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(ELE: X AV 2 N L I & A S

MEUK 3 K2 =

G 11 4

1996 £ (2NN A vancomycin fif ¥ MRSA, Mu 50 % % L TLLFE,
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5 & #b 72> & vancomycin (2 &

5 R DKM B % & vancomycin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (VRSA) 23KV THBE#E ShT
5%, VRSA @ vancomycin (2% 9 % MIC i&, vancomycin i{ERGERBE OB E & X754, MK

{, 8ug/mL T#®1Y, NCCLS (National Committee for Clinical Laboratory Standards)
EEEZH 4ug/mLUT) OFR (8 BXU 16 ug/mL) T3 57:%, Vancomycin

it (32 ug/mL LI L)

DEHETI,

intermediate S. aureus (VISA) & % \» i3 glycopeptide intermediate S. aurues (GISA) &
D?l:fﬂ‘(b‘ %, ™71 VRSA ® MIC % 4 ug/mL LA'F € MIC @ L Tl3&ZH#7R9. L L vancomycin

N S R iR 3

B ER O % 5 TAH— (heterogeneous) TdH 5 72 %, 10°~10 DEH D % » 2

vancomycin 4 ug/mL 2 ELFEREICABTTAEMBELSEFEET 5. 2D vancomycin 4 ug/mL FR L4

FLZEIRKRE 2L — 2 3 YT T VRSA, Mub50 L [REOMELRT. 2070, BEHFRI
WL BDERVREE 25580 H 5, b, VRSAB I UA

7 1 VRSA b, VRSA R#ki

vancomycin |

QU

70 VRSA O HiBIE, MRSA DLF#ES L UTRANEEM KR EOKE 2HEZRET 5.
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I. 3L ®IZ: mecA DEX E MRSA O clonotype

staphylococci ¥ A\, BYMIDEE, HELZ EDEEHR
Td b, staphylococei (213 30 B EAHMSN T 5
M, L TLEADFELEYEAET S Staphylococcus au-
rues 7%, b o & LWEUIEL, RNBEESB L OHd
BPEDOBEKHEE LCRHEE SN TE, S aurues 1
T2, BARShIALSEREFIH LT, B, WHEL
it P4 % 43 L C & 72, 1960 FII =) F— XI5
AL penicillin, methicillin #AERL I 5D
&, ZOBED 1961 FIZF (b T D methicillin 12X}
LCiitE%# /"3 S. aurues (Methicillin—resistant S.
aurues, MRSA) #SE[E A #E S 7z, 1970 FHIS
i, 7AYH#THMRSAHDHBL, 1975 F 21X 2%
T#H -7 MRSA O/ BEHE 13 1996 1213 36% & LA
L, 2FICEEL /Y, BATMRSANHEL S5
X 12572013 1980 EROWMEN L TH B €D
1% 1992 55 1993 I AT TH MRSA DY —~ 1 7
VADMERTIE, BRIKDHE S. aurues RO #) 60% H*
MRSA Th b L& s, +EHT ) OHMIZEHEIS
LEOFERICEEL TVl EDRENT VS,

MRSA & 13 mecA %5, #2 methicillin & % &
it % 7”9 S. aureus TdH A*"s NCCLS T
1%, oxacillin I8 L C4ug/mL L EDMIC 2777 b
@ % MRSA £ HE L T\ 5, mecA i methicillin fif %

oxacillin

DEBULAZ =) Y #E5EH PBP 2 O &I
FTHbB, 2D PBP2 I3 methicillin 7 = A %R E
AT 2 EBAEPEE K729, MRSA I
PBP2' OB &I2& ), ThHEFOFELETTH, 20
MR A A HESND Z L e HIIHET A2 EAST
&5 mecA BIZFIIFRBHARLEDOKNE LRI RBIEF
BB EICHFET S 2 LAHRE s h, 2OHEBIE mecDNA
EMFEN T & 72", preMRSA % N 315 (f£ik) D
D mecDNA%Z 7 0—=r 7L, ZOREERY % RE
L7:4# %, N 315 D mecDNA (245 (2 27 bp O[] &
DIBERINE2HL, W2kbDODKEXTHDBZ L,
mecDNA O 72 H121%, mecA B & O F o #l &z T8
mecl, mecR 1 IZMMZ T, SRUSFRMMAALABEZICES T
52200 ORFPHETHILVBHLNE R -7 (Fig.
1™, bbbt mecDNA X Z D 22D ORF O ff) &
&Y, REAEASYHESH, FLEAIhSL
DB BIZEFTHAI LERL, D mecDNA %
Staphylococcal cassette chromosome mec (SCCmec)
& %\ id Staphylococcus resistant island mec (SRI
mec) EIERZEHIBIBLTVEY,

SCCmec (2347 EH 3 ODDOMELRL Y47 (1,
I, M) BHFELT5 (Fig.1)o 72 SCCmec M1
ASN72FBADNADY Ky £ 7% #W~5B L, MSSA
BELD)VRIAL TIZHETHIENTEDLHD, 20D

BRSO IX A 2-1-1
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Fig. 1. Three types of SCCmec. The genes mecA, ccrA, ccrB, IS 431,

and a portion of mecRI (the 3—portion and entire mecl are deleted in
Type—I SCCmec) are present in all the types of SCCmec. T, tertacycline
resistance gene; Hg, mercury resistance gene. The integration site
(attB) is common for all three SCCmec.

H MRSAWCWEELR 3 DDV ERIALA TDOIN—T (A,
B, C) #ARWwZFshE, ZDSCCmec DAY 7L
SCCmec DA ST 5 MSSA DHEIKDNAD Y {1 ¥
vk lAEbEALE, HRASHILOSHEISN
MRSA 252D % 14 7 (Clonotype) (2 a7z (1
-A, T-A, I-A, 0-B, ii-C)"*". & % clonotype »*
BEDHBIZIET - TWwWAI EAINTITIESNLT
— LS TnDE, 728 2, clonotype I -A i
BA, BEXUOTAYATELIGEIN TV A%, clono-
typelI-A IXEESBA), H DV ITHISEIZA ¥ 2 & R
DFEVELY, vL—TT, B, —a2—-YV—-FYF %
Y7, 3 a0y N EETHEIN TS —F,
FLHIBETH->TH, BELKEHINIMEYWEDTE
O ERBLTTHA ) A, clonotype DREENE
fERRAoNns, BERIZBWT 1980 EROICoBES N
72 MRSA @ clonotype id I-B AEH TH - 7225, D
clonotype @ MRSA X imipenem , cefmetazole ,
flomoxef 2 EDHE I D5ENV: f—-F 7 ¥ LREDFHIC
EDHEKRL, 1980FERDOBELIVHAEND YL TIZE
EEbLoTV5, 190FRICIEIHEATHEE SN
MRSA DH 70% 1&, ZEAEITRTDOL-57 % 1%
EICHEMME %R 3 clonotype 1 -ATH H %, F¥)
@ VRSA ¥ Mu 50 b & @ clonotype I-A 2 & L T \»
57,
II. staphylococci iC& BT 51 anT a4 R
B HE DS

1. Teicoplanin fift# Coagulase negative—staphy-
lococci (C-NS) DI

NCCLS D#:# T3, teicoplanin ¥4, MIC 8 ug/
mL LT A& Z M, 16 ug/mL A5Hf, 32 ug/mL Bl E

AHHETH B, 22DF T4 AT I A4 FORBEHN %W
£ L72 1980 EROMPD|METIZ, 2D 2FANL,
LAY S. aurues BXU'S. epidermidis &R 75 BERIZ
HLTENTHhomEENTWBES™, LAaL 1983 F
1213 teicoplanin {23 % MIC #% 12.5 ug/mL (vanco-
mycin ® MIC i¥ 3.13 ug/mL LA'F) D S. epidermidis
D FFFE A% Fainstein 512 & 5 #HE S h Tw 5%, 1986
#1213, teicoplanin ® MIC %% 16 ug/mL T & 5 me-
thicillin it ¥ S. haemolyticus (MRS. haemolyticus)
A teicoplanin FEE S5 T DL FEME 8 HEHICR—R
A=W —DOERBRBEHD S 58 & 72, Arioli &
Pallanza D& (2 X i, 29 % F 11 %k D S. haemo-
lyticus | teicoplanin # % B it #4 LL £ (MIC, 16~32
ug/mL) TdH o775 S. haemolyticus LA DALdD C-
NS D¥&, MIC ix 8 ug/mL A F Td - 722, RIS
Del Bene b ¥ 72 MRS. haemolyticus @ 7z %*\Z teico-
planin % ZRTLOH LV L 2 HEL TV B>,

CDEIZRTLBET FYRERE D% H» Tld MRS.

haemolyticus HSEAZ teicoplanin % HEHF L 72 L &
HN b, Teicoplanin KM S. epidermidis (MIC,

12.8 ug/mL; vancomycin MIC, 1.6 ug/mL) i< CAPD
(continuous ambulatory peritoneal dialysis; #F#&
HEHCERBEEEN) BEEEOBEMNS 1986 FI2, 7
BIShTWwa®, BHIEZZ OO S BELATIC vancomycin
DOERERNES % %17 T b, Vancomycin D512 &
h, BERAOERIEIILAELOD, REEDEFEE L
LT, /94 ax7%4 FitEEA TSI N-0iF, =
OBIDBNTH B, £72, TN 5 teicoplanin it P C-NS
oM S NIz T OB E D teicoplanin D5 1T
T\ A o 720 1988 £ 12 Moore & Speller i385 5
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FHOLHBERESE L) 58 SN/ C-NS D 58% Lk
7 teicoplanin4 ug/mL T L B L - & &L T
5%, Maugein 5 ¥ 1988 4 7> & 1989 4E 12 21T T 80
ANDHHIRBVEBELSHHL 72185 KIS T 5
vancomycin & teicoplanin DJiE H %Ki L7z £h
12 & X, vancomycin (2% L Tid, 9 XTMIC 4 ug/
mL LT TREZE T o 7293, teicoplanin  MIC it 0.5
~32ug/mLH Y, TZOBRZFHIZETLTWA", Th
5 teicoplanin {2xf L THttED 5 VIS SEEMMEE R
b DD 86.5% 1 S. epidermidis ThH o720 TDHFEIZ
X, Y94 a7 4 NOFERETEEO MRS -
\Z#B L, vancomycin, teicoplanin # 1L Z N HEM, &
HVRMEBEBORG L2 ZTIEEILTHIN-EKRD
49.2% |3 teicoplanin @ MIC A 8 ug/mL LA ET&H o 7=

DXL, b‘fﬂ@ﬁﬁﬂaﬁ’“%%)ﬁ‘bffb‘&b‘g%%‘
SHESNIEKRDOZEDINSOBOHBAREIL 20% T
%o 7",27'

Vedel (& 1989 |27 B & L7z C-NS IZ BT 5 teico-
planin B D O 58 E12256% THH EHEL T
b\ézmo

ZDEHIZC-NS DERR S BERRIZ B\ T teicoplanin
it 1% B A% vancomycin A E & § B ICHBR L - HE
i3, BEMWHRE Az in vitro DEBRIZB VT, teico-
planin I EIIERH I THET 5 2 LAYTE 555, vanco-
mycin R %2 0¥ T2 L IIEFICHBETHSL LT
HEE L L {—%HL TwA**, Watanakunakorn i
vancomycin D {EH EALAS— 8 Tid % <, vancomycin
DELVERIIHRESHEETH 5%, OMIZHRER
DEBEEEILESE, HDLVITRNAGHLHET 58
XEHOILEREL, TNOORLAERAEMZHD
HIHEREEE LI WOTRERRVWAEERZTY
%%, Chomarat 5 13 4 ¥k ® teicoplanin = # % B i 1%
H BV IEME C-NS (S. epidermidis 2 k& S. haemo-
lyticus 2 ¥k; teicoplanin MIC, 16~32 #g/mL, vanco-
mycin MIC, 4 ug/mL) 75. vancomycin ® MBC (2~
4ug/mL) LB L7254, teicoplanin (23 L TIZIE
2B\ MBC (82~128 ug/mL) # 7R3 2 & &AL
T 3%, Z i3 teicoplanin »% vancomycin O 3% H i&
P BRI C-NS I L T BEEEE KT
W ERRLTVAEFICAEKRECEHETH 5o

FESEIZ A B & vancomycin D FE LI 1956 £ TH
Y, teicoplanin D E Mt (1978 %) LD L 20F & &
o TWw B4 L7298 T itk f o @ staphylococcei (&
teicoplanin %% A & 1L 5 LLRT 2
BHMEMLTHAEELOND, ZOMBIZRALS
DTS4 ATy A FHICEET LR, $TICS
NODREMD A TR Y, vancomycin %/ L7245
B3 E o 2 FOELITHRIB S LAY, teicoplanin
AEA XNk XIZ, 1ZUDHT teicoplanin iftE & LT

vancomycin (23 TIZ

BILENATJEES 1 2ORFAL LTERXOND, £
LTIDRHEEZEDTAHEEIL, bhbhofEi Ry
L4 HNTw5, bitbiid teicoplanin A% £ 72 ER IR
HHIN TV o 7R (1994~1997 4) (2778 S
72 S. epidermidis 122 ¥ 27 ¥ teicoplanin
MIC 2516 ug/mL UL ETH B &, 7z, TD 27 #rh
8 #k13 vancomycin %% (£4ug/mL) THAHI L%
HALTWAEY, TNETTIIBRTEFEL, ERY
\ZARBE, 754 a7 ¥4 Fiifthid staphylococei (2
BT, vancomycin T4 & 725 T, &I teico-
planin THEAHB L7222 L #HEICRL TV,

2. C-NS |ZB!T% vancomyecin it ¥

1987 £ 12, Schwalbe 5 i, vancomycin fif £ MRS.
haemolyticus O 58 X 172 CAPD FEIE R DERIR B % #t
# L 72*", Vancomycin (2 & % i&# (8K ® vancomy-
cinBEIX 105 5 14 ug/mL) #41T-> T\ 5 BIZHE K
S HERDS. haemolyticus HS#kFt L ToHHE I 7z
A, TS OEMRD vancomycin (23T AT I MIC
T255 8ug/mL, MBC TiZ4# 5 16 ug/mL &,
BEMICERL TV o7, SHIIZES X, MIC Tld 2
ug/mL DEXRTHEKEDOBETS, 107 UEDEET
8 ug/mL @ vancomycin # 5L FR EIZEFTAH I L
FHREL TS, MICHERZEEREIZ L > TEL,
BREAENIEMTAEMICHLERAL, ZOBEKRYE
2l —2a BNOFEIEFFEHL TV RWA, MIC
BETIIERTHLHAMINIBEROBATDH, N7
VRSA TH 5B Mud DE L E LU & 9 IZ, vancomycin
R LTAT OS2 R T EEPFRET 52 & 2 BHEIC
ALTWw5,

& 512, Schwalbe 5 i, AR5 BED MRS. haemolyti-
cus D% { 1 vancomycin (2% RTH 7T RE 2 L —
v arEELH, MSSA, MRSA, S. epidermidis, S.
hominis $ & U methicillin \2&ZH% T3H 5 S. haemo-
lyticus D355 1213 vancomyein (ZHEEERTH T RYE
2= aYBRBEAYHFELZVEREL TV A,
[ U 1987 4 |2 Froggatt 13 R IR 73 8 MRC-NS O 7% 7»
2, vancomycin M4 (vancomycin MIC, 12.5 ug/mL,
teicoplanin MIC, 12.5 ug/mL) % /R EEBFLET S
ZEEHELT:A", 1990 4121 Veach 5%, van-
comycin fif?5 MRS. haemolyticus (MIC, 8~16 ug/
mL) 2Lk D5 &R SNAHMEDF & HE LY,
AU IR AE B I L TR vancomycin @
B55To-EBEOHBEIZCESL TS
haemolyticus V&% (MIC, 1~2ug/mL) » Siifth
WALz & ShTw b, 1991 412, Sanyal 5
¥, vancomyecin (2 & A {E# (25 ug/mL * [EFEANIES)
MBETIE % A > 72 CAPD I % B & 2> 5 vancomy-
cin fift S. epidermidis (vancomycin MIC 16 x#g/mL.
teicoplanin MIC 16 ug/mL Ul ) # 73#E L7z, S0
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FIXBEIEMIZ, C-NSIZLAEBEREZRBIEL -8
FEA310 [ 1), vancomycin DEENIRS % Z i) Tz,

3. Teicoplanin M4 S. aureus

Kaatz % 3.0 AER B HE D teicoplanin i % F 46 LLAT
BLUKREREN»SRTETHETD 10 BHIZEHLET
4#RD S. aurues %7 BEL, teicoplanin $ X U vanco-
myecin (Xt § 5 fif % & % # X 72, Teicoplanin ® 3 &
MIC i3RI ER L (1, 2, 6, 8ug/mL), ®KRE
B Tid MIC #° 8 ug/ml DE% 7R T #RHS 7 BE S 7
L #* L vancomycin ® MIC 213 & A &AL % < (0.6,
1.0, 1.2, 12ug/mL), BREHETH o7 72, &
@ vancomycin RZH TH 5 5 BE¥E % 8 ug/mL D tei-
coplanin TEIR%E$T 5L 1.4x107° LFFIEVHET
3@ %A 1 BZ & T teicoplanin WMk % D #ES 5 Z & A3
T&7: COBRMOERZHTH S S. aureus (MIC, 1
ug/mL) #FEAL Ty FICERNLABELEZRS S
¥, IMN% teicoplanin THEL-HEICDH, RFERICH
UBABONL T EFHERALTWA,

Z DFER L teicoplanin I(ZEEZHTH S S. aureus &
REDHETDH, FHZFIZLVHEED LR L-EAS
ERAICHBL, ZOBREBESFET LA L 2HBIC
RLTWB, $72, ZOHERIE, EREEIHERETH
n, ONTUUEOTRESELZFOHEIZIZ MICE
TIEHERDIRETFUTELZVEENH LI LEZRLTY
5o

AT OO %S < OFEE I L TRER%E %2R
THIE - RICHBIIRONLEELMETH Y, HICH
L5,

% 72 Shlaes & 3, teicoplanin it P ¥ 12873 % & &
WCERE TEIRT 5 L BERMHEE R 12873-10 (teico-
planin MIC, 64 ug/mL) % 6.7x10°° OFEETHES
LMW TE, IThoDOD vancomyein (233 5 MR D
FAEIZERALTWBZ L (MIC, 16ug/mL), L& L
Z ® & 9 7% vancomycin i ¥ S. aureus {¥ vancomycin
TERLIBAIZEEON 2o/ (K5X107Y) 2 &
EHEL TS, T &9 IT teicoplanin 7* vancomy-
cinEZERTHELE VI EZR, HEORZTEER
HBE—RFBLTVAEELIICEDLNS, 1o0MER
ORPTERPELTHBERVSELL L EZL LS, £
DEEIIR—TH BT THAHDIZ, %+ teicoplanin
TERLZHEIC6TXI0°IC1EOEAETHESNS
vancomycin fif E#E A5, vancomycin TEIR L 7B &1
2, ZO10/HEVE5X10" 025 1ELELOR LW
DTHH)ho CHD—RLAFEIL, teicoplanin D
A1 vancomycin £ D b, L) REHEIEEL OO
5 EREL, BHERMIZIE teicoplanin 2 & 5 BIRDIBE
DOEEEA vancomycin I X B FNE VB BT
EEZNEIBREINLIDTII RIS ) he EBID2
DT FTAARTY L FORBE ML, wIFhbggn

7%, teicoplanin DI BIEMEDIZ ) A HI§FV & i
KRTVEY, b 12O DT M teicoplanin B
GAEREBFRLLTC, MHBEZELLTVETSY
DTHbo

wFRIZE L, Shlaes H NI, vancomycin i d
~T teicoplanin O HEENE S. aureus (vancomy-
¢in MIC, 1.2 ug/mL, teicoplanin MIC, 8 ug/mL) »
5, teicoplanin iZ & % 1 Ex & 7 #4R T vancomycin it
WHEBLIENTELETHbbhO 2 BRmH
BEIRS A %HTHLDTH b, Serzin b b Z DIRH
A EHETAERFRE L TWVAHY, Vancomycin 12 I3
=4 (MIC, 2~4ug/mL) T& 575, teicoplanin D
HiZ LR LTSS, aureus (MIC, 8~16 ug/mL) O
BEN2OOZV—ThoHEIN TS, Mai-
nardi 513D S. aureus NiF LNz 6 FEFIDRH T,
4 %D B2t vancomycin A G SN T2 Z L & &K
L CTWVBE?, L7zA>TIZ I Th %7 vancomycin D
#5112k 0, vancomycin HEEAHBEA L ZWVWIHFET
b, Teicoplanin A BT 5T LA HER I N5,
Teicoplanin it £ S. aureus DHEFIZER L, FEH % tei-
coplanin #* & vancomycin IZ¥] Y HEZ B Z LIiZLoT
BREICRII LB HE STV S,

4. Vancomycin TiE S. aureus O HIH

Vancomyecin (53 % MIC % 8 ug/mL T3 5 & D
VRSA, Mu 50 (2B BIREASHAE D 726D /N A 73 X F4i % 1
TLIEZAPBOBRT LSBT, ZDRIKE
W% Table 1 127" F .

COHOBEHEIIMRSA L AWM BREELRE LD, A
MRSA ¥ & L T vancomycin 25HE %] T 29 HE#% 5 s h
72o L#*L vancomycin %52 & ) &# D 1 AETRR
L 7: b OOKE EOIEFYAEH, S DBRO ST UW TS
%, CRPb4.1~51% 4mg/dLLUTFIZIXETLAED
2720 % Z T arbekacin (MRSAIZ K-> TEAE SIS
BEAEDT I BEBHEZRIERSNZVT IR
AEME) 2R L7, PHEBAMT% 6 HE T CRP 5.1
mg/dL A* 5 0.9 mg/dLIZIK T L, YIREFHA L2
H, fFRARBHZKI1I2BET2HE DRGERT L7, £
D10 Hik, B 39° C DR#LBOZTUWAH LI, CRP
»33.5mg/dL 2 L& L 7272 %, sulbactam/ampicillin
(300 mg/day) & arbekacin (30 mg/day) % %5 L7
LZA, fEHL,CRP b 0.3~1.0mg/dL ¥ TIKT L7
MEEORTRE#KL 2%, 15 H M sulbactam/
ampicillin %% 5L, COBZEEZREI LI LNTE
PAS

Mub50 X CDIRBIOTE SN KR TH B, L
LZDOMub0 & o7 [ UHE & genotype % /<
3 B Mu 45 7% vancomycin ¥ 5% 7THHOWE Lo I
RYBRBREORT S STHMINT VS, 7AY 1D
VRSA (3 #4>B b7 5 R vancomycin %% 5 L 72
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BEDIPOTHEINOICHNT I OBA TR
MEAE T, 2070, 0 BRED MRSA 73 A%
5112 vancomyecin i R IZEL L 72D Tid % <,
vancomycin O £ % 5 % 2} 72 B #E » MRSA 7¢
vancomycin MftE & %20, ZhBZOEZL42BORIR
WBENBR L - RS E R b b,

Table 1 127§ T OBEDORKEES I, BIUHIKT
L7=® 23 L Tid vancomycin DEFITAER TR L,
DHAEDEREVCLAEN THoZ b RLTY
%, Z® Mu50 & NCCLS O ## Tttt (32 ug/mL
b)) &M (4ug/mLUT) OHE (8~16 ug/mL)
T & % 72 ®, vancomycin intermediate S. aureus
(VISA) & % \»iZ glycopeptide intermediate S. au-
rues (GISA) L b MIEhTwa*, LaL, BEARE
10 %R VRSA 7V K[E (4%), 77 ¥ X (2K), &E
1#%), BAX (1), A2y b5 F 2 2»o#HE
ENTBD, ZOH)LbEREELXRERI LA THITVTH
b vancomycin DEFRDBRI L e h o 72 EBFIH & 758 &
NTwd, 2NEDEKDMIC IE V31 8ug/mL
THol2Z E¥F, T MICEDMKIZHHIEIZERA
CIEHHTHLZEERLTW S, 72 L MIC A%
8 BL 116 ug/mL @ C-NS IZ X % vancomyecin {&H#E5E
HBiZ 1987 FELLREBIEE SN T 5B, DI LI,
NCCLS Ofitth## (7L 4 7 KA b)) HIEHRENIC
BTEAILERLTWA, ThAY, bhtbid Mus0
% VISA L3, VRSA LIFATWAHHTH %,

Mu 5007 BRTIZ, Hivbitid, ~7 OVRSA (hetero-
geneously vancomycin-resistant Staphylococcus aure-
us, hetero-VRSA) L5, Hlo#H 7 T —d vanco-
mycin (28T 5 EZHOET Lz#k%, MifE (primary
lung cancer) DEMULLHREL T, TOEZEDERK
#B % Table2 \Z/”"§ . M2 3 HHE DA XTI
%OBERERL, BEHED?SIE MRSA 2 0HE Sz,
EIREDOBIKEARE 7T LB LI T A, HHIKIZER
SN T AEHERES SRR SN, BIROBEEENS
X MRSA A3t K12 10°CFU/mL UL E O EE THE
N7z, Vancomycin (2 X BiHEHEEHB LI A, &
Lo 1EMIZERREIR, MEMR L DIZHEHNRS
Nn7z25, 9~12 B BIZIZFHED vancomycin DEHFIZ D
b o3, BUMKBIZENAL . HAEIIEA
piperacillin I2ZE L7-5%, ZORMM&ZIEIEHIZE
LA 720 Mu3 0B SN0 2 DR OEED S
TH5b, DI T sulbactam/ampicillin & arbekacin
EHRAL TS L, GETLIILNTE, ZOFILR
b b k9%, &I vancomycin X528 & &3 75,
LIES S LTEMLEL 25 L) HEOFAIL Fig. 2
\27R T in vitro T® Mu 3 @ time-killing curve & 3%
WELBFEL TV 5, Fig. 2l 2R T L9 Mu3 D
A, FOMICH 2ug/mLTHAHIZLhhb6T, 10°
CFU/mL oW D% T &I X 2 5121 10 ug/mL
DB D vancomycin LB TH 5. i F MIC 7°1ug
/mL @ vancomycin & % % 87/20 ® % & & 1.25 ug/

Table 1. Time course of the case from whom Mu 50 was isolated

Patient: 4 months old, male, pulmonary atresia, operation (May 14, 1996)

June 1-10:

June 10—July 9:

vancomycin (45 mg/kg per day)

fever (38-39C), CRP raised to 11.0 mg/dL, pus from the incision site grew MRSA

low grade fever (37~38C), CRP4.1~5.1, purulent discharge persisted

July 10—July 21:

vancomycin plus arbekacin (30 mg per day)

fever subsided, CRP 5. 1—0. 9, the wound healed

July 31-Aug 3:
Aug 4-Sept 21:

fever (39C), CRP 3.5, pus discharge resumed

sulbactam/ampicillin (300 mg per day) and arbekacin (30 mg per day)

fever subsided in 6 days, CRP between <0. 3 to 1. 0, wound healed

Sept 6:

debridement of the abscess; CRP. <0. 3 after debridement

Table 2. Time course of the case from whom Mu 3 was isolated

Patient: 64 years old, male, primary lung cancer, operation (December 12, 1995)

shadow in chest X-ray film, fever (~38C), CRP 15.7 mg/dL, purulent sputa yielded MRSA

chest X-ray improved until Dec 27; fever ~37C, CRP15.7t03.0 (Dec27)

chest X-ray film further exacerbated (consolidation), fever ~39C, CRP up to 12.2

Dec 15-19:

Dec 20-31: vancomycin (2 g per day)

Dec 28-31: chest X-ray exacerbated; fever ~39C. CRP3.0t06.1
Dec 30—Jan 4: piperacillin (2 g per day)

Jan 5-16:

arbekacin (200 mg per day) plus sulbactam/ampicillin (6 g per day)
fever subsided in two days, chest X-ray film cleared, CRP 12.2 t0 0.4
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Fig. 2. Hetero-VRSA Mu 3 contains a vancomycin-resistant subpopulation.
The strains were cultivated in Mueller—Hinton broth containing no
vancomycin (open circle), or with 1.25 mg/L (closed circle), 2.5 mg/L
(open triangle) , 5 mg/L (closed triangle) , 10 mg/L (open square) , or 20
mg/L (closed square) concentrations of vanocmycin. Periodically, a portion
of each culture was taken and the numbers of viable cells were counted.

Grown colonies
in logy,

(o]

=3

o 1 2 3 4 5

7 8 9 10 11 12 13

Vancomycin concentration ( zg/mL)

Fig. 3. Population analysis of VRSA and hetero—-VRSA. The population
curves of VRSA Mu 50 (open circle) and hetero—-VRSA Mu 3 (closed
circle) were compared with those of two VSSA strains, H1 (methicil-
lin-resistant; open triangle) and FDA 209 P (methicillin-suscepti-

ble; closed triangle).

mL TZ DD FHIEE NS, Mu3 D4 5ug/mL D
vancomycin 77 FC% 3 HEIIHHEATHIE X N 5 25,

ZOHBMIFUOHEBET 5, MuSDOKRY 2L —3 3 VR
R % Fig. 3 127”7 F, Vancomycin D iEHEAER) L
7- MRSA B RDBE L8 SN/ MRSA, H1 &M
X5 L, HoMII Mud DAL 5~9 ug/mL ® vanco-
mycin DFETCTLHBETELMMEOS 7R 21 —
ParseboTwAIENRbHdDB, 5~9ug/mLiZ
vancomycin ¥ GO FR EICEFT L2EE2 L), Z0OH
DEE2L—2a VBT 24T9 &, £2D/8% — 2 1d Mu
50 EIZIZFBREL 5, Mud & Mu50i3 -7 [

UPFGE DY KO8 — Y %R L™, & 512 gyrA B
LV griA BIEFORUBAICAS Y hIa—F—Y 3
YHH B, TD L IZAT T VRSA 12 VRSA D RTER
MIa T 5 L ERIC, BELHKEO LR TEEEC
VRSA # 4 AH L, vancomycin DEEAZER) L 72 W IK
BAEZF|EHEZ T,
III. #1%(C 6 1+ 3 heterogeneity

1. heterogeneity & i3

FHIT M2 BT 5 heterogeneity (HETIIEME, &~
W LRENTVD) ORMEIZEKECRETHY, &
) HiF MRSA DI ARZEOHM TIE 12D EE LR —
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TTHolo AT HMHIE, K2 L - a3 V@D 5
VIRT L= Y S ORES S ERS B, AFD
TP DOBR S HEL SN/ R WO BB T, 1960 F1R1C
58 X 172 MRSA 7%, methicillin (2% L CHEELNT
Ot %2 RT &) MED, Zo@Meis [REME] Lv
IMEEFR S THETEI LR -7, T b H 1960
FER DA T T MRSA % methicillin (2 & 9 #IR L 75
Pk1X, methicillin % & £ 2 W TR LT 5 &,
FHENDAFOMRSAIZDL EDR TV EREEIRT
W5, L L, EDIFETIE, §XTHOAT T MRSA
AT OO IREZ ZE L THBET 5 b DT <,
W ODPDAT T MRSA S IIEELRESEMMED 5\
AT MRSA DA ENE 2 EVRHONEL T
B89, ZDb ok LwfldpreMRSA N 315 (pre
MRSA & & mecA % #2753, methicillin (25 L TI3 %
Z% [MIC, =8ug/mL] # R HHKEVH) DEFET
5%, N 315 2 mecA B & N Z O #| &%+ mecl,
mecR1 % E 2L THDODT, mecA ® I H mecl
WEDEFZHIABMEINTEIN, Z07DIC
methicillin &% % 7RT MRSA DRAIOFELEEZ LN
70/ 94 7N0N-AIZBT5S. aureus TH 5",

N 315 iX Tomasz 5 D7 % HTIXDH 5 & type-1 D
A7 TiittE (MIC 5 2~4 ug/mL T MSSA 2/ E 1
5% ZRTH, KIERE D methicillin (3 ug/mL 2 )
TEIRT S &, EFITHVHEE (10°~107%) T type—
mo~Fafittt (MIC, 50~200 ug/mL) % /R3 A
FNTL B, ZNSDKD mecl BIZTFIIEREZRI L
TWVAHIEDHERIETWDEY, N315 20 5 EERMIZ
mecl % R S &%k b RIS type— T O~ 7 O i 14 4k
~NEET B, 2T &id MRSA 2B\ T, methicil-
lin DWMPEEARE SIZERA LMPE TN B HEITE,
L DBEBETOERE - TAIEERLTY
bo LT, ZOAT Otttk % B methicillin T &
KT LEEEMEEZRTAEMUEHEIEETN TS

Hetero-MRSA

mecl mutation \\
Pre-MRSA / \ Homo-MRSA
Li Eagle-type MRSA L_,

\ \/\ 41( mutation

Fig. 4. Two pathways for pre-MRSA to evolve into homo-
MRSA. In the N 315 (clonotype [I-A) lineage of
MRSA, two genetic events, mecl inactivation and
another mutation indicated by thick arrows, are
required for pre-MRSA to become homo-resistant to
methicillin.

(Fig. 4) -

2. heterogeneity (35 —#MIZEA LN LBR TH
%

fif %2 B 1T % heterogeneity & S. aureus (2517
% methicillin fif £ 8 & U vancomyecin fif £ (2B - 72 R
TR, Mol moEEOHMAEDbEDOSE
WHIELRoNns,

7ol ZIEMRSA DEHHEE L THEHIN TV % ar-
bekacin (25t L T 2 ORI~ T O E2 R4,
MIC O L TIdEZHEHE ST 5,

Fig. 5 A 12 Mu 3 ¥k = BIZ/R§ 2%, T DHIZ arbekacin
xt L TiEA T o T 545, [FEFIZEH 72 sulbac-

Number of viable cells (log10)

0 T T T | T T T 1
0 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 128

Drug concentration ( ;.g/mL)

Fig. 5. Population analysis with three organism-antibi-
otic combinations. (A) Staphylococcus aureus strain
Mu 3 vs arbekacin and sulbactam/ampicillin. Sym-
bols: closed circle, arbekacin; open circle, sulbactam/
ampicillin. Mu 3 has a heterogeneous—type population
curve for arbekacin, and a homogeneous—-type curve
for sulbactam/ampicillin. Dotted line and arrow
indicate the operation to find MIC value of arbekacin
from population curve. MIC is defined as the mini-
mum concentration of the drug inhibitory to 99.99% of
the population. MIC is found to be 4 ug/mL. (B) Van-
comycin-resistant Enterococcus faecium clinical
strain A 4284 (vanB) vsvancomycin. (C) S. aureus
strains Mu 3 vs rifampin. Note that the population
contains rifampin-resistant mutants, presumably
with a single mutation in the RNA polymerase, The L
—shaped population can be discriminated from hetero-
geneous-type curves.
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B

tam/ampicillin {25} L TIZ R EDERZH /S5 — ¥ 2R
To V< DN DvanB ¥ 4 7D VRE D ¥4, MIC it
BZMEHD S PEERNE T TEVEBICbZ o TV 5%,
Fig. 5 B iZiZ vanB #&{5F % b 2 Enterococcus faecium
A4282 DR 2L — a VBN ERT. ZD¥KD MIC
(& 12.5 ug/mL T & 5% »', # & ) 7 heterogeneous 72
NE—VERLTWBI LN bh»D, KEBEDDIZS.
aureus ? rifampicin ICN 35K 2L —3 3 V@iT %
=Y (Fig.5C)0 ZOBERINTUDRHELRLR I
B LFRORE 2L —Y 3 VHIERLTY S,

MIC 2 #IE$ 534, 10"/mL (NCCLS) & %\»i310%/
ml (HAFRLEREZS) CHELLEREZ~I 2707
T —ICTHREICEET 5%, ZoRAEEshS
HBROEIIBLZ3~5uL THHDT, 3~5x10°H 5
WX 3~EX 10 BOWABE L /-2 12k b, Lizdio
TEELZEHI~5X10° 0,2 1 ERBOMEE
VHET H5HE, TOMEY 7R =L —Ya VIZHL
T TE R\ NCCLS IZ & W #R STV 36 ug/
mL (2 vancomycin % &R EIC 100 O E 2 EET 5
VREDZRAZ ) —=v iR, BEEELEZLTHA
720, BREIINTOREEE ORETAHEE T
W5,

BlERR7= X 512, W28 5 heterogeneity i,
SLDEHEBEDHAELET—RBICELNLESR
ThHb, EFRERZMRABRE LT, MICHIZIZME TH
Yal—3a VI (B XOF0MBE) % £+,
CEREEDOFEIMEZ KW 5 L CORBBREDOEFENS

Step-1
Preparation of dilution
series of antibiotics

X /4 12

;:H‘ bo
)/_ 10 Step-3
10° Preparation of the inoculum
- with various cell quantity.

Step-2

Preparation of the agar

Plates with antibiotics

1.0 mL of antimicrobial solution

and 9.0 mL of the agar are mixed

thoroughly in edch plate. ~ \ " (Y >
The agar is allowed to solidifyat

room temperarute

RINEBDLEILENTEDLTHS ),

3. ~N7TUVRSADEHRLZNDEEN

bUbNIIUERRTELATOMEDEZ F 2L
2, ROL ) HERXELEROBE T T VRSA L
ATV,

(1) MIC 3 4ug/mL LT T, B D NCCLS 0%
T3 MIC D2 S I3EEHhEHEEN S,

(2) Vancomycin (ZXf LE % 5 HEE % #F o - il
PHIRBEROHRIZELZ7:0, 10°~10" DED 27|z
i& vancomycin 4 ug/mL (H 5V IZZFNLL EDEE) %
BUOTPRECEFTTA2MBY 7 RE 2L —¥ 3 vk
sha,

(3) Vancomycin 4ug/mL (%5 ZZhP Lo
B) 2ECFREICATLLE (EED S VIZKE Y
a<vA Y 4ug/mL EELFRTHRAHE) oKV 2L
—vavBETH L, TOMMEEIXI Mub0 & FLE
ETHhb,

LHETERICAVTWARE 2L —¥ 3 V@0
EEUTICRRS (Fig.6)o

Step 1: HADHFRRFN LR TS (—#MICIT 2
BREAROFBFFRYI TI0HBEOEF R+ HLT 2
%%, vancomycin D AIF 1ug A TOHRZFILE
WTW3),

Step 2: RHAEHFREIERT 5, B PRI A
W& 1mL #z 5%,

KIZ55TC IRIR L7 BHI £X 9mL #M2 X < B&
5,

10° H 1~2X10° CFU/mL of cell suspension is
diluted serially in 10-fold

10
Step-4

Spreading the cell suspension

Step-5
Incubation of the agar plates at 37°C for 48 hrs.

Step-6
Counting of the number of colonies

Fig. 6. Method of population analysis. For explanation, see text.
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Step 3: M LW A MART 5, AiEEE (AT HICH
¥ H #k % BHI-broth (4 mL] (Z## L, 837" C T—#&
IREEETS] LABEROWEEZM%E L, BHI-broth
12T 1~2xX10°CFU/mL DRz AR S 5 (MHET
Z578nm DB HEEN03II 45 L HITHEL T
%) RIZEFEEKE AV TIEKR 10 (FEE B FHR % 1T
vy, 107, 10° 10°, 10% 10°, 10°CFU/mL O K iK%
WE D,

Step 4: Wi (50 uL) ZFHUIIZ, T3> T — I
FRHOTY—II8BMHT 5,

Step 5: ‘F# % 37° C T2 AM¥EHET %,

Step 6: FNEFNOER LICEFL-ao= -0 %
Mzr7o7270y bE 5,

Fig. 6 IZX/R L 72 FAROFIERIZBE N2 D TH
b HONLDENEFNOERIZERTTLIHELHEL
THBITE, B2 BHET 5 FROMEE &RERICT S
ENTE, EBRIHERHT 2 FROMBEEHT LI L8
T&5%,

RKE 2L — ¥ a VW OEEEE L Tid vancomycin
4 ug/mL &F BHI XK FH L2 10'CFU D Wil & & A
LTEFTHI0=—-DEE2HET A HFENHGLR
TWwb,

EBIZAT T VRSA TdH 5 Mul % £ Z van-
comycin # & U BHIE K TR ICEME T2 L, 4D
MIC Z/RTHABELTL B, TNHDED MIC 13% <
D4, #A L7 vancomycin iBEIZLEHI L TL 57,
Mu3# 4ug/ml & 5V IEZFNLLEDWEE D vancomy-
cin 5L FRICEET L LB L £ 10° DHHE T van-
comycin IHEEAPEL A7, ZDLHIZ, N7 T VRSA
EEHEEIZEKRIZVRSA 2BV HTREN OB B R (»
DITHERMIERR) THAHIED, FTHE—DEELHT
HbHo 1997 ELBFIERKEERE AL 08 L7 MRSAD B
X #20% 13 Mu3t FAELR~NTOVRSATH o 72
(Fig. 7)o ~7 O VRSA OERKR 7 #EvRITKE, S£E, b
va, 75 VA, ANA v, FE, BE, FAYTHHR
HWENTVB, Nravd s VIZXBERPRL %0
slhzFhuAd bOBEZEPLTEHESN/ZT T VRSA
42493 1Z Mu 3 & LMK 2L —2 3 YHlifEERL
TWA", ZoOkH, 5 b Musd LD in vitro T van-
comycin MM E %2 52 L 2°T&% (Hiramatsu K,
RRETFT—Y), B2OEBELLL, BLOHELEE
2B LT 5 A%, ~F O VRSA 1 H %" vancomy-
cin DEFEPEN L 2 VREREDFRKFE N HHHATDH
%, Fig. 7\Z/R$ 70 VRSA 139~ T MRSA B &£ D
BEMSHBMINTRTHS, RPOHKRETRLL
Mu 3, Mu 27, Mu 36 (X3 X T vancomycin #° A %) T
Lol R SONMRTH Y, BEYTRLZ Mu
6, Mu 17, Mu22, $ & O*H1 d vancomycin #* 4 %))

2] 2
1 1

o
1

[} w
1 1

Number of colony-forming units (log, )
T :

(=}
1

9 10 11 12 13

0o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Vancomycin concentration (mg/L)

Fig. 7. Population analysis of VRSA (Mu50) and hetero—
VRSA strains. Symbols: open traiangle, Mu 50; open
square, Mu 27; open circle, Mu 3; open diamond, Mu
36; closed square, Mu 6; closed diamond, Mu 22;
closed triangle, Mu 17; closed circle, H 1. The strains
depicted with open symblos were associated with
vancomycin therapeutic failure.

THoER» S DGHKRTDH 5,

ORI Mu3 LEFE, HrIEENLUEOAT T
fif 14 % 75 4 #k 12 & 5 MRSA fiti € Tld, vancomycin #
WMTIIERETELOBENLZ VI LEZREL TV 5,

Z D~ 7 a VRSA 8% ® MIC @ il 2 Ti& VSSA
EXBTERV, Figg 7 T/RL7ZMu3 b Mudb oD
MIC 12 2ug/mLTHY, ThFEFTIZHELI-~ATO
VRSAD MIC 33T XT4ug/mLUTTH5b, L7IH
> TUNCCLS ¥R HTIEH A E MIC D LETIEAT
O VRSA T XRTEZEETH S, TN~ 7 U VRSA
DEIODEENTH S, T74bE MIC TIRIEZHTH
DB SERPAENERLEVE, T4abb7 O
WROFAEBRD, EHOBKNADEEZHN T L54
TOMICHEDERELZIERTEELEKNE 2> TV,

IV. Vancomycin M4 & 14 & ¥ vancomycin JAEIC

MHMTES D

VRE & 8 L7235 4&, VRSA @ MIC i3 8 ug/mL &
FEEITE . L L, EBIZINS VRSAID & % K3
fi % vancomycin THET A DIIR#ETH 5. ZOHMH
& LT, 1) vancomycin D#MAEBIT MK 2 &, 2)
staphylococci {2/ § 5 REEE K &, 3) ZHED
EVWEHER, 2895015, LUTFIEIZ vancomycin @
BRI BEEH2DINSDT7 77 5 =200 Tl
5o

1. Vancomycin Ok E

Vancomycin 0.5g Z#RNIZHEEBIES L2 HE&0 R
#H DVEHE R @ vancomycin i 1 13 2.46~2.49 ug/ml &
HVEENLTEHRE SN TS, 1995 FEIZH AT
MRSA i &2 %) 3 % vancomycin DR BEIZ 2>\ TH —
NA T Y A%ATo 724 T, vancomycin D HEEED 4
HEILT182% ThHhoZ ENMEEINT VB, [
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WZHE L7 FEB D 64.2% L A vancomycin O {6 % R
BICHII LTy, Z0+5 &3 2 %\ vancomy-
cin DBEERI R 1L, vancomycin DERHF~DRIT DR
FReRBL TV 5,

BEOESTIE, 1 HIZ2g D vancomycin % (2
HIFTHSE LB A1, 5ug/mL @ vancomycin % B
EB T EAHRESN TV A™, Fig. 3173 Mub50
DERE2L—Y g HEISHEIT AL, Mub0 D 1%
BZD ) %REHT (5ug/mL @ vancomycin iRE) T
LEFTE %,

5 R s 55 O vancomycin & EDSIEE IRV DT
RC, R, BER2EDOHEIE, FEIBVREL 2D
ZEMHEINTN S,

RHIZ1E, vancomycin IZEMEI THH SN BDHY, 0.5
g ? vancomycin % FHRAE 5 L 7235612 200 pg/ml LA
FOBED 128 T THKLT 5. CAPD EIRR DI
AT, BHBICEAT A EICL D 1,000 ug/ml D
B £ T vancomycin BE% FIF5 N TESE™,
® & 912 vancomycin SEREICRFEIND L, HIFR
BiE, ZOLI)RRRTCAEETELR LB LEDNS
A%, EBRIIE, BEXLECOBHAEIZ, vancomycin %
EI2#%5 L T staphylococci # RET & &b o 7-FIA
mEINTWE, ZhiZBZ 5 < vancomycin (25
FTHM T UVABRERLIZBEICL A0, HEIER
EEXEI LTV AHKLHMEROPIZEHAAD, vanco-
mycin DfEAZEN7D LR SN TWE™,

2. Vancomycin DX H i

BENRERD B L 2 2 BE L OB, Mk, KX
BRE LR CEANPELRBIDH Y, FthoREK
BaeFoTwb, DX RBEIZLE>TET LWEH
BEFOREZOBITEZME) 2 LORRB 2RI L
BTELBMNLREN 2D 1EHTHB, LI LES
% Z &2, vancomycin & % S. aureus DR EEEE X
KZEEV™, vancomycin (2 &% ¥ (MIC<1ug/mL)
DHATHBEIN/-MRSAZRETHDIZL, 100D
RERWTHDIZ24FE L L% E$ 5™, Chambers
B FTMRSAICLB.LHEREZRSE, Fh ik
BT HEREIT-> THREDHRBEEEZLLE L, vanco-
myecin (8 X U teicoplanin) i¥H T W A TRV &7,
GLAB-F77 % 2REHDITH HLIELIE vancomy-
cn XY bR T2 L2 HEL TV 5™, BHREIC
BWTH, MRSAIZ L 5.LHELDIERIC vancomycein
ERG LIZGEIC, RBHObND T TIZEEICEY
MAEBLZZLPAHESATVE™, &5 1 oDFEFKSE
D#HEIX, Gopal 512 & 5Tk EN7:7%, vancomycin
EREMBI OB S N2 S, aureus & MIC Tl 0.78
ug/mL T3 o 7245, MBC ix 25 ug/mL TdH - 72,
ZD%E, ZDS. aureus IIX L, vancomycin DI E
HBBLIERNTE (FLTFUR) PEELEBROK X

FEREEZ b

3. Vancomycin O{ER &L

Vancomycin B L UMD 75 £ AT ¥ 4 FOIERER
FEMEONEELEEZELL RLEoTWa, 72 2IXp-5
7 5 ARMEMEDRE, TOENEBR=V) V4K
B (PBP) TV, f-F77 % 2ARAEWHEIIPBPI
BETHIEIZEYWRTF K7 ¥ DYAF (transpep-
tidation) ZFHET 5%, 1 DDMALD % » THKEI
H1ET 5 PBP OB KBE DB E TIZENEh D PRP
B X Z 100~800 FF7E L, S. aureus DFHITI4
B D PBP 23N Zh 200~800 FFET 5 & HL sht
Vv»% (Pucci, M., personal communication),

73 JHERIAEWE, ~7u74 FREHRT b5y
A7) VREHO LS EBARBEROHEICE, )
RV A HEELTEDEBEREZHET 5, 1004
Fad 7z D) RV — A DFITZ OMBEOEFEREIC L 5
TE%Z5D, KBEFEB/rOBATIEB X Z68x10°~
72x10° THhH b, TN OLDTWAEWEN. HEDOEKE
SFOABICEET 2HEPL T OBE IHE LT
BXIZT DN LT, vancomycin DA, #Hic, §&
FORBIHETHILICLY, BERSZHSLTh
%o ¥ 7% b b vancomycin & trasglycosylase ® % % i
& 52 L2 XY transglycosylation GHELEE DS
WCEE LA LA ¥ E /< —BiBEA—Lipid 1 &4
SLVA VEI=DEHLWRTF K7 H VI
ShBRE) #MET S (Fig.8)o Vancomycin DIk
LAV VEI—) KO D-7 5 =V-D-77
=2 Ch% (Fig.9)o = TREE L %D D DT
FZNW-D-7 I = BT TIAR S MR IZ SR
FELTWAILTHDY, MlaEAKRART
transpeptidase BEFIZ L B2 BB RGBT, 20
KD D-T7 FT=N-D-7 5= LXK DOD-7 5=
YHBREIN2FBDRYVDD-TI= VDRV 5T
VLA LTEBVRER SN 2D, LRMIZD-T
F=NV-D-7 7= DEMBBRIT %, S. aureus DM
B3 C ORBEBAT bR, % ORBHIHRE
NEDTHBH, THTHRE20~30% DXRTF L/
VA% T72=y b (disaccharide—peptide) (3K
D-75=WV-D-75=V%boTnhH LHEIATY
5%, LD 20% DRTFRFYH T2y M
BEFEINTWERWETHE, #RZRDS. aureus D
MR LB X £ 6x10° D vancomycin & & ERAL % Fo T
V% Z &i27% % (Labischinski H, personal communi
cation)o THD X HIZE XL B L, 108HD S. aureus K
(& 1.44 ug ® vancomycin (MW, 1,449.27) #*# &7
BEHHICE B, T DX 12 vancomycin AHEATE HF
HIZH L D, WhIZTBIKE 2 V6 B EAL 4%, vancomyein
DAEARDOEREALICEET 2R LICHEETHILICE
D, JEHIZ% { D vancomyein HF AR IEYE % RET
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Fig. 8. Schematic illustration of cell-wall synthesis pathway: L—-Ala, L-alanine; D-Glu, D—glutamic
acid;L—Lys, L-Lysine; D-Ala, D-alanine; TG, transglycosylase. For explanation, see text.

3 -lactam

\

vancomycin

-

'A’

D-alanyl-D-alanine

Murein monomer [MM]

Fig.9. Schematic illustration of interrelationship among
f —lactam antibiotics, vancomycin and MM. Vancomy-
cin forms complexes with murein monomer and
prevents incorporation of murein monomer into the
cell wall, whereas f-lactams interact with cell-wall
biosynthetic enzymes and prevent their action.

5%, MBEOLRPTHEBEINTLEIDOTH
%o Vancomycin OB G DAY OFEREAL ORI,
X EETERAC & 5 KB R O Lipid 1 B7BEAR D %275 1,000
~2000 THBEEV)TFT—INLEHT LI LHNTES
B, 2O [EIRMN] ERBMIE, £02~3F—5%—
B,

o [BIkM] RVERSMLOEED, in vitro BELW
in vitro T® vancomycin NiHFHIC S F X FhpBr 5
ATWh, 7934 aARTZL F—fIZUTIEELI LT
HBN, WOPDEZLNLHBEEEZLUTIZHNS,

(a) BEOBPEHMICEZ L OMEI G E, M
Bdho [BIXRE]) RIERAEMLOBOHEMIZL Y, vanco-
mycin DE BB L 2245 £, ERABMICEET S
vancomycin D& L, ZOMEIIIET T 5, (b)
bLLHAHOMEAMBEDHIZLYELDD-T 7
ZNW-D-7 I =y K RO L ICET L, £OH
PRET 5701213 & D% { @ vancomycin 2SLE & 72
%, (c) BEREENEZ VL, L D% D vancomycin #°
HEISNBEOT, BREUHRRO L XI12IE, BHEFREICT
SEEBTHVLENEH LY, TDHL (b) PHEAEMEL
72 5T\ 5 VRSA OMifHERHE & BEL T2,

V. Vancomycin it D#E4E

Mu 50 #RIiZBWVTH Mu 3 #RkiZB\\Td, enterococci
\Z81F % vancomycin I EIZF (vanA, vanB, B &
LovanC) BREDOXRTF KNI HIZBITAD-TI=
W-D-T 7= Y IREREA B EE5 L) b BEFHEE
LRV, IROLDOMORTF K7 ) h w2 fBRL,
BEL7-~XTF K7 5 2O vancomycin # & e % LB
LTABE (ZHiE, RTFFFNFYH BT BED-T
FZN-D-T 7=V BEEOKE KRBT 5), Mub0 DfF
BRTF K7 H YD 1mg D vancomycin D §EH E
1 FDA209P R H1 % EDVSSAk L B L /-5 &
16~2.4% % * (Fig. 10)s Mu 3 |3 VRSA & VSSA
OFREOHEE R, MILEEOHEE % HPLC IZ X 1) 5#7
T5E, Mub0 DRT7TF K7 A /2B T LB
BELIBILTS, T2bb, MlgBEOD-75 =
V-D-7 7 =~ D¥EIH vancomycin DHEERER LA &
BTV EERE L CHBEL TS,

Mu 50 &8 EFSABFEBGR A 5 1d Mu 50 Ol fa B
AMVSSA LB L TAR LD 2BERECT LAEE
ENnsd (Fig. 11)o ZOMBEDIEE X Mu3 OFAEIC
BHETIE R, EVWHREISBEINSZ L1E, Mu
50 TIZMRBREE B AEBILINTVWAE Z L ERIEL T
Whs Mub0 DFGETH Mud DHETH N-TEF 1L
) A%y (MEERORTF R A OFERE
B DD 12) OMBBANOIY AARDEEMT S &
WHERREN B, EHIZMub0 DS, FVa—ADH
TABEANDOIY AARHELCILEL TV B (Cui et al.
submitted) . FRRIZHIRBBEICBITALLL LV E ) v —
AIERARE L, MEROLEE LWMT LI BdON
TWaY, ThHnZ b, MBS OREN2 DD
HRTELIZALNLD, ZOREIE Mub0 DHEDH
MELIZKEVWI EEZRLT WA,

ME RO PBP2 3 L I'PBP 2’ O 4 & 13 VSSA ¥
R LZ2GE 3~ EmL Twiz®, LarlIhs
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Fig. 10. Vancomycin-binding capacity of purified pepti-
doglycan. The number of vancomycin molecules ad-
sorbed to 1 mg of purified peptidoglycan was compared
among Mu50, Mu3, H1, and FDA209P (from
Hanaki H, etal., 1998 b).

DERDS mecA % %o T b vancomycin MHEIZE(LL 2w
Z &h 6 PBP2 O BE E AL, vancomycin T ICHF
BLTwhwiEZ 5n®, KiHiZ PBP2 04,
vancomycin, teicoplenin i ® FHICKE (L LT
BY, I teicoplanin HENDEBRELS K & W,

DEDKERID, Mub0XR7F K7y Y ERD
REZ T, MREOREZE LMBER,ZHESE
52 LX) vancomycin % ER L7-&E2 52 L
AWT& D, %5 VRSA, Mu 50 iFMEEAR Y R 7
LZERZREI LER, BELMEE (MBEERs
EHROEMEEBROBAIICL LOWTHEML 2 D-7
ToN-D-7T 7= URETRFORERMBE) B
L, ZO#FMIEES D vancomycin DA AL ATHEM
L, vancomycin 25 % DEDEHR F CEETZDO%
TiFaZEICL VR RBELEEZL 505, bhub
Nid, T? X% =X A% vancomycin ? affinity trap-
ping A A= AL LRI ERBELTWAEY,

DL 7% Mub0 DRIRIC K o THIBS DML
LV V) R—EKBDD-T 7= NV-D-TF 5= VR
EIIHBEINTO e BMRESKEEFH s RIBET 27
B2, BfED vancomycin BEMFLETHL I LICh
5o

SN E TR SN2 D9 D VRSA B % Mu 50 &
EBRL725E, o7 A—0BETR VI LT T
WS E %> T %, Michigan # (CDC, 1997 b, ¢)
DG, MIBRORE L EFDRAIE Mu 50 8 L U Mu
3 LFAKIZRONSAS, PBP2 BRII¥NES, 20HDE
BHEEEEOEML Mu 50 & T2 2 22V (Kuwa-
hara K, RERT—¥), DI LIZFAL MIC #7574
vancomycin ¥ E D%ATH, vancomycin it o #

Fig.11. Transmission electron microscopy of Mu50)
(VRSA) in comparison with LR 5 P'1 (VSSA strain); -
The cell wall of Mu 50 is twice as thick as that of LR 5
Pl

BIRE2 o TOATHEMIH. LAL, KERROK
E Mub50 ICHEICR O A58, BEL-MAuee
FOEBORBATH Y, Zhdaffinity trapping 2L
% vancomyein THEDIEED A 1 = X L Th B REEM
BV, CO20OD0RHEFIEEITHBESRROE
BIZE2BYORZ-7-BEVHL LI oTE

T4 (Cuiet al., in preparation) o

VI. Teicoplanin 14 & DHERES

Mu 50 8 & UF Mu 3 IZ & 3 I teicoplanin I it ¥4 % 7%
L, £OMICIZ8~16ug/mLTH 5%, T LD/
VSSA L WW# LT 3~5 1520 PBP % X3 5%, PRP
2 DBFIEEL, teicoplanin i IZE L CHFLIRK
&\ 7%, vancomycin M~ D F 513/ & W, PBP2
BEFEZIC—BROENTFTAI FiZrzu—=r7L,
S. aureus IZT V7 PO RL—3 3 VIZE DAL
PBP2 DEABZHENMEELEREITo728 25, e
coplanin 233 % MIC i3 1 ug/mL 7* 5 8 ug/mL 12
MU 7%, vancomyecin {233 % MIC {2812 1 yg/mL.
25 2ug/mLICEMLAOARTHoT20 LT,
CO2ODRFAIWELER LS54 a7y 4 FILh
Fh, ZOERABEDRALEEZOR TSR, 6
£, EBRICEAEBICHARZE VD H S, BIBLAEL
DT, B MIZ D, teicoplanin it 1 i, vancomycin
HHEICEE RS> THHELTWS,

VIL. Methicillin i€ & 048RS

HAIZBWT, MRSADEL DS B L) ITho
72 ?Dix 1980 FROMMPAND Z & TH 5 (Tanaka, et al,
1995), LA L #® MRSA D&% & | T vancomyein
DEFHHPEHEND X ) I2% o 72D 1% 1991 ETH
Y, arbekacin DERILIZ 1990 EDZ & THh ol L
72hoT, 202 00EHHHER S B LLET O MRSA
DIEHRIE, HATIXHE S D\ imipenem, flomoxef,
cefmetazole % K DMER SN T & 2o ORI T/ S
{70-AD~7T% {7 MRSA i, BEEXBTLT
1990 F£RITIE, ZDIFLA LN HRES £ 7D MRSAL
oTwA™, TAABREAATHESIS Lo L bH
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DEWMRSAD Y {4 7TaH Y, 1994 44 B MRSA
70% LLE% 5 5", JFHICHEBREN 2 & 12, clonotype
I-A® -~ 7 1 MRSA #% imipenem, flomoxef, cef-
metazole 2 E DT f~F 7 ¥ ARETHEIRL THE
I % o 728k D 5~10% 1%, vancomycin (234 2 it
Hd EALTwv:5A (Takahashi J, REEF—%)o K
Yal—va B CHlE Lo RER, ~F7o
VRSA LA TH o7z TDL-F 7 & L RERINEER
BT AATT VRSAOMBAFE XL L # 10°12 11/
DEETHole TOZ L, BRIZBWTIZE-TF 2
5 hREDBRIRNDH 272 1980 ER OB LD S, ~F
U VRSA ML TE 717?1%]@’5:3—‘ LTw5b, £

2 1980 £ EDSBEA 5, ~AF T VRSA Hih7 D
OD‘EEJE'C DHEINTWA (HiramatsuK, RER),

Sieradzki & Tomasz (1996) I, vancomycin it 1k B
z 15572912 MRSA, COL #%%, #Y:& L vancomyecin
FAR L&A LB S, methicillin (2303 2 HHH A
BEICHD L72BRAE LN EHEL2Y, ZOLTEK
@‘flﬂﬂﬂ’ﬂ*@;’kﬁ)# IFLABA LTz, — &I, MR

BEENER I CRD LBEIE, 52751 %
%&ii y yﬁb‘%ﬁ%fﬂ%%ﬁTk%‘&%ﬂéo LaL, B
RAOMERTH S Mud B LU Mub0 DHAIIE, HHa
BOBBENBL L TBITY 75)754(#9 573, methicillin
IR B EMEERT (MIC i3 500 ug/mL Bl ETH %),
HZ&® MRSA i&, 1980 FRICHEHBEEOE P o7 IV
NRAL, YT 2 AR E[-57 % LRBEORREHEIC
%17 methicillin ®EMEL L7 MRSA TH Y, 0%
»% 5 vancomyein THEARPHMB L TE /2L WHERKY
BRESN TR SRV,

VIII. B-5 72 LRFEEDIEHR

HZATld, vancomycin id, MRSA BEIE D EFIZ,
TRBREZ EREBREL TV AHEIIIRCS-F
7y LREEHFHINTE /2, vancomycin & f—T 7
Y LRELOBARERE L2HE, Mub0 D&

WA RA R S M7z (vancomycin & cefpirome @
FIC index 1% 0.375 T & ¥, vancomycin & sulbactum/
ampicillin ® FIC index 13 0.5 T %) (Hiramatsu K,
k%K), LL, NFTVRSATH5S Mu3 DHAEI

I3, vancomycin & cefpirome @ FIC index & 2.004 T
%1, vancomycin & sulbactum/ampicillin @ FIC in-
dex 13 2.016 & B & 2T HEIATR 6 h 7=,

Fig. 1213 f-5 7 ¥ L REEH paper disk z HV 7z
Mu 3 {25 $ 5 vancomycin & -5 7 ¥ A REOHH
MEERIZDDTH B, disk ALICEHPEF L, ME
HOBMBVRERL TB000h5, ZORKREINTH
VRSA, Mu3 7213 Tid%ed, HRATHEENLELD
AF T VRSAWRICEBLTRERONZ2DT, ZOFEME%E
BEL, N7 2 VRSAOB SR EEL LT Mud i
ARAFEE N2

BHIA + 3ug/mlVCM
McF : 1.0 (OD578nm, 0.3)

CMZ 30pg/ml

Fig. 12. Antagonism of vancomyein and S —lactam combi-
nation for hetero-VRSA strain. Mu3 cells were
spread on BHI agar plate containing 3 yg/mL of van-
comycin. and disks containing 10 #g/mL and 30 ug/
mL of cefmetazole were placed on the plate, and the
plate was incubated 48 h at 37C.

é BRIz E ) e ~T O VRSADERIZDH &K
, BRMICHELRAT T VRSA DREERZIRY 2 L
—Ya YT (BXUCOMERE) ThosS, HMRKRE
FETH)CRPRPEETELRAV DL, TD/2DIT,
MEZTOFIETRELRNT U VRSADRM FEL LT
Mu 3 i3 FHZRHEED 10 TH %,
X. & bH ) (Z
BIE, AR+ T MRSA DEHEE L L T vancomycin
DFERENEML T 5, Vancomycin D KEFHIZ,
VREDEEZFLIEN Y TR, §HEHITELD
VRSABIUANT O VRSAZEAHMTHEBELZ IS A
Twb, VoA vancomyein IFEBENEL B &, #0
RIZEZONDBAT Y TEEDRPTH o L LHBEARAD
BEBICHE L -BRSBIRE N, RRNBREOERE L 25
ZETHbB, TDOE) BIRROMBRE T L 720, L
CELBLEDLDIL, MRSAREIEND f—F 7 & A
REOMER % B, vancomycin OB IFAEFIZ AT,
EEFEBRISNY (728 218, BREORBEO DR E)
TREFEALRVE)ICT B I LARD SR T VB2,
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Recent emergence of vancomycin resistance in methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (VRSA)
has posed a new threat to hospital infection control and antibiotic chemotherapy. The first vancomycin—
resistant Staphylococcus aureus strain, Mu 50, was isolated in 1996. The level of resistance in VRSA, as
judged by minimal-growth inhibitory concentration (8 ug/mL), is low compared to that of vancomycin—
resistant enterococci (VRE). Hetero—VRSA strains exhibit vancomycin MIC levels equal to or less than 4
ug/mL, but, they show a heterogeneous type of resistance to vancomycin. Exposure of hetero—VRSA to
concentrations of vancomycin of 4 #g/mL or higher reproducibly generates VRSA with a frequency of 10™°
or higher. This article provides an historical overview of the emergence of glycopeptide resistance in
staphylococci and considers its mechanism of resistance.



