % MIC
Tk3 % AUC/MIC 22 6#H &5 VCM O R ITEHEOGBMESE L 25720, B
EWHGERIEHEETH 557, 72721, VCM @ MIC & HHEIZ & - Tix, ZoHELEF
il IR 2 23 522,

MIC creep {2 & % VCM ® MIC 232 ug/mL % A3 2O MNE, ~7 1 VISA O3 &
BB L TV  EMEINTVDEHY, 271 VISA IE, 2B AT VCM o MIC
4 pg/mL YL E2 AT OMIE (vancomycin-intermediate resistant Staphylococcus
aureus - VISA #ilid) % Er MRSA % EK L, VISA 2o population 2344 2 iLiXss 2
13 & VISABRIZED s —HT, B~7 7 % LFIZL > T VCM IHEDFHE S 5 MRSA
(BIVR) dHESINTWAE® Y, ZoWIEp-77 7 13 L VCM & DPEHIZE - T VCM
DRIRDBBEIENTLE IR TD %o FIRDHES 172 MRSA @ 65~185% A5 ~\7 1T VISA
THY, Mud k& kI, €D~7 10 VISA @ 60.0~83.3%7% BIVR D& b € - T
Wn¥, F7z, g_ﬂ%@*ﬂwﬁﬁu‘ﬁy IR CREL L ->TBY, HiixOREIX A

XTHIRT HALEND L, 72, &L%o Tslow VISA D& ENTB Y, ZokiZ
72 WK DL E DR T VCM @ MIC A8 8~24 ug/mL YL EZ/RLTW5AHY,

F 72, EELOHT MRSA #EDAHZ S EFENRDVWIFFTE 2 0W DD 5. ST G4 & RFP
® MICy 1% 0125 & <0.06 ug/mL T&H %, RFP O ML L3 ST E&H & D
PERIC & o> CTRNA GHiZ 3ERECTHET 248 (K1), kR BBRsIH S5 &)
HBENTWBY,

L2, D2 OmERE AT 2 O THRANEZERBRIILETH L5, K3IT3IFER
(HAALF T2y - HARBRGDE T2 - HARBIRBAEY 72%) A FRPUR SRS E — XA
T Y ATHWERE S NIAERZ R T WTFNOPEHE S B2 EZEE2 R L Tw5H25, %
T 7% B CHEA O MRSA 2SFEFET %728, TNENTEL -7 MICHEZ NS 560 5D
T, Hiti &P MRSA 36§ 2 &2 2 18R 2 LE D 5.

CA-MRSA 12 B-F 7 & LI Z RTL AN H 2D, -7 7 ¥ LI THELS ISR EN
HWALT 2D TP-F 7 % LI L 2\n?*?, CA-MRSA 1Z SCCmec type II DA\
T, ZHIMMELIE type L IZEHEA TV R W, 20728, CLDM, MINO, F /o v R,
73/ 7)) a2y FREICO B IR THRAEAES Y0

BENTELE LT %5 MRSA ORI KX TRE-TH D, WIS T 52t b 2=
7o TWb, HHii¢® MRSA 124 LC, Ht MRSA ¥4 &L K MPtREOEZME (705
AT 7T L) R L THRT LUENH L, 72, Etest TVCM ® MIC 2815 ug/
mL Pk MRSA B4 E QBB BIIET 52 L OWETD D 575, Etest THS
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Para-aminobenzoic acid (PABA) 2-amino-4-hydroxy-6-pyrophosphoryl-methylpteridine

STEEIF2ERFS Tribonucleotide D& ZBEE L,
Y ROTTO4 VS RES RFPIl&ribonuclectideZE& ¢ B TRNAGRZ{T S
Dihydropteroate Synthase BRZEET D, BEREUTCRNAGHIEIERIET
HIRDH (TTFIE JOwvoENdlcsd, MEEHHIC K<1ED,

Sulfamethoxazoleh'fEE

Yk ROZEE : dihydrofolic RNASERL
Je ROERLIIY—E
(dihydrofolate reductase DHFR . .
EIRSH DNAKEMERNARY XS5 —E

TrimethoprimhitEE H

—> ribonuclectide Rifampicinh¥EE

T hS b ROEEE : Tetrahydrofolic acid
1. ST &%l& RFP HAIC &K% RNA SHEE#E

% VCM @ MIC (3R WA REE (Agar dilution method) AR A (Broth
dilution method) & 0 & & TMPEMNIME S EIAH 57, L7zd3-> T, WlEHVHLNT
W5 HEIBERE 2 D 72 O UA R BUE TR X D IR MIC & 2 A ERELS D B, X512,
%*i@(ﬁu%és%%@iﬁuz“ﬁiﬁﬂﬁ L5EBBOOLNLZENS, HAiIXOMELE L Etest T
FoN5 MIC OMBEZHRT A EHEETH LY, LZD X, HOEMLE TN 23S
rRNA domain V ®Z% (G2576T, T2500A %) (ZHHK L CTW7zh™, T4 TIIMmE T §E
77 A3 FEIZD o7 ofr AT (23S rRNA adenine 2503 %X-f‘)wtﬁ“éﬁ??ﬁ?) 2 X
HIYED WiF S Twnp™%,
DAP 3RO I vV 2 M L Tl 2 Bl L, WARND KA F > &2 WARIHIE
BREIICIE T 27%, DAP I (+) I2F ¥y =Y LT A720MREED () 5
KB 5o MHERRIX, mprF OZRICE > THIRBE LD (+) 3% < %5729, DAP D
(+) ERFELD > TDAPIZBICHEETE % 257", DAP O 135% < il S
NTRDBHY, mprF OERPDAP MEROLZ 2 HDTW5E, INHDOERDHERIN
%< Th, DAP OMEHHPICHE MK T A2 MG SN Tnb2s, Tk 28R
VCM TH ISR SN TV D, Z MBS & KMpl % & bE - ap Tk
DAP T58% (7/120), VCM T 132% (7/53) TH 72" F 7z, FARIZIHEIMBA O A
DFEMTIZ DAP 28 31.6% (6/19), VCM 25444% (4/9) Tholz e HiExhTwab iz
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. AERERkRE LTO MRSA

E xecutive summary

1. 2F #£%k0AHE%E MRSA & IEXFI & h 3 RSME MRSA (LA-MRSA) HH#REH#
TP OSBEEICHEESI N, ACHEELTWS,

2. LA-MRSA ME & Mik I ST398/spa t011 or t034/SCCmec Vaor V T&H %,

3. b ETIE ST221, ST97, ST5 M MRSA #HEb 5 RBES W T3, RS TR
KTHTT 2 STI98 FENDE THRE I N TULEL,

4. —%, R» 50 MRSA HEEREC, TIMEENFRETHS MRSA LT 3
X F ) UED Staphylococcus pseudintermedius D BESI B,

S. HHEBMRRRICEE T 3 REMCEMBE LMD MRSA REXIERRBEE L UG,
DB S h 5 MRSA D& TFE X ADRKBEA THRITT 5 MRSA EFELUIL TV 3,

Literature review

RZBEE MRSA DS EES

MRSA ZADBENEGDO KR & L TEEH I N TV S, 4, Wkl ko MRSA
(HA-MRSA : hospital-acquired MRSA) & PEIRASEE 7% 248 AN H 2 Wi R THA LI
% MRSA (CA-MRSA : community-acquired MRSA) 23&E & 72 > Twb, MRSA IZA
ED TR, M, 4 MBIUOBEZEZITIE28WH S oM snTE7228, &
LWHTIEFER SN TB S THER O MM TR o720 Iilt, + 7 ¥ ¥ OEKIEEL DOKIE
TH B ARDYVLH) LR LT % 5 RKEMHE MRSA (LA-MRSA : livestock-associated
MRSA) 58 S EH S17zY LA-MRSA OBfiER BT 2 SN TR WS, KEICH
# L, HA-MRSA B XU CA-MRSA O#EZFRIE XS5 MRSA TH5H (£5)

LA-MRSA (ZFHIIC 4T — 0y ROBERREDRYHHL (M2), NMISEHFEL
7277, L72h55 T, LA-MRSA I31EKD MRSA & & b IZARM A RS HEH T XEME &
Z 25N 5, LA-MRSA O#fzs#ryEk1E MLST (multi locus sequence typing) A3FEIZ
ST398 TH V), 7 N7 IKE DMK T Tdh % protein A BT (spa) DEEFIHDIE
FEECH &2 F21Z L 72 spa BUIZ 1011 & 5\ 1% t034 T, MRSA O 5% LOERE LR~ — 71—
THh5H SCCmec BIF IVaBlH B0 IZ VEITH Y, AHK MRSA & BHFEICX R S 7z,
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#= 5. HA-MRSA/CA-MRSA/LA-MRSA QOEEMHIRDLELER

LN HA-MRSA CA-MRSA LA-MRSA
2P EEfRtEER TEA K&
el ZA| % < DHIEZEIC R ZA|
SCCmec & [, 2y v, V& IVa, V&
spa t002 t018, t019, t021 t011 or t0O34
MLST 24 ST5 ST30 ST398

@ (&) | BB (&)  um
12% (ST9)| ' (oag)  |3:2% (CC9)

N Ry
A529 5~17% (CC97) FAUA
28% (CC97,9) 9~42% (CC398)@ 21~49% (ST398)
10~23% (CC398)
IS5 - R4V
MRSA 9.7%

(ST398 34%) IH‘L

PEIP

3% (ST398)

NILZ (ST398) ax
0.9~8% (&)
54 s & =y (ST221, STS7, STS)
40% (CC9)| 3% (ST9) 4~43% (CC9) Chen et al,, 2014
Sande-Bruinsma et al., 2015

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

2. LA-MRSA D25

ST BN 7 ¥ b DBSEHBAFAET 5 & clonal complex (CC) A &, LA-MRSA CC398
i b A S MFITHRL L, CCO A RWTW D, MRSA ST398 DI —1 v 3Rk 7 A %
THE SNDEOMEFIE, 249 95 87% L5 s, KOFEHT I3 05 64% 13
HETHY, AREPIEL BERELGICRELTWAZEDPWOENE L7207, K512, +5
> % ® MRSA ST398 12J&4e L TV B RD %\ 2 O IR BT, ki MRSA 43R
B3R EALZY, MRRBRIENA Y THEE SN, BiRHTa —a v /8ilB0nTK
i, A, A DNFOLEVET GEE) Lo Twh, X512 MRSA ST398 137
DEFER, ¥4 OBEM, 4T YOFRE, HFF¥OK, KERHEEDS S OEERE AR S
NTWb, BEALDHTEERIIT NI A ) VR, -7 7% 2%, ~7usf &k V)
YaWIFR, AMLT NI I URBICH L CTEAMME RT,

HAETIZ 2005 SEIZHA A B SCCmec IV B> MRSA 2548 Sz (045%)% D
%, B (13%), KW (15%) 75 MRSA 23558 2 SCCmec IV BIDOYW 7% £ TTH o
721 2010 4F KD B X 7 7 H 5 MRSA (09%) 2355 2 1, SCCmec BUHNE T & 72
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Mo 7eh’, ST221 Tspa WX t002 TH Y, 7r¥I )Y, AF¥Y Y, AMLT =AY
YRR LY € DOBROMAE TEKI OKDOEEZ T 75 MRSA (8%) H37#
ST o Bl S 72 MRSA 12 ST97/spa t1236/SCCmec V & ST5/spa t002/ 3k 7 SCCmec
THY), 7YEYY Y, AFFYY Y, FRIHA ) LZEER LT, L72ho T
HE i CTa—a v RZFEEL TWwhb MRSA ST398 # ENOIKTHERE L 72 & O 1E v
B3, EIRRIERT TS D DA SNIK L D ST398 25k SMTH DY, DASE T EIE
BT HLEDND L, BB, PIEGA R L HARICERET 5 FREAZEOMmE R &
A5 ST398 A3l S N7z & OHED 2 SN TV 528, 55 BERRO PR A 5Bl 2 <
PR E & OBEII A TH - 72 T72, FORE KD S MRSA 35508 Sh, ST5/
spa 1002 or t375/SCCmec 11 & ST89/spa t5266/SCCmec 1lla DK% 7~ L AHI2K MRSA &
HOL-Lo@EdH DY,

LA-MRSA 08 & N\ & D TOIRIEZ, 5—3MPEL 2 LMl & %0 72, MRSA
DEH LR TIE, MRSA IG5 L7 BRIC X ) fFH BICEST 2 L oD d 5.
72721, LA-MRSA D A-ADEHFIZ&EHbdTEhE M5,

HEEMIRRREICHIT D MRSA DLE]

MRSA ORRMH 5 O HEREIEL A SN Tw5, LaL, HATOGERIZE VO
ENMEL, R 5 044% (1/225) (2T Ehno72 ADOoHES NS 7 B 3R O K
SSEA T RO ERETH 5Dt L, HARENY) Tl Staphylococcus intermedius group (SIG)
RPA D, FRIEERME S N7z S, pseudintermedius 7SEE L ST 5%, SIG I MRSA
EHRALAMEIR R EAR AR L THB D, 16STRNA EIZFTHEET 5 & IZH
Thbo EFHITILSIG OGHEHREDV DL V20bhE NRMENTESY, T N
HRE EERDPP T B 2D E I N TWAEZ END b, L2 > T, BB » S0
MRSA 7R %2 MR EIER L ET 5. S. pseudintermedius 13K ONEFZIE D 5 K T
HYAFI) VIR RTIGENS V. FANICBT A FREMEIREXOWESH Y, M
FEIARN 722 28 S BBV IR BE (C BB 3 2 BRI R R B & SR SR 5 2 & 03 517

PRSI BE L 351F 2 MRSA OFFEIE, BRI AR By A FE R O PR N A0S EBIE S H DL T
ICEWZ ETH B HAROFAETHEERD 229%, BWAEEMO 10% 2> Sk S 7z,
ek, WD D I L IHEERWEEMD O30 EE S N Do 7o MHEEMREEICH R T S
MRSA 1%, SCCmec FIASTI Y, MLST 2% ST5, spa BU23t002 % 7R3 A% < HA-MRSA
EREE NIz, [F—DEEN Y e O BREE R R B W A RS, SIE R, WREEERE D SO0 R
74 =K - FIVERIKEETXETE v MRSA DI ENTW5E I L h 5 BN EG
BRBEINT VD, T2V AT HFIZOWTIHIT L7222 A, BUOBEMIEETH -
72 L7235 T, MLV — FTAOWEED S BB WIREEIZE L, Bkt T
DN L D ISR LbD EE X b,
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E xecutive summary

1. brPECERAFAELHMRSA G, FYa~XTF KRE (VCM - TEIC), 73 /45
a3 RKRE (ABK), #xHVJ 1)/ RE (LZD, TZD), BRUER~NTF KRE
(DAP) M4 REZO6EMTH D, ThS5DIEAERFE - ERAHEXRIE4DMEERTEL
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2. bHPEICH T B4 MRSA I3 L TIRIKVSEISIE#A L T35, ABK OEISAE E
BUMAE - FRICBRESI N THY), DAP FFHAISESIE & U,

3. VCM, TEIC DARBEHE EHHENDRH 5h T3 PK/PD /85 X — % 13 AUC/MIC,
ABK Tld Coa/MIC, LZD Tt AUC/MIC, DAP Tl AUC/MIC # & U Cro/MIC &
Eib5NhTW3,

4. IDM OEHBHPVBEE SN BHDIC, VCM, TEIC, ABK #°%H 3,

5. brETCIESIEE WD, B T MRSA BBAEICERAI W TV ARESEICIE, RFP,
STEE] MINO EEL»H D, ZNZNDIMBEDME EHRET 5 PK/PD/IXT X — &
I3BES A T UL,

6. # MRSA E0#EMBTHIE, HESRCLYELS,

7. VCM, TEIC, ABK, DAP IF, I AEREFRRTREZZITELYEERS NS,
LZD 3FEBERRICKH 2=, FEEMREHMP B L WEIE I h 5, TZD (IFifsE 5 R
RICEWH S, IEEERLHEHYY» EICEFERICHEH I N B,

8. VCM, TEIC, ABK, DAP T, BHEEEICISU A% - AR/ HEIh TV 3,

9. B4 DH MRSA EOEMHEIER - SMAEERICIEIETIVEN & 5,

10. ¥ XTOHMRSAET, fifttits 5 L HEBSHLOMES FHEL T3 (BFOR
) OT, ThZLEROBICHIET 5.
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