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BURIEE © HoRfERE. ABe2 7 HENICHEEEE 38C GO MBI L7225, AREHRLZ. ABLAH
BHCHDETZ2HEL, ERIEACTEADIRDOMAEIZUNTWD L 2H0H 5 I h7z. 72, M
BOOSERE S B 720 R 2 275 L7z & T ABUBBUAD B TH 0 IBER D BEb 7223, KRB TR %

ZTW O DR EBIIRENTH > 7z

ABE 3 BEHENHEA TR OEE L ZZ L, MR ERPAMIRAEET 722 & &0 IREUEAE & S S
NLR7ax4 2 v ONRGHEZ RGBS N PIRIC XD RIS L 7228, ABE 2 T S WIRIY
MR % 5880, YEEEBANF 2 #izis L7z. ke MPO-ANCA Bl & i skt b i, MAH I

Abg& e o7z,
BEAEIE 68 Fly  FRA% Tl
KIGHE © SCOMNAEZE, SOASH & b

PENGIE BRI L, B L, Z CRAERM OWmINENIR B & O L, 4 HICEAOREE T

3 - g

iR OH#HK : 25y b 100mg 3T3x, #NVF 2V ¥ 50mg 3T3x, 7 F7 30mg 6T3x

ABERE B ARPT R - B 5 162cm, K 50.3kg, =
kI, MR 38.9°C, A% 77 Il /2 %, AU 100/
40mmHg, FE 10 [|1/%5, Sp0:. 97% (EHNX)

SEFHER © AT HRASREIEC H IBE % 3200 7

&R« Wi Ao 2 I Levine IT B o i 9]
METE, OARERIC Levine TT BE O 3EHR I ME T % BEHL L
7z

JEER, FEB, DUB : IS nRE R L

A el A ir | 0 WBC 7000/uL, Hb 8.7g/dL,
Plt 121 J5/uL, Na 129mEq/L, K 40mEq/L, Cl 98
mEq/L, BUN 10.7mg/dL, Cr 0.61lmg/dL, TP 56
g/dL, Alb 2.3g/dL, LDH 298IU/L, AST 24IU/L,
ALT 10IU/L, CRP 598mg/dL, RF 109IU/mL, IgG
1831.1mg/dL, #iki#Hifk 80 £ (Homogenous, Speck-
led &3 80 f%), MPO-ANCA 19EU, PR3-ANCA<
10EU

PR EREA LT+, #I3+, JLiEARIER 50-99/HF

ABethiel « ABetk, LR 7ax4 T YWIRkIZH
a7z, KB4 HHIZSEORBA H R s
2ty MREILEBEWEEL L O —%R/ifT L& 2
A, KEIRIFIZ vegetation 23R & 41, &Y

PR234E11 H20H

Mg bz, A5 H BIZEGRERNC a » 9
VEAHY, ABREETLR7OERH Y Y 2HRL
TWZ e SIiEEE#E 3y MaMmRI L 7.
FH, #iHFRRL - MEssEZnmte b, 774
EPEERE 7B bz (Fig 1), F 7z, BRI
L 72 MR E T RTHh 5 b 7T A BGHEERR AR I
Mot

DT T — L MR AR O R S BB O &
Zr L7z,

BRI DI R D GBHEOMBE 21T, K
AL C Ml AR (S Roth BE % 72 7z, BHIRHLAL CT
T AR MR A B b g b (Fig. 2),
iR CT CTHMEZED RO bz (Fig. 3).

ABESHHO Ny a4 Y v 1g 12HMEE 7
¥y <4 50mg 8 RO G 2L 72, B
X 65%NaCl 2 & D HE % RO THERE O #E
Hixew e L, AR7THE»S Xy y<A42 >
ek LNy T~ 4 ¥ HAITIHREE T kR L 7.

EHBRE D MBS L TB Y, ABSHHEI
ot 1 BRI Osler & 85, ABE 10 H BIZ R & Wl
TRUZ sARILMBE AL BULFL L 72 (Fig. 4). ARE 11
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Fig. 4

e85 1k Osler A58

R Ak H

da |

R EHETL, APBE 14 H B IS KBYIR A i #H48 % f
TL72. KERFICIETRTOFRRIC vegetation
MERH bz (Fig 5).

ML R 28 48 R X e A9 12 Streptococcus bovis & [
EEN, R=Y) VEZMETH -7 ABE1S HHE
L OPIEEE =Y ¥ G300 /7 HAL4 RS
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Fig. 5 KBIIRIT D vegetation

Fig. 6 S JIR#bE

ZHEL, KBRFOEREIELETH 72720, i
W Z G 4B S LigEE R T L7

S. bovis 12 & B G LN R T - 72720 KW
WOMERToE A, SKEBESZOLNS
DREE B YD B AR % BB AT L 7. #5122 W03 9% 1 Stage
0, 3% P45 J 12 adenocarcinoma T&H - 72. Pl i
&% ~7 (Fig. 6).

[F & ] S bovis 1 & 5 JEGe kO NI % % FIE
L, KW Z2E0 L Tz 69 etk o sl & s

FH234E11H20H

L7z, sEFEEL, R A O IRERIEGSE & 5 S
NHBHE L 2T, € O®BRIZKILERIME & MPO-
ANCA Btk o IMERPEEDNARRE o7z A
Betk, JRIE & SR L & RGO % B,
PR -7, SIREOATIREBGEOa Y bu—u
BHREETH Y, KEMIRSERA 2 T L7z, £72S
WREBESEIELTB Y, SIRKEEYIBRA 2 1T L
7z.



E 1 O B ] 1 2>

[IPSCONESSESHIE

5

=
xF

it

&

1. BEMORBERICEEL ZREZFNEEDORE
WL ?

&G OIS (infective endocarditis 5 IE) (&
DRI RGN E 24 L, W I — 0 i BE O fie A
PR RBE IR T 5720, T8 EISHRERY 22 B2k %
%, EERELrERSES. FEINLILERTIE
FHIFOS OH IR A IR G T 5 b 00 %
{, BIZWEIE #2052 KHEIMEHZE (Osler
JEBE, Roth B, Janeway #5%, JUF Hilf, >k Bk4
BAE) R RIS MR R S N RIER A RO TR
ERUANOLEVPERTH 5. [EIZHADLNDRIE
BEZRLICT LD 4 0N EEORE
REORARIIOWTE TR TV ERI RSN
TWRWAE, y7ua7 ) VBREAEEICES CREI
IE DA RWERE L L3 v, f# 2 1F viridans
group streptococci (VGS) 7 & o fi 2o % 2 il
HIED) 7= FHNFBHEFIZ50% I2ET S DI
L, BICATRAETINL AT FYRREICL S IE
TORHEIL 24% ITH T 5. RERFOPRTIIR
BFEREER, Vo FRFILERER Y L L,
ETFARDENEVIGEITIITHREEL T &t
IRENTWBY, REFTAHALNIE 2 MO
5 AHIMAE 2952 (Osler #58i, Roth B, Janeway
JZE, JNTIRM, SREREERES) B3 E R
A I NTRIEE SR DRI A DA A T HTH
%", IE OREREOHRTHHINEROEH VDI
V< FKTTHY, Duke's criteria IZd AN SN
T W %Y. antineutrophil cytoplasmic antibody
(ANCA) (8 Bk AT BT IS x 5 % H C ik <,
proteinase-3 (PR-3) $ifk (cANCA) & myeloperoxi-
dase (MPO) $ifk (pANCA) 231 5T %. ANCA
1¥ ANCA-associated vasculitis (AAV) O~ —%—
Thb%, IEZEDRBMERIETD BHIEREEADL
M, AAV 2 OENAR LI LIEMEE 2 5. ANCA
® target ® 9 5, PR-3 ? epitope 137 K 7 Ek
HICHREINTBY, Wegener B E (cANCA
AEFICHEEIC R %) OFRIC sulfamethoxazole/
trimethoprim # i3 5% LR 2% L, DM
H5MEREINTWA” cANCA, pANCA @ HEHUER
FBEOG S, HMEROMAEWEEIIK E 2%
#]% L T\ 5% neutrophilextracellulartraps (NET)

DY BRI Z3aN

TR MR 27/ e SR

B
®

DG LTWBZERHLNIR 7Y, IEIZED
Rt 9 5 18 M KA #F AL T O NET %% cANCA,
DANCA FGEIZ D% hi o TWAH T EATRIEBENS.

2. BEPOERERZROMGRMEE ?

IE #F#H 0 ZE4E O & PE1E 22-50% & ST
W57, ZEARE IR ISR Z 5 S DAY 65% &
i, 2D H 0% AP RMEIIRICKEZ 7.
WH 23H# 7 B BRI, Streptococcus bovis DY,
10mm % 2 2 F T ER OGRS, TR
AT 578, VGS DYAEIITHEBEDOKRE S L%
KSEFSRE D RNCHBIE 2 WY, WREiCIZse 7 K
> BRI ASE R O DS <, BE Al
55D TREREE % > < % W —Abiotrophia,
Granulicatells, HACEK group, EW 7% &¥—TU A
7 DB, % OFRIE TP G 2-3 HA
I ZEDE L (RMNOBHIPRE), RAND
2 EB OYUR BB L7256 123 5E) 2 2
EHIET 2 2 EHBHO IR > TV B PR
DOREFIC L - T, EREROFRIZENDDH D LT
LA ehTwin,

3. |E DEREREFEODREFTEIE?

IE D9 5 5-35% (XM E TP TE 2w,
Wb B “culture-negative endocarditis” T 5.
FA3E @ culture-negative endocarditis @ L3134
HEEOPTHE L, TOES BB IE BRHNIC
IR L2 OPUREEDR G- S, @Y % s E D
RElZ®RLCLE)LICLBY. —J), IEDik
[XI % \Z 1% Bartonella, Mycobacterium, Histoplasma O
EOCERIC AN LoRMB 2 %32 b0,
Coxiella, Tropheryma O X 9 \Z ML KT 38 H AR T3 M
MATELRVDDOVPEAET B, — M % MR O
HE SR ORI 5 HICRELTHE DO
H% L, —HOBIEZ OMBNTITH SRR,
i 2Pk O F6H % 3 3 TE o M 78 Tl Bl %
Db 4R TBLLEND .

—7J, HETIEFMRETHEIE L NG,
DNA ZHiliL, 222 6MpidE, BERLdE TS
A~ —% v/ PCR R WHIFR PCR 2 {ifT 35 2
EICXY, BERNORELITH) ZENTEL LI

H85% A6 Tk



F1 IEICALNLHEDE RIERY

spesaemy LR A D

B TR0
Yol M fii%

Hy 7 a7 CE 20-30
VA a7y YAE 2095
)= F WSk 5-50

TEBR I AKRBETE  50-100  streptococci>staphylococei*
AT 5-40
ANCA Bt ?

+ 7 = AL O FEREEIC X
2 W INLRE F55058 & Bl =

TIEB AR AL X B4
Fek Tk 75 H i

Duke's criteria (& FL 5

*staphylococci TI3#lifA alterna-
tive pathway 25iGPE L3, %
A~ REB AR I L PikE
FERVPURR AN EISEZS
RLE FRE INE Y ANRIE LS

cANCA >pANCA(AAV E[X51)
neutrophil extracellular traps
(NET) 2851&4:12

cANCA O epitope, PR3 IZ#
7 R R ILEES B Y

) E)

Y E)

SR 1) ~6) & ICITfER

1 IE Ptk & o R @1z T 758

FiRAEGE

w )

BE

T—=% - Sequencing
fEHT

S|

Sequencing - nested PCR

o7z, e Olifisk TIEFHAER 30 IR E F
RO BIZFZ MBS DH D, T F TIZ 150 4l
%2 W o 7228, culture-negative endocarditis @
70% B OFETREAEZFEHR TV S, 1
IZFk A DR CTEBICER L T 2 BIETFZHoF
LERRT S, ZOB, BIEZFBHEITI AICE,

Bz RV ) VEE LW LD ERTH L. W
RIEHH, G, Bk wIThoEhikcbiib
B\, HEEARE R IERT 2L ENDH L% 5

FH234E11H20H

BioMasher(Z&3

IsoPlant
2k ADNAMH
—XPCR
BERKEIZKD ‘s

PCREMEZE

¥, DNA#EFZREZ S 2wy ) — VEEI D
ba., wu=) Ik E AN A, B#IC
DNA Gt s s 720, FEMEAETNLEE
WL (B 48 BRI SRR Ml s 7 5.

T/, HEHTHTHRHRO DNA AL T
2N, BUEERFRB LT, BIRTFAMIREIC I
FWA OV nwbWw b “healed IE” T W [H &

NTEHIENHLH. MEIHET 7 A~ —1316S
rRNA 2% =% MZT 5 2 ENZ0D, BRI



2 Streptococcus bovis/Streptococcus gallolyticus group D5 4H D% &

S. equinus (1906)

$ S. equinus

J

S. caprinus (1997)

S. bovis (1918)

5. bovis biotype | (1985) —— 5. gallolyticus (1995)

[-*S. bovis biotype I/1 (1985) —S. infantarius (2000)

|—'S. bovis

S. galiolyticus subsp. gallolyticus (2003)

S. infantanius subsp. colf (2000) «---——

-+ 5. bovis biotype I/2 (1985) l

S. pasteunianus (2002)

S. waius (1999)

» 5. gallolyticus subsp. pasteurianus (2003)*— S. pasteurianus

5. macedonicus (1998)

8. infantarius subsp. infantarius (2000)

S. gallolyticus subsp. macedonicus (2003)

S. alactoyticus (1985)

S. intestinalis (1988)

* 5. alacioyticus

8. lutetiensis (2002)

YD o 72l L v, La L, PCR
product 23f% & i, JE L, WSS PCR &
HAEDLELZETHINLTRETH 5.

4. LOYHERBORTEICE (T 2HEER

L ¥ B BRI 1R 112 Lancefield (2 & 4 ML i #U
S, BimEcEo < (o, B oy 5%, HE
12X % (oral streptococci % &) ZHEAAT L TH
L, AL 20 % IR L7z P25 0 2 S h
T&7 2ok, LUyVERRoOFREIEEL <, JE
FWICHRME LT e BUEEW GBI B AR AT A3 —
BRIV SN L9124 D, F#IZ 16S rRNA gene
DF—=FR=APFTELTHS, L HEREOGH
I 7% D I S N7z, Lactococcus, Enterococcus, Ge-
mella, Abiotrophia, Granulicatella (38 L\ & & LT
LU ERRED S L, o 7oL ¥ EKIE I 16S
rRNA gene Be%)i2 & ¥, Mitis, Pyogenic, Salivar-
ius, Anginosus, Mutans, Bovis D& 7V —7&,
W DOhDI A F—L WIS SN IEE
WA S LTid Mitis group (& % BEAYE
B <, MO RAEIZILN D Rn”, REF O
e K W T & B Streptococcus bovis 1 s Bk T [ %,
Lancefield Ifil 7i§ %! D # % /R § %%, pyrrlolidonyl
arylamidase 28214 CTd 1), Bovis group TH 5 &
LOREITZENIZIEHL L 2w, LA L, Bovis
group WIZE T AWM SEII L2 DRME LTS
D, FERABYEIhTWSE (K2)Y. IE» S50
BESNDWIIHERD S. bovis biotype 1T E AL
TH Y, ZHIEITIT Streptococcus gallolyticus subsp.
gallolyticus \ A4 575, Fv M ETOREIZH
#ET, 1EHE 72 [F £ 12 13 housekeeping 8 =T o ¥ 3k
Fes LB AT H 512,

SCHR18LD

5. S. bovis EXKBEH A DEEEMICOWNT

S. bovis/S. gallolyticus \¥t &, KBEWIHENO
WAER T, W% MEEORRRIZ 25-15% &t
HEEINTWBEY, LUyYERFEICESIE & REBA
DEPFIF 1951 4, McCoy H I & Y ik MIZHaH S
., 1974 412 Hoppes 5 2 & % 14 Bl @ S. bovis 12
LBIEDIH (64%) WCKBVBAZENTHLED
WETH®EHZ2E£D, BT TS < ofuh»
% 3T & 729", S. bovis/S. gallolyticus |2 & % 1IE
EREDADEPHIEIL 18-62% & TN TWBY,
Corredoira & 13 VGS 12 & % IE 44 5] & S. bovis/S.
gallolyticus \2 & % IE 55 Bzl L, RETOKRE
WAEPREE3% 725 72D L, B TIE5% 12
MEY, FRENALNIZEHE LTV, Hidk
L7=2BEO G H TR A L kD3 % S. bovis/
S. gallolyticus % AT A 5 &, KAt A W ILAE T iE
94%, IE TIX 71% %% S. gallolyticus subsp. gallolyti-
cus TH5 & ENLDS, FHETIES. bovis biotype 11/
2 (S. pasteurienus \ M Y) HEKRTH B &5 5 H
HhHD, M AEEDD LIRS RS
TWw 5™, S. bovis/S. gallolyticus {37172 & O 45 8)
WS b 349 % 7, MRS X 2 TE B I2IEHR
WL DI EEHE D N% WD, F72, S. bovis/S.
gallolyticus IEHFE TR B AZGHT 2 2713
IE DMEDREGIE L D bAREICE L, WRITI S. gal-
lolyticus subsp. gallolyticus S D W X 1 & &
W,

KBBAGHD A S Z X ROV TIREZILD
Mo TRV ERSZV. BATHIESL LI
bacteremia 2NKI S AFEEZ ER T LD, Th
&b RIEDSAMBEND S. bovis/S. gallolyticus O FEH
A5 £, IE % bacteremia ZIED T E 412 7% % D
7, ELLOMREEL S LTV S, S bovis/S.

EYUEFHMERE 8K 6 ek



gallolyticus OMILEERIHHUE (wall extracted anti-
gen : WEA) 3t MK ERHINLCTH % Caco-2 Al
fa 12 1L-8, COX-2 7 4 il #% % & L, mitogen-
activated protein (MAP) kinase ® ¥ 1L % 5| &
Y. BMREEEINZCOX21ETRARY 7T v
T4 A, MiRREEE, MmEPHAE, TRI— AW
HilZe &2 LT, FIPARE»OPAFERLES
EHIRE E N BYWE - WEA X azoxymethane %
B ADRBATRED T OE— T 3 ZITHEIJITE
CTEHREINTWBY, E 51T S. gallolyticus 1&
NF-xB #3835 2 L CRGMIE 2 KEAsA~ &
WIZTHE— T AHZE SIS NY.

—75C S. bovis/S. gallolyticus 138 % 7 KM bRz
FH LT3 extracellular matrix (ECM) proteins
(collagen I, collagen IV, collagen V, fibronectin,
fibrinogen 7 &) #EKIZ, VbW % microbial sur-
face component recognizing adhesive matrix mole-
cules (MSCRAMM) family (collagen-binding adhe-
sin 2 &4 7% < &b 11 MBI DY S. gallolyticus (A7 1L
3 5%) % histone-like protein A % ¥ D EAEHT %
F£. S. bovis/S. gallolyticus 13 PCR, in situ hy-
bridization {2 & 0, f@&% % K L &0 & K2t
ARRED DFEEIL KM EN S ZEPHLANITE
NTHEDY, ECM DR D 75 % S. bovis/S. gal-
lolyticus A3tk L TV % Dh b HlAL %\,

F72, BAOMREIIHED MABFE LD AR
ORERAEE LTI NGB TH D, KEFK
T\ LT, S. bovis/S. gallolyticus WARZEIIIZ 1 sia-
lyl LewisX $i (SLX) ASFEBL Tw2%. SLX &
RO A OB EMENE SRS 5L 7 5
YOV Y ETHY, BADNATEROY —Hh—T
BB, HYAMNLIE L O F AL 12 S. bovis/S. gal-
lolyticus \Z €A LS \WET, WILIE R IE D F &
WKHGLTWAEEE D R EN 5.

SCHR

1) Kaye KM, Kaye D : Laboratory finding includ-
ing blood cultures. In : Kaye Donald. Infective
endocarditis 2™ ed. Raven Press, New York,
1992 ; p.117—24.

2) Brown M, Griffin GE : Immune responses in en-
docarditis. Heart 1998 ; 79 : 1—2.

3) Bayer AS, Theofilopoulos AN : Immunopatho-
genic aspects of infective endocarditis. Chest.
1990 ; 97 : 204—12.

4) Gouriet F, Bothelo-Nevers E, Coulibaly B, Raoult
D, Casalta JP : Evaluation of sedimentation rate,
rheumatoid factor, C-reactive protein, and tu-
mor necrosis factor for the diagnosis of infective

Fak234E11 3 20H

5)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

endocarditis. Clin Vaccine Immunol. 2006 ; 13 :
301.

Kerr MA, Wilton E, Naama JK, Whaley K : Cir-
culating immune complexes associated with de-
creased complement-mediated inhibition of im-
mune precipitation in sera from patients with
bacterial endocarditis. Clin Exp Immunol.
1986 ; 63 : 359—66.

Bonaci-Nikolic B, Andrejevic S, Pavlovic M,
Dimcic Z, Ivanovic B, Nikolic M : Prolonged in-
fections associated with antineutrophil cytoplas-
mic antibodies specific to proteinase 3 and
myeloperoxidase : diagnostic and therapeutic
challenge. Clin Rheumatol. 2010 ; 29 : 893—904.
Bosch X.: LAMPs and NETs in the pathogene-
sis of ANCA wvasculitis. J. Am. Soc. Nephrol.
2009 ; 20 : 1654—55.

Kessenbrock K, Krumbholz M, Schénermarck
U, Back W, Gross WL, Werb Z, et al. : Netting
neutrophils in autoimmunesmall-vessel vasculi-
tis. Nat Med. 2009 ; 15 : 623—5.

Bayer AS, Bolger AF, Taubert KA, Wilson W,
Steckelberg J, Karchmer AW, et al. : Diagnosis
and management of infective endocarditis and
its complications. Circulation. 1998 ; 98 : 2936—
48.

Prendergast BD, Tornos P. : Surgery for infec-
tive endocarditis. Circulation 2010 ; 121 : 1141—
52.

Vilacosta I, Graupner C, San Roméan JA, Sarria
C, Ronderos R, Fernandez C, et al. : Risk of em-
bolization after institution of antibiotic therapy
for infective endocarditis. ] Am Coll Cardiol.
2002 ; 39 : 1489—95.

Hill EE, Herijgers P, Claus P, Vanderschueren S,
Peetermans WE, Herregods MC : Clinical and
echocardiographic risk factors for embolism and
mortality in infective endocarditis. Eur J Clin
Microbiol Infect Dis. 2008 ; 27 : 1159—64.
Thuny F, Di Salvo G, Belliard O, Avierinos ]JF,
Pergola V, Rosenberg V, et al. : Risk of embo-
lism and death in infective endocarditis : prog-
nostic value of echocardiography : a prospec-
tive multicenter study. Circulation. 2005 ; 112 :
69—75.

i B G ONBELORKE & BHE. 1t
RO 2003 5 19 1 927—32.

Fournier PE, Thuny F, Richet H, Lepidi H,
Casalta JP, Arzouni JP, et al. : Comprehensive
diagnostic strategy for blood culture-negative
endocarditis : a prospective study of 819 new
cases. Clin Infect Dis. 2010 ; 51 : 131—40.
Kawamura Y, Hou XG, Sultana F, Miura H,
Ezaki T : Determination of 16S rRNA se-
quences of Streptococcus mitis and Streptococcus
gordonii and phylogenetic relationships among



17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

22)

members of the genus Streptococcus. Int J Syst
Bacteriol. 1995 ; 45 : 406—38.

Kikuchi K, Shimizu K : Therapeutic problems
in viridans streptococcal endocarditis. J. Infect.
Chemother. 1996 ; 2 : 8—17.

Hinse D, Vollmer T, Erhard M, Welker M,
Moore ER, Kleesiek K, et al. : Differentiation of
species of the Streptococcus bovis / equinus-
complex by MALDI-TOF Mass Spectrometry in
comparison to sodA sequence analyses. Syst
Appl Microbiol. 2011 ; 34 : 52—7.

Abdulamir AS, Hafidh RR, Baker FA : The as-
sociation of Streptococcus bovis/gallolyticus with
colorectal tumors : the nature and the underly-
ing mechanisms of its etiological role. J. Exp.
Clin. Cancer Res. 2011 ; 30 : 1—13.

Boleij A, van Gelder MM, Swinkels DW, Tjal-
sma H : Clinical Importance of Streptococcus gal-
lolyticus Infection Among Colorectal Cancer Pa-
tients : Systematic Review and Meta-analysis.
Clin Infect Dis. 2011 ; 53 : 870—38.

Corredoira J, Alonso MP, Coira A, Casariego E,
Arias C, Alonso D, et al : Characteristics of
Streptococcus bovis endocarditis and its differ-
ences with Streptococcus viridans endocarditis.
Eur J Clin Microbiol Infect Dis. 2008 ; 27 : 285—
91.

Lee RA, Woo PC, To AP, Lau SK, Wong SS,
Yuen KY : Geographical difference of disease
association in Streptococcus bovis bacteraemia. J

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

Med Microbiol. 2003 : 52 : 903—38.

Giannitsioti E, Chirouze C, Bouvet A, Béguinot
I, Delahaye F, Mainardi JL, et al. : Characteris-
tics and regional variations of group D strepto-
coccal endocarditis in France. Clin Microbiol In-
fect. 2007 ; 13 : 770—6.

Collins D, Hogan AM, Winter DC : Microbial
and viral pathogens in colorectal cancer. Lancet
Oncol. 2011 ; 12 : 504—12.

Biarc J, Nguyen IS, Pini A, Gossé F, Richert S,
Thiersé D, et al. : Carcinogenic properties of
proteins with pro-inflammatory activity from
Streptococcus infantarius (formerly S. bovis). Car-
cinogenesis. 2004 ; 25 : 1477—84.

Abdulamir AS, Hafidh RR, Mahdi LK, Aljeboori
T, Abubaker F : Investigation into the contro-
versial association of Streptococcus gallolyticus
with colorectal cancer and adenoma. BMC Can-
cer. 2009 ; 19 : 403.

Sillanpad J, Nallapareddy SR, Qin X, Singh KV,
Muzny DM, Kovar CL, et al : A collagen-
binding adhesin, Acbh, and ten other putative
MSCRAMM and pilus family proteins of Strepto-
coccus gallolyticus subsp. gallolyticus (Streptococcus
bovis Group, biotype I). ] Bacteriol. 2009 ; 191 :
6643—>53.

Hirota K, Osawa R, Nemoto K, Ono T, Miyake
Y : Highly expressed human sialyl Lewis anti-
gen on cell surface of Streptococcus gallolyticus.
Lancet. 1996 ; 347 : 760.

RYYESHMERE 8% 6 iRk



	030001
	030004

