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[B®Y] Pimethicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) #TH 34T b~ 4 ¥
¥ (DAP) Dfiil% O FRERNIZ 35T, DAP DRI G- 12 & 0 JFEKE 2 i EL L 7=
EVOIWER BB, LA L, FICKERMERPCHIRIC 1) 2 FFEEMEHREOEETH
% antimicrobial use density (AUD), PUEFEDOLG HE % GHili§ 2 $5EE T dH 5 days of
therapy (DOT) # KU1 HHH & %53 % AUD/DOT tb&, DAP D3EAIREZ M % 3
ELRET TR Tk, 20729, YFEiZk iy 5 DAP OffiflE & KA
B VEOHERE DBIR & AL L 72,

[53E] FHR26FE9H A 6 FM 2841 H & TIZMFE~ARB L 28 H E N RICL T,
DAP DO i HB)IA 2 AUD, DOT % & U AUD/DOT % FIWCEHI L 7z, %72, DAPIZx}
T35 5 AGHEROMAIRZMEIZONTL y HZ &IZHEE L2, 2 LT, iK%
CHEBERENEL T, DAPMMER OB 2RO - HOR M EFEL 2, &k, 7
7 LB ER 25 % DAP @ minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) ZHI%E L 7z,
[#R] AWM ICMIC ZHIE L 722 5 25 136 - TdH - 72 (Enterococcus
sp.; 16 ¥k, Staphylococcus sp.; 120 #K) . DAPIZTifPED W 23 & 7z B FH 1T 12 %
(8.8%) T, DAPIZREZMD & 2 WM S h72HEIZ 1244 (912%) Th - 7=,
DAP @O AUD, DOT % & U° AUD/DOT & DAPIZ X § 5 7" 5 A B PEE O I&2 M & O
B8 & BN L 72655, AUD, DOT ¥ & UFAUD/DOT & 2 5 A Bk I O it 3 & o FH B
BEIEZ N T Nr=037,r=023 5 K Vr=044Tdh 1, DAP Ofli [ & HMMERIC
MHEAVEIZRED S 57z, £72, DAP#GHEIIZ/N Yy a2~ A4 vy (VCM) ZfEHL
BB OIS, WEREBRE S 72EE T, DAPICERZMD H 5 Wit & h /-
BELD SARIZEVEISE A S5O T (50.0% (6/12) versus 16.9% (21/124), p=
0.01),

(=] DAPOMMERIE, HAIORB YLD & ERLTWAEZ L5, o
EIHRRIZ, DAP DOAKROMHEITZ ORI 325 Z L3l hs, LarL,
SRIOFEMRTIE, YFiOPiEEOMAE - HHHKO T — 213, EFH» oM
N7z 7 LR O DAP DI PER L RO HBEA R &5 e h > 72— )7 T, VCM D
504 M2 DAPIEF OMHNIBI G532 Z L RE S iz, 20720, HiEHED
Pe b e S % O BE T 55 E OPRSEF RPN OSHER 1 ZET 2081 H
5EEZONT,
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PURSEDORAYE & & B IZIPER O MBI E & 25 >
T3, %), Pimethicillin-resistant Staphylococcus
aureus (MRSA) #TH 3/3va<v4 v v (VCM)
i3, MRSA % &, FRIKTRIEE 7 2 Ml ISR L
THIRWEER & 5 Z E WA TH -7z, L Lk
25, VCM ORI IFIL T, VCMIif
HHEOMMARD R B L2k o720,

HOHOBIR Y RRTF FRYIAHKTH 24T b
¥4 v v (DAP) %, BEFOPEHE L 1354 51
FHBEEIZ XD, MRSAIZH L CHIETEEZ R,
ZD1=®, MHEFRZAHBT SHRMENEZ RS
NTW3BY, LrLanrs, lsomEfizid L
TA% &, DAPDORBIEG1Z K D MRSA At
LU= WiEsdh 5349,

—J7, BUE, SEFIHER OB &S 5 7280
12, PIREEEEIEEHOHEEI KD SN THED, &
WFE I B W THIREBEH R OFE THbh T
%, VIESEBHREEIH Y20 058, &5 H
Bk LOHHARDIDDEEL & Rk X ho,
PUR SE D #a i FH g $012 25V 72 antimicrobial use
density (AUD), #5-HE%F 4 2HEETH 2
days of therapy (DOT) # &' 1 H & % 5Hili4 %
AUD/DOT A P FH & O 45w 5 T
W, L L, REMRNICE T % DAP O H &
RLHEEE RN, BEromitichd s T 2BMER
23 B HANEZHEANE D K D B4 KITTO
2 U 2 @5 13 0, 2 2T, PRSEM R
D IEIETH % AUD, DOT % & U' AUD/DOT Lt %
FIWT, MBEIZ 1 % DAP O ffi i & & S5 % A7
PO & ORIfREFAL 72,

HMRBLVOFHE

SR 26 4E-9 H 2 5 P28 -1 H £ TDO DAP D
fii B 1) 2 AUD, DOT % & U° AUD/DOT (2 T ¥
fliL 7z (Fig. 1l2&Kid L 72X %&MiH) ., %72, DAP
12K % 2T AGTER OSEANERZPEIZDNT

Fig. 1. AUD,DOT & & ' AUD/DOT Lt (2
L BMEREAEDEER

EZEFERE (9)/DDD(g)

A= maEE~A%
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PEXEERBHK(A)

DO = mezE~ax
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AUDIZ& 517 A EBOEHE
DOTIZ&L315 B BN EEHE
DDD;1HAZ(0.289)

AUD/DOT=

AZ &Gt L, ks, 77 2BMEICHT 5
DAP O MIC {3 SR TR A & D Tl L7,
Sy BB Rk O & A2 M 2 o H) g &, Clinical and
Laboratory Standards Institute (CLSI) 7€ FEH#E
IZHE WY Staphylococcus J& T 1& DAP @ MIC 2
lug/mL % #8 Z 2 k%, Enterococcus & T3 DAP
DMIC 2 4pg/mL %t £ 2 ¥k % DAPIPEE L 7=,
F7z, RO OARIZE T 2 BHETRICD
W kR L 72,

Heat#HTIZ IMP version 10.0 (SAS, Tokyo, Japan)
EHOTE T Y Y OREMBREIZ LD, DAPOD
AUD, DOT ¥ & U’ AUD/DOT & DAP it 14 % o #
BB A S L7z & 72, 2RO iIZIE, 2R
T #5 & Cunpaired tRREIZE DT - 72, Kd, A%
AKHUEIZ p<0.05 & L 7=,

R

ARALIIRI IS MIC 2 E L 722" 7 A 1ERIE, 120
R D Staphylococcus Jg 15 & OV 16 kD Enterococcus
JBDOEEI1368kTdH O, F1C Staphylococcus J& T
MRSA 7% 29.2%, Enterococcus J& T (% Enterococcus
Saecium 73 50% % i T 7z (Table 1), F£72, B
WERRLIZ MG (n=92), B (n=37) % K O'BHE
% (n=7) Th-o'

DAP @ AUD, DOT % & (* AUD/DOT & DAP @
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Table 1. DAPDMIC % 8% U -E % & L UEKE

B4 % B4 %L B4 %

MRSA 35 S. aureus 16 E. faecium 8

S. epidermidis (MRCNS) 31 S. epidermidis 3 E. faecalis 7

S. caprae (MRCNS) 1 S. caprae 3 E. avium 1

S. hominis (MRCNS) 2 S. haemolyticus 1

S. haemolyticus (MRCNS) 2 S. lugdunensis 4

S. lugdunensis (MRS) 1 S. capitis 2

S. aureus (B-lac+) 16 S. intermedius 3

it M 3 D HEFL & Fig. 2128 L 7= (Fig. 2a; AUD,
Fig. 2b; DOT, Fig. 2¢c; AUD/DOT) . DAPi D
rEEE, 201410 H2 520153 H T 6
T 20144F-9H 5 08k, 10H 5 18K, 11
Hos 1k, 12H 5 18K, 20154F-1H 5 18K 2H
5tk 3H 2%k, D%, 2015410 (1#K) %
BruC, DAPICINME Z2 73 R O 7 EEEED & s
o7z (2015449 H, 11-12 A, 2016%-1H ;
0%k, ¥72, AUD¥ K U'DOTDHERLIZDWNT,
DOT Ci33.1-9.8, AUD Tix5.4-149 £ fIx K CTHY
3GEDOEHERL T2, AUD/DOTIZE W T
&, 1420 L KELZEIRD 5Nk h 57,
DAP ® AUD, DOT ¥ & ' AUD/DOT & DAP O
it P % o B % % Fig. 31278 L 72 (Fig. 3a; AUD,
Fig. 3b; DOT, Fig. 3¢c; AUD/DOT) ., DAP ¢ AUD,
DOT % & U'AUD/DOT DAl 23 @ i &, DAPIi
PR OB RIS ME 2R L7224, 77 L5
O MR & ORBREIE 2 h Zhr=037 (p=
0.14), r=0.23 (p=0.38) ¥ X V'r=0.44 (p=0.07)
Thbh, AREMHBEMZRD 6o hknr o7z,

7z, WHEROBHNIZE T 5 Z 0 ) 22 [H
TAZOW TG L 72, DAP Ot ML 238 &
N BHTZ 124 T (8.8%), DAPIEZMED & %
WA XN B HEIZI124%ThH > 7=, B b,

DAPIi R OB OH MEIZ & 5T, DAPD-Y
BREBICHBLRZIRD NG 572 (AR
6.8mg/kg [3.7-10.4mg/kg] versus HERE 6.6mg/kg
[3.6-13.1mg/kg], p=0.41), —FC, MM %2
B 72HE1d, DAP OV 5 MR G IS - 7z
(FH#E6e HIE [3-12 HI#] versus fE#E 9 H R [3-28
Hi], p=0.02). %72, DAP#LHIIZ VCM % fif
U2z BHOEIESE, MR il & h -8
T, DAPIZEZMED & 22 s 7z #E & D
SHBIZEVEIGZ Y T (50.0% (6/12)
versus 16.9% (21/124), p=0.01),

ZE

— MNP O & & 22T RIS 2 20
A IEF N & - TIRPER A B L 2§ < Y, DAP
RIS TIE <, RIAREG1Z X ORIER Ok
LB ERIRE A X hTnwa 012z
DZ NG, REFHEHRIZ I T 5 PR &
DHMA, IPEROBILED FRIZOE»n B Tk
BPEX NS, La L, DAP DA M: & e
LTCWBERARZRO N Tn5 Z &, i DE
Fehiaie |2 35 1 % DAP OBl i & i1 B8 o B Y =K
DR EREL 2WEBDP BT en b, HED
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Fig. 2. DAP D AUD, DOT # £ W' AUD/DOT & Mt D #
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Fig. 3. DAP® AUD, DOT # & U AUD/DOT & M4 DRIR
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Bt DAP OffiflE (AUD, DOT, AUD/DOT) &
BED» SR X N7z 5 AR O DAPIME
% T, DAP Offi & & i PR O FHBI M & SFAf
L7,

ZOFER, FAMBHIZ AUD I &L O'DOT Dt
B, mATRIRFEOZEEZ/RL Tz, AUD/
DOTIZHEWTIE, KREAZHIED SN Eh >
7z. DAP DA 42 & DAP i F & O MBI B £%
EMET L7224, YBEiCki) 2 DAPOfHER
KU 5 H¥%/R3fd (AUD, DOT, AUD/DOT)
& SRANMPER OB 3RO BN IR 5 k2 5
7zo L2L, ABTEEVWEOD, FFZAUD &
AUD/DOT DA A & WFE, DAP OSEAI M1
K MM EZ /R L7222 &2 56, AUD/DOTIZ1 HH
BOEETH 57200, 1HHEMETFT52Z L
TDAP DM EHREL LH$5 Z L ARE I,
WhE T, DAPRGICERL C, JHIE L Clm
.- 8mg/kg, RS 6mg/kg d 5\ IE I %5
6mg/kg, MEFif G 4amgkgr D -5 1 v 7
F—2EEHML T Y, Zo53:1EDAP
DOMERIHN AR TH 5 LHegEh 5,

B & TIZ, DAPINMRIFDO—>& LT, lipid II
DY A 7N EHFTIHEEAORE A BET
liaF 8157 OE RO 527" X hTn5 219,
% 72, Staphylococcus aureus 1= ¥ T & flifukE &
BAZ B D B yyeFG (A F 28 DAP Ot AL IZBY 5-
LTWBZENRBHLENTNS 9, Zh b0z
TR FICTEEL TR D, FkkE RIISEH
NBRBEHLZLICED, RERZILATE
¥, HANELT 2 ZERMEh TS, LaL,
Zh 6 OBIA I, HAORBHIEHKICITEEIC
FEHEMIMET L, DAP I 2 A2 YE 3 A1
ThrEVnSWMEEH 57, ZOKS HEDAPD
SRS, MBaicl Tt Ehi=2 7 o5
1% D DAP BEZ I3 SERIBE &= ICRAE L o 7z
MEEz 6N %,

%72, AWFRORIR L & 5 7=l 4 OFEFIZ DN

THERET L 72 & 2 A, DAP OER B < h
HBEIX124 (8.8%) THD, HAIDHFE LI &
DY EFRLTOAEY, 2079, lOHEEE
FRIZ, DAP OAROf &I Z DIz B 54
Bzl END, LirL, SHOHEETHS
MIZE 572K, 1 HEROPIEIEOMHHE - i
FAH¥D T — %1%, DAP DIt & FHB 2589 &
Nhro7z, ZO0, MNEEIBRH S 7-BE
OFfl#FE L7224, MEFE B S h -8
FITH B KT & LT, S5 B X O DAP
BEHIOVCM ORI AT b5 hiz, ZThb D
TDH 5, FHHBAERIZHE NI 2IZDO0WT
F, REEZPESFI L 72T, AN OZERE & 72
I DAPDOEGHIEZIT> T35 Th 2 L]
bhd, 72, DAPEGHTO VCM OEAIZEI L
TiE, VCM IZ#:5% & 72 MRSA 78 DAP N D&%
P T 2R Lz WY hThD, 200
JPl LT, MIfaBE o7 ORHEZ L MaEED & —
VA =N =HEELTNBE EHED XhTnb,
— 5T, MifeEEA I S-9 % vand BI5 124
AL DS aureus \IZF W\ TIE, DAP D MIC H &
ZM MIC=1) ThHsEHGExATNBE?, K
BAIC VT, MHERFIIA TS 528, VCM
O 5- 2 DAP T YEE O WBLD ) 2 2 K+ D —
DTH B R RIE S T,

BIETIE, PK/PD PG &8 L 7= PlRZE O£ Y-
FHiEERGWS Z ik, RHICHFEEO R %
JFondZ Lok, MRS X 2 REYEDRE
VAIBPEFTEEEZ6R TS, Lal, K
255 R Tid, DAP OIPER 24 S h 7= d
1244 (8.8%) TH D, HAIDORIE LKL D & L5
LTW=Z b, hodiFsE L Eikic, DAPD
RO RIXZ OmPERICBI 542 2 &34
INhb, LaL, KifZEODAP M E % % 5 151%
& L THWz AUD, DOT ¥ & (' AUD/DOT T,
& K OCETEREH D K 5 BEEF O &
PREEIT > T DR, BEERBSLORS ks
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CEEN TR AT > TRy, 20720, fileD
REG T3 HEH O RIARE 512 X 0 i ER A& X h
ERUOENTWB DD, il % DEFEFEHRIIZ
51+ % DAP O fifi i & & B I o A1 1 2 oD ]
IZHRWHBIA RS b s & o 2= REEAAE U 22
EEZOND, StkiE, DHHSE, HFEDORESEE,
DAPD G EEE 2 G -BEE R EZRL 2
S5 u 5 EBEIBRETH B,

P&, DAPDIMMERIZ, FEHI DR YK
DELEHLTWEZ L5, MOPIRFE L R
12, DAP O &EROMEIEZ OmfM=IZBE 53 %
TR E NS, LA L, SHOFHELERTIZ,
BErOPFEHEOFHE - #HHHKO T — 213, &
H bR Ehiz 2 T ABGYER O DAP O %
WA RED S kb > 72— T, VCMD
Hi % 5- O M DAP PR O IZ B 54 5 Z
EWNREE N, TDY, HIFEEOE G &
flél % O T 357 7 & OPURHEREFH & IS O 28 4& K]
TEEETIMNENR DD EE LN,

FEEHE R

SRR E e LERA S O & LT
W25 T\ 5, —IBEEIZ, 727 7 2Bk
X&tt, MSDHASHE, H— =kt KiE
EINESE SRS, K H ARG SR A
7 74 Ak, Meiji Seika 7 7 L v HRAS
fh, IS URA S SR AR TV S,
=R, MSDHMAZH, H—=HMA 24,
KIEEINESER RS, KR EAASERAS
#t, w2t 7 7 4 - SH,
wET7 4L T7 7 —vHRASH, Meiji Seika 7 7
LRSS FEENRE 2T 5,
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Change of daptomycin usage and drug sensitivity

Hideo Kato, Mao Hagihara, Yuzuka Kawamoto, Naoya Nishiyama,
Nobuhiro Asai, Yusuke Koizumi, Yuka Yamagishi and Hiroshige Mikamo

Department of Infection Control and Prevention,
Aichi Medical University Hospital, Japan

The action mechanism of daptomycin (DAP) is different from that of existing antimicrobial
agents. So, it is said that the resistance rates of DAP is exceptionally low. On the other hand,
there are reports that resistant strain result from prolonged administration of DAP. Hence, using
antimicrobial use density (AUD) which is index of usage, days of therapy (DOT) which is index
of dosing days and AUD/DOT which is index of daily dose, we researched relationship between
consumption of DAP and drug sensitivity from September 2014 to January 2016. And, we
measured minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) for DAP in Gram-positive isolates. As a
results, we collected 136 isolates during the study (Enterococcus sp.; 16 strains, Staphylococcus
sp.; 120 strains) . The coefficients of correlation between AUD, DOT or AUD/DOT of DAP and
drug sensitivity were 0.37, 0.23 or 0.44.

The risk factors of resistant isolates are inappropriate use of therapy at low doses or
prolonged administration. However, in this study, the consumption of DAP is not associated with
resistance rates of Gram-positive isolates. Therefore, we thought that confounding factors other
than antimicrobial usage should be considered.



