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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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MRSA BEEDRRA A RS 1>



WSR-S E DU Y A LSOV ORGERLIE - R, BRIV T

I MRSA 0¥ & &2k
A T e 1
. E}@%Alé}é ............................................................................................................... 5
1L MERSA D B P BRG] SR v v v eeeeeeeer ettt ettt 14
111 j\%}iiﬂ\:iﬁ_ﬁ'!i}@g‘%& LT ) MRS A coeeeeeerrreeeeetteet e a ettt e e e aaanaiaaaes 17
IV. j:ﬁ; MRSA ;Eig@fiiﬁ L 4‘#%@ %?R@%@ .................................................................. 21
V. j:fi MRSA g‘é@{#ﬂg{%‘{f ....................................................................................... 27
VI FEHHT MRSA O FEIR & AH]
a. H?ﬂ&%%@géﬁ ...................................................................................................... 34
D, BHIILJE v eveeeremrernmsrmmsemnns et 41
c @%‘[i‘ﬂ‘mﬂﬁ% ................................................................................................... 46
d. BERG - BRARHLRR I AAE
(1) FZ TR REIEE <ceoe et 51
(2) %ﬁf%ﬁﬁi@zﬁé% l:F[‘L“\ L LT e 60
e. HEH% Wlﬁ%g&{fﬁ ...................................................................................................... 72
f. ’%’ . Egﬁﬁ@%ﬁé (&k}féﬂ%+$ﬁbﬁ@%ﬁ) ..................................................................... 77
g. EP*E*H}?‘@Z}%F&%E ................................................................................................ 94
B FRIBIRILIE +ovvveeenrernrsrnnenn et 102
L NVBAHIBRGLRE e cvvverenern e 107
j. %]?fgélijz“ﬂd%j?; Kjﬁc&%‘_ ............................................................................................. 115
K. FRERIITETR +oovvreerm e 122
VIL 5T MRSA ZED) T ceveeereereensennetntutiiii i 125
-1, & SH ORI D0 T
A VOM DBEBL  oeeeeeenme e 131
b, TEIC DBFBE  coeeeeerrnseen et 132
Co ABK DB oo vvveeenn ettt 135
Q. LZD OOBEB +evveen et 137
€. DIAP BB -+ v vvveern et 139
£, TZD OB «-vvveeenernne et 141

MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



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)

JE A © BENIEG T — A 5 v AR AR S (2017 4EHD, 2018
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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>
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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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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,
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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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IV. It MRSA EDEREHHE, FIROESE

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
3,
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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.

MRSA BEEDREH A RS 21



fE O BARNCHROM> WIS E

22

Literature review

HAENZ BT 5 ZNZhoft MRSA SO R b @ IniE 123 6 12”3 X 9 128 L CiF
JRADS, JREERIEGSRE (XD 2SE O @IE I F EF N TV 2\ L MRSA #D % IZERNT
R#rzFs2 e, FCEPOIREEINSG, A FH VYT VRO LZD XIEEED
12, TZD I3 OMMREBEEEIC & ) RH 2200, IHGERBS 2R S L 33
WTHRIEE B,

L7255 T, REGRIEAYEISR LGl A T3 V7 VREBELERIRS v, F 72,
ABK (3AGEHGE YLEE, DATENIE T 7250 MRSA A7 £, ERBGICTRAIRD N
TWzZ enb, Migd MumdE CBRE Lz HaE % SN D 0 B iE AR E N &
75 T\ 5o DAP I COARTEALIC X 2R ROWITAA BN L 7zl id@s 2 A LT
WhRW, Fie, ENUAORBR EOBEIIED, LT L b ENEhoEROFRMEICE D]
bOTIE %L, RICIIARBPFEROENMOARRLHBMEED S F 234, s Ok
REF L EDPKMENTOUELEELHLHDT, FHIIFRKICHRT 2 LB D5, T2
BAETIZTRXTOP MRSA T, i HEALD 5 VIR Z AL OB ESHFAE L Tw b (2
DHEZBM) DT, TNETNOEAOBRIRNOBHNIERZ W ZMHERT 2% EEELET b,

PLH S O PK/PD B O BIRIDH X, BAETIE—BNIITbRTw LY, ThEhoht
MRSA DB R E M T 5 PK/PD /85 A —Z I3V IREKRGEIBRE EZ 25
n, VCM, TEIC Tix AUC/MIC, ABK T i Cpu/MIC, LZD, TZD Tlix AUC/MIC,
DAP Tix AUC/MIC B LV Couo/MIC LEZ HENT WD, 5B, Cow \IHG#THERE
DIMHIRETH ), Coen (3K G-#8 T 30~60 732 DML R EE & IR %, 72, KT TDM
ASFE ] fE 2 PT MRSA 313 VCM, TEIC 212 ABK @ 3#ITH %%, LZD, TZD Tl
R AERE ERF IS D EFMIIAZE L SNTHB Y, DAP TILEE OB AER E 0 A
VL EIN, BOBO@EFIX TDM b FEi S Lz vy, —EHORIVERILIRERAIIE

6. 5 MRSA Z2OEBENTLDELE

BV VCM TEIC  ABK LzD TZD DAP
iz - Ffss - B O @) O O
IEMEIRIRERRZ D R O
B O O @) O O
RGBT O O
REMER BRRGE 12 MEIRRZAE O O O @)
SHS - BB KUFRID RS O O O O O
USh - BBEDREBR O O
BBEX - BIENR O
FERRR (@)
{ERRIERERRA (@)
MRSA, Fizld MRCNS BRHEEDND O
FEREIFARERIRIAME
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T HWEEED S 5 DT, JHEED D 255G IR E AL E 2 BH TORMAKRII3E
BExET 5, 2NFND TDM & %\ & PK/PD i o HEEMES & OF TDM DHEERIZ D W
TIM-1BLXO TDM @HH A ZBHOZ &, %3, RFP, ST &#l, MINO 7% & DEHFE)
REFMD/20D PK/PD /35 A—%, BXOZOHEfZ EIEH ST,

ZNENDOH MRSA HOMMBATIEIC OV TIRIMHEEICE > TEEIEETH Y Y, I
EOPHEB O T —F LT LT TidZawv. -1 12i1ZENZN o MRSA #0
HRERATIEICE T 25005 5 25, JRHIMIZPRBRGEIS 2 A L T 5 RGYIEIC 7% 24 7 5 il as
NOBATEL, HEFSRZUGTAICEL2D0LHRL TL v, LaL, 43 L b RS
IS ED LS BHEDIFIZHESN TV WG H Y, #EIeA % THORITHICEN, AR
PEDSHARE T & 2 IRGIE D D 5 o LB ATIEDSHIBR & A0 2 s 23 %0 G 5L, B 2 (R0 -
BIEId 5\ IdIEHe 7 & T, EAOBITUENGEMIRE LT A2HE60HHDT, HER
SHLRRDRKD SN Do 7272, TNEFNORGEITK T % B IE R FEHLEFUL, 130 RE
RN DN T TDNERET, BITEOATIHLEONSE B DTIE L, B2,
FIRE B EZ: & PK/PD 785 X — % O A TIE 0 5H i T & 70 wHi MRSA 30451 D B
D, ZNEDERMEL L TREMICHHTI SN2 XETH 5D, PK/PD /8T A —F 128D
FARIY 70 JEFRIUT D W TULIRGIE O K i & B S 11720 L MRSA FEORHHZI DWW Tt
JlZak 7225, BHER o VCM, TEIC, ABK, DAP Ti&, BHEREICIS U2HE: - HE
MR I N TV S, ZOFEMNEIM-1 125 L7z,

il 2 OHLMRSA F ORI EIVER - JEWAHBEAER DWW T -1 1258k L7228, MRSA
BYEX FERET 5 BHE TIE, SFIELEMRERLAIELX AT LI EDVL VDT, ©B4e
G W T % 72O B ERBOME LB EDN O HEOF L & &
T REENLETH D, T2, BIERAOZ MR (BHEERAN) (SHBL
3L B5DT, TDM % ExEH LR 255 - #5302 510205, BG4
EHMIMT L ENLE L, B, FNTNOHMRSA EOEHER 5.3, kE5E
2oV, BEERSEOH, BXUW-1DZNENOEAOFHIZHRENTVEDT
ZHE N2V PUMRSA FE T 2 WHASST BAHNZ DO W T, bAETHIRSEE S5 S. aureus
(MRSA #&%) @ 80%%% ST i ™ small colony variants (SCVs) % & e\ 7 ik
EDOWEND B,

F 72, PUMRSA O TR G2V TIE, BT 2 L2 B A RE & TOMih i 5
THIEETAHDDLH LA, TETF YV RAFIRZTHThRV i, BEBRBB 52OV TIE,
FEDRWT, Bl XA R B E % & T, —HOBKRDOA A ¥ T4 VIZHEKW
PO %2 LMo & THRET 200055, LiL, ZoFHAECE IR EF Y
AW B DT TIE7 {, $LMRSA ORGP FRIEELZVWET2HEDLH
2%, bHPETYH, SHZOLERREROGM, BIRFEH 2 ELHERLTVIRETH
59 E5IZ, WK TP MRSA ##ix MRSA DA D 7 5 2 B B IEHHE L b #s S b
T EDNL WV LRAITHIGIERT S L1 F L L 25, MRCNS &Y4E % &, JL MRSA
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x® 7. EEFIH MRSA Z2DEIR (BRA - #48) -1
IV B E—ERE e
T TR 23 SR (B, FifesEs, RERD) LZD (A-) [ ABK (B-Il) ]
M VCM (A1)
R TEIC (A1)
S (RERAE) VCM (G-Il
% LzD (B-Il)
D EmsE [DAP (AD | [ABK (B
iE [VCM (A1) | [ TEIC (B-)
| LZD (B
_% M PIER TEIC (B-I)
1 ABK (B-lIl)
. LZD (B-Il)
= R2RE - BRERHERE CRIEMRERERAE, 12MERRTAE) DAP (A-) [ TEIC (B-I) |
iR RE LZD (A ABK (B-Il)
[)) TZD (A1)
g VCM (A-)
(5ME - RIS IOFMBIO-RER) [VCM (AD | [TEIC BI) |
LZD (A ABK (BI)
TZD (A1)
DAP (A1)
(U5h - BEOTRER) TEIC (B-)
ABK (B-I)
VCM (Al)
LZD (A-ll)

ClMRREINZB T 2HD

& 8. KEFIH MRSA ZEDEIR (A - #18) -2

b ERRE e
B - BERRE LZD (B
(LEEMEEEEs - BE%)  DAP () TEIC (B-Il)
PR TEIC (B-Il)
LzD (Bl
DAP (B-lll)
ABK (B-ll)
PR R RRRAE TEIC (G-Il
(BERER) LzD (B-I) DAP (C-llI)
PREQEEZAE VCM (B-lIl) TEIC (B-Il)
DAP (B-lll)
ABK (B-Ill)
LzD (Bl
IFRIRRAERE D LZD (CAI)
TRERHDEEE DAP (C-llI)

[ IRREINZE T 200D

SIZ L BB LE LT BHA b B Do 2 DR SRODIETORHIED -2 THS I
%4, VCMIZBI LTIk TMRSA Jix MRCNS i3entst b L 2 FBMEIF skl A ] o
AHE - B RSB S L7z
27, DA CTESAIEY 7 A BREREHIE . LORR S 7z TGO 1, HER 741k
BATHE RS 72 IR C i MRSA 12 X 2 BEBEPEIURE PR RSHiE < e B - WML i
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DERBREFRED—DL LTHA FIA U THHEI N T L0325 HNTORENEE
EOTA MR R INTORVDT, AHA K4 ¥ Tld MRSA EYE TO RIS IEEF
fii L T2 v,

DEDSFTFEEFRERZMELT, AHA NI A4 TSRS N2 BARY 2 R0 212
U7z BISEA RN ORASHIR) 1I2DoWTHET, 8ICT LD TRLEZAY, ThHICA TR
TR, BRETFREDEERKELZE L TR LRIEARBIRD 2 ENLERETH L, HA
DEGHEIZ D W T OFEMIE &R &2 B S 2w,

5 | F 3R

1

2)

3)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

Liu C, Bayer A, Cosgrove S E, Daum R S, Fridkin S K, Gorwitz R ], et al; Infectious Diseases Society of America: Clinical
practice guidelines by the Infectious Diseases Society of America for the treatment of methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus
infections in adults and children. Clin Infect Dis 2011; 52: e18-55

Gemmell C G, Edwards D I, Fraise A P, Gould F K, Ridgway G L, Warren R E: Guidelines for the pophylaxis and treatment of
methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) infection in the UK. ] Antimicrob Chemother 2006; 57: 589-608

Brier M E, Stalker D J, Aronoff G R, Batts D H, Ryan K K, O'Grady M, et al: Pharmacokinetics of linezolid in subjects with
renal dysfunction. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 2003; 47: 2775-80

Ong V, Flanagan S, Fang E, Dreskin H ], Locke J B, Bartizal K, et al: Absorption, distribution, metabolism, and excretion of
the novel antibacterial prodrug tedizolid phosphate. Drug Metab Dispos 2014; 42: 1275-84

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

PrRD A, REMEEIE, AN Bk B ®AaRT, SAEMEF, Ml LRI TDM A4 F 94 v HALEESEE 2016, 64:
431-44

Rybak M, Lomaestro B, Rotschafer ] 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 ] Health Syst Pharm 2009; 66: 82-98

JI5AS— ¢ Teicoplanin O ERIKRFINC BT 5 M E ORiEd. Chemotherapy 1993; 41 (Suppl 2): 1104

Craig W A: Basic pharmacodynamics of antibacterials with clinical applications to the use of B-lactams, glycopeptides, and
linezolid. Infect Dis Clin North Am 2003; 17: 479-501

Bowker K E, Noel A R, MacGowan A P: Comparative antibacterial effects of daptomycin, vancomycin and teicoplanin studied
in an in vitro pharmacokinetic model of infection. ] Antimicrob Chemother 2009; 64: 1044-51

Louie A, Liu W, Kulawy R, Drusano GL: In vivo pharmacodynamics of torezolid phosphate (TR-701), a new oxazolidinone anti-
biotic, against methicillin-susceptible and methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus strains in a mouse thigh infection model.
Antimicrob Agents Chemother 2011; 55: 3453-60

Landersdorfer C B, Bulitta J B, Kinzig M, Holzgrabe U, Sorgel F: Penetration of antibacterials into bone. Clin Pharmacokinet
2009; 48: 89-124

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

Stahl J P, Croize J, Wolff M, Garaud ] J, Leclercq P, Vachon F, et al: Poor penetration of teicoplanin into cerebrospinal fluid in
patients with bacterial meningitis. ] Antimicrob Chemother 1987; 20: 141-2

Hayashi M, Ooi K, Yamada S, Wakabayashi H, Imanishi T, Kondo M, et al: [Arbekacin sulfate concentrations in peripheral
lymph and in serum after intravenous injection: report of four cases]. Jpn J Antibiot 2012; 65: 207-15

Gee T, Ellis R, Marshall G, Andrews ], Ashby J, Wise R: Pharmacokinetics and tissue penetration of linezolid following multiple
oral doses. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 2001; 45: 1843-6

Majcher-Peszynska J, Haase G, Sass M, Mundkowski R, Pietsch A, Klammt S, et al: Pharmacokinetics and penetration of
linezolid into inflamed soft tissue in diabetic foot infections. Eur J Clin Pharmacol 2008; 64: 1093-100

Traunmiiller F, Schintler M V, Metzler ], Spendel S. Mauric O, Popovic M, et al: Soft tissue and bone penetration abilities of

MRSA BEEDRRA A RS 1>

Tt OS5 (BRI OM> DI E

25



fE O BARNCHROM> WIS E

26

19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

daptomyecin in diabetic patients with bacterial foot infections. ] Antimicrob Chemother 2010; 65: 1252-7

Sato T, Kawamura M, Furukawa E, Fujimura S: Screening method for trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole-resistant small colony
variants of Staphylococcus aureus. ] Grob Antimicrob Resist 2018; 15: 1-5

Freifeld A G, Bow E ], Sepkowitz K A, Boeckh M J, Ito J I, Mullen C A, et al: Clinical practice guideline for the use of antimi-
crobial agents in neutropenic patients with cancer: 2010 update by the Infectious Diseases Society of America. Clin Infect Dis
2011; 52: €56-93

Vardakas K Z, Samonis G, Chrysanthopoulou S A, Bliziotis I A, Falagas M E: Role of glycopeptides as part of initial empirical
treatment of febrile neutropenic patients: a meta-analysis of randomised controlled trials. Lancet Infect Dis 2005; 5: 431-9
Fomin P, Beuran M, Gradauskas A, Barauskas G, Datsenko A, Dartois N, et al: Tigecycline is efficacious in the treatment of
complicated intra-abdominal infections. Int J Surg 2005; 3: 35-47

Breedt ], Teras J, Gardovskis J, Maritz F ], Vaasna T, Ross D P, et al: Safety and efficacy of tigecycline in treatment of skin
and skin structure infections: results of a double-blind phase 3 comparison study with vancomycin-aztreonam. Antimicrob
Agent Chemother 2005; 49: 4658-66

MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



V. fn MRSA ENOHA®EE

E xecutive summary

1. BaB2D A L MRSA BUfEICH LTIk, Hi MRSA Z(3ERI & L CHRCEART 3
(A-) o

2. VCM, TEIC, ABK, DAP & -5 ¥ 2 L% & DHEZIRS in vitro, in vivo CHER S
nNTW3, BRERNERAMEICEL TSI S L3RV ZETHS (B-),

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

4. VCM & RFP OB REBRMICITO N 3581 5 57, VCM BREE % FE S50
IEFLAULANIVOBKREEREVDTEIREETS (B,

S. NMATAIVLBLAEICH L, VCM &E8E L-AEET IS8 X RFP OftH % £
B33 (B-l),

6. RFP ZEEACHMEE LY TV ADHATERTS (A,

Literature review

[l P O i R B C W] A 70 BT MRSA 3812, VCM, TEIC, ABK, LZD, DAP, TZD
DEHEAIROENL, 0TS VEM IZIZEWHHRERSH ), TEFVABBETHS
ZENL, SFIELRWEIIHLTVCM 23 —HEPHE LTEHEINTE A, LA Lk
£, VCM ® MIC creeping’ \ZIFEMNZBEE LTHEHEINTED, RIEOEWHGERELT
PERNA & 7 4 W AEGIENRI RO &, BOERGEERE L S Tnb, L7
235 THAZ VCM THBZ MG T 2 O Tld % <, BRYWEDRERL LR IS LT, #Y)
WA 2 RINRT 2 EDNEETH D, 72720, W7 Ky EREIC X 5 M RGE R
DWERIZBW T, FHITMRSA O VEM ISR 5 ELEOE 72 22913380 bh
5500, MEtFMAEEXEE D > TVCM % BRI EN 2R 2 R L7225 d e W o s
KTH b, TN SO MRSA BIIEDOFHITLTLO FACHETELb0TIER L, EF
(2B U CTHL MRSA # & ZOMOMHEHE L OPH D ERTRETH 5,

JLAE, P MRSA L MMOMREE L OF LD P L6 TEHINTETWEY, £

MRSA BEEDRRA A RS 1>

wazsonsoozs [

27



HEBAROM> VDS H

28

invitro, b L <L invivo DEBFREZRLZZEDTHY, BWITET ¥V A LNX)VOEERIR
AT T L RS 2w,

Dilworth S IE LT EAE D KN H TdH 5 20 BkD MRSA & 4 ¥ VISA Zx}5 & LT,
in vitro T VCM & TAZ/PIPC, ¥ L {13 oxacillin OB R R % Bt L, HIERREAED
b7zt L TwWb, 72, Climo 52135 ¥ v b LA %K & B s o B 928 T VCM
& nafcillin ORISR ZRL TWb, VCM & -5 7 ¥ L RO S % in vitro, in
vivo DA% 78 L7250 3 TUEB A BRI 2 MR BT LN TW Y, 72721, R Bk
WD —EDHE T BIVR RPFAET 2 2 LW O NIZENTWEDT, HKRH
BCIIEREEET L, —F, WL 513 invivo T BIVR ¥kiZxt§ % TEIC & -5 7 % A
RO THERR B SN2 L s LT b,

—7}, Werth 51X DAP & ceftaroline @ hVISA, B X O° DAP i VISA (283 % B
RN % in vitro TEA L, UG IHFERRD RO SNz L BTV 5, ZOMd DAP &
B-5 27 % L%HE DI TS in vitro DBETT P TOHEDEZHREL TV S L DS
%\, AR Mehta 5713 invitro TDAP & -5 7 % 2R3 L OPEHIC X ) DAP i1t
DI EDSH D Z 2R LT b,

¥ 72, ABK IZBH L CTidin vitro TVCM, TEIC, SBT/ABPC 7 & ®OH:H A% h-VISA 12
L CHIERIRE R L2 T 55030 H %,

5, RFP IR T VCM LB THWONG 2 &3 % L d o 7228, invitro ®
R TIEZEPL, TAEAELEFMINTVE LDONLE W, Lh LiEME, Jorgensen 521
AT N EREEHRET IV TN, + 7 4V AEGIIH$ 5 VCM, LZD, DAP,
TGC O HM, B LU RFP, VCM, LZD, DAP & EOPH TCoOREA#ME L, RFP 2 &
ATEPERDMEAIF O X D EN R Z R L2 5 LT 5,

MRSA I EAHEICB TS VEM b L I DAP & -5 7 ¥ 2 %3 L OB AR RO RRIK
K TR BRI 2 AR SN Tn b7,

Dilworth 5% MRSA B IfilE D EH T VCM HAHE L VCM & -5 7 % 2RO B
TECTHRMIRZ LKL TV b, A—lix To®kAME IR— MIETHY, THIlEnT
TV ALIREZ WD, 50BIOBHEETIZ0% DR 2 /"L, VCM HAHED 80% &
HLTHEAZD > TENRZEREIREINTWS, 72, BGEMEONER D A0S 7T
TIEPEHBET 1L B 11 61 (100%) OBRE=S, HREETIE 11 8 9 61 (81.8%) DRI
RTholzLBRTW5b, 72721, ML b MRSA WIMLAEIZ X 2L TEA 4 ATORD 5
N, COMTIIAERZE R Po72L END, —J, Davis LI Z ik TD T v ¥ ALK
RBR % FEHE L C, MRSA W IMEIZRT % VCM & flucloxacillin ff i O g1 HEHR TOR R %
i L CTwbe VCM BE 29 B, PEHIHRE 31 51T MRSA B IfiLIE 0 Fife ] ] &2 FLEE U 72 3R
T, VCM B4 300 H, PEHBEIE T 194 HTho7z& S b, PEHITET 65%FEEEH
IMHE D W % J0f L T2 E A2 <, 28 H, 90 HERF R CTOTEHRIZD 2d o 72
LEN B,
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DAP & B-5 27 % LD T 5 5 >~ & 2L #GERER 2 % o Dhand 5%'13 VCM
2 DAP OJATIHRBECTRIREA e, BIE$ %5 MRSA WIiE 7 B2 & H & DAP & nafcillin
% oxacillin 7= EDYLT R EREMEP-T 7 ¥ 2 R x H W THBEL A, B2 BIRR) A
HONEBRRTWD, F72, Moise HP NI Hikth A 0 & BISSFE 2 FE0i L, 106 Bl
FED S OB E 2 A4 A7 FYRERIMED BE 2R L LT, DAP DA
WKW LTV Do KD B-F 27 & LRI IR D ERIRR) AR IZ 87% & DAP Hplik
WD 78% X V) BIFTH o 720 MRSA FEFI DA TIXHEIT 82%, DAP HiAli 79% & i ST
WBD, WEFRHEEAIED LN TR T72, FEHIRD RGO R % %o B ffi
JEYED & HIEBIT L ) E K BO BN A EINIZH - 72 LB RTWB, —7, Sakoulas 5%
1& 14 Bl GO 2 & 26 F1o 7 B BRF M IAE (MRSA 20 61, VISA 2%,
MSSA 2 %1, MRSE 2 #]) % DAP & ceftaroline D/ TH NV R — IDEEE T 72 %
WG LT b, FIEHE CHIMEASELE L - o d X 10 HE (3~23 HIE) THh o
72Dt L, DAP & ceftaroline OB Bi4A% 2 HIE (1~6 HIE) THIMAEATCE Lz &
BT3B,

B TIE VCM R DAP & -7 7 ¥ AREOIHEEO T 2 A L XVIE 40125
WERB AT, s -5 2 & 2 RFEOKISZENTHEHTE v, Tong 5%
MRSA MERETHE SN2 BZEZ 5 L LT, VCM 7213 DAP &, flucloxacillin,
cloxacillin, 3 XU CEZ OBFHARIRE M 5L Mii%k T v & 2L (CAMERA 2)
Zatm L, BUEMESTHTH B, VCM, BX U DAP L7 N ERE BN 2 HT 5
B-5 27 % AZEDHHO LY F ¥ AR L 72w

B PR B Tk MRSA W IAE 128 L CTREBRIWIC VCM & RFP OB A T b D 2 & H'dh
%o Levine 5213 MRSA (2 X %04 42 61120 LT VCM 4k, & L < 13 VCM & RFP
O THIE R AT, WIE ORI EIIPHBECIOHMTH Y, VCM Ao 7 HRH
FORMBTH 72 WiF L, BN RERARIROFETH 2L Tnb, Ak
IZ Riedel 5™, 7 K7 IRWIC X 2 A4 F O Gt L NEL % 84 FIC BT RFP &
VCM DI WTHEGHIIHET L, RFP 6 HAYHE ILAE OB E LR R LA L B
BRLTWS EBRTWE, —7, Jung 5%1& MRSA BEHRMIRICK§ 2 T ¥ ¥ A fbHEG
BT, VCM & RFP OPFHBETIE, 6 14 HH T41 B 22 51 (54%), VCM Hph#E T
142 Bt 1361 (31%) DRI TH - 72BN TWb, ZOHETTIZ VCM & RFP
DI OFEREIRENTVE L OO, VCM BHEMEHETHw STz 5z 2o
ML OMETH S, VCM & RFP OBEHIZOWTIEL$ L b HIC B 72 R BGE D S
NTELDbIFTERV, LAL, FICATROBREEGHNBERIZECTEIE LY, Z 090
BAENAT T4 NVLBYIEL WA DLEDRDH LY, TFTHANLHFOEYM LS T
lZ REP DA+ 7 4 WANORRZ - 72T TE T 5,

—7J, Lichterfeld 5* 12 %> VCM, R\TDAP 6 mg/kg IZZIHRZBDLh o 72
MRSA 12 & % ZRFADLHIRREZIZ 12 mg/kg D HE DAP & RFP O TRERRD R
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PESNTZERERZHE L TWwb, 72, Rose 5L 5 HloEaisk, 160 AN THROPIRE
K& at 12 BlOREYE MRSA E49iER] 2 DAP & RFP Off I THE#E L, 10 Bl CeE
DN EME LTS, T2, Fxvh—FR— FETHEDEIED SN I TIETX
THBSHRII L, BPUEM 2R L RkiZ e dro 72 il RT W %, Stein 5% % MSSA 9 Fk &
MRSA 49 BRIZDWTF = v 1 —K— FiliTDAP & RFP OBtRRIEZ MG L, 3XCTo
BRCHIIRI 25320 S, Fibt, MR RO Lh o L L, WH O H 2805 7%
TR 5 WEHARRILE 2w e L Tw b, BT, RFPIFHICET 2 EW LNV
DIE T ¥ AF 7% \A%, Thwaites H57IEBUE, #a T R BREMER ME O BF I L, #
IR RFP 2 0FH 3 2 A A AT 2 S ltii 7 ~ ¥ 2ALHEGAER, ARREST study %
EWiFHTHY, TOREIEND,

fii5, Steed 5%, DAP FEIEZVEME % e S & 72 B BLLMESEE PK/PD € 7 VI
3% DAP & ST A#IBEH O Z /R L, &M DAP & ST G#lo 14 HEOBEHEE, B
L7 HEo@E & DAP & ST GAIBEH 0%, Zheho Bk 7 H I CiH#E L 728
&, Wb DAP B, ST SAIHMEE L D ENPIRRIREZ R L w2 @B LTw
%o F7z2, Claeys H¥ 3L Midk THITHMIIC MRSA EYiEIZ DAP & ST &#I 2 B S
72 28 B E MR LT bo 1061 (35.7%) A% - BIEIERHE CH - 72 & Shb, 21 Bl
247 LT VCM THBEDTTH I TV 225, VCM @ MIC 252 ug/mL Tdh - 727% EOFH T
DAP IZZEH STz, DAP HArCc o i FI M i AE & 5 BB, 1 H A & A
99 mg/kg/HTH-72& S b, 28 B 26 Blix MRSA W IEZ 2D TH Y, 20 BTk
ST A A BIGIE IS W IMAEASBIE LTz LA L ST AAIBEAS, w25 H (1~6.75
H) CTHWIMGEDWENRD bz Lb_XTEBY, DAP & ST AHIOPH oW HEN: % 7RI L
TWwh,

FOM Ot MRSA SO P 2 #1347 v Shi 515 v F MRSA N1 %+ 7 4
VA EBPEGE TV F W72 3BT FOM & VCM OBFHIC X ) MRS S iz &
HLTWwW5b, 72, Linasmita™d VCM ® MIC 15 pug/mL @ MRSA 2 & % Wi IfiLfiE 5E B T,
VCM OEHIZ D b 53710 H LL_EBEE L 72 B e AS FOM BRI # 3 H <l L 72 E R
EHELTWb, —J, Lee 571Z VCM @ MIC 1.5 ug/mL @ MRSA 2 X % 5 #i% - &
JEJEBIC, VCM, TEIC OE#FEDZE%E9, TEIC & FOM O Tied® L 72iE R % Hiis
LTWb, WINBIEFHRETH Y, MRSA BRGIEGR ORI E %2 502, 5D 1T57%
ERMGT AL ETH B o

)5, Mire 521 3B/ LD T F oy BRWIC & % BGePEO A% (MSSA A T
g« 160, MRSA HAMEG 2 61) OBBICEHE DAP & FOM OPFH %2R A, BUIf%ik
BRI SN2 EHE L T b, [AKFIC MSSA 7 ¥k, MRSA 5%, GISA 2 ¥k#HWwT
in vitro DWEF S FERL, 11 R THERRIHR SN ET/ETEY, SHROERBEI AL
FN 5%, Shaw 51X MRSA WIMEFNIZ xS % & DAP # &, ®H& DAP & FOM Bt
M#EOL T v 7 2MERBEEFHE L, FEiih T %,
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MRSA JEGIE KT 5 PEH ORRBE B I BER S ->o2od %, Bl S Cldco s
YR TIE R WS, HE - $EHRBIRIRIEE NA T T 4 WV AEGYEE L TE B 2 HRE
N TRt NS, ALIEMEERE% 2 S 2 EE T 5, 727°L, LZD & RFP®

BEHTIXLZD oM BEEIZE T TA2Z EDRAMONTWLDTHEET LILENH LY, 72
RFP (&, HMCTOMH TR OMMALA D 5NDE Z EBASLN TS O THMTHET
NRETIEZWST®, M)y, VCM % nafcillin & HE GM OB T, GM 2H L %5 -

TeREL D ERBEENIDZCREDOONTZETI2HmENDH S, VCM & GM DI
DRTERET Y,
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a. FEIRIERRAE

E xecutive summary

I&'ﬁ
- MRBEDKE X REETZRE, MEIRE, RIG EDRFEMEMADRR S H L,
FREND—DEULTMRSA 2 EHEEBT FIUHKEERE D,

-

2. CA-MRSA |Z & B TR REGIC L EBHIBETH 3,

PINBIESRE .o | BAEROE> 00T HImH

3. BEARMAE LTOMRSARA TR, WHXEEE FTOEET RYBREMAICEE
BFFBICZ LW,

4. LEICARED S 3158, &3\ IEREE, BEKVPEED 5 MRSA DA BEREMED
BEEED & 515481213 MRSA 2 R DEREN—D2 & L TEET 5,

5. REOBRVRECSENRIEEEWET S LRET, 7 RYREIEREESN, 88
BAERD >N -BEICIE MRSA 2 EREND—2 & LTS,

6. BRRAT% THEWERED S5 MRSA FABEE SN TS, LFLLEREE RS %
LYo

7. SEErAVTEERMME%E (bronchoalveolar lavage ; BAL) & 3 W\ 3{RE S h
T-RAIRER 75 2 (protected specimen brush ; PSB) (C&->THE S WA= T5ER
RiGhETEEEL, BECLIEHRLULLSIE, MROEREE L TORKE, 58

Er&E< %%,

8. MAEFESHIBAICIE, BWEEELRBICOLECED 2y NULDOMREEETS
5P L,

9. mEp oS L, POMBEESBUTHNIE, MAOERE LU TE 3,
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10. MRSAFHADAEICIE, S—BIREE LTLZD (A1) &L < 1EVCM (Al), TEIC
(A-) #BIRL, AHA RS DHRT 2B/E5ECEEBT 3,

11. ATreopssrashig (VAP) RRERREE NS VEROBEMN T, LZD DIE 5 5 VCM
SVBEERDIRES LUCHEZIIRIENSD (A,

12. =52 e LT ABK (B-l) H2IRSh 3,

13. DAP I, B ICIEESH 4 LN,

14. HLMRSAZEIC L 2B, REDLN X, BEAORIGEBET7 BRI, 5 21 A
75 (A,

15. MRSABA#5E Vi MRSA S #RIAL TH, BEIODED R VXK LFEEEND
BEHD» S MRSA PEE SN A IThIEI MRSAEZ#FIELTH LW (C-Io

16. HESBSTOREDBVEEX SERRIE % AU 572 T, MRSA ARk
hTH, RS, JILLEETEBEDEREGORAD >NhEWBEICIE, HMRSAZED
FiEEEETS (C-),

17. FBADEWEBEDZES, S MRSA NP DEINTD, FEAENERBTHY, 1BHTE
BAEOSMEEL CERAREERBRV CABDERICE 50 (C-I,

18. SEBLmE CEED & 3 EH1E, BUESEBRAED RBLICHT S TEIC DATH
3,

BEEEH

MRSA 1%, FEPIMi& 0 BB IR 5 5 E SN AR DBEOEH VI TH 57,
MRSA 1, E# - A% (NHCAP) o5 #iw & LT EHETH 57, I4E,
CA-MRSA (2 & A Wl R OFEFHTE D H 57

M DZWIE, B X MG CTH - 2B EIRO ONLLGETH Y, »hOMli%Iic L
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,
HRROBIEI X 2 22 AR, IR EOBRENAOLND 2 LHBLEWV, TRHD
WWE DA NIHEN T-O—>2L LTPVLAEEG L TWwa & SN TWw5E"Y, HA-MRSA &
PVL OREAEMOBEREIZM LY, S SICHATIE, CA-MRSA T3 PVL OEAIIA LD >
77z, WA AT R BRI X A RIE Z TS 5 MRSA Ml SN FEN, Tk
EDbIAhrnwEEZONL, LAL, &ilt, HARTH PVL 24T 5 MRSA A8
WZHsHETHHMEDALNY, FHIEMEZIZEBITS MRSA OERICHLABITRETH 5,
MRSA i DR F- & L Tld, MRSA PRI R ESSE OREA:, #0 & 3 H e, B &
CEIEMRDZBTONLY A A B4 W THEER AR & ik gtk &
% BHNI T %P0 MRSA HEORBRIHHREAEIR I N TV B 72012, KEO CAP BFITH
LCT1%UTOGEERIZO 20D 5T, #30%I12 VEM b L < 1& LZD 283 H NI H G- &
NTH Y, MRSA 5HEEE O FHRIIM AR EEE L) B D00, PiRIEERO
FALD 72D\ RE R B WL ORFEILETH L L OWED H 57,

MRSA (Z B IERINGE 2 & D FAEIZER (colonize) T 2IEH ) Tlda <, &iF, &4F
TOTFTREICHEETHIMETDH b. D720, WEHEEZ 728 T %0 5 K HE o
TEEBWILTE WY, MRSA A58 S 7z N TSI ¢ (VAP) 122w T, B#H
ICPUMRSA 325 L2 BE L 3% 5 U e b o 72 BEO B IO L ERER ©, Wi e 0 EAEFE % 3
i § 5 EEMi &G« A 27 (Clinical pulmonary infection score : CPIS) 1ZZbH & o 72
B, FRIZEEREZIT>2IE)PEP S 2L OREFHALSH IR TWE,

MRSA IZH S DS, FREHKROEZF ROV IR TRINT 2 ke LTIE, &
% 72 BAL 2 PSB & W3R 03 50 RRWZ W HEIE ST A F T4
YCHIMBIEET > TB LT, JEXFEZHAVE, HLVITRELHFEZ i v BAL )
DEREEFRIC L 5 T10' CFU/mL LA EOMIR 255528 S 235 R IR R Td 5w fetEdse
W& B R ERYSE S S LI g S (ATS/IDSA) #A4 KI5 4 0%, X512 BAL #ih
OME % EELAMIRDOEEA 2% ~5%LLETH B &) b E2 A 5 & KE, FrRpE
WEATZ LT HEEACIELRFAZRTA NI V93T EETHDH, LAL, 72&x
BB RMAEZITV, MEEZEELLTH, BEANZEOWE, TOTFRICEEY 5 2%
Mol T HHMEYLH Y, BENLBRAEICE ZHEKNEZHIX L7 L BERNTFHOL
FNIHE O, NLIPRZRBLEN % (VAP) I2BW T, BABIMIIZETH 5203
MRSA % PCR THAZW LT, HHELBIRT &, £ ThWRHITIE, R#ED
Wi 247> 72K D13 9 2%, PHAYGEL, MREOBH O L holzb v MiErksh
TWh, 7272, ZOHEIX, 75 Y A50HET, 24 K 365 H PCR 30 Bt 2 Mgk
A ENTND Z EA 5, PCR ORROMRE B AIIIERSLETH 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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CNET, MRSAMIEIZH LTIET v ¥ 2 bR 2T TV B EF L LTI
VCM & LZD 5% 1), 20X & 7+ 1) ¥ 2% P38t &, TEIC 1& MRSA fili% % &t
MRSA BEHHEICXT T HEEB LAY 7F Y Y ADHE SN TV AL, ABKIZB L Tl
PK/PD #iil2#oWC 1 H 1 H#%Y, ¥— 271 15~20 ug/mL, b F 71l 2 ug/mL LLF
WL TG L, 0%DERFETH 7283 5PEBIOF —7 2 5~V EGRER A5
ENTWBEYP

DLl o#h g 5, MRSA Mg o iE#IciE, VCM (AD) & L <I1ZLZD (AI), TEIC
(A-II), ABK (B-II) %IR35,

VCM & MIC 751 ug/mL & & HBH LTwiiE, b F 7 10~15 ug/mL 124>, VCM
D MIC 281 ug/mL VL ES LEAHOY A, T 7% 156~20 ug/mL 123 5 Z & HHfEdE
ENTEY, VCM @ MIC 728 2 ug/mL YL ETIE, fioiEREL 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 T 7 Bl £ D6H T 30 HE O FHRIIE D L %
Molzdb DD, HRMBRMEB I CHEFANREPARIENLTVD DT v 7 21 LT
BERBORERDME SN TV ™, FRIHERF O EZ TIE I OBENSHETH D, BRI
DA D BEZTIZVCM & LZD oMW, BRNAHEICEREEZ I ro72 L 0 d b
%%, LZD & VCM O FEl D lEGABRTld, B ED VEM BICA RIS o7 L ik
HEINTWD, LZD IZPED MRSA Oo#E> " o 0, i & GhE T, #IELPIREEE
RHLF L

MRSA i kO HE BN, HELR T E T Y AdH Wb OOIFEIZ L > TRE %, HILE
LD Y R 22 7 & O % £ ) B O Mi 2 D612 1d 2 AR DL E o P G R AS L FE
TH 5D, I TH < AOWIME % b 2 RN 054 1T HREZ ML, ko
Wl D721 1 HERE OG- THHE T 2 0G0 % Il 3 5.

RFP ZtH§ % & FHEVUET 5 L V) DEBIOF — 7 ¥ T XV HEGRBR A HE S
TW57,

DAP Z, MiflcBWTH—7 727 % ¥ MIAESUAHFILEN Y 72Dl 511 A
72\,

BZMERBRORR, /0%, T hIH 4271 V%, CLDM % EREZEDOZ & hd
BN, IO ORZHEIIREZ V72RO EREIIAHTH 5,

5 5t ik BE AT 2% (HCAP) OB E 2315 & LC, w82 T4GE Rk % 5 5o
7o B OINGH & BE DR #2C MRSA 2 e b o 72355121, WIIGEHE CRERI ISP
HX¥NTw7 VCM % de-escalation L CHIELTH I F TORKRMIE L LKL, Fki
BbohholzbWHEINTWEY, 2020, BEOWEE, b LIEBEIELNZW
WAIIINEE, BRSO RIE T MRSA 3552874 51, P MRSA okl
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HECTH 50,

PLMRSA H D 7% 7 TR RE L RISHEIC & AT 5 3ANT 7 <, BT EREG:0 — K&
Jel2xt LC TEIC 2#e 2 A3 5 DA TH Do VCM IZLXEIBIHEDBISIE % <, o&
ENOBATHEIZEV  LZD FAE NN DOBATIE B2, PREGEIG I 72 o I A 5 MRSA

AoEEETh, N, Wé/\@ﬁ%@i%/m\ﬁ ILALETHY, HHOBIBIIHR DR\,
— I, BHREIRTIE, A3 7T A<, AHELZ SMEIEREIET % b 0% R
T, HRBEBEIN O 72 OBBEOHIE & 7 572w, MRSA % & 4L AR IC & 5 EiED
COPD (l2tEPIZEtEmibEd) S EREOTRIE, WY 20 PtR s R C N1
2o TWAHEDHE? DD Y, MRSA IZX 5 LSBT X 7218 A0GE EYE O S vE B &
BHOMIL L 72 b, CLDM R F 2 1 R3S 2 % iR %N T & 5, RFPIZEMET
Ho THMEATFHEINL DT, HMTHTTRE TRV,
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BRINT B4, HREEIN EOHMKT8~10 mg/kg* TGS 5. -EMICh5HE
BRI Z, DAP JEESZHMSHBIL R T W E WA SN THB Y, SHERG13IEK
SHMRMBIZIZ 2T HEMES H B, DAPIZ, B-F 7 ¥ 2 2%%, 73 /7)) ay FRE,
RFP, A3 ¥, ST HHOUHIHEH L 32580, BRNBRE D H 2257, +47%
HEBRBIIITONTE 59, HIREITRNHERICE EE 5, 2B, DAP OENTO@EIL
FHOROHBERTH B, LELROHBERTH VSN TWESY, VCM 13 MRSA %
PIETRIICB VT, RO EARBREE A TH S, VCM 2453 284, TDM % £l
LHEEE T AILm b T 7MHiE, TEREERIYEE LT 15~20 ug/mL 23ER I N 52, 4k
7z MRSA 12xF9 % VCM @ MIC 25>1 ug/mL O¥if, #RA+ 5L % 5 WEEM 2D
DR (BY L) EEEREICE DR RHE R EEICIT) . BB, HERD
W R T, FHTH o TLEEEDY 27 2 &0 5 720PVCM & GM OFF I IEHERE X
Nve NTROWBERIZBW T, 78R 5 VCMIZGM, E5IZRFP oftHbirbh
T &N, T RBRMZEICED L DO TRV, Zofl, L3 L LT TEIC*S ABK*,
LZD*%5% %7, ¥ H V)Y ) VRO LZD X MRSA I8 L THEWE SNTEBY, £
WG CMERROBAZ R LT VI &, ENTIREGE LN ZIC#EIEZ A L Th
TEDHNEBEIEEL LIRS NV, L LA S VCOM AN 2861 R {5 2 i B
ARG L L7MET, AMEE R L0 H 27, REBHEE LT, b &ED
WP I WiE e £ 2 5N b, 5B TZD bIEEMOHREICHEIGEZALTBES T,
BURE p CRAE DI BT 2 A AR I RE S Tw v, TEICIE 7Y a7 F &
HTHDHH, M2 50 B & 2 bOTREVOPEMT, VCM L ) HfEE v, I
T 7, ESEEYYEE LT 20 ug/mL ML EZRET 52,

A DN DR RFEIZB VT, MR RO 2 MRS 2 L1 H ), PR
EHREBEEHDAN G HE HR) Qi ELzigt L, B s 2 £ Ty RT,

7 N7 ERE/MRSA 12 & 2 BEGeE DA OB BB IS NFHBHRR O A Tk &
23, NEHYIEER & AVEHIIER & OFE AT 9 139 ASIRIRR IX RIFCH 227 RN
DL HIMPER &\ ) 7220 TRAGEIG & T2 B A S H D, BHiAD & L2Z2VFAR#EIG 2D W
THMS %0 FRICATHROAEERIZOWTIE, SWEHHEEZEENICEETRETH 5,
ODAEOFEB, Wi 25 SRS, R sEIRE A KENIRBITER, 5= (nE R
EOWMHB, FiiT 2 WIEXFEARKNTFTHY, BRAUOBVFMEILTH LD, 1 X
10 mm PL - OFENE, FERAETAE DEEED D 2 Bt b MR IR FAN & 72 5 2 &A%Y,

Wit DHLMRSA HHRG IR OWTE T o 72 13 7% L, Pk 0t e BTk
B R D BT 5" FMRRADSEEZR IO, Uo7 & WH % &) h
LT % (4~8 HMH),

BN OB R OBHRICB VT, F— A FEHE U CTIEBRGNE E LA A 7% 57,
RYGELE, WA NEL - 448, RN Z2 ST L HEROEMROBMAL T L, AL—2X
2R X o THIR D) L2 %0357 %,
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HNTHHH, HATIIRBROBEH A% WO T, NDFX #kEH» FAKEBEOINH %2479
(BIID), 7272 L NDFX i3 FA X DR OF LA 7% <, FA £ ) CA-MRSA IZHRITH
B

—J7, IRHPRICAEAE T B gMEIEIE R, 7 b ¥ — R E %7 S A PR L AR G PR i
B CIERIMEEORGPULIETH 5, MHEOHNIET M E—MEEF K% EOWE - K
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JEREZEACSE DL NS TH Do FFICOAETIE, Ml EdEme OB IR L, 7

M= RICEPEL T A EEERRSE % VO T, EREET S,

g OREFE DL L I HMB T F7EE T, MRSADREIZZ D% LN
CA-MRSA TH 5D T, ST &#l (AID) 7 MINO (AID) #5745, 7272L ST &#lid
o 3] UL LR IS GSE \ A PR OB 25 % Vo S BICHOEEANEZ o 2k %
EZ5HE ST EHHO T0%RENHLT F7IRWICH LTHMETH S L 0MmEDLH LD T,
LHOMEE 2> TwadY, F72 MINO 1 8 RN TE RV, BF /oy
REPEN R ENDH B0, 16 R IIEMHEH Lo 5 v, ZOM CLDM A3 K E Tl
ENTWVDH, IR & D IPHALROBEN R 2 Z LG SN TV, b s
E T OB EFHEIR T o S b MRSA OFHNESZME % A 5 & CLDM (oK E & HAPU IS
VAL 2 Z DD DB, & LA bHETIE CLDM & h FRPM #° CA-MRSA I[ZH® 7% &
ENL VO 7D OIS (AID) 1 CA-MRSA, HA-MRSA IZh9b S THMTH
B, ARHNIO KGR ST 7 WIS RE I TRTE L B2 8 IR ASiE, B VENREERECTH D, RAEVEE S %
FRALRR I HE IR CTRED ST W R,

2) T, BEROTRZRG (B4 EIERERAE) 0BG

95, BEM O RIEG K LT IDSA D F 4 K54 »OTid MUP OMNHAHERR ST
Who L2 LOAETIE, MRSA # BJEICRFT 5 dlcxi L, MUP #KE % 3 H R
5 LIIRRTRD SN TV DA, BEAYEICH T 2 A RR TR S Tu i,
7% HIE MUP %% 2, MUP EOME %2 FET 505 Th b,

— B e EOBEMEITIZ® AT FY RN L2 IE Lo L 3504 OMBE I ESE LT 5
7o, MIRREZIT) LIZEALHEMEE RS, Z L CTHREEEZIRET 2L wbd AT
A FOWHZIT) &, BEFRL LY, ZIICEE L TWMBEIZAERCHEET Y,
IZIBBIRECIINEONZT) &, MRS EINLR L 2505 BEREZL LAEL
T 5o ZORFEN) X —HREED S HITHKE L, F4 oMM L, SHHPIRIE IO
MWAERE T 2 L)1 b. Lzh > TREREEMIE A SMRS R ZIN T, PRk
HORIEAT O RETIE RV ZREED D 5 LHET 501, B CBEMUAMISE R, IR,
P, UKL Vo ZEYYERD D 2 EETTH Do 1272 L 2D &) BREEAYERD D 2 Y5
HIETHERKERRAE L o TVB I NS VOT, MHEEONHTIERL, KoL
B G BBERI ENE V. TORAEEE T A3ANE, MRSA 2345 sS4, Eilo
CA-MRSA IZHR R TH %,

2. RIEMER AR ED R

1) BRI AR

Wi B 1E, BB U TUR - PFL, FLF— YR, BIOBRPRI 2%
FEMER R CIRWIB - FLF— Y RBHTH L. 5T HMHER, BETHL LD
CA-MRSA ISR R TS LA, RHIEREIED HE, WEPEREMIC RS E
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W&, BHERGSRETH S MEEHEOY A, VCM 15~20 mg/kg 1 H 2 [AIEHE (A-D),
LZD 600 mg O F 721374t % 1 H 219 (A-I), DAP 4 mg/kg/dose #E1 H 18] (A-I)
WINT 5, 55 RIRIEIZIE ABK (BID), TEIC (BID) 253 %75, ABK (35255 ka0 HL AR
JRYSE N PRBR DB 237 v CA-MRSA 124 L Cid CLDM 38R EETH 5% (A-IID),
HRETIE, HNVNARRLZEDMINO R 2 —F /O VOMHTL I W DD b,

2018 4, HLMRSA F & LT LZD & FRHMD TZD ASEAENED Bz 5 B R ALK G 12 78
Enz (ADo TZD IZKETH RN SN THIE L, KRERIIEF-RERGIEN 1 K54
YTHRY PbTnie v, BT, EHFRMICATLBIKEEED T — 7 2515 Th
W2 EbdY, BERNAEAEDEICOWTIISHORBOER/IE-NLT,

BRI S, FABHEOYAL, 2R HICT T Y ETV, BOEOTREEOH
HLFERVWEGERZIT) . M ABHOLA IRHEREREVLANTH L 2 LHUR
ENTWVD, EHIHEFEFRICHIRREZ1TH & & b1IT, BIEHER O — 5 % ik R AT
BHIAE L, B OMERZAT ) o ORI G-T 2 IR EE 1L [JAID/JSCIEGSiE A4 < 2011 ]
#ZEICLT, HEHEZRETAH, MRSAIZL S Z LA,

2) BliE - BB EDTRZERR (MR EEETEERAE) OBa

B RS2 5 b4 OB A 08 S, 52 MRSA 2358 S b 2 ENL VW,
MRSA IZEH L TWAH I EDE\V, 2D 5D MRSA B iEEAE I HRIC
HETHIEIL R BV, LLLED L RFOMEAERRMEZEILDD 554,
JEEB IR 0EE L2V, MRSA OEEDH L L, HEOHED BELT 5, 25
2, ABEEETIEARE LT 5 MRSA 2o BE~DEYF & 72 5 DT, MRSA % Bk
THLEDND D KA ATHFL ST WIRE 7 & OS5 1 Tl IE IEREF IS 2
B ENL0T, PRIEHD S B3I X B8IHOWEEAL 2 5 & & ASRBDO AR & 7%
%

MRSA #3532 HEE LT, ARIT 7Y B U255 —RIRE 2 2785, JERDPED
HEVTWAEAIL, BSEHKROILHT 7)) Ry Th Lvo {B¥RTFT7) Fer e L
T, EF 7820l G/ LB EHTHL I EHE SN TS, EF 0¥
S VBB EIED ) TR, ALEN LT T FYVIREH 0S5 ThH b, 72775 Lk
WEVE, XTDEWGIEBEICRS 2 EIEELZTFIUIER S v,

Wads B, EIMERH IR CRP OMA A S 2413, S IREEZ EE L CTHRED M
WEHEDSLETH Y, a0 EmEAo TR Z0MBICER, MR &b, 2uks
EDRBRGIEIRD AR SN2 H65 D, HHEORGI GV ETH L. BREOW AT HAMEE
JE BRI GE T 9 2 R OPHIE T H IR TH 525, FIED 5 W IFIRE DR
ISR AYE, HHVIFEFIERENE) WAL, Bt O RN 8 ik RR R e iE 12 A
T LA EHGT 5,
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d. KIS - REBARRRE (2) FihEIRREPOELE
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5

%{ Executive summary

R — gy

s EOMM |

% 1. BN EESRERMEEL (complicated skin and soft tissue infection : cSSTI) 12K
% THERREBICILD B B, BB, MBI D B, BEERRE, MERRMEE RS

1% YIERRI D FMiEpr % (surgical site infection : SSI) ¥ &EFNhd, At T3> Tk
R FIBIAIO) SSI £ Ry | BBHT 5.

d-

g2 2. SSIOBHAMi% S ABLUBORS, FMUAMKY, CRP L4 &5 5 nILAIBOE
o LTV, PIBSMOER, FEE/ HNIESSI 55 (B,

8

%

e 3. BrESAhIET T LG, BE BESMEREETY (A,

£

5 4. Fiitk 48 BN IS EEMHEL 5,

T .

] B OB

fir

= 5. BECHLCE, B, FLFr—Y%F5, SSITHMEARIZRMML, FLFr—T%
% 75 (A,

iy

Ig

L 6. SSIcH 2 MEEEEOEGIE 38°CLIE, AmBE=12,000 u/mL, R, i,

FERRA'=75 cm?, FIBEXPEREDLH V) PRI L =5 cm, EEDRENV A#515 &
ETHB (B,

7. PIBRISSI Tl KL — U EHIciThh 848 11EE, HESEE 1~2 ABRKRS YT
3, 121U, BEEsEH ILHLEZERDHITO B-1).

8. MEEIL VCM O AEEE (A1), LZD 0RO % /- 4 S5E8E (A1), TZD 200 mg
DOROF 7z 13 =mEs#EE (A-), DAP O&EEEE1 B 1 E (Al) 2F#IRT B,
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9. #5813 VCM ; ¥IED & 25~30 mg/kg, LIt 15~20 mg/kg # 1 B2 @ (B-),
LZD ;600 mg RO -1 =mesE & 1 B2ME (A1), TZD 200 mg #RO% 7= 1
SEEEE %1818 (A1), DAP4mg/kg/B HEEEE1 B8 1ME (Al VCM,
LZD, DAP I3 EHEEIC L WRBHIAVLETH B,

10. TEIC (B-I), ABK (B-I)*IdAEEL T 3,

M. A5x4V U/ L RBZOERERANBEAT N 3 BAXM/IMEHOETOU X 7587
BIBASTIELZD &V) TZD #:8iR¥ 3 (B-),

12. (@ sepsis/septic shock, @EFEMFIEL, OBEHME, OBBEAAHOERIC DAP,
LZD %#:#iRT 3, TZD ClE 2 5 L 3mATMEIPLETH S (B, Z DEEDAP X
6~8mg/kg/BENEHE®EET " (Bl), BIMIE, {LEMEHLEZMED cSSTIT
FZNSDEICHKE-> TREZTT I,

13. LzD, TZD EEOZEAD step down H1T5 (A-ll),

Literature review

1) cSSTIDEE

PEMEVE B2 R KB AR S ASE  (cSSTD I3 APHER BRYGEDRE 2 EIRE L 2ERKTH S
B3, TG ASEZ G O FeE R IE R T U % % Ge T, BT RRRER RIS IA 23 2 I8y, R d i
B OEGe, AMEITHE ) BEGe, HE gy, Bk, BRI RSy, FAlribAr &g (SSI)
R ENMHLET B,

KIE @ Food and Drug Administration (FDA) 1% 2013 4124 4 ¥ >~ A T acute bacterial
skin and skin structure infections (ABSSSI) O#E&% 7~ L7z. ABSSSI 3iisE, /hE 7%
BERE MR 3 L O, HBEMERIIR S, BERONTELIRGYE, B, Btk oaltikd, mise,
SN, B NI X 2GRS L 729 2 °C, J&k, TR, REAS OMiFE2% 75 cm® L
Lot bowg, FrEg, BRMIEE, BRI L v o 2RI HERR G 2 LR O
IEDOFHi§ B0 > by =L L, EIEEAMRC, YR ETHRICWE T 5168
PEDSE D DIZERIL L T 57,

2) cSSTIICK D MRSA Di&EHER

cSSTI THe & 5 JE R T 1 Staphylococcus aureus (S.aureus) 7344.6% % Db & i
%Yo F72BKIN 19 A ETD cSSTI 2> 6 ORI R % 32% 25 S. aureus TH Y, ZDHH 51%
A MRSA &I N TV 525, HIFENKE WY BRI IEGE Tl S. aureus DI
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384%, MRSA 1Z59% M &N D ELTW5DY,

HAIZBIT 5 SSIOERE & LT, JEAEGFBHEPENBEI RS — X4 F 2 (JANIS)
D 2014~2016 FEDOFERTIX, SSI TR SN L EFRKEOH TS, aureus 13 2 FHIZE L
104~113% TH H, FOHTS. aureus \2B1F % MRSA OE 413 46.8~559% TH A", H
RIZBUT DREENZALOIE TIE, YWHAIZLSDOERED 9 LD S, aureus DFHIZ 2010
AETUE 14.2%, 2014~2015 45 TlE 11.0% &K & 22 bIZ R\ W25, S, aureus I2B1F 5 MRSA
D56 B EAE 654% 5 48.8% 2 LT B,

3) MRSA [CK% cSSTIOURIRAF

MRSA I2& % ¢SSTI #4: L5 Y A 7 1%, MRSA O, HiEH & o, #1274 H
DHNoORSEOMH, #2:12 7 AU O AR, MRSA BEHOBMAE, 707200, 7
TV, WM T VT NOPENL, BB O AT, B R L omEbe, #Hi
BREANONENE, SnE, BERWE, 2O OETE, RZMHIRE, TRy 7 —
T, BEEAL, MEEN, ANLEPOIFAZL EAHRE SN Tn R,

MRSA 12X % SSID ) A7 HT-& L THliRT o MRSA O, SESAE M I BV TUEA
IO, S ilH, Talr & 0 LIBT o ABEEE, SRBAR, EEE T, IKBIEO
i, TARATOABE, 4E#>65, B HIE STw b2,

4) MRSA DA T

KEITIL SCCmec IV BT PVL #{n ¥ % A3 % itk O MRSA AAE K 2 & 72> T
%o SCCmec IV 1% & O MRSA (&1liH#! (CA-MRSA) & L THEMRIE SN Tn7z28, i
ETIRBENTOREDIEZ TEY, HA-MRSA & CA-MRSA OXBIA L o TnbHP,

HATORETIZ, 2008~2009 4£9 MRSA Tl SCCmec I BIIHFHEH T 59.8%, A
L T 75.8%, SCCmec TV BUIAVKEHE T 33.3%, ABEHEZ T 178% L shTw
%%, F72, 2005~2011 AEDFZE 3B & OHKEBALAR A & B S 7z 90 #kD#RETTlid SCCmec
I #0iE 22.2%, SCCmec IV #13 656% TH -7z & LTWBHIEA, B & Wik 5 % ol
& L722010~20134FE DAV R EHZ DO RE, BED> &£ 5 7z 625 ¥k D MRSA f##T T, SCCrmec
IT %1% 35.2%, SCCmec IV %1% 426% TH o7z LTW5Y,

Panton-Valentine leukocidine (PVL) 3£ HINLER, HIk, ~7u077—TV %N L
LCHlianiEx 726 L, RIEWEYA bA ALY, NFkBZ2FETLELVL Y ARTTH
%%, PVL#{aT-® HAOEETOMMI, 2008~2009 4F Tl SCCmec 11 1T 0%,
SCCmec IV BIC 2.3%*, 2010~2013 4 Tld SCCmec II F T 0%, SCCmec IV i 188% T
Holz LTWAHEY,

5) EREE DY

cSSTI % ZWrd 285, RFTHTROEZ A, FEAE 72 AR, SR, ARINE 7 &4 Btk
AT HEHICIE, MEHEEZITY). T2 FLF—Y - F7Y K o248 H
TN T RETH D,

JEYIEN 53 5 S HIREOEREEDOIFIE & LT, Sepsis-3 DIEMEIHWHLNT WS,
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JEAYED B DN AHYE T, ICU FB3E Tld, Sequential Organ Failure Assessment (SOFA)
Z a7 & LT Glasgow coma scale, PaO./FiO., “EMIE, MY U ILVE i, miEs L
TF =, RE, MR A7 bl 2 sl Eo&a A 1 sepsis & LT, +
SR ERHC D 2h b S IS =65 mmHg O #MEFR I LA VB AY 0 B C Ui FLERE A
>2 mmol/L ®¥;E 13 septic shock EBW S N5, 72, —FHKZL & Tl quick SOFA
(qSOFA) 725HwWw SN, EkA%, Wl =22 ol/5, P IME <100 mmHg ® 95 % 2
THH DL E A i 729 B3 d sepsis 38N 5 720, SOFA A 2 7 I CTEHli 2479 L2 H 5%,

CA-MRSA |2 & 2HIBEHERMIER D it SN T Wb —MHBEVER R JIIBERIE, B
4, BIIRPIZESRE, FRIROIEWELN, BMI>30, >65 ifin, FFHE, REisiREg, +
i, AME e EOTERDTIRE SN TV, JERIZFER, MR, S A a2
A, R KIE, KT, BEBFHEOEREDIA LN, BANLHATHERILETH
%%, JRHTHT AR u i i, BRI A O AL &2 ATHEEICa YV b T 5,
6) 2H

YIBAI o SSTidalH 5 HHLARRICAE U B 2 &5, Miits 5 H H LIRSS, AR H ek
B, CRP LA L EDHIIRNROBIE 21T\, WHEOZEMR, WA H L SSIA%tb i
bo 12721, itk 48 BERILAPIC D CA-MRSA 12 X 28RS EL D 2 Eh3dh 57,
FLF—=UR7 7 P OB, PEE, Rire o 0@EfkG], ERd S OBARERIE
7T NGt RiaEmA, BB T T 5. @ EMA, CT, MRI 7% & oM
ZW S BRI DIED ) RS 2 A D) 2 THHTH %,
7) BE
a. ;aEaEt

YRRl SST T, FEk, BIEBOALBE, MEAEAA SN LBICIIREGRIORMKE FLF—
VA1) B E FLF =TV %ATb % d o 7B 57%, 17 72 BE X 29% 2SHH# I
L7z LTBY, Y, FLF—IU0EbOTEETHLY, 72721, PRI RFEIEH
IR E 25D TIE R <, F=38C, HIMEkEZ=12000 u/mL, F&Hk, Wi, RS>
75 cm?, FLBERRHEKE DILAYY D3EIRE L D =5 cm, B OB HIUL F L F— VI Z bt
WEEMETNT 5. FLF—I@EYNATbNE, W% CRITHEHEFEN (1~2
HIE) #2479, FLF+—2, BEEZEA, SOL2LEELITI. MRSA 25k S 7z
Wiy, PLRFEIE VCM, LZD, TZD, DAP ##ERL, AEFE L L TIE TEIC, ABK 23
THETH 5o

CLDM &, S. aureus D33 L 2 By, Sk & HIZIWHI 52 2 LRSI Tw
Z57, BRI ET & LT, ABSSSI & # W S 7z ABEEE T, FUEGH B 48 W
DI VCM Bl & VCM + CLDM D ff & 247 o 72 R, AR TIEABHIHIZAZ
Wb OO, EEOBE TITHMEDE 4423 H, PHH#EE 3615 HTHEISHML,
ABSSSI 24T 90 H O FF AR PEHMIECHBICD b oz G STV 5 (HlR
B 155%, BRI © 54%)% . BIREHEMEE LTIk, HRELEWHRO LW axT
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F FR3EEL LCCLDM HiH 900 mg, 1 H3WMOPEH b EET 572, iEmREErs a3 5%
LZD O HMIGRH#E 2179,

BB S TR 2 ORI 22 77 ) K~ v 5% CdH 5. CLDM OFEH, LZD 7%
EOPiHREL R T DPINEOMEH 2 BET 5,
b. LZD

cSSTIIZx3 % VCM & LZD O FMMEA A L7z v 7 2 LIEGRERTIlE, B#Ic LD
MRSA AR S M7= Wik e, 1B, BB % & cSSTIC, R ey EREHT 5
bOEMNELE L TWDH, VCM 5 BIIAESH 721 15 mg/kgx2 Mz FE# L LTG5 L,
M2 ES LTV b o IEERIRITFHA T RO per-protocol Tli& LZD 92%, VCM 88% T

B AL %Mo 727%, modified intent-to-treat (MITT) Ti& LZD 84%, VCM 80%
TLZD IZE WSS SN, RidkD T v ¥ ML RBRE &8 9 oD 5 v ¥ ALk
REREEF L2 A T BHTICBWTS, MRSA I2X 5 ¢SSTI TIE LZD X VCM & i LA
BICHRRAE, MEFRRIcER, ZhEh (RR 1.09, 95% CI1.03~1.17), (RR 1.17,
95% CI 1.04~1.32) THorzk LTWb, NS DN RIS, KM T,
SSI & #, FDA 739 ABSSSIIZHEED W23 O TE R WAS, LZD 13 ¢SSTIIZx L VCM
EFEELL EOFRMEZ IR L Tn B,

X Z RN T O A BB o i T3, MRSA 295 TH 534 LZD 7.1 HIEIZA L,
VCM 102 HI & i LT 5913 %, LZD % fiH L7z AR, VCM offif & 1t
B L 35 Ho%kE, 2 A MELZD T4510 FIVICH L, VCM 136478 KV & LZD 3AE
A A MO AR L7 BERIE £ 72 13RS A B E % £ 9 MRSA 12X % ¢SSTI %
VCM 3B X O°LZD THIE L 2B ABEIE VCM : 226=136 H, LZD:17.9+136 H,
HHEMIRIE VCEM 5 164+83 H, LZD; 129+79 HTLZD id W3 N oMM b i L Tw
%9,

HERIRIETOEIR & 72 5 LZD OFEITEAD 24 v FTlE, LZD DXL FT7RA4 5L
74 —12100% TH V), K5 T b BEFIR G- & MO R WIFF T & %, Retrospective
W7ETIddH %25, #EIOLZD & VCM #tR$e5- D MRSA 12 X % cSSTI it D IR R %
Wi L2285 Tl LZD 28 TH 54 v i3 40, ME»ORFEIE 27 T, VCM 2k
N LZD TR E LN 2L LTWwEY,

7 v & MU D 2 ¥ RFTICB VT, JBREETO I X M VCM OFIREE 525
LZD ORI X WV EBEHTH o 72, ABBETOLZDIZLAEHEIZVCM XD 1 HH72Y
DIAAMIBFETH o7z LAL, ABEWIMOPIEIL 3 HEEMH S, 2o ABEa 2
M LZD 3% %% L LTwWA?, LZD OFREELA O 2 ahF & L < LZD X
KWEHERP S DY A N H A ViFHE, PVLEAZIHT S EHE IR TwETY,

LZD O EHL TR & 7 5 M/MURANE, B RERE B E TIOR3 T3
WIEAIRENT VDY, T2, B EOHFAE, KRR REREOFER T T
12, LZD BlEEOHRGETRIMHBE LD I EARENTVEY, 2o, 14 H>0#kY5
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(F v Xt 304, 95% CI; 1.73~534), 7 L7 F =227V 7 5 A<50 mL/min (4 v X
5232, 95% CI; 145~3.74), Mgsi&ge (4 v X5 175, 95% CI; 1.05~291) 7%
IR DY) A7 ThHhH I EDMESNTNDEY,

c. TZD

TZD (I E BRI EH 2 AT 56 2o+ FH V) V) Y RETH S, 70
NIy 7 ThHhT IV N VIEL AT VIS HEMEIZHY) Y ERILE N, 945~982% A%
PURTEEZ A9 5 TZD I I N DY, REHNITHH EREITHE ORI A D % 25, 91.5%
DEHNAFTTRAL T T4 2HT L7207, BT 505 0 RANEE W
TEGEE D HAEIFEAD step down DHHETH S 72 AUC/MIC 2SHHBE L, #E, ‘{EEHL(‘:
HIZ1 H 1\ 200 mg D¥%5-TH 5. Invitro TOHREIEMEIX, ABSSSI & 5 W i fti g6
5735472 MRSA @ MICw 28 TZD 1% 05 ug/mL LS <THH, LZD ® 2 ug/mL X
AR,

ABSSSI/cSSTILIZx$ % TZD & LZD OE RN & A EF: G % i L 72 e 2 L HL Bk
i, T2, HRTI2#HEZIN T 5,

ESTABLISH-1 Tld#%1 TZD % 200 mg 1 H 1 [, 6 H & #11LZD 600mg 1 H 2 [,
10 H A 5- & 7z Be5-BiiG T 48~72 R o R EEIR R F1d TZD #  795% (95% CI,
748~83.7%), LZD & ; 794% (95% CI, 74.7~83.6%) \Z&A H 4 TZD #fiE LZD #EIZH L
THESMTH 5. £72, MRSA HEK D ABSSSI Tl, B THOREHEIL TZD B S
85.2%, LZD #f : 856% CTHETH o720 WHHD D &L THBL2HEFL TH 5 Treat-
ment-emergent adverse events (TEAE) & TZD ¥ : 40.8%, LZD # ; 43.3% \[2A 57z
2, HEELLDITTZD R 15%, LZD# . 12% & L Twb, TEAE © £ H3HIE TZD
#, LZD#Ecenzh, WK (85%, 134%), JEIE (6.3%, 51%), T¥#i (45%, 54%) 7%
ETHY, BEBEEEIL TZD B %o 7z I/MRRA 1 TZD B 5 2.3%, LZD & 5 4.9%
IZALNTWBEY,

ESTABLISH-2 Tix TZD #1200 mg 1 H 1[0l 6 HH, LZD X600 mg 1 H 2181 10 H 4
ZHIEAHE TR G 2 RG L, BOEANOZREPHER 70 I — LV TrbNTWw b, {H#
B 4f 7% 48~72 W [l #% o IR IR BOS 1& TZD B © 85%, LZD # 5 83% (#5E 2.6%, 95%
Cl: —30~82) IZA DN, [AWHE TIRFCEIX TZD B ; 87%, LZD # 5 88% (=5 —1.0%,
95% CI; —6.1~41) TTZDIZLZD 12 LIEHBHTH - 72 522D TEAE B3R5 L7z
b DL TZD # 5 45%, LZD #F 5 43% (= 16%, 95% CI; —6.0~92) T, 2% ltd1
DU EOEELR S DL TZD # ; 2%, LZD ¥ ; 3% THHIZA&IE v (725 0.6%, 95% CI ;
-33~19), A&, TH 7% EDOHEALEEIRIE TZD # 5 16%, LZD # 5 20% TH - 72, 15
J3 /UL K~ O IM/IMIRA & TZD # 5 9%, LZD #f 5 13% T LZD B2 W@ mhid b,
IR ERE<1,600/uL ~MEF L72d Ok TZD # 5 3%, LZD & ;7% THEIZLZD #i2%
Mol LTWw5,

Hiak D 2 D DAL ACIAER 2 7 — v L 728G T, [GEEE O B 48~T2 REff] TO A %)
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P TZD B : 81.6%, LZD B : 794% (95% CI: —20~65), EOT Tix TZD & : 87.0%,
LZD % ; 87.9% (95% CI: —44~27) TIHHEME/RLTEH, TZD @ 6 HEDWHH,
LZD 2L % 10 HE OB W EFEFETH > 72, F72, HEGE TIREOMU/MGRA (15 75 /uL £
i) 13 TZD # : 49%, LZD # 108% T TZD HEXAEITEKWZ L UR&Eh, TZD# 6 H
¥z 513 LZD #£ 10 H M o ¥ & FEkO R & M/MORA ) 2 7 O E /R L TB Y™,
FXRFV) Y yREORMEAPRA TN LGARMIMUBOKRT D) 227 2HT 54
AT TZD OfFH»EE I NS,

HAZ B % EERALILEGRERIE, MRSA 25658 F 721350  BEb N b SSTI # x5 & L,
SSTIWCBH-§ 2 WMAEZFE) DB E TN T WD, TORETIESSI, B4, K2
TR, MR FHE OV 8EE, BERNZELEEN TV S, HAES cm DR
DI, AR >375C, HIMERE>10,000/mm® F 721X <4,000/mm’, CRP L&, U ¥/
DREM & L 70 E 2D o HREIEFE TR 7~14 H (WIILEE CTl& 4~6 #%) T
(&, TZD ¥ 58 25/27 B (92.6%), LZD & ; 8/9 1 (889%) THEWEIA THEL T
720 MHEERRIFICBWTH TZD B 5 27/28 (964%), LZD # 5 9/9 (100%) DA #PEAS
AHNTz. EFRTREOEBKRAE [end-of-therapy (EOT)] 1%, TZD # : 27/29 (93.1%),
LZD # 5 9/10 (90.0%) CTHHEM OZE R (95% CI: —14.9~34.8), TEAE i& TZD #
79.5%, LZD # : 756% & LT\ 2%, HALEREIRIE TZD # 5 21.7%, LZD #f ; 26.8% T,
TZD IS EFIME L, BREPIH oFs L% TZD B : 24%, LZD # ; 220% T TZD #
T O BN O 5B I B &R L 72

VCM, DAP & TZD OEAEZALHEBGEREZ T 572 b DId e\, 15 DFED L Y b T —2
A&7 F) VAT, TZD X VCM X D iEHEK TIREOEKRMOLTE v XM 17 X
i, 10, 30), HEEZIHGHTA v A 16 FEFEXHE, 11, 25) TEATWZELTWwaY,

PERIGVE LA IRE L 72 TZD ORF % ik U 7= 3513 e vae TZD O R 8 kSRR~
DA% BRI M R B T L ol TId, TZD % 200 mg #%114%5- L 72B o
A EE (Cmax) 1ZHERBEEE - 15205 mg/L, ¥ A ;2711 mg/L (P=0.005),
Cmax ¥ CTOF IR RIEHERRES 5 59 (12~80) KEf, % A ;25 (20~30) KR,
G- oMmAER AUC I3FERHEE 5 18597 mg - h/L, A 28796 mg - h/L T
WIND A REICHRBER IR AL V&L o720 L L, #k AUC I3BEREES 5 34
+15mg - h/L, &% A 5216 mg - h/L (P=0075), Z&BEM: CGHLBRA i B f dh i ™
AT AR/ Bl R L P 3 5 R ) R T TR 5 AUCH/fAUCD) I3BIRBEE 5 11, WA 08 &
ENnsY, /2, TZD b4 &7 FFab—3 a3 eH, #EEAENRERH 243 % W ielE
RLTWBEY,

TZD % BMEHES L7208l LT, HAED L 2 AEMEE 2 E8E b %
K, SHOREGIEBIVLETH 5,

d. DAP
5 v ¥ DMLIBGERER D A D A 7 N TIE, DAP #EE VCM BE Hel Tl mi M 2 A 35 7%
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#2137 <, DAPOfERIZA v X1 1.19, 95% CI 0.77~183 TH v, 10 mg/kg/H D& &
W27 07 AMEILESABR A BT 4 v X 1.39, 95% CI 088~2.19 T&H H ™, DAP
(& VCM L FZEORREZRT L LT b,

cSSTI T? DAP %4 mg/kg/H D52 3H45 5 7 ¥ ¥ 2LibiEtl e LT, VCM Z
T PERAR=D) YR L72E A, BHRMFEIEDAP 25834%, MEMEIL842%TH
D DAP ® 4 mg/kg/ HDIELEDIIRENT WA, LA L, ZOWZETIE I B, HI
fE, ERES, RYVEBIEI A, OIS, DURCEERT 22 & OB FRASLEE R D DR LT
W5Y,

BRI R IR TlE, #2512 MRSA &G D - 72, MEFUENICMRSA D a0 =¥ —
Ta vy OBEND HBEE, WISIZBIT S MRSA O 5 5 E 4255 { MRSA OEG% %
T HEZUENRD LA, MRSAZ T 2K v 7 IZEHFE L 2T IUEHE TE L WIEHOL
WA U 25546 121350 MRSA B0 5.2 ZETXETH 57 BRI TIZ VCM O
FRANDOBATIZRIFCTZ% L, MR WG, VOM REIXIMIEREE2Y 37.6 ng/mL, HkEHL
kX 119 ug/mL THADIZH L, PERZA T A5 TIMIEREAY 365 ug/mL, kALK
TlE37ug/mL THolzbHEINTWEY, —J, DAP OHMMEFA~NOBITHIE 4 mg/kg
2P L72B3C, AUCe T3l s A4S 335+81 ug - h/mL I LAEREEZ TDH 451+
406 ug - h/mL THELZZEII WY,

DAP DEFER R IO WT PK/PD & D #ES L7z Tld, 581D 9 % DAP oith&%
<6 mg/kg/H?%* 2#l, 6 mg/kg/H% 18 %I, 7 mg/kg/H% 13#l, 8 mg/kg/H % 15,
8 mg/kg/H< % 1012 G- L7-& 2 A, AUC/MIC »3#ead 7z 41 FICld, #RENIER
Z83 AUC/MIC>400 TH o 72 b DI 92.7%, BHIEH Z7~3 AUC/MIC>800 TH -
72 DIE756% ThHh-o72E LTwBEY, 72, HRAIZEBIT A SSTIIZH L, DAP % 4 mg/
kg/H % $£45- L PK/PD & it L 7-35 Tld, AUCo/MIC 5345 O I 53-ir. &l 219 4 #h vk
1%, AUCo/MIC %% 147~484 K 1x 76.9%, 484~625 Al 78.6% & FWAEH I Jm A7\
ETHS IO TECAREIR SN Tz, L ¢SSTI ISR, IR,
MG, FATEIEE, 2, B, BEAEINTWAIER, Ao KRE SIET v by — ki
WANSLNTWRWI EPFERTH S L sn/i", LhoZ erb, FLh—U2T
b TWBEETIE, DAPO#Y5 %14 mg/kg/HTHHFEIWTRRTHALEEZLNS
A3, HiZR D 4 mg/kg/ H D¥e5-% L H¢§ 2078 ThRAF S 72 REBI Tld 6~8 mg/kg/H D
HED[HPLETH L™,

DAPIZ X 2 HEFHL oM E LT, CPK @ L&1&, IO CPK 2SIEH ORI 2 4]
Hie L CIEEEO 3L EO FAL72b 0%, BB S IEEHE X ) SiEOBIZ 2 o)
TIEFMHO5HULEDO CPK O LR L2 D EEHRL, TORERIZL2% THo72L LT
W3, FAEMICST 6 mg/kg/H 235 L72MESTlL 556% TH Y, MT 7EAH24.3 mg/
mL £ ) REWEIZIZICPK D LA LM 5 Lt L TWwWb, £72, DAP O 5w & CPK
FADYI 2 V=33 Y EATSTHEE, 8 mg/kg/HDOFETIX 357%, 10 mg/kg/H Tl
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511% OFAENTFHMENL LHE L TV E7,
e. ZOfDH MRSA

ABK, TEICIZ& % cSSTIIZH T 5T v & AL 2 <, RBEE LTOMED
FCHbo FAHA ) LHMRSA EME AT 525 HATIZH LS F AT P
BRI, SHRITET S 3 M N2 ¥ —~BIE AT 5 DO T, MRSA ORI EHTE LTk
B SN0
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P OERMITHE T REPIRE L WV Z b, LALAEDS, VCM OFBITHEICHET 53
WIZIESDE KR E LYY, T YRR ERERGHRICBIT 2 HERIL, -7 7 7 2RFE I
AR A7 25 (11~57) EEBICEN o724 Y, ZOMBENA R % SERH T %
EHHEED L, £72, MIC>2 ug/mL OJFEKE Tld AUC/MIC>400 O Rk A% L <
BIFZREBRNREPBICS VT e, TOMOPL MRSA O 2 ME &L 3h
%%, 2010 D= FRERPIRBEZ Y — <A 7 ¥ AT, AKRFTOTAMERAL SR K
W (MRSA) ®97%%SMIC 2 ug/mL THh-72& LTBYY, ENTH—Hd MRSA IZxf
L Tid VCM DA DHL MRSA #2452 W51 2 EAHTE T b,

ULAE, BRI T DAP* O MITEIC B 2 Hily 2 M EGR D % o MRSA i B & AE
(i 82%, B2 18%) k5 & L7212 nested case-control study T, fH[m) A 2
TRyFVITROBHTHETE RV OD, 6% AT DAP*O R ARIM: (B
AR RE DU, PO RIE~Y — 7 —DIEFEAL, »OBBEBRBE TN L, 2 OEHREGR
SHELNOFABEZR L) 1370% & VCM @ 58% & ) mdro 72" F 72, AT PH I
(periprosthetic joint infection : PJI) {Zx} L C IR E 4T 2 17 9 & 2 5512 DAP*
DOREVEFZ FET 7 M A 2 & L7z RCT Tld, IR E AN i 174 o F E R (2
HELIAN) X VCM 2 Hb & LBEEREREZ T o723 » Fa— VERIZH CHRTE
381%), DAP*HEDIIH) BREIFTHY (AR : 6 mg/kg/ H¥G-# 583%, 8 mg/kg/H
FGHE609%), WA LA EFLRLBHRMABEROAEFRIEER G 6~8 mg/kg/HIXG
Harbu—Vo3IBTHEZEI L) -2, KEZ Ul & L7z Cubicin Outcomes Reg-
istry and Experience (CORE) Registry Mk % Hh(» & L 72 EU-CORE & KHRE 22 His T
E, ALWBLERGR ORI AN (G, »2503dE) 13759%ThHh, Ahik (N
=994) D T77% L & HITHBMRIFTH - 72 S 512, NTWHPERY % & 73 #is
BHICBT 2 DAP*ORA R G, 5 widts®) X, <6 mg/kg/HTH 75%
R, >6 mg/kg/HT60~9%6%LMEINTEY, HEKAEEIHEBENEIEL 250
REPEDS S SN T AP, 72721, 10 mg/kg/ H G- O HEE IR sh T 53,
EHERSIZCK EAY) A7 038 k57207, X DHEEICEBEZBISET 2LELDH S,
T/, KLYA M) — 38N HEEZT>723 Y ba— VO 7 — 4 25% {, MRSA L4}
DIFERWICEDEIIED FINTVELEZETIER)IT—Ya vy, ZoOMRIC
G AEESLETH L, LeLEeds, MKW KELZT— 5 IZEDITFbNMmETH
D BEEERRE BRI HARR R U R K 22 WEREDSBHBOHE TRIM TSI L
250 MRSA FHRIEFICBWT DAPFIZEE R BRI O—2E ) 2 5,

—75, LZD*IZEZ5P0 MRSA HOH THE—RE ISR LA TH Y, w1
U2 TIE LN EMATBY, MRSA B#ERICBIT 5 HEL B O—D2 & \»
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Z %o TOAMMEIZOWTY, BEII/NS WHEREKERICB T 2B OWME»H 5,
L2 L% 25s, $H-BGEHE BRI /MOEA % EORIWER 2 T <7, Bl
BT 0IZwa ehn, BNRG 2t s 3 5 5H%EH T2 OMKNARIEICE
HIETFVAERBELISWVEYD 5. 2070, SHERKIERTIZ VCM % & OREHER
BB LB L 2BE T —2ICZLvwen) llErH 5, 512, VEM ERLZ Y 2
NTF FR|EIHFENS TEICHD, TOHFHMEZRET BB OMEIH 57, 342
N, GHli o] #E T & o 72 220 A OERIRIA VI X 2585 90% (81/90), 12 k&#is%k
88.6% (70/79), fLWRMERIRIJ 824% (42/51) THo72L T HHENH DY, ZOMBELEL
DL THEHIRARMEIL84~92% L —H L THW* Y, 207z, TEIC*H MRSA ‘&l
RIEGFIIBWTEELBRFEO—2L V2 5, LML S, VCM R ZDflodt MRSA
WERRL-BE T =222 L Wi EOMEDRD .
KENEGYESS (IDSA) OH A4 K54 22 Tld, MRSA BH#i%IZAH %75 MRSA 3 &
LT VCM, DAP* LZD*25[F UHERRSEE - T F Y A LRV TSN TE Y, ABKY,
TEICHEZKRE T EN TV WDl ST W v, JL MRSA SO G OB 2
BMLTREZMZEIIARLTEY, SHELIHFPLETD 5,
m%ﬁﬂ%%"fémﬁﬁm&ﬁﬁﬁi WMHELOPHIEIRIEZ RO L7290, TAR

2o e MR EE 2 13 R0 3 Wi IR X G- s BASEIRS T B — IS, iIRNIE S

DI ) DEAENOBATHFEETH Y, #EIH G I EEIRNIE G- 12 X 5 B OMERRTE IS
Ao nd 2%\, PLESEE TDM 74 K54 ¥ 20167 Tld, FRHROERICBVWTH
RN R 2557200 HEE 7 7f1lE, VCM Tl 15~20 pg/mL ZH#EFE L T 5%,
TEIC*Tlx b 7 7 20 ug/mL LLF I BT 2 RMPIBHE SN TnwE 720, HEME
20 pg/mL LA FIZERELTW5A, b 730 ug/mL LA ET, ES5ICHEMME BT HED
Wi id 7 <, ERICET 2 HABE N2 ZE L T20~30 ug/mL @O b7 7HEZHEIRL T2,
Pe 513 VCM Tl i sE 15 mg/kg 1 H 28], TEIC* Tl i &HE 1191400 mg (6.7 mg/
kg), TH2MH -2 HME, D1 H 1B —BIATORTWED, 5% 5EHETOMN
3 HE oG5 (1110~12 mg/kg, 1 H 21\ - 1~2 HIE, 3HH1M) 282 ShT
Wh, HE N7 72 RINGER L, 2 ofRd 2 720 ICHMERICHRLTa -7 > 7
B G-RMER G & TRT 2ULENH L, W e d TDM THEL, SHETOBRBEILE
EEND, LZDMIZ midaHE 1 M 600 mg 1 H 2 M, DAP* X i iE 1 Ml 6~8 mg/kg 1 H
1 b2 59 %,

G HIEE, FaRrOAE, IR XVR%RL, MADOYE, WERCREDOFHIMAT
@%%ﬁﬁfﬁbﬂéw-@%ﬁuﬁ%%?%k%x%hé L&Y, JERINBED 5\
IR EARC 4~6 A OFHIRNTE G BB E SN TE Y, LarL, Mok srr Ak
72\ MRSA HH#ROLE O GMIIZH S 2Tl e w2s, Zh i ) BYoRS»nEe
ENB T ENLNT,

REP*IZx}3 % MRSA O EZ MG EH BAFE SNTW5H, N4 7 4 )V 2H @ MRSA 12

MRSA BIUEDREA 1M RS54~



XL CHUR3E 2 24 RERIVEH S 27235 Cld, VCM R LZD*IZRh R IEBD b N o 72
2%, MINO, DAP*, RFP*I3/N1 + 7 4 WV AHOAERH AWM SE72L LTwb, LaL,
LZD*OiE% FREED LN F 7 4 W AhOAEEBDA Lz & OB b H 5o PN
AF 74 NVIRBEICE L TR E SR RFADVBVETH L, —F, PFHRECEHLTIE A
T B T T AR O AR 2 IR G O 1E T REP* B AR & JEBE R 2 LI L, REP*BERBEDIZ S
H BN NE D o 72 8 T 281D 5%, T2, MERERLH L IEOBIE XY,
DAP*IZBWTIERFP*H B WIEP-F 7 7 L RE R L2E )L v ETHHENDH
599 LZD*ICB L CTIE, RFP*2 P4 % & LZD*OIHiEEINME T34 2 &5 N T
B0, 39610 PJTHEHEICE T 5 BRI, LZD*HAMEE 82%, LZD* & RFP* o bf i #
64% L HEAEI VD, HTIHAR TR 22 0MEVBH L, LrL, "M+ T740
01D MRSA (263 230413 LZD* & RFP* % B L7213 9 »° REFP*Hifli X b #95k§ % &
DEBFRDHE SN TV LY, 2D X 91T, LZD* & RFP*OHHIZE L CldiEimdsd v
RFP* Tl % ZOMOEF L OBHDIE ) BE O %2 EDESHOMEEETH %,
REP* I HA TR S % LML 2 fEktEdd % o C, BAITIIER L w2 & 253K T
H5bo

INFET, HOTFYRBIIERECEELTNA T T AV EBRT 0L, HED
MINEAL D A CHIGEC & BBV FAR & SNTEZY, LaL, #7 Mo ekuidiiiam
THHITEZZ2MBAFERTD H 5 L OWMENHA SN, FFMAIHEA L
WY 5 EDPFERINTWBEONP, CEZ % &D B-F 7 ¥ 1 Z2HEDOmE EMIBN~DO BT
FEARE SN, MNFAERICSHT 2EEEES S L ShTwb, —7, b ME3F
FaPI D MSSA 1253 2 JU i PE 2 X7z 851 X % &, VCM, DAP* CldAE MBI A IS
WA, TEIC*, LZD* RFP*CRIAEIZHA L, RFP*2HdHEHFE IR L Tw5B™,
REP*IEHL AL CHagiE§ % MR N2 A TR T db 2 R BN OEHEE T H 0, 15 BN~
OBIATENRIFEZEZ 5N TWh, FFMIETIER VA, © M EIEBAIMERN~O PR 5
DB % R72HE T, ST*OBSTH S MY A7) 2 OMBHN~NOBITEDS BIFT
HotzlTHMELH L, LHL, TNOOMBABITEICE L TOMEIE, $XTin
vitro TOFERTH 5o MBABITEZ ZE L IEEOMHEICOVT, 5% S HITHE
WLETH b,

TREIRCIEN A U7 SR R A BT S Z LI IWEETH D, WhZsEEEZ I~ b
=NV D0 RA Y Meebd, BNVIREZRESEL720121E, FORMRLAE L725E
WEDOMIRIIRE L2 HD LI EDVEETH S, TO0, FEmikiEE, REESaEEx v
PE—=XRt XY F AR—F =7 EOPFIED delivery system DSE R I N7z,

FRBEEE R L, WHERBIREOINEICHRAMN T 2 — 7 LT 2 —7 2B L, il
& G ATEURE A — T O MIEA LG 2 5WE3 5 2 L X0, RITICEREODA
e EHSE2D, RIS T2 HETHE7,

MEESZHEA Y IPE—XBIFERA Y P ZAXR—HF—FHBELX V|
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(polymethylmethacrylate : PMMA) 2, JFHE I3 L CEZM0H 2R ELREG L T,
V= ZXIRH D5 VIEATHEFMOBIRICAE DRI AR—F—2 R L, KRB - FiFHOT
WECTIE S &, PINELZ RS2 HETH S, HHSNDPREIZRA RS £ 2
Y DNOBEDEISEARL D BERPBEREIND 2 EDL 0BT, WE FTIXERERS PITIC
W AMEESAE X Y T A EOECIEIZE IR DS, BRBGRES X O
Z2IZEY, MIRESHERA Y PE—XR b A Y P AR—F—DOHHEIEIBL RERTWY
Bo gAY MIWA EBHAZEA L, HERUGIZ XD A L5 S b s %,
T AL MIZORIFIZ L) BIHIEORMEIRAEACT 525, RHEOME - &7,
A NORHY, B kA Y FOKEY, X Y NOEEGHICHKGET S, VCMF
VAR 2L, 60°C - EDEERIE T 6 7 H HIPRAE S % Wil alBRIZ 35\ T & FRAF Il 25 85.4 %
THholzZlehbY, XY POEASHENOCLTFICHZONTVAEEX Y MO
HEF L VWEFE RS, $5ILEBE VL 2 Y ME, HREEOER 2N S 5205, B
FEREDR T 25| &4, MHOF LA Y b2 SOREEROEIIE, TICEKED S DOW
MTHY, ZOBIILHBIRTEL DY, HRICEET 54 277 >~ MEMO MRSA &3
WL T, SRETVCM*GABTEA Y P2V ALY P E—XRE XV P AR—
Y= 7 I EMROFHEI @S SN TEMY, TORIEIL 88% 05 98% &
W E N TV A iR B9 2 20 T U O B 1 66% 20 5 79% &K < il
ENTWEY?, RBENIH O RRE OFRRIZTF TR L, HlzRBERERFE SN
LD, ZEREEZBEREMOWNEEDZEZ LN TV,

F PR DR EDORE DI, I LT A 222w Tid, £ X~ 40 g2 TOB*
12~48 g £ VCM* 1~2 g DHLRHFE L EH S ANR—Y—2RHE L7249 NAOLFITH
WG, S 118 H 0 IR FHE AT 35 1) 2 BIEI O PU R 3R EE 1L SR B2 (TOB © 1.98~
6.88 ug/mL, VCM : 097~228 ug/mL) TdH - 7285, €A 40 g2 VCM* 4 g
EAZT* 4 g OFETHRE L GH S AR -2 B L7246 A\OBHKIZBWT, F
¥ 107 H#E O Z W FHEHRAN R IC B0 2 BIfIRO VCM IREEIZ# 7 N7 BRM o MIC i %
R DIEEETH o 72 ED D B Z D AR—H — 8B 24 W o M0 3 13k
WK, RATCEREOTEESMHIZIERITE T, EFI52 2B EcvwEHRESN
TWwaY, FVCM* At A Y P AR—H = E% 6 B ITBWT, AR—H—FPii
kD VCM™ I MIC URIFE) DLETH -z MEP SN TBY, RTREE 50
fECHLLEEZEZONS,

— BRI N T RIEAR % MRSA JEYE (233 2 IR BT Ic B W T, JLRIEE A & A
VEPAR—HF RN HINLIVRIEDORERIZIPMMA £ X » M40 giZxF LT
VCM* 2 gh 54 g Th b, i, DAP*ZEA SE728 A ¥ b AR—H —DEIRI A%
PEDHE SN TV L8 5% B HGEDSLETH 5%,

MEEEHE LAY MCEBHHEICOVWTIRIFEAEHE SN TV R WD, HEESA L
AV MBI L BB AREOREFIRES YD L. L L, Wi d A TR &g
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THELTW20, EFEOEREIZMETE Vv, Ft A Y MIBIT PR ED R kE
IR BB oM, EFG ERE LI 0L, RHETHHE I HE
WIZRE W E b b1,

[ERRIERIERRK]
2 Bn

PrAERPIIBTIIREESE Y, IV 7 ORADE Y, oY, EAEANHORH L
EOERBA LN, BEEEHH ST, —EORBEERY, BLORHTORPERR FHE
DTBNER R E2 R T2 Db, KETSHE, REMEOMIE, 2% KR L,
BEHIR % & ORFTHT USSR 2B R, BEARL EZRBDLIENH L. K
N TIPSR oYE, Mk, 2U& FER, RO Bk Rz & o Rt A2 2o, 5§
B BT, BELLEOEGERZRODLI L LD D, BWIL, RO OEKRFTA, Mgk
A TORIEF R, WG RIS X 50 IZIE X BEOZLIZED S, #7525 &
R O RN & 2 BMRBRORME, G TEOEMEIFRDOONL L HITRY, AT
TR L1725 MRTIZBIEE O B8 R LI B K O & 0F 72 LR HE O JHTE D RS
WCEHTH 5o BRI T CTRGRA D SR L 2R84 RIIBMICEETH 5, FFIC
BIEINIZIER CH D, BIETE A M EAGEH S B RNIEE T 5.

a &

BEEPOT A S A YR B HHMOBWEEDPRE 2B T2 L SN TEBY, HEHED
$5-0 BTG OEGE I L IIRETH 2 BWEER, TE L2720 RHICT
M PR3 2" BIENEEAS W HE 2 ERAL I RN B SEA TISPE 9 21 AT L7
BRI LEE R D,

— A HUR IR DR B FIE AN O BT, TN OPRIETH IR R & ST
W BEIETO ISR OEIR - B GRS B REROHIZHET b,

PRBEOL G IS, A EHBE T TRELEMRZ R L PO LD RR D &
Big E THER L 2D o 725813 3~4 HM 0852, B Ri5RA 056 L7268 LR IEE 2%
DIZHEL, L) RBOKLGPLETH L,

[& - BAEIDA > TS5 ME]
E/\ )
2 Wh

2014451 H X b kERE PR+ >~ ¥ — (CDC) d Musculoskeletal Infection Society
(MSIS) @ PJI#Wiik#E2 AL THBY, AN FBZHIEELZ TV FRY ¥ —F
ETLWMNDDH S, MSIS O PJLWik#EX, T 3HHEHDH) b 1HH #2932 &T
HbHo ONTHFHFPHL» SR L7z 2 2083 Gk, b L IEEER) TH— O EAKDS
SHESNALZ L, OANTHEH L RET LR, U TFOSHEEHDI B 321CHTikE
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#& 13. CDC/NHSN Y—~A SV RCHITDALEERERE (PJ) OEH

PJI - ATESEiEER [HPRO (ATA%EET), KPRO (ATERESER) D@t
BEET, BHULKIBREDBRRDUTDAELES 1 DZER/IET !

1. ATHEHREED SR U 2 DDIEE (1, © UL ([ERIF) CTR—ORFEEDDEEND,.

2. MEIEREY DB

3. UTFO/NEBDS5 3 DICHTIFES :
a. M5 CRP ®LF (CRP>10 mg/dL), M ORMEIEREDTTE (ESR>30 mm/hr)
b. BAEIRROBMEE EF (WBC>10,000 cells/uL), ®UL (FBEEIRD HMIRTRFS—EHBT (++) ML
c. BIELRHPOIFHE % (PMN%) £ (PMN%>90%)
d. ATEEEEEEEORESNFTREHE (400 & 1 REFH DIFHERkD >5 B TES)
e. A\TEHiAEDEE (& ®ULII&E) b° 1 D3k

dXV bk
- BE—DREAEERE, BPEDOUNIVECTE—CHDITEZSD. ERIRZUDE—CTHDIUEFEL.

- EALEE, REDINESER, BULLIEREDTZEDMLERT, REBEGOLELZLEDH[ICTELNDIENTE, 3
ECIRBEZET MY DREMN HDEDEEERT 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
JfEl&, HPRO & KPRO @ SSI U—AXA SV XA THERY 2HEIFIC NHSN TER UTco NHSN TESTcHY b4 T
B, ERRDIRSETERFICEME, BULKIEMED PJl Z2HiiaEd 21cICERT 2 EZBE L TLRL., EERICERR
DIV THEAT $BE(F, MSIS TIVEYHRADESNIEERZFERITNETH D,

L5 ETHbH, 5HHEIE, a) i CRP O L&, 2 DRIMERILMEEE O ITHE, b) BIHIHE
HFoRIMEKE EA, & L IEBEROAMERT A 77 —ilkBR (R A RERRK 2 H W
HEA) T (++) Dk, o) PIEREPOIFER% (PMN%) b, d) ATB5 R PHALRR
DIFEAII b, o) NLBEEOREE Bk, o L I3md) 251 2kt o/
HTHAL", CDCTIIINZRISOEBVHELTHHLTWEY,

BHZ W EHETH Y, ANLTREFRPIHESIEE LT 54613, RN Tk z iR
W B ENVEETH D, FREOMEREFEORKEE (50~93%), FFREE (82~97%) 13k
BIZEDIEAD 2, PLREEZ D7 < &b 2 BEMKRE L THRIRZ BRILT 5 &M o R =
NEATLEOEMEOER L H S, 72, a-Defensin (EINKAR, MEXTF KD
—f) A% MSIS ZE#E TR W L7z PJI TIEE 96~100%, FFEEE 95~99% Tdh - 72 &L iy &
NTWb, &Rz EbE 2 LEEIB%, NFRIEIWBWTHY, ligmakxy MbdHYIFFIC
HAHTH LR D 55, ENTEIZEHRALELE Lo TH L, —7,
MERE DB A RS ahd 5",

B B

DAIR (debridement, antibiotics, and implant retention), § %&b H57F71) K=, A
EOKGIZED, BADOLWANTHEIIEATE 2 L OWMEPHAINE ™, 51,
ANTEBE O A, R F L 42— b &R3kE L & BN 1 o 4 1K 2 SR
DERAELRT VD, K)IFL Yy 4 0¥ —baRELTT 7Y KU 2ffwv, N4 F
TANVIIMFE LRV ZF LY [ %= MNIF72% A4 9 — MK (polyethylene
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exchange : PE) §4 2. ClRAEFNAFREIIHELLINTWSESY, N TRREFH AL
FHETD, Ay 7R BEHEEOZHEWEEREY 25— AV R—F ¥ MIIWL721EH
BERPEBEICEEILEENTVEY, ZDXH) %R DAIR, £V a2F— 2y KE—% |
D EIT->TH, NLEFMORAEIE 30~100% & EA S 5", MRSA 12X % PJIIC
BR2Z &I 0~54%"" W LT3 5. ANTIBEE O PITIWCET % 39 i, 1,296 #1
DAFZTFITAZEDE, BEZA VTS Y ORAEGTHHEFIE, BREHRT HUL
o DAIR (72.0% VS.51.8%) &, €YV 25— 2y R—% ¥ b5 (739% VS. 60.7%)
ELTwa™,

PUASE ORI - P 5L E R R OTHIC#ET 5, MRSA WX A PJII TS, 75~ b
AR L 725 A OEE O SRR LT, WA Z I 2 Ve 2~6 HOPUR SO EHIR
Wi G- & REP* OB, €0%IEZEOH 2 FEI05HIE L RFP*OMH 2 N TEBET3 7
H, NLEBEHT6 7 G756 L OHMROBER L H 2",

DAIR RIEGASEEL L 2 W AREMO PITIE, ATz ETLZ L2 EET 5,
N BSR4 O PR AR 1213 IR P a4l & — IR FHE 3R 258 5 o I T 1 464y
12, AT 282 U CEGesgifb 3 2 0 2 o T MIMICHER T 2 H:Th b, A
THEH WD AZEE)BEHEEAOERTIE, “HRHERNSTONL I EHNS
W0 ke 7e N TR 2 v b ok, BLXOATEEHFERMEO T T M=~
ATV, AU — ZROPEEEHE A ¥ PE—=2H L WIEATHEEOBIRICE
bzt X v P AR—HF =% AT 5, R EFL L7, W ERAN 2179 28
Z ORI IB GBI O 9 bRV EEREAFERAE L TV T, &K 2 BoOFMz 1) 25N
BdHY, TLEHRENZ ) HEHE L INTWD, #L2DH 0, FKEA MRSA 2 &0
WYEEOYE L EIETH S, MEEEHTEA Y PE—X » AXR—Y—FA, FHEHT
% F CTORBEIIBICE L T, 4~6 M OPR L5, 2~8 B ORI 2§52 & &
DD & T G 5d 510 121180

— A E A & I AT 2E L TF 7Y P~ v Liztk, —WIcH 727 N TR
BT 5 HETH LD, 1 HOFHTTLHEIED 5705, —HIRFHERM OB, B
BHLBER T, T0 %5 R EA L TV 254, KSR Tz <E
I WG EIZR LN E,

B B B B T AT 3 &G U 72 A LB O3 2 4T 9 2SR AT D 2 WIEE T §FCThH
% N TR B E i O 5%, GO BEFH L E 720 HICHEIEEM 21T 2 & D
BB BEIEEM I, T OIEICFHEORAEKNI I M L7z B, A TR E b
BOFEG) A7 HBIEFITRHVER, 52 VIZRMEREI KL TV BE % ETERE
Sz,

YIS HE AT S LB RBUIBR SN TV 525, OO N TRk s d Egia v hu—
NSRRI IR B s b F72, ANTRAE ORI B 5 i3 BT el X
D YW DI ) BERMIICAT I W EEZ SN BITARBZEOLER LD, YIWii)s
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EEIND, ZOEMNS, BT T N2 ORI e R J, B E i
DI R EE 25 RIR, ISR O BB 2500, RIS, mhkem i ags, BRR
1 450 LI BR B B AT [ BR B R IL L TV B BB R ETERE S NS,

5 | F 3R

1

2)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)
15)

16)

17)

18)
19)

20)

21)

22)

23)
24)

Waldvogel F A, Medoff G, Swartz M N: Osteomyelitis: a review of clinical features, therapeutic considerations and unusual
aspects (First of three parts). N Engl ] Med 1970; 282: 198-206

Morrison W B, Schweitzer M E, Bock G W, Mitchell D G, Hume E L, Pathria M N, et al: Diagnosis of osteomyelitis: utility of
fat-suppressed contrast-enhanced MR imaging. Radiology 1993; 189: 251-7

Mackowiak P A, Jones S R, Smith J W: Diagnostic value of sinus-tract cultures in chronic osteomyelitis. JAMA 1978; 239:
2772-5

Cole W G, Dalziel R E, Leitl S: Treatment of acute osteomyelitis in childhood. ] Bone Joint Surg Br 1982; 64: 218-23

Mader ] T, Shirtliff M E, Bergquist S C, Calhoun J: Antimicrobial treatment of chronic osteomyelitis. Clin Orthop Relat Res
1999; 360: 47-65

MG — R i BTG RE, BRISIE 1987, 17 (H§T15): 270-4

Fitzgerald R H, Whalen J L, Peterson S A: Pathophysiology of osteomyelitis and pharmacokinetics of antimicrobial agent in
normal and osteomyelitic bone. In Musculoskeletal Infection, American Academy of Orthopaedic Surgeons, Park Ridge, 1992;
387-99

Landersdorfer C B, Bulitta J B, Kinzig M, Holzgrabe U, Sorgel F: Penetration of antibacterials into bone. Clin Pharmacokinet
2009; 48: 89-124

Vuorisalo S, Pokela R, Satta J, Syrjila H: Internal Mammary Artery Harvesting and Antibiotic Concentrations in Sternal Bone
During Coronary Artery Bypass. Int J Angiol 2000; 9: 78-81

Graziani A L, Lawson L A, Gibson G A, Steinberg M A, MacGregor R R: Vancomycin concentrations in infected and nonin-
fected human bone. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 1988; 32: 1320-2

Kitzes-Cohen R, Farin D, Piva G, Irry S, Sharony R, Amar R, et al: Pharmacokinetics of vancomycin administered as prophy-
laxis before cardiac surgery. Ther Drug Monit 2000; 22: 661-7

Massias L, Dubois C, de Lentdecker P, Brodaty O, Fischler M, Farinotti R: Penetration of vancomycin in uninfected sternal
bone. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 1992; 36: 2539-41

Martin C, Alaya M, Mallet M N, Viviand X, Ennabli K, Said R, et al: Penetration of vancomycin into mediastinal and cardiac
tissues in humans. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 1994; 38: 396-9

Borner K, Hahn F, Koeppe P: Concentrations of vancomycin in human bone. ] Chemother 1989; 1 (4 Suppl): 588-9

Wilson A P, Taylor B, Treasure T, Griineberg R N, Patton K, Felmingham D, et al: Antibiotic prophylaxis in cardiac surgery:
serum and tissue levels of teicoplanin, flucloxacillin and tobramycin. J Antimicrob Chemother 1988; 21: 201-12

de Lalla F, Novelli A, Pellizzer G, Milocchi F, Viola R, Rigon A, et al: Regional and systemic prophylaxis with teicoplanin in
monolateral and bilateral total knee replacement procedures: study of pharmacokinetics and tissue penetration. Antimicrob
Agents Chemother 1993; 37: 2693-8

Nehrer S, Thalhammer F, Schwameis E, Breyer S, Kotz R: Teicoplanin in the prevention of infection in total hip replacement.
Arch Orthop Trauma Surg 1998; 118: 32-6

Wilson A P: Clinical pharmacokinetics of teicoplanin. Clin Pharmacokinet 2000; 39: 167-83

Lenders H, Walliser D, Schumann K: Teicoplaninspiegel in Tonsillen-, Schleimhaut-, Knorpel-, und Knochengewebe. Fortschr
Antimikrob Antineoplast Chemother 1991; 10: 119-21

Lovering A M, Zhang J, Bannister G C, Lankester B J, Brown ] H, Narendra G, et al: Penetration of linezolid into bone, fat,
muscle and haematoma of patients undergoing routine hip replacement. J Antimicrob Chemother 2002; 50: 73-7

Rana B, Butcher I, Grigoris P, Murnaghan C, Seaton R A, Tobin C M: Linezolid penetration into osteo-articular tissues. J Anti-
microb Chemother 2002; 50: 747-50

Traunmiiller F, Schintler M V, Metzler J, Spendel S, Mauric O, Popovic M, et al: Soft tissue and bone penetration abilities of
daptomyecin in diabetic patients with bacterial foot infections. ] Antimicrob Chemother 2010; 65: 1252-7

Roth B: Penetration of parenterally administered rifampicin into bone tissue. Chemotherapy 1984; 30: 358-65

Cluzel R A, Lopitaux R, Sirot J, Rampon S: Rifampicin in the treatment of osteoarticular infections due to staphylococci. J

MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

31)

32)

33)
34)

35)

36)

37)

38)

39)

40)

41)

42)

43)

44)

45)

46)

47)

Antimicrob Chemother 1984; 13 (Suppl C): 239

Sirot J, Lopitaux R, Cluzel R, Delisle ] ], Sauvesie B: [Rifampicin diffusion in non-infected human bone (author’'s
transl)] (in French). Ann Microbiol (Paris) 1977; 128: 229-36

Sirot J, Prive L, Lopitaux R, Glanddier Y: [Diffusion of rifampicin into spongy and compact bone tissue during total hip pros-
thesis operation] (in French). Pathol Biol (Paris) 1983; 31: 438-41

Gnarpe H, Dornbusch K, Higg O: Doxycycline concentration levels in bone, soft tissue and serum after intravenous infusion
of doxycycline. A clinical study. Scand ] Infect Dis Suppl 1976; (9): 54-7

Bystedt H, DAhlbédck A, Dornbusch K, Nord C E: Concentrations of azidocillin, erythromycin, doxycycline and clindamycin in
human mandibular bone. Int J Oral Surg 1978; 7: 442-9

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 infections in adults and children. Clin Infect
Dis 2011; 52: €18-55

Steinkraus G, White R, Friedrich L: Vancomycin MIC creep in non-vancomycin-intermediate Staphylococcus aureus (VISA),
vancomycin-susceptible clinical methicillin-resistant S. aureus (MRSA) blood isolates from 2001-05. ] Antimicrob Chemother
2007; 60: 788-94

Wang G, Hindler J F, Ward K W, Bruckner D A: Increased vancomycin MICs for Staphylococcus aureus clinical isolates from
a university hospital during a 5-year period. J Clin Microbiol 2006; 44: 3883-6

Kehrmann J, Kaase M, Szabados F, Gatermann S G, Buer J, Rath P M, et al: Vancomycin MIC creep in MRSA blood culture
isolates from Germany: a regional problem? Eur J Clin Microbiol Infect Dis 2011; 30: 677-83

Spellberg B, Lipsky B A: Systemic antibiotic therapy for chronic osteomyelitis in adults. Clin Infect Dis 2012; 54: 393-407

Tice A D, Hoaglund P A, Shoultz D A: Risk factors and treatment outcomes in osteomyelitis. ] Antimicrob Chemother 2003;
51: 1261-8

Daver N G, Shelburne S A, Atmar R L, Giordano T P, Stager C E, Reitman C A, et al: Oral step-down therapy is comparable
to intravenous therapy for Staphylococcus aureus osteomyelitis. ] Infect 2007; 54: 539-44

Dombrowski J C, Winston L G: Clinical failures of appropriately-treated methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus infections.
J Infect 2008; 57: 110-5

Al-Nammari S S, Lucas J D, Lam K S: Hematogenous methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus spondylodiscitis. Spine 2007;
32: 2480-6

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

Takesue Y, Watanabe A, Hanaki H, Kusachi S, Matsumoto T, Iwamoto A, et al: Nationwide surveillance of antimicrobial sus-
ceptibility patterns of pathogens isolated from surgical site infections (SSI) in Japan. J Infect Chemother 2012; 18: 816-26
Liang S Y, Khair H N, McDonald ] R, Babcock H M, Marschall J: Daptomycin versus vancomycin for osteoarticular infections
due to methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA): a nested case-control study. Eur J Clin Microbiol Infect Dis 2014;
33: 659-64

Byren I, Rege S, Campanaro E, Yankelev S, Anastasiou D, Kuropatkin G, et al: Randomized controlled trial of the safety and
efficacy of Daptomycin versus standard-of-care therapy for management of patients with osteomyelitis associated with pros-
thetic devices undergoing two-stage revision arthroplasty. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 2012; 56: 5626-32

Seaton R A, Gonzalez-Ruiz A, Cleveland K O, Couch K A, Pathan R, Hamed K: Real-world daptomycin use across wide geo-
graphical regions: results from a pooled analysis of CORE and EU-CORE. Ann Clin Microbiol Antimicrob 2016; 15: 18
Crompton J A, North D S, McConnell S A, Lamp K C: Safety and efficacy of daptomycin in the treatment of osteomyelitis:
results from the CORE Registry. ] Chemother 2009; 21: 414-20

Seaton R A, Malizos K N, Viale P, Gargalianos-Kakolyris P, Santantonio T, Petrelli E, et al: Daptomycin use in patients with
osteomyelitis: a preliminary report from the EU-CORE (SM) database. ] Antimicrob Chemother 2013; 68: 1642-9

Seaton R A, Menichetti F, Dalekos G, Beiras-Fernandez A, Nacinovich F, Pathan R, et al: Evaluation of Effectiveness and Safety
of High-Dose Daptomycin: Results from Patients Included in the European Cubicin(*) Outcomes Registry and Experience. Adv
Ther 2015; 32: 1192-205

Lora-Tamayo J, Parra-Ruiz J, Rodriguez-Pardo D, Barberan J, Ribera A, Tornero E, et al: High doses of daptomycin (10 mg/
kg/d) plus rifampin for the treatment of staphylococcal prosthetic joint infection managed with implant retention: a compara-
tive study. Diagn Microbiol Infect Dis 2014; 80: 66-71

He W, Zhang Y, Chen H, Zhao C, Wang H: Efficacy and safety of daptomycin for the treatment of infectious disease: a

MRSA BIEDRTRA A RS

T FHNBEE B~ | DRCSHON> DTS BEH E

o
k2

(F¥

89



EHETHE) BEE - o~ | BRCSHOM> 0 DZHIEH E

SR

k2

Gy

90

48)

49)

50)

51)

52)

53)

54)

55)

56)

57)

58)

59)

60)

61)

62)

63)

64)

65)

66)

67)

68)

69)

70)

71)

meta-analysis based on randomized controlled trials. ] Antimicrob Chemother 2014; 69: 3181-9

Broder K W, Moise P A, Schultz R O, Forrest A, Schentag J J: Clinical experience with linezolid in conjunction with wound
coverage techniques for skin and soft-tissue infections and postoperative osteomyelitis. Ann Plast Surg 2004; 52: 385-90

Chen C J, Chiu CH, Lin T Y, Lee Z L, Yang W E, Huang Y C: Experience with linezolid therapy in children with osteoarticular
infections. Pediatr Infect Dis J 2007; 26: 985-8

Howden B P, Ward P B, Charles P G, Korman T M, Fuller A, du Cros P, et al: Treatment outcomes for serious infections caused
by methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus with reduced vancomycin susceptibility. Clin Infect Dis 2004; 38: 521-8

Rao N, Hamilton C W: Efficacy and safety of linezolid for Gram-positive orthopedic infections: a prospective case series. Diagn
Microbiol Infect Dis 2007; 59: 1739

Rayner C R, Baddour L M, Birmingham M C, Norden C, Meagher A K, Schentag J J: Linezolid in the treatment of osteomyelitis:
results of compassionate use experience. Infection 2004; 32: 8-14

Nguyen S, Pasquet A, Legout L, Beltrand E, Dubreuil L, Migaud H, et al: Efficacy and tolerance of rifampicin-linezolid com-
pared with rifampicin-cotrimoxazole combinations in prolonged oral therapy for bone and joint infections. Clin Microbiol Infect
2009; 15: 11639

Gomez J, Canovas E, Banos V, Martinez L, Garcia E, Hernandez-Torres A, et al: Linezolid plus rifampin as a salvage therapy
in prosthetic joint infections treated without removing the implant. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 2011; 55: 4308-10

Morata L, Senneville E, Bernard L, Nguyen S, Buzelé R, Druon J, et al: A Retrospective Review of the Clinical Experience of
Linezolid with or Without Rifampicin in Prosthetic Joint Infections Treated with Debridement and Implant Retention. Infect
Dis Ther 2014; 3: 235-43

Gerson S L, Kaplan S L, Bruss J B, Le V, Arellano F M, Hafkin B, et al: Hematologic effects of linezolid: summary of clinical
experience. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 2002; 46: 2723-6

Takahashi Y, Takesue Y, Nakajima K, Ichiki K, Tsuchida T, Tatsumi S, et al: Risk factors associated with the development of
thrombocytopenia in patients who received linezolid therapy. J Infect Chemother 2011; 17: 382-7

Lazzarini L, Tramarin A, Bragagnolo L, Tositti G, Manfrin V, de L F: Three-times weekly teicoplanin in the outpatient treat-
ment of acute methicillin-resistant staphylococcal osteomyelitis: a pilot study. J] Chemother 2002; 14: 71-5

Testore G P, Uccella I, Sarrecchia C, Mattei A, Impagliazzo A, Sordillo P, et al: Long-term intramuscular teicoplanin treatment
of chronic osteomyelitis due to oxacillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus in outpatients. ] Chemother 2000; 12: 412-5
Graninger W, Wenisch C, Wiesinger E, Menschik M, Karimi ], Presterl E: Experience with outpatient intravenous teicoplanin
therapy for chronic osteomyelitis. Eur J Clin Microbiol Infect Dis 1995; 14: 643-7

LeFrock J, Ristuccia A: Teicoplanin in the treatment of bone and joint infections: An open study. J Infect Chemother 1999; 5:
329

PrARDFAE, RIS, R B B WAk, EARH, b PUASE TDM 74 K94 >~ 20160 HALHSREE  2016; 64:
387477

Lew D P, Waldvogel F A: Current concepts osteomyelitis. N Engl ] Med 1997; 336: 999-1007

Raad I, Hanna H, Jiang Y, Dvorak T, Reitzel R, Chaiban G, et al: Comparative activities of daptomycin, linezolid, and tigecycline
against catheter-related methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus bacteremic isolates embedded in biofilm. Antimicrob Agents
Chemother 2007; 51: 1656-60

AEWAF, Frisats, WpHATSE, OREEILHE, KGR, BHE I, M WET FYRROBRT 2054 4 7 4 VAT 5 %
V) Foig#, BACTERIAL ADHEREN & BIOFILM 2014; 27: 27-30

Holmberg A, Thorhallsdottir V' G, Robertsson O, W-Dahl A, Stefansdottir A: 75% success rate after open debridement,
exchange of tibial insert, and antibiotics in knee prosthetic joint infections. Acta Orthop 2015; 86: 457-62

Lefebvre M, Jacqueline C, Amador G, Le Mabecque V, Miegeville A, Potel G, et al: Efficacy of daptomycin combined with
rifampicin for the treatment of experimental meticillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) acute osteomyelitis. Int J
Antimicrob Agents 2010; 36: 542-4

Moise P A, Amadio-Groton M, Rashid M, Lamp K C, Hoffman-Roberts H L, Sakoulas G, et al: Multicenter evaluation of the
clinical outcomes of daptomycin with and without concomitant S-lactams in patients with Staphylococcus aureus bacteremia
and mild to moderate renal impairment. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 2013; 57: 1192-200

Hoyo I, Martinez-Pastor J, Garcia-Ramiro S, Climent C, Brunet M, Cuesta M, et al: Decreased serum linezolid concentrations in
two patients receiving linezolid and rifampicin due to bone infections. Scand J Infect Dis 2012; 44: 548-50

Mohamed W, Sommer U, Sethi S, Domann E, Thormann U, Schiitz I, et al: Intracellular proliferation of S. aureus in osteoblasts
and effects of rifampicin and gentamicin on S. aureus intracellular proliferation and survival. Eur Cell Mater 2014; 28: 258-68

Ellington J K, Elhofy A, Bost K L, Hudson M C: Involvement of mitogen-activated protein kinase pathways in Staphylococcus

MRSA BIUEDREA 1M RS54~



72)
73)

74)

75)

76)

77)

78)

79)

30)

81)

82)

83)
84)

85)

86)

87)

83)

89)

90)

91)

92)

93)

94)

95)

96)

97)

aureus invasion of normal osteoblasts. Infect Immun 2001; 69: 5235-42

Fraunholz M, Sinha B: Intracellular Staphylococcus aureus: live-in and let die. Front Cell Infect Microbiol 2012; 2: 43

Hamza T, Dietz M, Pham D, Clovis N, Danley S, Li B: Intra-cellular Staphylococcus aureus alone causes infection in vivo. Eur
Cell Mater 2013; 25: 341-50; discussion 350

Darouiche R O, Hamill R J: Antibiotic penetration of and bactericidal activity within endothelial cells. Antimicrob Agents
Chemother 1994; 38: 1059-64

Valour F, Trouillet-Assant S, Riffard N, Tasse ], Flammier S, Rasigade ] P, et al: Antimicrobial activity against intraosteoblastic
Staphylococcus aureus. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 2015; 59: 2029-36

Koga H: High-performance liquid chromatography measurement of antimicrobial concentrations in polymorphonuclear leuko-
cytes. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 1987; 31: 1904-8

NEENA A2VEALIRVE S B2 3 2 ARkt () #ed. A, #8405 B M, 4 - BIERIYE, B 308,
1990; 118-25

Lautenschlager E P, Marshall G W, Marks K E, Schwartz J, Nelson C L: Mechanical strength of acrylic bone cements impreg-
nated with antibiotics. ] Biomed Mater Res 1976; 10: 837-45

Seldes R M, Winiarsky R, Jordan L C, Baldini T, Brause B, Zodda F, et al: Liquid gentamicin in bone cement: a laboratory study
of a potentially more cost-effective cement spacer. ] Bone Joint Surg Am 2005; 87-A: 268-72

Cerretani D, Giorgi G, Fornara P, Bocchi L, Neri L, Ceffa R, et al: The in vitro elution characteristics of vancomycin combined
with imipenem-cilastatin in acrylic bone-cements: a pharmacokinetic study. J Arthroplasty 2002; 17: 619-26

van de Belt H, Neut D, Schenk W, van Horn J R, van Der Mei H C, Busscher H J: Staphylococcus aureus biofilm formation on
different gentamicin-loaded polymethylmethacrylate bone cements. Biomaterials 2001; 22: 1607-11

WO BB, BARET, SRk MRSA EREBMIINy I~ 4 Y v ahe A Y P AR—F—Z iz WA TR
B S i 3, EEIZALRE 2000; 51: 605-9

RHGMA Y Ca—T+—2n EENY <A 2 2 paEFHER 05 g BETH 13 W, 2015 45 7 J, HREpaeisE

Fink B: Revision of late periprosthetic infections of total hip endoprostheses: pros and cons of different concepts. Int J Med Sci
2009; 6: 287-95

Garvin K L, Hanssen A D: Current concepts review: Infection after total hip arthroplasty. Past, present, and future. ] Bone
Joint Surg Am 1995; 77: 1576-88

Takahira N, Itoman M, Higashi K, Uchiyama K, Miyabe M, Naruse K: Treatment outcome of two-stage revision total hip
arthroplasty for infected hip arthroplasty using antibiotic-impregnated cement spacer. J Orthop Sci 2003; 8: 26-31

Kim Y H, Kim J S, Park ] W, Joo ] H: Cementless revision for infected total hip replacements. J] Bone Joint Surg Br 2011; 93:
19-26

Biring G S, Kostamo T, Garbuz D S, Masri B A, Duncan C P: Two-stage revision arthroplasty of the hip for infection using an
interim articulated Prostalac hip spacer: a 10- to 15-year follow-up study. ] Bone Joint Surg Br 2009; 91: 1431-7

Oussedik S I, Dodd M B, Haddad F S: Outcomes of revision total hip replacement or infection after grading according to a
standard protocol. ] Bone Joint Surg Br 2010; 92: 1222-6

Leung F, Richards C J, Garbuz D S, Masri B A, Duncan C P: Two-stage total hip arthroplasty: How often does It control meth-
icillin-resistant infection? Clin Orthop Relat Res 2010; 469: 1009-15

Murray T G, Cochran J, Klika A K, Krebs V E, Barsoum W K: Do resistant organisms affect success of two-stage reimplanta-
tion for prosthetic hip infections? Curr Orthop Pract 2011; 22: 180-4

Parvizi J, Azzam K, Ghanem E, Austin M S, Rothman R H: Periprosthetic infection due to resistant Staphylococci: Serious
problems on the horizon. Clin Orthop Relat Res 2009; 467: 1732-9

Masri B A, Duncan C P, Beauchamp C P: Long-term elution of antibiotics from bone-cement: an in vivo study using the pros-
thesis of antibiotic-loaded acrylic cement (PROSTALAC) system. J Arthroplasty 1998; 13: 331-8

Hsieh P H, Chang Y H, Chen S H, Ueng S W, Shih C H: High concentration and bioactivity of vancomycin and aztreonam eluted
from Simplex cement spacers in two-stage revision of infected hip implants: a study of 46 patients at an average follow-up of
107 days. ] Orthop Res 2006; 24: 1615-21

Fink B, Vogt S, Reinsch M, Biichner H: Sufficient release of antibiotic by a spacer 6 weeks after implantation in two-stage
revision of infected hip prostheses. Clin Orthop Relat Res 2011; 469: 3141-7

Kuo F C, Yen S H, Peng K T, Wang J] W, Lee M S: Methicillin-resistant Staphylococcal periprosthetic joint infections can be
effectively controlled by systemic and local daptomycin. BMC Infect Dis 2016; 16: 48

Hsu Y M, Liao C H, Wei Y H, Fang H W, Hou H H, Chen C C, et al: Daptomycin-loaded polymethylmethacrylate bone cement
for joint arthroplasty surgery. Artif Organs 2014; 38: 484-92

MRSA BIEDRTRA A RS

T FHNBEE B~ | DRCSHON> DTS BEH E

o
k2

(F¥

91



EHETHE) BEE - o~ | BRCSHOM> 0 DZHIEH E

SR

k2

Gy

92

93)

99)

100)

101)

102)

103)

104)

105)

106)

107)

108)

109)

110)

111)

112)

113)

114)

115)

116)

117)

118)

119)

120)

121)

122)

Patrick B N, Rivey M P, Allington D R: Acute renal failure associated with vancomycin- and tobramycin-laden cement in total
hip arthroplasty. Ann Pharmacother 2006; 40: 2037-42

Dovas S, Liakopoulos V, Papatheodorou L, Chronopoulou I, Papavasiliou V, Atmatzidis E, et al: Acute renal failure after anti-
biotic-impregnated bone cement treatment of an infected total knee arthroplasty. Clin Nephrol 2008; 69: 207-12

Mounasamy V, Fulco P, Desai P, Adelaar R, Bearman G: The successful use of vancomycin-impregnated cement beads in a
patient with vancomycin systemic toxicity: a case report with review of literature. Eur J Orthop Surg Traumatol 2013; 23
(Suppl 2): S299-302

Esterhai J L, Ruggiero V: Adult septic arthritis. In Musculoskeletal Infection, American Academy of Orthopaedic Surgeons,
Park Ridge, 1992; 409-19

Armstrong R W, Bolding F, Joseph R: Septic arthritis following arthroscopy: clinical syndromes and analysis of risk factors.
Arthroscopy 1992; 8: 213-23

Schurman D J, Hirshman H P, Nagel D A: Antibiotic penetration of synovial fluid in infected and normal knee joints. Clin
Orthop Relat Res 1978; 136: 304-10

Roy M E, Peppers M P, Whiteside L A, Lazear R M: Vancomycin concentration in synovial fluid: direct injection into the knee
vs. intravenous infusion. J Arthroplasty 2014; 29: 564-8

Lazzarini L, Novelli A, Marzano N, Timillero L, Fallani S, Viola R, et al: Regional and systemic prophylaxis with teicoplanin in
total knee arthroplasty: a tissue penetration study. J Arthroplasty 2003; 18: 342-6

Montange D, Berthier F, Leclerc G, Serre A, Jeunet L, Berard M, et al: Penetration of daptomycin into bone and synovial fluid
in joint replacement. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 2014; 58: 3991-6

Proceedings of the International Consensus Meeting on Periprosthetic Joint Infection, 2013
http://www.msis-na.org/wp-content/themes/msis-temp/pdf/ism-periprosthetic-joint-information.pdf

HAYE - BEIRIRES S W15, HARBEARESBIREIA K94 VRBAS/ 8 - BMERGREETA K4 ViRERS
- BRI REGTBE A T4 2015 BRI 2 WK, MEYLE, B, 20155 16

Spangehl M J, Younger A S, Masri B A, Duncan C P: Diagnosis of infection following total hip arthroplasty. Instr Course Lect
1998; 47: 285-95

Osmon D R, Berbari E F, Berendt A R, Lew D, Zimmerli W, Steckelberg ] M, et al: Diagnosis and management of prosthetic
joint infection: clinical practice guidelines by the Infectious Diseases Society of America. Clin Infect Dis 2013; 56: e1-25
Bingham ], Clarke H, Spangehl M, Schwartz A, Beauchamp C, Goldberg B: The Alpha Defensin-1 Biomarker Assay can be
Used to Evaluate the Potentially Infected Total Joint Arthroplasty. Clin Orthop Relat Res 2014; 472: 4006-9

Deirmengian C, Kardos K, Kilmartin P, Cameron A, Schiller K, Parvizi J: Diagnosing Periprosthetic Joint Infection: Has the Era
of the Biomarker Arrived? Clin Orthop Relat Res 2014; 472: 3254-62

Deirmengian C, Kardos K, Kilmartin P, Cameron A, Schiller K, Parvizi J: Combined Measurement of Synovial Fluid a-Defensin
and C-Reactive Protein Levels: Highly Accurate for Diagnosing Periprosthetic Joint Infection. ] Bone Joint Surg Am 2014; 96:
1439-45

Petti C A, Sanders L L, Trivette S L, Briggs J, Sexton D J: Postoperative bacteremia secondary to surgical site infection. Clin
Infect Dis 2002; 34: 305-8

Lora-Tamayo ], Murillo O, Iribarren J A, Soriano A, Sanchez-Somolinos M, Baraia-Etxaburu J M, et al: A large multicenter
study of methicillin-susceptible and methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus prosthetic joint infections managed with
implant retention. Clin Infect Dis 2013; 56: 182-94

Sukeik M, Patel S, Haddad F S: Aggressive early débridement for treatment of acutely infected cemented total hip arthro-
plasty. Clin Orthop Relat Res 2012; 470: 3164-70

Gardner ], Gioe T J, Tatman P: Can this prosthesis be saved?: implant salvage attempts in infected primary TKA. Clin Orthop
Relat Res 2011; 469: 970-6

Engesaeter L B, Dale H, Schrama J C, Hallan G, Lie S A: Surgical procedures in the treatment of 784 infected THAs reported
to the Norwegian Arthroplasty Register. Acta Orthop 2011; 82: 530-7

Choi H R, von Knoch F, Zurakowski D, Nelson S B, Malchau H: Can implant retention be recommended for treatment of
infected TKA? Clin Orthop Relat Res 2011; 469: 961-9

Van Kleunen J P, Knox D, Garino ] P, Lee G C: Irrigation and débridement and prosthesis retention for treating acute peri-
prosthetic infections. Clin Orthop Relat Res 2010; 468: 2024-8

Kilgus D J, Howe D ], Strang A: Results of periprosthetic hip and knee infections caused by resistant bacteria. Clin Orthop
Relat Res 2002; 404: 116-24

Tsang S J, Ting J, Simpson A H R W, Gaston P: Outcomes following debridement, antibiotics and implant retention in the

MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



123)

124)

125)

126)

127)

128)
129)

130)

131)

132)

133)

134)

135)

136)

137)

138)
139)

140)
141)
142)
143)
144)

145)

146)

management of periprosthetic infections of the hip: a review of cohort studies. Bone Joint J 2017; 99: 1458-66. doi: 10.1302/0301-
620X.99B11.B]J-2017-0088.R1

Bejon P, Berendt A, Atkins B L, Green N, Parry H, Masters S, et al: Two-stage revision for prosthetic joint infection: predictors
of outcome and the role of reimplantation microbiology. ] Antimicrob Chemother 2010; 65: 569-75

Brandt C M, Duffy M C, Berbari E F, Hanssen A D, Steckelberg J M, Osmon D R: Staphylococcus aureus prosthetic joint
infection treated with prosthesis removal and delayed reimplantation arthroplasty. Mayo Clin Proc 1999; 74: 553-8

Cui Q, Mihalko W M, Shields J S, Ries M, Saleh K ]J: Antibioticimpregnated cement spacers for the treatment of infection
associated with total hip or knee arthroplasty. ] Bone Joint Surg Am 2007; 89: 871-82

Hanssen A D, Rand J A, Osmon D R: Treatment of the infected total knee arthroplasty with insertion of another prosthesis.
The effect of antibiotic-impregnated bone cement. Clin Orthop Relat Res 1994; (309): 44-55

Jiranek W A, Hanssen A D, Greenwald A S: Antibiotic-loaded bone cement for infection prophylaxis in total joint replacement.
J Bone Joint Surg Am 2006; 88: 2487-500

Mabry T M, Hanssen A D: Articulating antibiotic spacers: a matter of personal preference. Orthopedics 2007; 30: 783-5
McKenna P B, O'Shea K, Masterson E L: Two-stage revision of infected hip arthroplasty using a shortened post-operative
course of antibiotics. Arch Orthop Trauma Surg 2009; 129: 489-94

Rand J A, Bryan R S: Reimplantation for the salvage of an infected total knee arthroplasty. ] Bone Joint Surg Am 1983; 65:
1081-6

Sanchez-Sotelo ], Berry D ], Hanssen A D, Cabanela M E: Midterm to long-term followup of staged reimplantation for infected
hip arthroplasty. Clin Orthop Relat Res 2009; 467: 219-24

Springer B D, Lee G C, Osmon D, Haidukewych G ], Hanssen A D, Jacofsky D J: Systemic safety of high-dose antibiotic-loaded
cement spacers after resection of an infected total knee arthroplasty. Clin Orthop Relat Res 2004; (427): 47-51

Stockley I, Mockford B J, Hoad-Reddick A, Norman P: The use of two-stage exchange arthroplasty with depot antibiotics in
the absence of long-term antibiotic therapy in infected total hip replacement. ] Bone Joint Surg Br 2008; 90: 145-8

Toulson C, Walcott-Sapp S, Hur J, Salvati E, Bostrom M, Brause B, et al: Treatment of infected total hip arthroplasty with a
2-stage reimplantation protocol: update on “our institution’s” experience from 1989 to 2003. ] Arthroplasty 2009; 24: 1051-60
van Raaij T M, Visser L E, Vulto A G, Verhaar J A: Acute renal failure after local gentamicin treatment in an infected total
knee arthroplasty. ] Arthroplasty 2002; 17: 948-50

Pagnano M W, Trousdale R T, Hanssen A D: Outcome after reinfection following reimplantation hip arthroplasty. Clin Orthop
Relat Res 1997; (338): 192-204

Westrich G H, Walcott-Sapp S, Bornstein L J, Bostrom M P, Windsor R E, Brause B D: Modern treatment of infected total knee
arthroplasty with a 2-stage reimplantation protocol. J Arthroplasty 2010; 25: 1015-21, 1021.e1-2

Senthi S, Munro J T, Pitto R P: Infection in total hip replacement: meta-analysis. Int Orthop 2011; 35: 253-60

Canner G C, Steinberg M E, Heppenstall R B, Balderston R: The infected hip after total hip arthroplasty. ] Bone Joint Surg
Am 1984; 66: 1393-9

Kantor G S, Osterkamp ] A, Dorr L D, Fischer D, Perry J, Conaty ] P: Resection arthroplasty following infected total hip
replacement arthroplasty. J Arthroplasty 1986; 1: 83-9

Grauer J D, Amstutz H C, O’'Carroll P F, Dorey F J: Resection arthroplasty of the hip. ] Bone Joint Surg Am 1989; 71: 669-78
McElwaine J P, Colville J: Excision arthroplasty for infected total hip replacements. J Bone Joint Surg Br 1984; 66: 168-71
Bittar E S, Petty W: Girdlestone arthroplasty for infected total hip arthroplasty. Clin Orthop Relat Res 1982; (170): 83-7
Falahee M H, Matthews L S, Kaufer H: Resection arthroplasty as a salvage procedure for a knee with infection after a total
arthroplasty. ] Bone Joint Surg Am 1987; 69: 1013-21

Mabry T M, Jacofsky D J, Haidukewych G ], Hanssen A D: Comparison of intramedullary nailing and external fixation knee
arthrodesis for the infected knee replacement. Clin Orthop Relat Res 2007; 464: 11-5

Rand J A, Bryan R S, Chao E Y: Failed total knee arthroplasty treated by arthrodesis of the knee using the Ace-Fischer appa-
ratus. ] Bone Joint Surg Am 1987; 69: 39-45

MRSA BEEDRRA A RS 1>

T FHNBEE B~ | DRCSHON> DTS BEH E

o
k2

(F¥

93



E xecutive summary

&lﬁ

- SRERSME, I CEREL £ ICRIE L 2 F MR PRE-ERE Y v+ > b o & £21ER L 2 BstF
FiiEE, POBRLD T —TIVREE, BMREICHERELLZEEL EICEL LRRAEED
PIRRRAE BERE, BELE) OBEICMRSA ZEEEE LT,

-

2. MEWERD D VREEZERGED S DMEREDRRE S > CSHT 3,

N EN
/A L8

— R BBRRR

3. S BREE LT VCM FH#EZEE NS (B-II),
1 BHRAKSE%#20~308& L, hEH/-V) Tl 30~60 mg/kg/BEEHZRIC, 8
~12 B & ICEEERTE (BHEEEEREDBE) %175 (M5 718 15~20 ug/mL %
HIFT B EPEE LW, BEZSHBIEEES »TlEA VY, @FH 2 BFE%E5 T
%,

&
=
Bl
n
M
R
S
A
L
2
B
iR
&
&
A
g'
th
R
£
=
EA
e
fE

4. VCMIZRFP*, $5WE STAEIFOWThD» ALV 3EA#HATIELNE
DIMEHNH B (B-Il) o

5. momiRs s LT LZD* PR A NS (B-l),
6. 2O TEIC*, DAP*#EELTHLL (C-Il)o

7. HEEOEMEEHET 5 7= 0 (ABBIAT 48 B T OBKER PR » HE &
na (A,

8. vr  MERDBAICE, Vv hOREET, KEBEEE TR ELRMICE
PFET, Yy hEBHREL TRESLV (A,

94 MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



—hilRE, FRTSE BSHERENEE—
O. pieE, WETEE SEEEEMABECHL CUEE RLF—JEEETS (A,

10. HiE=LIZ5813 MRSABEIEAICEL S (B,

Bt

1. B% 4~ BRI EBEAL Y HEHBOBE N DETH D, BHRER BEIEHEOF
METVAET %, BARERDEE CEGMRIPHNET 5 % TaBeiMing 5.

 Literature review

2 Bn

Hofn 7 ¥ o SR AT PEBEI S O R B O 1~9% % b0 B 128 X e vse DA OALMEPE
BOWE S 4 — £ 5 > ATRIEHEO AT C LA BPEBIB A O R B & LC 1 ki
1% A, 1~3 71 HT5% ARG, 471 H~5m%T 1%AK0, 6~49 % T 1% A, 50 Ll LT
5% A T > 72" —H, 2004 4F~2007 4FOAEFHAETIZ, 16 P BN RERE 1
SUTHVIREET 7% & UL D 57, 138 A LIFEEIME, BTz 2\ L
Tl S v > b 7 2% R LSBT, DR 7 — 7 VR, T
LAV HE56 L ORI 5 B A AT PERIIEJE T b 2100 SE4E MRSA 0 o 2 378
MLTETWB T, L7Aso TRk ORIBA, SR TR0 &, MRSA &5
B & LCEED BED D o

ROMBIEIEE o | BRNCSEOM> 0 S SITmH E

a B

HOHR AR IS O TR X3 O 4 F P 5 MUK B I O FFAE D 72, FEF o AP e~
DRATHHIR S I, BN H ST BT L VO THETH 5 L7z > THRSE
KR LTEMB R L=, v v MR OG- B TRE R R BRET 2050
%

HORCRIRERIEGGIE IR LT, MolMaRgyE & 220, PREORRIL, fimE - 7
YF MM EMRILERR ARSI E A LR, FORKEESAT A TR TS LA
TERVEEMDH D, VCM IZBUEENTRBERICHESO D HWE— DK TH D, Thid
Wk DOMBEEBIER DO T A K54 250 bRPREDOATAL FF54 00, 5122011 FRESRh
72KREDOPLMRSA FEDH A KT 4 VO THEBPSEE L THEIN TV 275, ZEBIOfE
REEEA S TH Y, P L THIRMEBIT TSRV S TlE v BREEOER AL L
TV 720MIBSHFTE TR WIERID % Bk Tld VEM @1Z 412 LZD (1 [ 600 mg
x2Wl/H, MEEETZER0) 2 ST A# (115 mg/kg, 8~12WMITE/H, Mk
WE72IER), HAHWIiE VEM IZRFP (600 mgx 1 [H/H, 7213 300~450 mg x 2 [a]/

MRSA BEEDREH A RS 95



EBNRERE . | BRCEHOM> 0 T SIWH E

96

H) offtHbHERIhTnE"Y,

PR B ORERBATIE I EA ONRIENE - 70 & - ARG, HEORIEDOEG N TRL
%o VCM OBEHBAITIEIHE A 2R L Th R WS Wi 1%, filkkzi LT
WABEITKI5% & Z LAY NTIFIAE 21T - T A B3 <, RS-
15 mg/kg D%, 50~60 mg/kg/ H DOFFe 5 B 48% AT L 72 L DT H 5,
72V EE AR R E 7T B VEM 1 g % 60 437203 TRl L7- 2 OB MBI B EZ HET L7z D
DOTIE, BEEO VCM O it (Cow) 1321203 pg/mL THHEHF D Cowe D 4.7%, 15E
FRE 2P0 1 4.4 R CRET A D O W IR NI R 2 e i g —2k, 0~12
e OB PR B MR IR (AUC) 13 16.33+3.3 ug + hr/mL TIi4EH AUC @ 126% &
I B P D 3 & 72 IRTE CUERERIRIE G- T8 KD % Lk RXRTW B X H 1T, &
FEDRERE, #5512 X o T VCM OB HIZ R %2 5. VCM IZHER R 0%t L h MIC
D ECTomHE2 R 35 2 EDHETH S, MRSA Rl RZOFHEMNRIEE LT, A
TIEHERKE (7L T7F=0 210752 Z270~100 mL/43) Thiudiii VCM b J 7 i
ZHERET A 7290121 H 45~60 mg/kg DEHEDHERE SN, €L TMICL2ug/mL Thih
7 713 15~20 pg/mL OEZEVEAVRIZE TV 5", 86 Bl MRSA #illE % % it
L7512 & % &, MRSA BB O MIER ISR T T RIF2HERIPHE SN TV 5,
WHOBGETHROZ LG, BHERBRGZERE LTS Jwvwds, BHEIEER
O VEDND 5 #FEFIREGTHo RO LeWEEIE, VCM 10~20 mg/H OfiFEZR W L
BN G TN Z L H 57,

LZD OREHAATHRIIAFI 70%, LZD & JAEEG-HO b 7 7 G Bif/m4E>1 LEhTw
21 AR R AN RS B g £ 7N E R & FEhE L 72 5 B LZD % 1 191 600 mg
1 H2M, 1K/ TG LRI b 7 7 8% 054~5.3 ug/mL, BEGHEH b
7 7L 146~70 ug/mL T, MEFREOFE 165 TH-72L D|EVH S, &5
(2 Z O MBI M O @ P IE AL T 2 @2 H 5 6 HHUBEOK R TH > 720 Van-
comycin-resistant Enterococcus faecium il 9312 LZD 600 mg x 2 0]/ H 6 5 L 72
R DI 7 O NI HEM T OWEE 2 W L 72028 T, 4 H O Y — 27 B XU 7 71l
FMiEcENFN 1145, 014 ug/mL, #EETENEN 319, 239 ug/mL TH VY, LZD #
519 HHOIME B L OH b 7 7HIZ T2 153, 298 ug/mL % 8@, Rl PiRE X
MIEHEREAMET L CH MRS Tz, BRIRINIZH 17 B> MRSA #2835 % LZD
O R Z 0 A R FEDT 88% 1278 H 1L, MRSA #5815 #Z LZD 13 VCM OfERSEIC
%) Z5ELTWLHEND LY, TDIEH MRSA % & HREBHIT VCM 74 ERidx 5-5°
WA T o 72FEFNIH L LZD ISE B R AEBRE 2 #7272 &, VCM I LZD 3 7#
YEEICEN TV ARG L CH Y, LZD 1 MRSA B/ OR#EINIE L 20 ) 2 7%,

DAP IZZAIMTEDITZ L A EDOIFENES S A BYERIN L TR 24 L, IRERF
PEZERIREDIE SN L. L LAY 87 a3 asm < (90%) Bt izfin
EEZ LN, PIRMRIEGIEICIMFETE RV EEDN TV, £ VI Ea—T =241

MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



£5E, HVIZBWT, DAP 10 mg/kg % iR N 5-1% 2 RIS EREN L 72 I B i .S P
HEHIEFEO N o7z 7HFIZDAP 10 mg/kg # 1 H 115 HEEIRABES L 74
F, DAP ORESEA~OBITIZME FIRE D 5% K & VCM & DV Kho7ze 2 F3) ¥
&2 7 N 7 BRIE methicillin-susceptible Staphylococcus aureus (MSSA) R RHENE %€
7V Cld DAP 15 mg/kg O HinIREERIR P G- SAEPEREI T 5%, FESCREPEREN T 2% D #l
AT % 8%, MSSA B4 TIE VCM L D ER TV D L) #isnd 27, AMEE AW
72 DAP O3 EHRE TIL, AR A2 KSR 58 72 LI B3 6 6112 DAP 10 mg/
kg O WA G- OFYRaE L, PR AUC IZIIE o AUC @ 08% & 3% L <ARHT
Holzh, T YNNI HARTHIET UL, 115% OMBBITENEDS5NE L LTw5EY,
— SRR 4~6 mg/kg/H £ D %\ 9 mg/kg/ H OFRFHIRIE G- TILH D 5% DBITHE%Z R
DTWEHE S B 5, MRSA FAHRRIESSEICK L DAP A%561 (6 mg/kg/H) Dt
PEMENTETWED, % IZRFP X LZD 2% G- S Tw A2 ¥, DAP ZIEER
PN ETER 2 B9 72012, FiKNORIEZ I Z & 2 — D % BT % W HEVEATRH X
NTBY, MWAENENR LiREEL: 7> a v O D 577,

TEIC 3 AR v EEW BRI BIFTH 5 A%, MRSA HHAEEIEYEC TEIC A

BRI TH o 728E51E, 6510 MRSA #4112 TEIC @ 400~800 mg/ H D REH IR % 5- 0
ATHREDVD 572 L OMET DN E DD TH v, FEEME R MRSA % T VCM &
TEIC % i L 728 Tid VCM 20 mg/kg 12 B & & ¥ 5.8 & TEIC 6 mg/kg 12 B &
ERGRECRSOBETHENERTH o 2 L OWMEDR, TLAMETH Vv~ M
fi 4 3 61T TEIC 12 mg/kg % Fifeiflkix 5- L 10% OBATEZ RO 72 L OWMEY D H %,
L2 L Stahl 5% 7 % O MRSA A PRI R E 7 % CRR P IR EE 2 58 L7225,
1 H 119400 mg @ piiEde5-7 2 1 IS 0.3 ug/mL #8825 Z L3 % d > 72, IV
Fi#12 TEIC 2 & &5 L MENEG- 2175 72 7 BlOME TlE, TEIC OfE RS- T
ERERANOBITIZIZ L L, WMENEGDIEIIDNLDERNTH 72 LBRT0EY, —Hk1
IZ TEIC ORI Z L wEE L 5N 57,

ABK IIMIRAMEAME S, £+ MELR TV 2 IO TBEPKE G TSI 72012
BIEBATIIA R CTH 50 F2RIEH D70 2R IR, MOESE C IOl s P A %)
BERGLIZLIINBETHLEEZONDLY, TEF Y AIFZ L LY, ABK O HiHEIRE
LB (10 mg/H) 12X DA MRSA BEEEDHHRENSRY L7z L OWMEPETNICH S
BETH LY,

RFP 13, B T i B P ASE G & T e WIKAMRE 3 7 4412 REP 600 mg % i
DRI IS L7286, BEHET 057~1.24 ug/mL DIENE % 8%, IMLiFE I3 5 8o AUC 12
HoE, W 22%DOREHHRERDED SN2, RFP KO EBMEIIRIFTH LD
T, VCM IZ RFP ¥ 53 256055 5o FR2Y ¥ v MERBNIFHE W 2 Wik
YA 5, LH L RFP & VCM 12 in vitro Tld MRSA 128} LT 2 —#12 L LR BME
Mz RBOT% AP EEHTH Y, VCM - RFP OB HEBIZ LT L S VCM Hipkdk

MRSA BEEDRRA A RS 1>

ROMBIEIEE o | BRNCSEOM> 0 S SITmH E

97



EBNRERE . | BRCEHOM> 0 T SIWH E

98

HEXDERTWEEW) IR L, 72D LZD, DAP L OfFHICBE L Td +o% 7 —
AW, ST &4l TMP T 13~53%, SMX T 17~63% & BEAITAE W & 23
LNTWVBY, MRSA HHAREYZ VCM & ST A#]%° RFP O HEIE S Y, VCM
B DB &) Bl D B 525, SEBIEAD % < AR A R TRERICZ LW,

MRSA HilE 9¢ D 58 72 BB NI S 2 Tid e v £ 3B OEELZ LH L Tw B
DB BT, 2011 FFITHEENTIDSA A F 54 Y OTIRRER 2 B ERE T R& L
LTW5, W EE 7 Ny skEERRE LTI, B comEILIZ TS 1 EETH 5,
BRI IR R 2T IRBIC XV R L 2,

v MEREOYEIE, Y v PORBELIUNE FLF =V OREIERICEETDH
%70 Ty v N OB R LSRR R LD RIT I RETH L, Y v b
DRI ) EHWHEHEIENTH D, 86 B> MRSA Bl 5 DAEBIENT OFEE, st
BEFMiR TIE TN ZOHEEDFHERDOE L WEEFHII OB D> T 57,

REHNNFLETE DV — b DD EHER, BHHEGORTHENZ LB EIIEIMEN/
BEE NP 55 % BT a0 5. VCM 121 H 5~20 mg, #% 10~20 mg, TEIC i 1
H 5~40 mg (48~72 W] & 12 5~10 mg OHHi5H V), DAP X 24~T2 KEf] & 12 5~
10 mg, ABKZ1 H 10 mg T 55", FREHNND VCM O 5-D3L DD H R 70 ih
TH5HEDWEND LA, VCM % & odt MRSA SN N/ BRI 51 - %5
FEREEVEICHE L TofiHdi v,

RIS DIERET PR SRS X 2L 2 3 e L, IR O MRAVEHY K L o — Vit & 8
JSAZHE > THE S %0 BEEEE 25 cm DLEO K E 2 ESHE CT 7213 MRI 74 K FICEM
IR L F =, BRCHBT 2, FLF—TIF, A% L RRR R R E LT Bk %
#2522 CTHHEMATH 5. BENNOTWEEOBITIHE O T, PREORIR, = - H
FEICHT B E 20, MHEERERICHE L 5, D TUILTEER30~60% & Vb Twiz
A%, LTI L B F LT — VOB I D 10%H IS LT3, Jun#
DY) PG MEIEAHTH 5o W B IEZ DD VSIS HE & R E2 i <720
A% L 4~ HB DB UE L O DH % 25, IDSADHA KT 4 »Tld4~6
W OG- 2 HEFE L T o PUREBEEEAIEIROUEE & CT/MRI WP A3 5 £
TIHB BT %o RN OIEFER & 72 2 YAl % B2 3 % 720 O FHI & G5 % [y
AT ) LB D B

MR B IR I AR R - AR B BUECTH Do FINCBIIL, WRERB LRV E
BIEM & 72 o W) T ARV RN 2 BRAE L C H B ERIIH 10% 12589 5% CT/MRI T
DB GIRANTZWN R T, BWiRL L HICERONEI FLF—Y (BEZZR W LEEK
ZRH) & EYIRONBH B S NS F L F — V2 X o TR 72RO R BRI koW
PREED AR TH 5. MWEHEEO BB OBIE L IEEZWRTT 52 L12h b, PLHHED
IR & e 510 - BT PERIIE I U 5%, iX CT/MRI CTHRIEZ TR e WV &9 hoe ]
NS %o B AR & D SHEMU EOEREN TP S,

MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



?%ﬁﬁT%%uihfﬁ%%ﬁ,ﬂﬁﬁ&&%@&ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%EuWK%ﬁb5
% 720 |2 %@FVT~§%W5ﬁE%tﬁ%%%Kﬁ%%&%ﬁ%%k&éﬁ%
T@%OL#LEEMM&k SX B RPN LD PRSI O A TR LR S
T&TWh, —kW, HFEMRGFNBEREO 2/3 138 BT FYEKE T, MRSA O
BEEo T, ?E%%@i%?}i‘k?x—tﬂi MR CHE T S, BED LD 3

BHE, FHRZ S T WL E ORISR G- DS E L b Tn 55,
éﬁ%%&u&%ﬁ<@ﬁﬁﬁ,Mﬂﬁ@%%y,@%%ﬁ%%:&—?&éﬁﬁéo

5 | F 3R

—

)
2)

3)

4)

5)

6)
7)

8)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

MR PERERE R I A BT 4 APRTH S MR EZHR AT A N4 > 2014, FILE, Wul, 2014

Sakata H, Sato Y, Nonoyama M, Haruta T, Ouchi K, Yamaguchi S, et al: Results of a multicenter survey of diagnosis and treat-
ment for bacterial meningitis in Japan. J Infect Chemother 2010; 16: 396-406

Pintado V, Meseguer M A, Forttn J, et al: Clinical study of 44 cases of Staphylococcus aureus meningitis. Eur J Clin Microbiol
Infect Dis 2002; 21: 864-8

Aguilar J, Urday-Cornejo V, Donabedian S, Perri M, Tibbetts R, Zervos M: Staphylococcus aureus meningitis: case series and
literature review. Medicine (Baltimore) 2010; 89: 117-25

Federico G, Tumbarello M, Spanu T, Rosell R, Tacoangeli M, Scerrati M, et al: Risk factors and prognostic indicators of bacterial
meningitis in a cohort of 3580 postneurosurgical patients. Scand J Infect Dis 2001; 33: 533-7

van de Beek D, Drake J M, Tunkel A R: Nosocomial bacterial meningitis. N Engl ] Med 2010; 362: 146-54

Pintado V, Pazos R, Jiménez-Mejias M E, Rodriguez-Guardado A, Gil A, Garcia-Lechuz J M, et al: Methicillin-resistant Staphy-
lococcus aureus meningitis in adults: a multicenter study of 86 cases. Medicine (Baltimore) 2012; 91: 10-7

Tunkel A R, Hartman B J, Kaplan S L, Kaufman B A, Roos K L, Scheld W M, et al: Practice guidelines for the management of
bacterial meningitis. Clin Infect Dis 2004; 39: 1267-84

Chaudhuri A, Martinez-Martin P, Kennedy P G, Andrew Seaton R, Portegies P, Bojar M, et al; EFNS Task Force: EFNS guide-
line on the management of community-acquired bacterial meningitis: report of an EFNS Task Force on acute bacterial men-
ingitis in older children and adults. Eur J Neurol 2008; 15: 649-59

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

Pfausler B, Spiss H, Beer R, Kampl A, Engelhardt K, Schober M, et al: Treatment of staphylococcal ventriculitis associated with
external cerebrospinal fluid drains: a prospective randomized trial of intravenous compared with intraventricular vancomycin
therapy. ] Neurosurg 2003; 98: 1040-4

Jorgenson L, Reiter P D, Freeman J E, Winston K R, Fish D, McBride L A, et al: Vancomycin disposition and penetration into
ventricular fluid of the central nervous system following intravenous therapy in patients with cerebrospinal devices. Pediatr
Neurosurg 2007; 43: 449-55

Wang Q, Shi Z, Wang J, Shi G, Wang S, Zhou J: Postoperatively administered vancomycin reaches therapeutic concentration
in the cerebral spinal fluid of neurosurgical patients. Surg Neurol 2008; 69: 126-9

Albanése J, Léone M, Bruguerolle B, Ayem M L, Lacarelle B, Martin C: Cerebrospinal fluid penetration and pharmacokinetics
of vancomycin administered by continuous infusion to mechanically ventilated patients in an intensive care unit. Antimicrob
Agents Chemother 2000; 44: 1356-8

FEW M, RERZ, W EES, HOREURHS, RRERERE, A R RNV <A Y ofiT DM IRMEF I BT
Lte RFDH WA 1993; 164: 9156

Huang W C, Lee C H, Liu J W: Clinical characteristics and risk factors for mortality in patients with meningitis caused by
Staphylococcus aureus and vancomycin minimal inhibitory concentrations against these isolates. J Microbiol Immunol Infect
2010; 43: 470-7

PRBEFIW, KHEM, Mk, EARA, dessl - Ny a~< A ¥ VEREREDRY) L 72 MRSA #E %@ 1 3£, Brain Nerve
2011: 63: 417-21

MRSA BEEDRRA A RS 1>

B .o | BREEOM> 0 DS S|l E

IR RS

~
k2

99



BIHHE .© | DRSS OM> 0 T S E

N
G

100

18)

19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

31)
32)

33)

34)

35)

36)

37)

38)

39)

40)

41)

42)
43)

Myrianthefs P, Markantonis S L, Vlachos K, Anagnostaki M, Boutzouka E, Panidis D, et al: Serum and cerebrospinal fluid
concentrations of linezolid in neurosurgical patients. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 2006; 50: 3971-6

Beer R, Engelhardt K W, Pfausler B, Broessner G, Helbok R, Lackner P, et al: Pharmacokinetics of intravenous linezolid in
cerebrospinal fluid and plasma in neurointensive care patients with staphylococcal ventriculitis associated with external ven-
tricular drains. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 2007; 51: 379-82

Nagashima G, Okamoto N, Okuda M, Nakashima K, Noda M, Itokawa H, et al: Effect of linezolid against postneurosurgical
meningitis caused by methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus epidermidis: case report. ] Infect Chemother 2008; 14: 147-50

Villani P, Regazzi M B, Marubbi F, Viale P, Pagani L, Cristini F, et al: Cerebrospinal fluid linezolid concentrations in postneu-
rosurgical central nervous system infections. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 2002; 46: 936-7

Shaikh Z H, Peloquin C A, Ericsson C D: Successful treatment of vancomycin-resistant Enterococcus faecium meningitis with
linezolid: case report and literature review. Scand J Infect Dis 2001; 33: 375-9

Sipahi O R, Bardak S, Turhan T, Arda B, Pullukcu H, Ruksen M, et al: Linezolid in the treatment of methicillin-resistant staph-
ylococcal post-neurosurgical meningitis: a series of 17 cases. Scand ] Infect Dis 2011; 43: 757-64

Sabbatani S, Manfredi R, Frank G, Chiodo F: Linezolid in the treatment of severe central nervous system infections resistant
to recommended antimicrobial compounds. Infez Med 2005; 13: 112-9

Ntziora F, Falagas M E: Linezolid for the treatment of patients with central nervous system infection. Ann Pharmacother 2007;
41: 296-308

Saito N, Aoki K, Sakurai T, Ito K, Hayashi M, Hirata Y, et al: Linezolid treatment for intracranial abscesses caused by methi-
cillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus—two case reports. Neurol Med Chir (Tokyo) 2010; 50: 515-7

Gerber P, Stucki A, Acosta F, Cottagnoud M, Cottagnoud P: Daptomycin is more efficacious than vancomycin against a meth-
icillin-susceptible Staphylococcus aureus in experimental meningitis. Antimicrob Chemother 2006; 57: 720-3

Kullar R, Chin J N, Edwards D J, Parker D, Coplin W M, Rybak M J: Pharmacokinetics of single-dose daptomycin in patients
with suspected or confirmed neurological infections. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 2011; 55: 3505-9

Riser M S, Bland C M, Rudisill C N, Bookstaver P B: Cerebrospinal fluid penetration of high-dose daptomycin in suspected
Staphylococcus aureus meningitis. Ann Pharmacother 2010; 44: 1832-5

Lee D H, Palermo B, Chowdhury M: Successful treatment of methicillin-resistant staphylococcus aureus meningitis with dapto-
mycin. Clin Infect Dis 2008; 47: 588-90

Burdette S D: Daptomycin for methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus infections of the spine. Spine J 2009; 9: €5-8

Kelesidis T, Humphries R, Ward K, Lewinski M A, Yang O O: Combination therapy with daptomycin, linezolid, and rifampin
as treatment option for MRSA meningitis and bacteremia. Diagn Microbiol Infect Dis 2011; 71: 286-90

Taglietti F, Campanile F, Capone A, Di Caro A, Grilli E, Stazi G, et al: Daptomycin efficacy in the central nervous system of a
patient with disseminated methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus infection: a case report. ] Med Case Rep 2012; 6: 264
Brouwer M C, Tunkel A R, van de Beek D: Epidemiology, diagnosis, and antimicrobial treatment of acute bacterial meningitis.
Clin Microbiol Rev 2010; 23: 467-92

Liechti F D, Grandgirard D, Leib S L: Bacterial meningitis: insights into pathogenesis and evaluation of new treatment options:
a perspective from experimental studies. Future Microbiol 2015; 10: 1195-213

Nau R, Djukic M, Spreer A, Ribes S, Eiffert H: Bacterial meningitis: an update of new treatment options. Expert Rev Anti Infect
Ther 2015; 13: 1401-23

Arda B, Yamazhan T, Sipahi O R, Islekel S, Buke C, Ulusoy S: Meningitis due to methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus
(MRSA): review of 10 cases. Int J] Antimicrob Agents 2005; 25: 414-8

Sipahi O R, Arda B, Yurtseven T, Sipahi H, Ozgiray E, Suntur B M, et al: Vancomycin versus teicoplanin in the therapy of
experimental methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) meningitis. Int ] Antimicrob Agents 2005; 26: 412-5

Jourdan C, Convert J, Peloux A, Boussaid O, Grando ], Tigaud S: [Adequate intrathecal diffusion of teicoplanin after failure of
vancomycin, administered in continuous infusion in three cases of shunt associated meningitis]. Pathol Biol (Paris) 1996; 44:
389-92

Stahl J P, Croize J, Wolff M, Garaud ] J, Leclercq P, Vachon F, et al: Poor penetration of teicoplanin into cerebrospinal fluid in
patients with bacterial meningitis. ] Antimicrob Chemother 1987; 20: 141-2

Cruciani M, Navarra A, Di Perri G, Andreoni M, Danzi M C, Concia E, et al: Evaluation of intraventricular teicoplanin for the
treatment of neurosurgical shunt infections. Clin Infect Dis 1992; 15: 285-9

Wilson A P: Clinical pharmacokinetics of teicoplanin. Clin Pharmacokinet 2000; 39: 167-83

Norrby R: A review of the penetration of antibiotics into CSF and its clinical significance. Scand ] Infect Dis Suppl 1978; (14):
296-309

MRSA BIUEDREA 1 RS>



44)

45)

46)

47)

48)
49)

50)

51)

52)

53)
54)

BERE ], #RHE R, REEZ, S\E M 272 Ytk a T Py ke (MRSA) X B HIELICH T T VRS T v
(ABK) iy, Iy & &4 1993; 6: 214

Fujita T, Kayama T, Sato I, Fukai H, Sobue H, Nakai O: MRSA meningitis and intrathecal injection of arbekacin. Surg Neurol
1997; 48: 69

Nau R, Prange H W, Menck S, Kolenda H, Visser K, Seydel J K: Penetration of rifampicin into the cerebrospinal fluid of adults
with uninflamed meninges. ] Antimicrob Chemother 1992; 29: 719-24

Perlroth J, Kuo M, Tan J, Bayer A S, Miller L G: Adjunctive use of rifampin for the treatment of Staphylococcus aureus infections:
a systematic review of the literature. Arch Intern Med 2008; 168: 805-19

Forrest G N, Tamura K: Rifampin combination therapy for nonmycobacterial infections. Clin Microbiol Rev 2010; 23: 14-34
Erritouni M, Ktaich N, Rahal ] ], Figueroa D, Nieto J, Urban C, et al: Use of daptomycin for the treatment of methicillin-resis-
tant coagulase-negative staphylococcal ventriculitis. Case Report Med 2012; 2012: 593578

Cavusoglu H, Kaya R A, Tiurkmenoglu O N, Colak I, Aydin Y: Brain abscess: analysis of results in a series of 51 patients with
a combined surgical and medical approach during an 11-year period. Neurosurg Focus 2008; 24: E9

Nathoo N, Nadvi S S, Narotam P K, van Dellen J R: Brain abscess: management and outcome analysis of a computed tomog-
raphy era experience with 973 patients. World Neurosurg 2011; 75: 716-26

Kastenbauer S: Infectious intracranial mass lesions. In Noseworthy ] H (ed.), Neurological Therapeutics. Principles and Prac-
tice. 2" ed., Informa Healthcare, Oxon, 2006; 981-94

Darouiche R O: Spinal epidural abcess. N Engl ] Med 2006; 355: 2012-20

Avilucea F R, Patel A A: Epidural infection: Is it really an abscess? Surg Neurol Int 2012; 3 (Suppl 5): S370-6

MRSA BEEDRRA A RS 1>

B .o | BREEOM> 0 DS S|l E

IR RS

~
k2

101



<

. MRSA (C & B3TERMRIERLEE L, FRD» 5 MRSA # 10* CFU/mL LIt (BEEZ)
NEEI N, X512, HRB, TIESE REBICERT2HEMAEEDERE, #RF-
IIREEDEBICL ZBROEFEICL)EZH I N 3,

2. MRSA I, RERICRAEE4#3| 2RI T LI LREBITEELEY, REBAT—TIH
BEINTWENTE LD, WhiDd, EHMRIBREEODRRFE L) 23,
BAMRERBRLAEORERE LD EIEEHLHTENTHS B,

EONBEEE 5 | BRECSSHEOMD> 0 0 TSI

7
=

NV XN

{m |

3. MRSA REREZE IC3 T 54 MRSA SABEOEEMEICET 3+ n i ld T h
TuiEL (B-ID o

4. EEEEEERICKE, EElE L THMRSAZEICL ZABIRETSHS (B,

5. MRSA VEFEEMMERTH, RRHIT—TIVEER, &L I, HEBCENSE
BRERET BRIEEMEN H B (B-ll),

6. REAT—TILEE, bL<, RBIASHPOEBEESIGFELTHY, BEDNE
HMTMRSAPRFHLSNEINBIBE, BESVEHIES D, BRATIVENF H3
(B-II) o

T . BEISLEL MRSA RIRBAEICHT 25— RIREIE, VCM 1 g (15~20 mg/kg),
1B 2@EBEPHESI DY BI), ZDOMOH MRSAZE (TEIC, ABK, LZD,

DAP) H WSS (B-ll),

8. MRSA REEEBAMEA DTS A MRSA - £ 2 8K%EIC, BEMY & 3BOMEE
CEFELCAEEETSEA655 B,
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9. Ri&H 7 — 7 NEERED MRSA REBAE CARP LELISE, RBHT -7V %
S L TH BB & 5RREHD S (B,

ZDfth
10. Er» o958 a s MRSA Ii, EEEERLOBERELY 55 (A,

11. MRSA RBEBAECREAEEN 558, HMEANEERT 88753 (B,

 Literature review
[FU®IC

BEPRE9IZ1E, MRSA Z BNH &9 5 5882 1) IREFIESUEZ R 2 2 L0 2 L b
NBW, TDE) RUWERHIMIEE ZIZFEEEDBERONDL, L7 > T, BEPLEE
HIWT L7236 1218, $TMRSA HE2G-9 2R7ED, WO MRSA # & & O PR
Fo [EEE] IDRBEIIEIZZ IR TV RWZ & 2Hlo TB L LEDPDH 5,

RONBESE o | BRECSSEOM> 0 0 S SITwH E

i)

PREBIEGSE DO FBWNE, BIRITHE, MEROAE, REEGGE IR EROG B &
PHHRIEND, LAL, MRSADIR2O5HSI NG L) 2EA T, 3 TITMobiRSE
WX BHBEDRHATL TUTON TV B 2 EDS v, L7255 T, —M%0 7 IR IELE O 58 3%
WIEZTLILTEES VWAL L0 TH b, — NI, JEREEIREREGE L,
R SRR A 10° CFU/mL L E (FEWE) 7s#Esh, 2612, JR%E, T, R
BRI T 238847 etk E, S E 73R BB T REE 2 X A IRIROFEI LD B
SN bV, MRSA ZHRE &3 ZIEBEMEREIEGGE D, COBRIL VARSI NS,
72720, BRBIY T, sl L7912, TOL)LHMELRERICHTEITESL VWS
%, TS LEL RS,

MRSA 1Z, REIIRERZDI SR T L) ZEEIFIELY, REED T — T VA
BEINTWDEXI)%, wbhwWwd, BHMERIBEISEDENE E %0 2 505, HHPERERK
FIEDFNW L 52 LIZEDLDOTENTDH S, F72, HMMEIREEIEGUEIC BT 2 R
%95 MRSA OJEEETIEH S o T, ©oF 1), 2PN L 2L
TBBEORPLFEREE LT, L, EREDO—> L LTMRSA 25 S 72561
X, Iv¥3Ix—YareEZTCTHRT 50, REOEBEREZ/EET 2LESD 5,

SERE VR IR MRS 1E, HHTE L CPi MRSA 3812 X 2B HBIIAETH 5o BIE BEE IR
Y, EEEMEME IR (asymptomatic bacteriuria ;s ABU) & IZIZMFH L EZ SN LA,
PREGIEGSE DIERDTFE 5 72 W IZd b S THIRIR ORI SN2 KEE2 S5 o MIER

J
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PERIR IR 1, MR IR OFEEEAY 10° cfu/mL L& S, 10 A Ok TIRIEEE A 80 % F1E
ThhZ end, FHIE LT2RPLETHRIEI NS L LTw5Y, MG MM R 5
T OGO, M & REEDOIE & FAli 2 T35 5 T EDEFHDOATH %, Ml TH
I, MEGE TR E W28, 15~45% DR CHET RN #EITL, 3510, BEE
RIFREOEHRELZ FD L L EINTWEY F/z, WWREHEHECIX, MraroOMEIR, 12
Z D5 HEW AT MRSA Tdh - 7254 X FMTBNRGHE O FIESH LD < 5 5 L " S
TWbo L72Ao T, il & IREEALE - FARFEATHIOREGIDSA 7 ) —= 2 T OHIS & %2 5o
=

MRSA JR B BEGE X9 5 5t MRSA 3G O ERIR KN RN 5 T4 2 aHillid T b T
W\ FP0MRSA BEDOREEIEGHEIZN T 5 T v ¥ MMEHLBGABR b R & %23 b TbhiTw
AR

MRSA OSBRI &G (IE B R) Tk, R 7—70 (3 LIE, AT
) RERE b LI, HERICEMEETLEREBIET 2 WMELSH 5%, L3> T,
WSO FRiteh2EZERTRXETH L, THICEHE S N2 PRt G-I S Tw i
Vo

REgHT—70 (LIE, A7) ®ilE, b LIS, RET S 2 0 JEaER B Ar
ELTBY, BEOWHTMRSA DIRF2 08 SN D56, €0 X9 2RI LT
MRSA 32 X BEHEBVLEI B D%, Mt T 5UE D H L, 2F D, MRSA ZHKE L 3
B FEMGEVE R B IR GIE 72 D 2>, BIEGEVER R EG (BIEEMEMEIR) Zod, Hikbar sy
IA =T aryhOPEREEIZHITTRETH S, BIEGEEREEG: (BEEMEMRER) (2
X LCUE, ZOEFRIS 2 BB L, %% 2P0 MRSA 3452 L Tid R 672\,

MRSA JREEEGERE XS 5 @) 2 L MRSA EHFRO LT 2 AI Wb IF 7208, ek
2O OREERN, 0, HMEMA S DOELIZL D, HH AT MRSA JREEIEGSRE 5
FAHHE BRI L LTIX, VCM 1 g (15~20 mg/kg), 1 H 2 #5243 X N b, MRSA
PREGIEGE 09 % 85 8 IRFE X, VCM DAAOPLMRSA HTH %, b AT, KPLMRSA
SEORFPEIFRIE, VCM O 1 g P65 24 BEf#£12 85%, TEIC @ 2~8 mg/kg $£5- 96 K
%12 46~54%, 200 mg @ ABK $%5- 24 B[] 1% T 80%, 600 mg @ LZD #%5- 24 WFfi#£12
RZALAR L LT 30~40% (fC#13 50%), DAP @ 12 mg/kg %5 48 B % TIZ 734%
Eh (BTN THESE), VCM & ABK OFFREEICIIEEZET 5,

MRSA JR B &G~ O Th R BIAG R 15T T MRSA $62 6 5- L, K VERE R AT & %>
275 T THRE R, Z0%, EZWND HBEIOPREICEE L CiERE BT 256
H5bo BHEIIE, BHEEIREEIERGGE I3 2N 2GR UM CEE T 5 &, HEHHN
MRSA DO 5-BIED O IEZ D & 2 RPN HEIE T L 722 O P8 T 14 H MR %
BTH D,

PREE 71 7 — 7OV REEAREE D MRSA JRESIERGE TR UL LY 6, YU EEROA Rk
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2RO L 72O, MOWRFER, REEA T —T IV EIGR L THh LR ERS 217972 &8
ARSI ND. REEHNT—T V2L THLOHEHRIE, Kz Lawa s ) SllERO
WA, R TOMBE ORI, PR EBE T 5

MRSA JREFEGE T A 7 — 7 IVHZED SO 7RI H HFIZIE, KEF, b LK
REDIREEL %%, LT, HENEDZHMZ EA2 5 MR IR A IORIE A 2 %8 TN
WBRAL, WIENEERET 2560855, 0 X9 IREEHAZEZ S IR EGHE T
1, PUMRSA PG L FIRIZ, REZRED FLF— T b HELRMWIINTH 5o R
EDRER SNV E T TOHMRSA FBHIL, KEEHEPBETHONIHRTH 556
2\, MZEOREEIZ X 5 Tid, Bt MRSA FEBBOARMEA 2 DI L W RETED & o

MRSA 12 & % MERE PR BRI (BERRIERTRAR) 10§ 2 e LTI, M3 h7e
B3 o MRV R EEEG (BEBMEAIRIR) (O LT, IR 513 A %)
PN L SNTEBY, @ L FROPIEILAREDPZ LR EER HN b,

MRSA JREFBEGSE T, REEDH T — TV, IREEOIEFRE, IREENR 2 &P, 205
FEWCB G %0 LT, TNOHORTZMY RS LS, ROBEULMNISTH %o K
B D FMAZIZIRA S MRSA 23708 S N7 EBITIE, FRTORBEE T IZIGEHRTD
MRSA 25HE L TV ZEATREINTW DY, 2F ), JREE EEOIERILE & 12 MRSA
DRSS EEROND, RGoBMENPOER D E, KEEA T — T VRIREE D IETERR
BEERT Z2WIRITIE, N4 74 VAOBSYH 5D, PLMRSA EHGI2X o> THea
WCRET A EIINEETHLLEZRA BN D,

RONBESE o | BRECSSEOM> 0 0 S SITwH E

Z Dfth

PR 5 58S B MRSA 1L, WP DIER & % b0 L72h o T, st 2 Mehe g 1 7
b, BRGETHi2E—ICER b, BEIEZHMERIRICETATNE I LR
2z, WMOPYPWANTERET S L ERBWICTFRVEZT 5 X9 IIRET 5, EHERE
X, REEA T —T VORI K\, IROBEZE, 7 EAERISERT A2 L, $72, MRSA 28
STHESN TR ZEEZFHHML TV RETHD, DHbHA, TERERYEHON T —F NV
P BBREEMRFT 5, FLT, WBRAY v 7~ADH LK, FRALE D7D OB HRE
o ELB L IN T BT o

F 72, BREPBPES % 21E DAP, VCM, TEIC, LZD & & Hic, iR s g
ST % MINO & DHtH b ERET %,

1) BATE, &iE B WEH O ZE 6 RIS, w2 RSS2 BIRRBERO o0 A K54 v
(% 100 HAB#EESEE 2009; 57: 511-25

2) AT, BOR—, RINE, @6 0 M G Rt R EYE RN O SRR ST 2 K . FALE
455 2010; 58: 466-32
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E xecutive summary

-

2.

3.

4.

NEN
/A

5.

6.

7.

8.

I&lﬁ
WRELDERDOE, RATHALNBIEEDEZHEICOWVWTIE, ADZEEDE
HICET B,

#F4EIR TSS (toxic shock syndrome) #%3Z4E (Neonatal TSS-like Exanthematous
Disease ; NTED), 7 FUHEMHERREBIEIEE (Staphylococcal Scalded Skin
Syndrome : SSSS) F, /NEBICEHENEGEFEEB T RIKEICLZ2EETH 3,

NTED (&, #TER T, RE#, £BIIRAEZL (@FR2~3mm THEYREERO
»HB4I8E), M/\MRiFEd, CRP LR %30, K - ARIPSEEBT RIKEHNF DBES
h, MRSA OS5 HZL,

SSSS it, OFEDEMI ERAE, KB - USAZMED EVVEDEBAT, —JILXF—
BHe a4y, 2 RE RELEHLSEET FUKENIEH I, MRSA DS H
Z\\,

9
oIS

NEBSUFERICHIES N SH MRSA EDORZE - HERR 14 (IR T,

VCM, TEIC, ABK T3+ L4HB3MEELRLM 2R T 2/-0(C, 7 TDM %X
L, BE - -HE%AE T3 EPEETHD (A,

BREESREBHEBEREIETIE, BTV ZLRENLENDIZEICIE MRSA DEE £ 5E S
(B-1I) o

ZRMERIZ & & OXRTEMER EEREEBBREEICKH L TIE, CA-MRSAPREEA L 43
ZENZVWDTST, MINO (B-ll) %#3IRF 34, MINO E 8 ERMmD/NEICILER
LTIEES5%V, 45 ST DEEHRTMABBREES LUT RUEKER ICXH T 201
ERRARTH 3
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BNBESES .~ | BRCEROH> 0 DS SIEmH E

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

10.

1.

12.

- ABURBOMNR E 4 25 RERBEBBRREICH L TIE, VCM 215573 3 (A-ll), VCM

DORBEE LTIE, LZD (B-), DAP (B-l) #&EiRT 3,

HIMIE - BEMEOAREICH L TIE, VCM £ 1 B 15~20 mg/kg % 1 H 4 [0 (6 iF
BZE) THETS (A, KBEELTDAP1E7~12mg/kg 1 BH1E (B-l)
HEIND, REHPREIERRER, NEARREORE, BBMERREEOTEZDRE
IZIS L T 2~6 HfE,

LZD (&, MENBREES L CGEPPICENHAT B ENFESINBIEEDHICER
FIRETCH V), BEMDABRRICIE, MOH MRSAENVEXDTH B IMEHATE L WGEE
&, RAIE LTEATAINETREWL (B,

FhRICH T 2B IE, VCM (A-l) WV, KEZEZLZD (B-I) ZHW3,

B EE->TWBIBEAE, LDFRLF—T T,

B - BRI RBELE IS T B8FE, VCM (A-l) £ L < X CLDM (CLDM BM4DIES ;
Alll) %, {EIEMREEATIE AL &H 3~480, BREATIEILELCED 4~6 B[
BET3, {BEEELTDAP H LI LZD vt I N3 (C-l), BBIC LY FIHRD
REIRANEE D 5 CLDM (BMDIEE), STEHE|, LZD ODHARIC L 3EBFE Y& 2
52 EDTESD (C-,

SRR - (LIRMREER TCRABNET T FY >, RLF—J &2&/EWICTO (A,

PR AR RAAE (CK LT, VCEM % 1 [@15~20mg/kg # 1 H4 @ (6T &)
THRE5ET2 B-ll)o KBEELTLZD HBEETS (C-),

SSSS, NTED (Cxf L Tld, VCM 1 [E 15~20 mg/kg # 1 H4 B THEE T3 (A-ll),
KEFE L LTDAP (B-l), LZD (B-ll) bifExI 3B,

Literature review

=5
Bz

/NRIZIB T MRSA JBEIE DGR R & 7% 2P0, A E W, WIMGE,

B

YOS, BEPIAlige, Tiilige, & - BIETEAYE, PIARRIESYE, BOW - BRI
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JRASE R ED3D B0 F7/NBHIR TR 2B L LT, #r4R TSS #5629 (Neonatal
TSS-like Exanthematous Disease ; NTED) ™% 7" K v7 ER i 14 Bl A 52 ) i 5 (Staphylo-
coccal Scalded Skin Syndrome : SSSS)Y72%% %, NTED 3FAERTALNLEET, 5
B, &Rl hS5E GBEE2~3mm THE ) EEEIn O S 558, /MO, CRP
LA AR, B - AR5 MRSA DS N b, T N7 ERE O PEA§ % Toxic shock
syndrome toxin-1 (TSST-1) 2VEK & o TR X AT, HRFEDIZE A X MRSA
T bo SSSSIF, HPHOEAL L HRIG, Aid - 'O AZHE) L OKOEE LT, =3
AFX—BREE, BE N, BIEZ &5 5 MRSA S s8N b, BRI L7z 7 K
BRI DS EAE T B B HIBETEH R (exfoliative toxin @ ET) ﬁ‘ﬂ?}fb%ﬁbfé‘%@&}%’ i
L, EHABEROREZOHBZRITIDOTH S, mHMEEGE (L 00) SR E
BT FYEROMELET L ETICEVEEZHRETH LD, 5 5I3BERATIIES L%
BT FYRKDPELET L ETICLY), TOEBMITKEIEL LS DTH S, ENTIE SSSS
DFERE % 5807 FIERED 9 H MRSA MO 2 HEIETE LY, F180% L v ) Htdd
5 ARGVERRIE 12 B VT, EINTO MRSA D4 EERIZ 20~30% & HiE S TWw b9,

NI
/A =8

BUE PN T/ 3 2 BIE 23380 5 T A HT MRSA #13, VCM, TEIC, ABK,
LZD ® 4 #°*¥C, DAP IZ/NBIZOWTIXENEKETH 5. NRIZBVWTS, WAL
B2, VCM, TEIC, ABK T3 T4 2A%M &2t 572012, 43 TDM % %E
B, M- HEZHEHTL5 I EPELETH LY, FEBEDO TDM OFEf IOV T,
$L MRSA 30 TDM OIHZ B I 72w s, METIEIGAAEESLED B OMEL2 S, X
DEEICHY - HEOHRBI2 179 LE»IH 577,

INBAOMP: - &, HiEEE 45 VCM, TEIC, ABK® 5 7, ¥—27liZ#* 1412
IRL72EBYTHBTT,

VCM O - HEIZOWTIL, ek bHEREIN TS 15 mg/kg 1 HA4 M Z#5- L7
BA, 1~6RO/NETIEHE NS 7 TH 5 10~15 ug/mL #E R T X 2 WIHADS
M FAERE~HFAEN], S TS IR G122 A7 B 572057 P
. TDM A4 FF A4 2016 (At B AR L35 &/ — Bt A H A TDM 4
2)7TiE, ANEOHE - HE 2 FREERICEENIC 0T THER L Tw b,

DAP O/NE#EIMZEINRAKGETH 2 5%, TN I\ T B B2 kBRI I AE B
L' MRSA 2 & 2 W MUIEIZHR L CTHRBEIGE LN TS, /NEDOWE, IRAEHORE CIIBEE
#® (Cmax BL O AUC) B XU t1/2 AHFEMRBA L KL THAT 57207, Ik -
HREAMERIC & 5 THRE o> TV, BMEVER E BBHIRESE O & 1%, 12~17 %28
5mg/kg, 7~11®A%7 mg/kg, 2~6%29 mg/kg, 1~2%AKMA10 mg/kg = 1 H 11
JEEHEY, AT R EREIC X A HIMEOY A, 12~17 %57 mg/kg, 7~11 %78
9mg/kg, 1~6%2%12 mg/kg % 1 H 1 [ 5i%EHTEY & %2> Twb, DAP ®/hE MRSA
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x®14. IINRICHT D3 MRSA EZ2ORL - A=
Vi E=3-] B58 TDM BiZfE
3 VCM  INE ~>71E 10 ~ 20 ug/mL
% 1~12 A8 1E15mg/kg 1 H4E (6BEECE) (BERVRAETIE 15 ~ 20 ug/mL)
Bl 1~6% 1E20me/ke 1B4E (6BETL)
- 7~12% 1E15me/ke 1 4@ (6BHTE) BE5BICOVT, SEOERNGRI
M 13~17 % 1B 15mg/kg 1 H3[E (BEECE) AL
R 18 L 1E15~20mg/kg 1 H2E (12ECE)
LR
ﬁ 1% 1 BETOHER: 18 10~ 15megke 1H2E (12BEcE)
= 44 1 BUEOFER: 1E 10~ 15me/ke 1 H3E (BEMETE)
9) TEIC INB:1E10mg/ke 12BRECEIC3E, D 1H1E rNS7fE 10 ~ 20 ug/mL
% $i4E2  #)E 16 ma/ke, L8 meke 1H1E
o ABK /NR:1EH4~6mgke 1H1E WECHKULTIE2~3mg 1H2E) 5762 ug/mL T
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n MRSA %0 TDM

TDM 2508755 MRSA # & LT VCM, TEIC, ABK %% 5%, A TIZ TDM IZH L,
I EYTE - # %% (PK/PD), @ TDM ®J5i, & TDM © HEEfE (£ 15) % il#kd %,
AP ZE TDM 74 K94 ¥ 2016° 2 B3 52 &, HEIMAPREZERT 57200
R HE (£16) Zidikd 5,

E xecutive summary

VCM
PK/PD

1. BFEs LOMEPNDES FET 281EE LT, Area under the plasma concentra-
tion time curve (AUC)/&x/NEBBRRIEEE (MIC) =400 #$RE I h TW1 3 1, EERK
Tl hZ 7% AUC DREIEIZE TS (B-ll),
2. EEROIEEE LT NS 7EF S5 (B,
TDM Q&
3. BHEEE T B2 @E505S, TEREIEL VWS EELONS 4~5ERS
Br] (3HHE) (ZEIO TDM #1715 (B-ll),

4. FSTERATEICKL TIESET 30 HLIRICHRMN & E/ET 5.

TDM OEE(E (% 15)
5. YEBENS 7{EIE 10~15 ug/mL ICRET S (B-Il)o

6. DEREFICEMMBLAE TI1d, TOM SHEZICHK®H T 15~20 ug/mL # BIEE U 1=
BWEREETS B,

7. r57ME20 ug/mL LILEDIBE, BSHORBIERELS (BHI),

MRSA BEEDRRA A RS 1>

n
M
R
S
A
b
()
T
D
M

125



TEIC

PK/PD
1. BERPLUBESZHDRICEET 2 PK/PD /85 X — & 3L L TWEWD, EREK
Tl b 7ETEHEEIT .

n
M
R
S
A
=
)]
T
D
M

TDM DFE

2. &% NPEREITERECTHETNZTHBY, TEIC RERBIEZICEL, E
EREBZICEMEEET S, TO-HERRCRTESREEE D24, 408
O TDM ICTHZE - HEDEYIM 25T 2 (B-I),

3. S 7ERIECRE L TIkB5ET 30 HLIAICHRIN & £/ 5.
TDM OBEE (F 15)
4. VCM EEE L TEIC IBBREERED Y X 78D E L, SWEWV NS Z{EDRE L FIAE

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

S. EEHICEMEBLETIE, LY BIFAHREES 00 NS5 718 20 ug/mL LLEH
LE LV (B,

6. ED TOM T h5 7% 15 ug/mL LI E#ER T 3 =001, {EEO—RI L I
BE5%Et WHDA#400mg # 1 H2E) TRATHSTH D,

7. N5 71E40~60 ug/mL LIE TOM/IMERY, BEEORBEE DEMIHE SN T
Wd,

ABK

PK/PD
1. BEFRNYES S UHESNDEEES oI E— 7E/5/\BBMIEEE (MIC)=8
PHBEEINTWS (C-I),

2. TEMIE NS TEEARET S (CHI),
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TDM OF5E
3. VCM®TEIC & & & V) b RHICESIREEIET 5 2%, FERSH 5 18~20 BEELL
BT (L TOM ERER]GETH S (C-lIl),

4. c— JERTEICRE L T It SEEaE 1 BBRIE (30 A THRE L-158E, K7 30 £%) |
ﬁm&%%Téoh57@ﬂicﬁbfmﬁﬁﬁso%uWEﬁM%imTé(Omn

n
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TDM OBERE (R 15)
S. E—JE/MC=8 #ZRT 550, BEE—7fEld 15~20 ug/mL »iEEa h 3
(C- o

6. BHERERBNHIOES,S>EE NS TEE 1~2ug/mLEBET S (C-I),

* 15. SHMERICH(IZHIE TDMIEE L BIEE

HIE TDM IBE SBZEE (ug/mL)
BRPRHY, HEZHIMER BEERZH<EN

VCM rS7fE 10~20 #EEZEHER 10 ~ 15, IRFRHIPCEMHMERLIETIE TDM S5 7E<20
SHIiICHHT 15 ~ 20 ZBAEE LR 53R 21T 5,

TEIC FSTME 15~30 #EHS5 15~ 30ZB R EMIERFETIF=20 NEXLL. FS5TE<40~ 60
ABK E—J{E 156 ~20 RFRMNBREE—IE/MICZ8 HEMMEEERET 2, rS5TfE<T ~2
MIC : &/I\FEBFELLEE

RS

R 16. WA, BRELERFICHITIIHERSE

A B’58

VCM  eGFR=120 mL/4%/1.73 m?
BE%S @E0F) : 30 meg/ke, 1 BIRS5E 1 20 mg/kgXx2 [@
eGFR 90 ~ 120 mL/%/1.73 m?
Bf%s5 @EDd) - 25 me/ke, 1 BiRSE : 16 mg/kegX2 A

TEIC #IHA&5E5T (1B~ 3 BHEB)
SHE0  YJH~2HB 10 mg/kgx2E, 3HEB 10 mg/kegX 1 [H
SHE® : ¥18 12 mg/kex2E, 2 HE~ 3 HHE 12 mg/kegx 1 @
HEFIRSERET (A HBLER) : 6.7 mg/kex 1 [

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

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

TZD 200 mgXx 1 g
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Literature review

HAETIE, PL MRSA #¥ 5. 0 TDM OfE#{b % Hiy L LT, TDM OERBERAS"
ZHEC 2012 S ICHIW3E TDM A4 K54 Y BRAFRSNY, 20k, S5 %5 TDM OFE
bz HE LT, 2016 EICHETMOPLREE TDM 74 K7 4 ¥ 2016 BAARE I NzY, R
HARTA4 Y ORBFHEIZOMEETDM A A K54 >~ 2016 L OIS HEOZ &
ZEHNE L7ze /NER, BRREACT, MEIMLBGENT, FRbehy Mg B i 2 &R km g
TIZBUS TDM I L TIE, MHEHE TDM 74 K54~ 2016 *BE£I2T5H L,

VCM

— %12 TDM B HIRECTERT A2 2 AL T LL, EFWRBIET 2HMIIBLZ
WD A~5f5 & 2T b, VCM OFiNZIE R B EE Tl 6~12 K <TH D, 1 H
2 G- L7236, A8 BIMARIIZE R IRBIET 5. KRB X OB #aE %2 73 %
FREEE LC, FERIKTIE N7 7% AUC OREHREEL 35, 72720, 1 H 3ImIPLEsgEE
b, BT, ANEIZBWTIE b T 7)Y AUC/MIC=400 3K ORI 2 B v C
EHRE UG ZAT O LEND S,

KEEASEFAD TDM 2 k2 v H AL E 2 —" 5 X I"MRSA EGSEBRTA KT 4
Tl MRSA 12 X B IAE, (OMBESE, aiid, Rss, Mhigs, s e kg c B
F% HEE b T 7Mid 15~20 ug/mL 23R I N TW b, VCM O 5-85HID W T, 121
MZ&EI215 mg/kg G- L72H4A, SHHDO b 7O mYLfilx 123 ug/mL TH5H Z &
PHREINTBY, BIE2S b T 74H15~20 ug/mL 2 WFF T X v, HARDHUFHE TDM
HAKTA 2016 TIRAMHEN T 7% 10~15ug/mL & L, BiEMEEAEICB W T
(&, TDM FFMlif2ic e CHAEM % 15~20 ug/mL ICFRET 5 2 L 2R L T 5bY, Bk
REREEOFEHEIIMME T 7O FAICHBE LCHML, 10 ug/mL £ Tl 5%, 10~
15 ug/mL Tl 21%, 15~20 pg/mL TiF 20%, 20 ug/mL LLETIZ33% TH 5 Z & D3
HENTWDEY, F72, HRAICBWTD b T 7l >20 ug/mL TEHEBERED ) 2 7 75 1
ATHIEPHEEINTNEY, —F, HEltkoiEfe LTo TDM ofF A L T,
IV ADPELN TV,

TEIC

B, TDM SRR THET 5 2 L2 F Lk ShTWwA7, TEIC 2Rk
WIZRG 20, R RN E BT 20, 2020, EEETRERREEHO D
Y7 <, A HH® TDM 5% b - THliT 2. HEF 5 720w T, BEEETOH
% MRSA BAUEBH 2 08 L LMalcid, 4 HHO 9 7215 pg/mL I35 T I
DERH % B B L 72l T 72" b5 74 20~30 ug/mL % i L 72 WE D BB
AR S & RS SHTH DY, b F 7430 ug/mL LET, % 5 1CHAIHE
FLEVIEHEAVI EAS, BN T 7fiiE 15~30 pg/mL AR S ATV LY, %
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7z, HEEGNY, DAELEEY, R GSEY TIX, b T 7l 20 ug/mL LR IZB W TRE
KB E SN TS, —F, BIFEHE LT, +F 74l 40 ug/mL L F T/ MU 7%
EOEERSOMBEDSRML, 60 ug/mL VL ETEEEZED - LEHE SN TVRSESY,

ABK

ABK O, BHEREIEH#® (CL.=80 mL/min) TIZ ¥ 35 K, ARGk
EHHE (CL, 50~80 mL/min) T 4K TH L EWMEINTEY", INSDF
a2 HCTEFRERERB 2 E B2 L 18~200fE %5, TDDr ) axTF Nk
X B OPSBBEHRH TO TDM ERiA Wi TH 5,

Y — 7 EIHIEAN O A ASE T L, MM R B AP R & 72 o 2R RS BT A 1L
IR L, Be5-BG 1 BERIfE (30 /0TG- L7z8if, & T 3051%) I TDM O 72D
FRIMZAT ) o LRI G TEBZOR S MHIREDE S, T X 2R & DM
ORI A R SNTE e 207280, DRiE SNz 55 & TEZORESIMPEE XD
E— 7l Z R T e 2 RE LGSR ETH S, 7I /7)) ay FREOLE -2
i/ MIC=Z8 THRINEPWFRFTE L2 L HE SN TE Y, ¥— 71l 15~20 ug/mL 254%
S, HEEMIC MIC 2 ug/mLARICD AR CE& 22 L1tk %, ¥— il 15~
20 ug/mL % 3ERT 5 720 DFeG-%EE L T55~6.0 mg/kg X 1 MIAMRREINTWBES, &
VBT BRI S T v B,

BRI ZEBPE WA S, o7 I 2 7)) ay FRE (Fry<xA vy, v 79934
V)1 HEERGCIZEE NS 7MHE LT 1 ug/mL K2k E ShTwb %S, ABK iE
RIEFIZEHE b9 7T 2 BRIEHI S H5 72 ShTB 5§, koM shTwn
5 1~2ug/mL Kz HEfli L L7z 7372703y FRIEICBUT 2 HHEMEIMm A #EE X
0P R 5 720 GBS R 2 2 58T 0RERICICEET 5%, 72,
H#HMICIE I ba > B 7@ 12S ribosomal RNA @ A1555G ZBAART 5 & v o 72 iEfx
MER S FHE STV DY,
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(FAEDEE - 1HEFR1T

2. BHEEEAIER A (eGFR=90 mL/min/1.73 m?) ZI33#% 1 18 15~20 mg/kg (9
WARE) %2 12K 8135 L, 2 HM$ 5% 3 HH (4~5 ¥ 56 5) 12 TDM %
1790

3. TDM Bl EniEL LTIid b7 7t AUC OREIRIE L 327,

4. HERREVEOE DS T 7MHIZ 10 ug/mL WFAH T LwE SRTE72HY, PiEHE
TDM %4 K54 »2016"Tld, MM G5EOHEL 5 7413 10~15 ug/mL IZ7%5E L
TWwb, 4B, &2 MRSA IR 2 7 28V, EEDEZ S0 5720 10 ug/mL
VbR 27 B, SO RGYETIE, LEINE b 71l 15~20 ug/mL %
HE R G- RmOHFEZITI -

5. BT ORI, KEROME, &5 \VI3HK5 M Z 48 K 2 FRRICER L TH
By Do B, EHIRER ICHEYIMPREZWE LS, av¥a—F Y7 by
T EOFHIiEERT A ANROYA, 11815 mg/kg, 6 RS & &G 0EATH
A, NBIZBITELRMEZ—ETENWI E2EE L TS24 9. WAl +5 7
X 4P HESER GRS THNIE2HHE) KHIET 5.

6. MiEHEAFHARIZMIE36%THo72" —J, MBBTIER, Wi - 58" -
OB - e B O BEISES 1M AR E D 20~50%, WY - B HRET 45 2 I3
BEOX10~15% D BATT 5 L OIHEDDH 2" BAHORBIZVCM 1 g% 1 H 2/
PelGlg, R T 4 R O REFLAPIREE 1 127 pg/mL Tdh - 72"

7. SiEEE (60 20 050%) £, 72 BRI E T2 90% ML EASRHNITRZ LIk & L CTHEFS R
7275

Bt

8. Ni%k# &t MRSA YA BT M L (71D LT v B2,
9. VCM 135 b % < DEISFED D 5o
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BHOIN—mM- T | BEOIZTN< .o | ASUABHOBHMMN

ZE

10. + 5 71 20 pg/mL P L CBHMEIIIINT 2 WA H 5, 7I /7 av FR T A
A7) ¥ B (AMPH-B), #&##], 7at3 F, 2704 FHPILAESR (NSAIDs)
FOPHIC X 2HHEEH) A7 OB WEBHEIZBWTUIERSLETDH 5 L OHED
HrHY,

11, 23532 Xy I VRIS X 5 red neck (red man) FEMERE, MTFIR TS0
FWERNRIMT A2 E3H LD T, 60 5L LT CRlEELZ 352 &7,
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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. B RE RIS E 272010, RO Ou—F 1 v S HRUETH B,

3. MR PR A EE 7 7205 O TDM 2 Efi L, S5 EHHILETH LY,

4. VCM L R TEEEEREED ) 227 975 %Y XD Ev b T 7MHOREN TR TH
%o

S. HEE N F 7413 15~30 ug/mL 34 212, FAEGI LB EGE TIX AR N 5
7% 20 ug/mL P EICEE S B8 s)

6. VCM & HRTIRETEA S Y, DABERHDKE WD 720, B 2 MR ATS 23y
TXLH, HENOBITIIARTH 2557,

7. M SR E LT H 1 Mo#%S THo 2B i 257,

B

8. BHOBERBRD A7 T F ) ¥ ADHE, VCM & AEOEBBMEEHT S 2 L H
ODHLNTWBEY,

9. BIVRIZH L, B-7 7 ¥ 23 DEHIZ VCM & B2z 0 5EHUEM 2R &, MEMEH
NG B

10. EEL 77 2BMRHBRIEL NS L L2 LZD L O lEmRBRICBWT, BRI
TEIC & LZD TIA%Th - 7%,

ZEi%

. BROERBEDO A ¥ 7F1) 3 AOE, VOM L ) A 512 E R E D S HER)E s o
LA SR TR,

12, 2% 3 VHMEEA VEM X ) A% w2 L3 S TH Y, red neck (red man)
TEBRED Y 27 B L SRTW 59,

13. b9 LSS IFREAEREE™ S, b 5 71 40~60 ug/mL M L COM/MIRD,
55 D SE B R IIASHE STV B0,

14 B & LT, IReE, TREE, BRSO STRMME) BEE R LY ARE STV 5,
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